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37418

A, Moushumi

Last week a runner was hit by car early am on Wasatch Boulevard just at the bottom of the Little Cottonwood Canyon. This is even before the gondola is built.
Already the speeds on Wasatch is so high and is so dangerous for runners, walkers and bicyclists. With the gondola and increased traffic, we won't be able to do
any of these activities. Almost everyone in my neighborhood uses Wasatch to walk, run or bike. Please don't change my neighborhood with my tax money- when |
don't want it changed.

32.2.6.2.2A

A32.2.6.2.2A

35033

A, Stephanie

| completely oppose the building of this gondola. Please don't use my tax payer money to build this. If you really want to reduce air pollution, focus on Kennecott.
The state of Utah actually advocated for Kennecott's expansion a few years back. Kennecott made SLC the 7th most toxic city in the US. If you really want to reduce
the transportation problem in the canyon, have more frequent FREE buses. Try it for one year and see the results before building something made for tourists and
not the local community who it affects most.

32.2.9A; 32.2.9E

34075

A., Erin

| am opposed to the LCC Gondola project. I'm a Utah voter and user of Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am concerned that the huge steel towers and cables will be a
visual blight on the esthetics of the currently-beautiful canyon. This is not a viable traffic solution--the gondola will serve only passengers to two ski resorts, Alta and
Snowbird (and since Alta doesn't allow snowboarders, the type of passenger the gondola will serve is even further limited).

As a climber, hiker, and snowboarder, the gondola will not serve me or other similar canyon users. Nor will it alleviate any traffic at trailheads throughout the canyon.
| support alternate solutions (tolling, increased bus service, etc.) that can address the greater issue without permanently destroying our cherished trails, climbing
crags, and beautiful views.

Thank you for your efforts to accurately represent our community as you help make this important decision.

32.1.2D; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N; 32.4B;
32.7C

A32.2.9N

34567

Aadland, Tony

| am opposed to the construction of a gondola in LCC. | believe that it is not an effective solution and will only benefit the ski areas. | instead propose that we
increase busses and shuttles to the ski areas and add incentives to ride them. We should have more options for park and ride areas so people will want to ride the
bus.

32.2.9A

37133

Aardema, Niklas

The LCC would only benefit the ski resorts located in the canyon, and they stand to gain financially from it's construction. Other users of LCC would have to deal
with this unsightly addition to the canyon, and it's construction would damage the natural that makes LCC such a special place. Additionally, it would not be in use
for most of the year. Traffic in LCC is largely a seasonal issue, and thus should also have a seasonal solution. Increased ski bus utilization, widening of the existing
highway to accommodate bus only lanes, and toll access are all cheaper, seasonal solutions to solve the issue at hand. NO GONDOLA!

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.6.5F; 32.2.9A;
32.2.4A

33079

Aardsma, Ashley

Building parking garages in the main park and rides would be less damage to the environment. Make the canyons bus and locals only for a couple hours in the
mornings to incentivize riding public transportation. The gondolas work in other places, but they will not work here. The solution is incentivizing the bus without
destroying the canyon and parking garages could be part of the solution.

32.2.9A

36177

Aaro-Hansen, Lukas

Horrible

32.2.9E

37138

Abare, Kaitlin

Setting aside the incredibly destructive nature of installing a gondola, it's not a practical solution, nor should | as a taxpayer pay for infrastructure benefiting a private
enterprise. | am a long time passholder of both Alta and Snowbird and would never take a gondola. A gondola would take me longer than driving most days and |
would never want to be stuck in a gondola with people | don't know for such a long time and distance. It is at best annoying and at worst a serious risk to my safety. |
would not get in a car with someone | don't know so why would | get in a gondola with no possibility of getting out for miles?! | am opening myself to sexual assault
or worse with no accessible help. At least at a resort pass purchases are largely tracked, the ride is MUCH shorter, and there are people nearby to hear cries for
help. | would rather ensure my safety and sit in traffic than put myself at risk with strangers.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

28852

Abashian, Mara

Hello UDOT team!

| would like to advocate for expanded bus service, with expanded parking lots/structures, rather than the gondola option. Additionally, | fully support the ban of
single-occupancy vehicles driving into/out of Little Cottonwood Canyon (except for super off-hours/times of year).

My reasoning: $550 million pays for a lot of buses (even, ultimately, electric ones) and a lot of parking lots (even small parking garages), and doesn't fundamentally
change the landscape of our beautiful canyon.

I'm sure the gondola would be really cool to ride - but | also understand the complaints from the homeowners over whom these gondolas would be looming from
late fall to mid spring. | wouldn't want strangers constantly leering into my house/yard!

| live near a park-and-ride for the ski resort buses, so | realize traffic will be increased at those locations if the bus option is chosen. But overall, | think it's a more
cost effective and cheaper option, plus so much less impactful to the canyon itself.

Please reconsider the gondola option - you're already planning to expand bus services as the first phase of the existing proposal! Please consider just further
expanding the bus AND blocking single-occupancy car drivers, rather than pursuing the gondola.

Thank you for your time!
Mara Abashian (Holladay/Canyon Cove)

32.2.9A; 32.29R,;
32.2.2Y; 32.2.6.3F

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S
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| think Utah's priority right now needs to be on preserving the great salt lake. Although the ski traffic is definitely an issue, it should be put on the back burner until
36364 Abbie, Saunders more important issues like the Great Salt Lake are addressed. | don't think the gondola is a smart financial decision. A more efficient bus system would be a better 32.29D

option for the canyon.

Money talks so the decision seems to have been made.

FACTS: Storm (high winds) close all lifts. Charilifts, Gondoloas and Trams are unsafe to operate under extreme wind and icing conditions. Those who are touting

otherwise are scammers.

Follow the money trail and you will see who stands to benefit financially from this "Sounds Too Good to be true Gondola" scheme.

In secret, Snowbird purchased land at the mouth of LCC for loading the Tram and Snowbird approved reduced SKI BUS SERVICE this year in order to get people

pissed off with UTA's Ski Bus Service. All done to promote Snowbird's Gondola scheme.

How to solve the traffic problem on S.R. 210 is quite simple:

1) Encourage skiers to Ride UTA by raising Parking Fees at Alta and Snowbird. 32.2.6.5K; 32.2.2K;
34530 Abbott, Donald 2) Parking Fees MUST be shared with UTA to pay for increased ski bus services. 32.2.21; 32.2.9C; A32.2.2K; A32.2.2I

3) On POWDER days ALWAYS have a police escort leading buses to the mouth of LCC. (People will flock to UTA's buses.) 32.6A; 32.2.7A

4) Add more buses (they could leave every five or ten minutes).

5) UTA's Ski Bus Service must ALWAYS originate and terminate at a TRAX station (Park & Ride in Historic Sandy). UTA should NEVER leave a TRAX patron w/o

Ski Bus Service.

6) Moreover, with the above suggestions S.R. 210 would not need to be widened.

The above suggestions are the cheapest and would have the least impact on the environment.

Respectively submitted,

Donald V. Abbott -- Past Director of Space Programs Fairchild Aerospace Corp., RETIRED.

The decision seems to have been made and | doubt that you truly want any feedback -- but here goes.

TRUTH/FACTS:

STORMS (high winds) close all lifts. Chairlifts, Gondolas and Trams are unsafe to operate under extreme wind and icing conditions and those who are touting

otherwise are scammers.

Follow the money trail and you will see who stands to benefit financially from this"Sounds Too Good to be True" Gondola scheme. 32 2.65K: 32.2 2K:
26052 Abbott, Donald How to solve the traffic problem on S.R. 210 ggé:l 3:;22279AC A32.2.2K; A32.2.2I

1) Encourage Skiers to Ride UTA by raising Parking Fees at Alta & Snowbird. e

2) Parking Fees MUST be shared with UTA to pay for increased bus services.

3) On Powder Days ALWAY'S have a Police escort leading buses to the mouth of the LCC.

4) Add more buses.

5) UTA's Ski Service must originate and terminate at a TRAX station (Park & Ride in Historic Sandy). WAKE-UP! UTA should NEVER leave a TRAX patron without

Ski Bus Service.

6) And S.R. 210 does not need to be widened.

| am a long-time season pass holder to Snowbird, and have formerly skied whole seasons at Alta, Solitude and taught skiing at Deer Valley for two years. | am also

a former Wall Street equity analyst and | am a senior executive at one of Utah's largest employers. Thank you for allowing me to share my view; | hope | might bring

to light some considerations which | believe make the Bus approach the superior one, based upon reason alone: Simply stated, the Gondola plan costs more, as

you've noted in your comments to the media on the subject. As a former Wall Street equity analyst, I've analyzed more than 100 businesses and evaluated their

business models. Cost is not the only factor, but it is a considerable one. The Gondola costs approximately 20% more than the Bus+ proposal (busses, plus the 322 9K: 32.2.2Y"

widening of the road), and therefore one must consider carefully if the extra cost comes with an extra benefit. | strongly question whether it does: the cost of the debt 32.2-2Pi3' 3'2 2 4A_

service alone on the additional $3 million a year more than the bus solution, immediately eliminating the lower annual operating cost benefit of the Gondola. A final 32.2-6E' :’32 2‘ 6.H' ’

note on dollars and cents: we all have watched big projects such as the Gondola run over budget - sometimes by 2x and 3x; with busses, the costs are reasonably 32.2'6 5’C_ D
29392 Abbott, James certain. Unlike the Federal government, if local and state politicians have to raise taxes to balance project overruns, then there are almost certain political 32.2'6.5Hz A32.2.2K; A32.2.9N

consequences to such an unpopular moves. Nine (9) hours and 54% less efficient. What is the value of the citizens' time? How much is the value of nine hours, per
person, per year? The Gondola takes 54% more time - 13 minutes longer - each way, when compared to a Bus. A typical skiing family that visits the resorts 20 times
per season will spend approximately nine hours more sitting in the Gondola than they would on a Bus. In percentage terms, the duration of the Gondola is 54%
longer (37 minutes to Alta) than the Bus (24 minutes to Alta). Avalanche delays are still highly likely to persist. The Gondola Works folks will tell you that the
Gondola will work even when there is an avalanche closure. | would question that very heavily. It is commonly said that SR 210 (aka Little Cottonwood Canyon) is
the only road in North America where it is legal to shoot heavy artillery over the road; | cannot imagine the Gondola - or busses - running while such mortars are
being fired across the path. That means the Gondola will be sitting idle, awaiting the completion of avalanche control work, just like the busses and cars. And for the
one or two times every five years that an avalanche blocks the road (and the Gondola would likely still be able to run), please consider the other disadvantages of

32.2.6.5K; 32.2.7A;
32.2.9A; 32.2.9N;
32.2.6.2.3D
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the Gondola that are continual and recurring, rather than the episodic road closure. Wind and lightning holds. If you ski Snowbird regularly, you'd be very familiar
with wind holds on the Aerial Tram. This even applies to chairlifts. And lightning holds (less common in the winter, but not uncommon during the other seasons).
Although Gondola Works delights in highlighting the lack of stopping the Gondola due to avalanche holds (which | am not at all ready to invest in this narrative),
Gondola Works fails to acknowledge the continual wind holds that occur for all aerial tramway systems. Would you put all the eggs in one basket? All mechanical
systems will be in need of maintenance, and inevitably things break that render the system to fail or stop for a period of time needed to fix them. The Gondola would
have - on a busy Saturday, holiday, or powder day - about 650 passengers suspended above ground. For this thought experiment, assume the mechanical failure
takes one hour to repair. One thousand and fifty passengers (1,050 - the hourly capacity of the Gondola) are delayed by an hour in arriving at the resort - and in
reality, all the others waiting to get on at the bottom are also delayed by an hour - perhaps another 500 to 1,000? Now you have at least 1,050 cumulative hours
spent waiting in the delay, and perhaps as much as 2,000 hours. The Bus solution also carries more than 1,000 passengers per hour. But when a bus fails (UTA
could provide the statistics on its mechanical failure rate), only 42 people are delayed by an hour, while the other busses run without problem. Diversification -
busses provide diversification against mechanical failure. The lost or "wasted" hours spent awaiting a mechanical fix are 96% less per incident in the Bus solution.
Is the Gondola more sexy than Busses? Sure - of course aerial tramways are beautiful. But in this use case, would you want to pay 15% to 20% more for a solution
that actually reduces efficiency compared to the less sexy, but cheaper, faster, and lower risk solution? | might also encourage you to also consider adding heavy
tolls to any traffic heading up the canyon on a busy day. Similar to the Utah Jazz' flash seats, motorists who still want to drive can do so based upon a finite number
of day (or possibly hourly) licenses, with an auction system that opens at 6:00 a.m.; similar to the way computers match buy and sell orders in the capital markets, or
HOV lanes are priced based upon demand, the market price for a car would be determined based upon demand that day or hour (maybe $50 for a car on
President's Day when there is two feet of fresh powder, and maybe only $2 on a day in May when Alta is closed and almost no one is heading up to Snowbird). The
cost of the license would be used to cover the cost of the Bus+ solution, thus making it very affordable for anyone to ride the bus. This solution attempts to add
sensitivity for lower-income families and individuals who want to use the canyon's services, but may not be able to afford the hefty price tag of driving a personal
vehicle on the heaviest days of the year. Of course, lower-income folks would likely be able to afford traveling in the canyon on non-peak days. Thank you for your
time in considering this rebuttal to the Gondola Works' large budget that is attempting to sway people to its solution. Hopefully logic wins over marketing dollars
spent. Regards, -James Abbott, Holladay, Utah

36186

Abby Johnson, Wynter

To whom it may concern, | am writing in hopes that our voices will be heard in our great state of Utah. | wish | could submit a photo of the view | had every morning |
would drive to work when | lived at the mouth of little cottonwood canyon. When the sun rise's and hits the mountain tops, it's the most intense and incredible scene.
It reminds me of how grateful | am to live in this wonderful state. The idea of our beautiful canyon being torn apart to help with Ski traffic saddens me. | am a true
Alta skier and pay extras for my parking pass.

| don't believe in this gondola. It's going to ruin our water, wildlife and over all well being. It will be so expensive, our taxes right now in Cottonwood Heights alone are
ridiculously high. Not to mention the maintenance will require more work and money, the parking to use the gondola will not be worth it. We do not live in Switzerland
where the ski resorts are far from cities. This is a total over kill. It will increase crime and safety and over all is not the answer. Please hear what the people are
saying. Save our canyon, keep it beautiful and unique.

Thank you

Abby Johnson

32.2.9E

36220

Abel, Liz

| am strongly opposed to the gondola option for Little Cottonwood canyon. Permanently marring the scenic beauty of the Wasatch Front and negatively impacting
recreation to whisk a few rich people up to two ski resorts is a terrible solution to the traffic problems and a massive waste of taxpayer dollars. The best solution is
an expanded bus service that runs so many buses in such high frequency, that cars other than those of employees and residents up the canyon can be banned. NO
to the gondola!

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2B

34449

Abel, Sean

This gondola idea is the biggest travesty. Please don't destroy the canyon just to satisfy corporate greed. There are better more cost effective solutions to canyon
traffic

32.2.9E

33896

Abele, Karen

No to the gondola

32.2.9E

31267

Aberman, Alex

Very much opposed to the gondola. As someone who works in and plays in LCC, my opinion is strong. Why would our first solution be billions of dollars spenton a
gondola, knowing that it will not affect the traffic problems. It is only going to disrupt the canyon more, not protect the green space we're fortunate to have. There are
solutions through busses, and restricting who is let in the canyon. If busses ran more consistently then the public (including me) would ride them. Why would we ask
Alta and Snowbird to help fun a special fleet of ski busses that just continuously loop from park and rides up the canyon?

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

33369

Abernathy, Adam

| vote absolutely NO against this proposal. This is not only destructive to public lands and our already precarious water supply, but it is a public works project that
only serves to financially empower a few select property owners.

The mere existence of this proposed idea is a text book example of fraud, waste, and abuse. The money spent evaluating and debating this topic could have been
used to raise bus driver salaries or spent finding a more sustainable solution to the problem.

| ask you to immediately cease any effort on this egregiously harmful and wasteful project.

32.1.2B; 32.1.2F;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
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33361

Abernathy, Jennifer

DO NOT build a gondola in the canyon. It will be destructive and wildly expensive. Most of all, it will permanently alter the natural landscape in an irreversible
manner. As a lifelong Utahan, | am strongly strongly AGAINST the gondola.

32.2.9E

29768

Ables, Jared

1. I don't understand how this is going to alleviate traffic in any way.

2. | don't think that this should be taxpayer subsidized, if it clearly only benefits the ski resort

3. If we do go through with this, can we at least open parking back up for backcountry access at grizzly gulch? Surely Alta should no longer need those parking
spots with the gondola transporting people up.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5D;
32.7TA; 32.2.6.2.5A;
32.4H; 32.4Y

32704

Ables, Jared

The people do not want this. If you let this happen, we will find you, and vote you out of power. It's as simple as that.

32.2.9E

32963

Abramson, Nils

| came to Utah as a college student 48 years ago. | was in the ski industry as an owner operator of the Brighton Touring Center in the late 70's through 1986. | am
an avid canyon user for backcountry skiing, hiking and climbing as well as alpone skiing. | have a degree in recreation from the University of Utah. | have seen the
explosion of use in the canyons first had both as a business owner and individual. | am wondering who paid for the gondola adds and why we didn't hear anything
from the pro bus alternative. | am opposed to the gondola B alternative mostly because it promotes only the commercial ski areas of Alta and Snowbird and will be a
large tax burden on skiers and non-skiers alike. The environmental impact will be an eyesore forever even when skier days are reduced due to global warming
(2060) more rain than snow at Alta. The road is already in place and environmentally is a small impact and works for all users not just resort skiers. | don't believe
the ski areas can handle more guests and | feel it is their responsibility to build out parking for their skiers. Please use the bus alternative and don't allow special
interest to dominate the conversation or decision.

32.2.9E; 32.20C;
32.2.7A; 32.2.2QQ;
32.2.9A

A32.20C

29502

Achelis, Steve

| want my grandchildren to enjoy Little Cottonwood Canyon as | have. | can't imagine 20 towers going up the canyon. That will affect the view and tranquility from
everywhere within the canyon. Please don't destroy this gem of the Wasatch!

32.2.9E

27142

Achtziger, Alec

The gondola is a bad idea for several reasons. First, It states that the gondola will not meet air and water quality standards. The gondola will ruin the natural beauty
of the canyon from the massive towers and drilling to support the towers. The gondola will raise taxes by quite a bit considering that the project will be 550 million
dollars. Another reason that it is bad is it takes homes away from people that live on wasatch and will eventually create even more of a pollution problem with
everyone trying to access the gondola due to the traffic and everyone idling their cars. It will also destroy citizens houses and force them to leave.

32.2.9E; 32.10A;
32.12A

A32.12A

30730

Ack, James

| am vehemently opposed to the gondola alternative owing to its impacts in the canyon and it's obscene price tag. The prudent and obvious answer to the Little
Cottonwood Canyon transportation problem is electric buses. If Alta and the owners of La Caille so desperately want the gondola and the adverse impacts that go
with it, and UDOT thinks it is a rational solution, then Alta and the La Caille owners should pay for it. The public should absolutely not be burdened with such a
boondoggle.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F;
32.2.7A

31943

Ackerman, John

Dear Sirs,

I am a Snowbird skier that skis at least 150 days a season.l ride the bus everyday that it is in operation.

On the few days that it takes an hour or more to get the two miles from my bus stop to Wasatch it's not fun.

As soon as the traffic merges at the mouth of the canyon,traffic flows pretty well.That is why | don't understand

why anyone would think that a parking garage and gondola at the mouth of the canyon would help.There would still be a traffic jam
from the north and the south.So spending $600 million dollars or more for a gondola that doesn't solve the

traffic problem seems crazy.

| feel the best way to help is to add more snow plows and charge a toll using ez passes.A toll would

encourage the use of buses.There should be increased bus service in the morning and the afternoon from both

the north and south.l don't feel that widening the road would even be necessary.

It seems to me that there would be only a small group of people that would benefit from the gondola.

That would be Snowbird,Alta,the construction company building it and of course the politicians that these

companies have in their pockets.

Wouldn't 600 million to one billion dollars be better spent on | 15,215,and | 80?7 Although there is a lot of construction
on those highways,there is still a lot of traffic on them year round.When there is only 10 to 15 days a year when
Little Cottonwood has a problem.

Listen to a person that goes up and down the canyon everyday of the ski season.

Thanks,

John Ackerman

32.2.6.5E; 32.1.2B;
32.1.2D; 32.2.2Y

A32.2.6.5E;
A32.1.2B

34251

Ackerman, John

Traffic is not a problem everyday Gondola doesn't help the traffic getting to the mouth of the canyon Should increase the buses in the morning and afternoon Should
charge a toll in the canyon to encourage bus riding Should use the money to help year round traffic problems elsewhere Should let the people of Utah vote on this
Should just leave the canyon alone

32.1.2B; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.9G; 32.2.9N;
32.7B

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

32541

ACKERMAN,
NORLEEN

| oppose a gondola which will only be of use to skiers visiting 2 ski resorts. My only use of Little Cottonwood Canyon is as a sight seer & hiker, mainly in the warmer
months. Yet, as a taxpayer, | will be paying for a gondola which only benefits resort skiers. This is not a fair use of tax monies, which should benefit a much wider
population -- especially the less wealthy.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B
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34807

Ackerson, Meredith

Final EIS ROD
| strongly support the alternative solution of a enhanced bus system. The gondola would not serve my needs in the canyon as a bat country skier, hiker, and climber.
| strongly urge you to hear the voice of the Salt Lake City Council and Salt Lake County's agreement and alignment to vote against the gondola. The people have
spoken and 80% of the Salt Lake and Utah population is in opposition of the gondola. The enhanced bus system would provide opportunity for incremental
implementation that would allow the community to see benefits consistently one at a time, starting with a simple enhanced bus system, then perhaps tolling, then 32.2.9A; 32.4C;

perhaps if still needed a widened road/bus lane. There are many "Common sense" alternatives that should be thoroughly pursued before considering a $550 million
project of taxpayer dollars that start and end on private land and private businesses. additionally, any profit from the gondola would likely go towards operating the
gondola, whereas profit from a paid bus system or tolling could go back to our public lands. additionally, as an enhanced bus system is grown it could also begin to
service the needs of big Cottonwood Canyon and other greater Salt Lake area needs as well. There is no expansion plan for a gondola. | strongly oppose a gondola
and stand with the Salt Lake County and Salt Lake City opposition and VOTE to the gondola. | urge you to listen to what the people want, listen to save our
canyons, listen to friends of little Cottonwood Canyon, say NO to the gondola.

32.2.6.3C; 32.2.9N;
32.1.2H; 32.1.1A;
32.2.9E

A32.2.6.3C;
A32.2.9N; A32.1.2H;
A32.1.1A

36569

Acord, Sage

| oppose the construction of the expensive, invasive, and ineffective (at decreasing traffic) gondola. | support the cheaper, phased approach that instead involves
electric buses.

32.29R

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

33736

Adair, Alexander

The gondola is the wrong choice for little cotton wood canyon and an unfair deal for Utah taxpayers

32.2.9E

33719

Adair, Victoria

The gondola is the wrong choice for Little Cottonwood Canyon and an unfair deal for Utah taxpayers. It brings unnecessary pressure to our canyons only to create a
larger issue at the mouth of our canyons.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E;
32.7B

33694

Adair, Victoria

Please reconsider the costly gondola project. This will cause so much damage to our beloved canyon and amazing climbing spots. Please save our canyons and
don't ruin the integrity of this canyon.

32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N; 32.4B

A32.2.9N

30609

Adam, Craig

As this is the final EIS Comment period | am not fully aware if these comments are acceptable for this purpose, but | chose to add them as they are important to me,
my family and neighbors.

As stated in the UDOT presentation Little Cottonwood Canyon is subjected to an average of 56 hours a year of closures. Depending upon the extent of the
avalanche this could account for anywhere from a few hours to days for an individual avalanche occurrence. For this small number of closures and the
inconvenience it causes, | cannot accept the tax burden placed on the residents of Utah for this project in good conscience. My final thought would be to either
enforce carpooling or make bus transportation more convenient. Skiing is already getting the label of a "White Privilege" sport, excluding many minorities and low
income persons due in part to the high cost involved and this project will only add to this label as the cost for a day's skiing may now soar to over $200/day/person.
Has anyone considered that according to some ski resort experts, skiing is on the decline? And then Utah is seeing a decline in the number of snow days due in part
to climate change. Will we even need these improvements in 10-years? There's also the thought of what do all these improvements buy residents on good travel
days or during post winter driving conditions?

The inconvenience for families and older citizens hauling their gear and belongings (skies, poles, boots, extra clothes, lunches, etc) to the hill via multiple vehicle
transfers is a task | would not even want to imagine and | consider myself a healthy 65+ years old. | can only imagine if | was someone handicapped or dragging 4
kids along.

| am in favor of adding a road toll in the form of HOV tolling in order to promote carpooling, allowing 2 or more riders reduced or free mountain access. Additionally
you speak of phased implementation, so consider building the parking structure for the base station first and using it as a park-and-ride bus terminal. This will
provide UDQOT time to evaluate if the gondolas is even needed while providing an alternative to self-driving the hill. Tolls from single ridership could be used to offset
bus fares for those who chose to ride as another enticement. Speaking of tolls, what method will be used to assure that single drivers are being tolled, as currently |
see many drivers of the HOV riding singularly in the HOV lane and the yellow toll light flashing.

As for the environment | can only laugh when UDOT claims that water quality will not be affected. Currently there is an exclusion of dogs in the canyon in order to
maintain water quality but has there ever been a citation or fine issued to someone bringing a dog on the trails or to the resorts? Doubt it. So how serious is the
water quality going to be taken during the construction phase? Here in Weber Co | have reported many times that construction projects have violated SWPP
protocols and nothing happens. | have even reviewed County site inspection reports where the County inspector basically "pencil whips" their inspection form and
when a physical inspection of the project is performed using the same criteria results are radically different.

Thanks for taking the time to review this statement and | apologize in advance should | have gone off-topic. | hope some of these thoughts and ideas can find their
way into your final project planning.

Respectfully;

-

32.2.9A; 32.2.2E;
32.1.41; 32.2.4A;

32.29R; 32.12A;

32.19C

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.12A
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(714) 642-5093

25470

Adamo, Michael

| do not support the gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. As a regular user of the canyon for summer and winter activities including hiking mountain biking skiing
and snowshoeing. The gondola will be invasive and take away from the natural feel of the canyon. Instead of being able to hike bike or climb in the canyon and feel
like you're in the wilderness you will feel like you are at a ski resort. Additionally, this is a poor use of taxpayer dollars as the gondola really only benefits the ski
resorts.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A,
32.4B

37901

adamo, tori

| don't support the Gondola in Little Cottonwood.

32.2.9E

33219

Adams, Angie

Do not build the gondola. Limit the number of skiers at each resort and make it be reservation based .

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K

A32.2.2K

35198

Adams, Bernard

The proposed gondola is a serious mistake. it will cause significant damage to the environment and disrupt animal habitats

32.2.9E

32179

Adams, Bradford

This gondola is not only a clear example of unnecessary destruction of the wild lands that so many hold dear, it also showcases the continuing trend that developers
completely disregard the best interest of the very land they are trying to showcase. The entire outdoor community, as well as the majority of tourists you hope to
attract, are disgusted by the blatant disregard you're showing toward nature and the general populace. Rethink your approach, or the repercussions will likely be
more than your investors deem to be worth their money.

32.2.9E

32986

Adams, Brady

Gondolas are an expensive waste that only serves the private resorts at the cost of the public. The gondola would not provide adequate access to the rest of the
canyon to serve the general public not paying private companies to use the canyon. Beyond that it doesn't provide room to accommodate increased future use. It
would also ruin the natural qualities of the canyon. A bus system with an expanded road would provide much access to ask of the canyon to all users and better
serve the tax payers. A bus system would also allow for dispersed pick up points which would alleviate more congestion problems that the gondola whine create by
having one pickup point.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9B;
32.2.6.3C

A32.2.6.3C

30012

Adams, Brady

| support the gondola.

32.2.9E

27131

Adams, Catherine

| oppose the gondola. As a SLCo resident | do not want the tax expense to support Snowbird. WE need to be able to vote on this. | think it would fail a referrendum

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

34646

Adams, Chris

The Wasatch Backcountry Alliance (WBA) is a local SLC nonprofit representing the interests of thousands of backcountry - and resort - users both locally and
nationally as they pertain to the preservation of the famous non-resort terrain in the Tri-Canyon area. We have paid very close attention to the LCC EIS
transportation process, and this is our formal comment.

WBA agrees with UDOT that a preferred solution will represent a summary of key concerns expressed within the public comments that were received and
processed: EQUITABLE PUBLIC ACCESS to dispersed recreation, OVERCROWDING, VISUAL IMPACTS, WATER QUALITY IMPACTS, AND YEAR-ROUND
ACCESS for a majority of visitors. The proposed solution does not address these aspects - below is a list of issues that we see with UDOT choosing Gondola
Alternative B as its preferred alternative:

Dispersed Use - UDOT claims to have "Consideration of all canyon users, not just resort visitors," but by only having resort terminals and not operating year-round
it's clear that this is disingenuous at best. It is well known that the White Pine trailhead is wildly popular year-round, with cars parking up and down the highway for
up to a mile in either direction at all times of the year. This not only forces people to be far from their intended destination, it also creates a significant safety hazard
along the state highway. The argument that UDOT uses for not stopping at White Pine is that there will be less traffic on the highway due to the gondola, thereby
enabling White Pine users to drive to the lot is a red herring. WBA does not think that vehicle traffic will be abated enough (if at all) by the gondola to justify this
conclusion. Backcountry users - like resort patrons - want to be able to use public transit in lieu of their own vehicles to access the canyon, but that is not possible
under the current proposal.

Economic Benefit - The EIS states: "The [gondola] would provide an economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing more users to access the resorts.," WBA does
not feel that enriching two private entities is UDOT's mission or responsibility and that applying taxpayer dollars to that end is a reckless use of public funds.
Meanwhile, it should be noted that the latest Snowsports Industries of America participation numbers (2021-22) show a nearly 6% decrease in resort skiers and a
96% increase in backcountry skiers. Furthermore, data from the National Ski Area Association likewise indicates that participation in resort skiing has remained
essentially flat for the last 30 years. More broadly accessible, dispersed activities such as backcountry skiing, snowboard touring, nordic skiing and snowshoeing on
the other hand are among the fastest growing segments of the snowsports industry. And yet these increasingly popular activities, which should be made accessible
to a majority of visitors to LCC, are fundamentally ignored by this proposal.

Expense - The initial cost proposed by UDOT for the gondola was $550M. This was pre-inflationary times, so even in the last year that figure will have risen to
$600M, if not significantly higher (which WBA suspects to be the case). Even if the cost has only increased by $50M, that means that every single person in Utah is
"paying," $200 each to have what is effectively the most expensive chairlift in history installed for the benefit of two businesses (and auxiliary businesses). Any
benefit associated with the proposed gondola will likely never be realized by the many Utahns who don't ski and/or live in other areas of the state, despite them
paying for it.

Gondola Fees - Along with the rising costs of construction and UDOT's admission that funds may not be available, the prospect of high costs for people to ride the

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5G;
32.2.6.2.4A; 32.1.41;
32.2.7F; 32.2.4A;
32.2.9A; 32.29R;
32.2.6.5N; 32.2.9N;
32.2.2K; 32.1.1A;
32.2.6.5H; 32.4B

A32.2.7F; A32.2.7C;
A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.2.9N;
A32.2.2K; A32.1.1A
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gondola exists. There has been little discussion from UDOT or the ski resorts regarding fees for riding the gondola. It seems logical that high or even exorbitant fees
to ride the gondola will drive ridership down.

Seasonality - As currently proposed, the gondola will only run from December through April. This is despite the fact that traffic in LCC between June and October is
effectively at the same level as the winter, with Snowbird actually parking more cars for their Oktoberfest celebration than they do on winter powder days. Relegating
the gondola to winter use only confirms that this is NOT a public transit option and is instead a wholly-taxpayer-funded chairlift to benefit two private ski areas.

Other Solutions - UDOT says "it may take years to secure federal, state and/or private funding for full implementation of Gondola B," but it also may NOT take years,
so clearly the gondola is the priority. And if UDOT is trying to simultaneously raise at least $600M for the gondola AND fund the alternative solutions, the money is in
danger of not being available for ANY solution. And by making it clear that the gondola is the preferred solution, UDOT is effectively being incentivized to make the
alternate solutions NOT work. Therefore, we strongly suggest that UDOT acknowledge up front that the large tab for the gondola is unrealistic and focus its efforts
on simpler, more easily attained transit solutions using existing infrastructure: tolling for all canyon users to disincentivize SOV's, enhanced bus lanes, enhanced bus
service (already being cut for the 22-23 season), alternating uphill/downhill flex lanes, etc. This would require UDOT working more closely with UTA, which appears
to not be the case.

Phasing/Safety/Construction - The physical and operational elements of a gondola alternative render it useless unless the entire system is constructed. Recognizing
UDOT typically does not develop a funding plan until the EIS is finalized - and that this project is so controversial - the EIS should be more specific on the intentions

of UDOT in phasing specific elements of the selected alternative. As per Executive Summary, page S-25, Section S.11, there are no safety or operational benefits to
construct part of the gondola. This section on phasing deserves additional clarity in order to adequately and transparently inform the decision. Delays on full funding

of any length of time would render this entire NEPA process unreliable, and would require restarting the process anew.

Risk/Flexibility - UDOT's consideration of a gondola as a transportation solution is highly innovative - and risky. While they may be confident in all of the analysis that
went into evaluating its chance of success in meeting the Purpose and Need, there is little discussion in the DEIS for how a gondola system would be modified
physically or operationally if that becomes necessary, or who would be in charge of making those determinations, and on what basis, and for what cost, and what
the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of those changes would be. This creates an inadequate basis for a decision to select the gondola alternative.

Controversial - By anyone's assessment, this project has been "polarizing," in the community. A recent survey showed that 80% of respondents did not favor the
gondola. The DEIS uses a softer characterization of "strong interest.," It is irresponsible to suggest it is anything other than controversial; for example, the mayors
and councils of two of the biggest stakeholders - SLC and SLCO - have taken strong positions against the preferred alternative, instead saying that common sense
solutions that use existing infrastructure and more buses should be pursued. All of the largest and most engaged environmental and dispersed recreational groups
have said the same thing.

Parking Reservations/Tolling - Alta Ski Lifts parking fees this past winter and the effects on LCC traffic were a clear example of the impact that paid parking and
tolling in the canyons could have on traffic reduction. This week UDOT again introduced the concept of tolling, but the complexity of the suggested program is
confusing at best. Please consider simpler and more universal tolling at lower rates to generate better results.

Big Cottonwood Canyon - UDOT has inexplicably chosen to ignore BCC's traffic situation despite a changing business environment that has made BCC just as
popular as LCC and with similar traffic problems. Social trends indicate that user growth in the Tri-Canyon area will continue to demand solutions that are integrated
across the entire area, and the pressures to connect the canyons and extend the gondola could result in a segmented expansion of those transportation systems -
which is inconsistent with NEPA. A BCC/LCC connection is unacceptable to WBA and many other stakeholders who want to preserve the unique qualities of each
canyon and avoid the prospect of lifts criss-crossing the ridgetops.

Verification - UDOT has not provided examples or proof that adding a gondola will actually reduce traffic in LCC. With continued full vehicle access on the state
highway it is just as likely that visitors will continue to drive their vehicles up the canyon for maximum efficiency as some will take the gondola. There is a lack of
acknowledgement by UDOT that "powder fever," and the overarching enthusiasm for skiing/riding tends to have the psychological effect of users demanding
maximum transit efficiency, which the gondola does not represent.

Avalanche Mitigation - The use of howitzers to control avalanches is projected to continue into the future. The gondola will not run while avalanche control work is
happening and once anti-personnel shells are launched over the gondola, it must be cleared before it can start up again. In fact, there may be even more downtime
than simply opening the road when - as is most common - the avalanches do not reach the road. UDOT does not state how long it will take to unload cars, inspect
cables and towers, and reload cars during routine avalanche control which is something we must know before accepting the findings of the EIS.

Effects on climbing - While WBA primarily represents the interests of wintertime non-motorized use, many WBA members are also climbers. We are deeply
concerned about the effect the construction and operation of the gondola will have on the world class climbing in LCC. Climbing has a long history in the canyon, is
a very popular activity, and it's representative group Salt Lake City Climbers Alliance has a long history of engaging with the state and the LDS church to protect and
enhance the LCC climbing areas, yet the EIS effectively ignored the impact on climbing in its Preferred Solution.
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Viewshed - While we acknowledge that the top of LCC harbors a small town and two ski resorts and related businesses, the heart of LCC is wild terrain that includes
clearly visible tracts of designated wilderness. The effect of 200-foot tall towers and 35-person gondola cars will be an eyesore that a majority of constituents, to
whom such infrastructure will be visible whether they are driving, hiking, climbing, or skiing, will find offensive. Gondola infrastructure will be visible to anyone skiing,
hiking, or otherwise recreating in the south or north facing terrain of LCC, as well as simply doing a leisurely drive up the canyon. There are clearly better, more
logical common sense solutions that can be put in place that do not create such an eyesore in this unique environment.

Thank you for your efforts on this process and for your consideration of this comment.

Sincerely,
The Board of Directors of Wasatch Backcountry Alliance

35061

Adams, Chris

Hello there. | want to thank you for all of the time and effort that you have put into the EIS process. Unfortunately, despite all of that that time and effort, | do not think
you have come up with a common sense solution that is going to address the traffic issues that are at the base of the EIS. | also do not think that the preferred
solution will lead to equitable public access to dispersed recreation, and will result in overcrowding of LCC, with permanent visual and water quality impacts with a
solution that does not provide year-round use or access for visitors.The EIS states: "The [gondola] would provide an economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing
more users to access the resorts.," | do not think that enriching two private entities is UDOT's mission or responsibility and that applying taxpayer dollars to that end
is a reckless use of public funds. Meanwhile, it should be noted that the latest Snowsports Industries of America participation numbers (2021-22) show a nearly 6%
decrease in resort skiers and a 96% increase in backcountry skiers. Furthermore, data from the National Ski Area Association likewise indicates that participation in
resort skiing has remained essentially flat for the last 30 years. More broadly accessible, dispersed activities such as backcountry skiing, snowboard touring, nordic
skiing and snowshoeing on the other hand are among the fastest growing segments of the snowsports industry. And yet these increasingly popular activities, which
should be made accessible to a majority of visitors to LCC, are fundamentally ignored by this proposal. UDOT claims to have "Consideration of all canyon users, not
just resort visitors," but by only having resort terminals and not operating year-round it's clear that this is disingenuous at best. It is well known that the White Pine
trailhead is wildly popular year-round, with cars parking up and down the highway for up to a mile in either direction at all times of the year. This not only forces
people to be far from their intended destination, it also creates a significant safety hazard along the state highway. The argument that UDOT uses for not stopping at
White Pine is that there will be less traffic on the highway due to the gondola, thereby enabling White Pine users to drive to the lot. If the goal is to reduce vehicle
use in the canyon, it makes sense to have the gondola stop at the busiest trailhead to allow people to use it, rather than force them to continue driving their cars. As
currently proposed, the gondola will only run from December through April. This is despite the fact that traffic in LCC between June and October is effectively at the
same level as the winter, with Snowbird actually parking more cars for their Oktoberfest celebration than they do on winter powder days. Relegating the gondola to
winter use only confirms that this is NOT a public transit option and is instead a wholly-taxpayer-funded chairlift to benefit two private ski areas. Plus you will have to
drive to the gondola and potentially take a bus to the La Caille station, which seems onerous and burdensome to anyone who has tried to get their kids ready to ski
with one transition, let alone two or three. | think that alone will be enough for many people to remain in the comfort of their own private vehicles rather than ride a
gondola with 30 strangers.The physical and operational elements of a gondola alternative render it useless unless the entire system is constructed. Recognizing
UDOT typically does not develop a funding plan until the EIS is finalized - and that this project is so controversial - the EIS should be more specific on the intentions
of UDOT in phasing specific elements of the selected alternative. As per Executive Summary, page S-25, Section S.11, there are no safety or operational benefits to
construct part of the gondola. This section on phasing deserves additional clarity in order to adequately and transparently inform the decision. Delays on full funding
of any length of time would render this entire NEPA process unreliable, and would require restarting the process anew. Alta Ski Lifts parking fees last winter and the
effects on LCC traffic were a clear example of the impact that paid parking and tolling in the canyons could have on traffic reduction. Last week UDOT again
introduced the concept of tolling, but the complexity of the suggested program is confusing at best. Please consider simpler and more universal tolling at lower rates
to generate better results. UDOT has inexplicably chosen to ignore BCC's traffic situation despite a changing business environment that has made BCC just as
popular as LCC and with similar traffic problems. Social trends indicate that user growth in the Tri-Canyon area will continue to demand solutions that are integrated
across the entire area, and the pressures to connect the canyons and extend the gondola could result in a segmented expansion of those transportation systems -
which is inconsistent with NEPA. UDOT has not provided examples or proof that adding a gondola will actually reduce traffic in LCC. With continued full vehicle
access on the state highway it is just as likely that visitors will continue to drive their vehicles up the canyon for maximum efficiency as some will take the gondola.
There is a lack of acknowledgement by UDOT that "powder fever," and the overarching enthusiasm for skiing/riding tends to have the psychological effect of users
demanding maximum transit efficiency, which the gondola does not represent. The use of howitzers to control avalanches is projected to continue into the future.
The gondola will not run while avalanche control work is happening and once anti-personnel shells are launched over the gondola, it must be cleared before it can
start up again. In fact, there may be even more downtime than simply opening the road when - as is most common - the avalanches do not reach the road. UDOT
does not state how long it will take to unload cars, inspect cables and towers, and reload cars during routine avalanche control which is something we must know
before accepting the findings of the EIS. Thank you for your efforts on this process and for your consideration of this comment. | sincerely hope you opt for common
sense solutions that employ existing infrastructure rather than spend hundreds of millions of dollars building a gondola that serves little other purpose other than
enriching two private entities.Thanks,Chris Adams

32.2.9E; 32.1.4D;
32.1.41; 32.1.4D;
32.1.2B; 32.1.2C;
32.29R; 32.2.2K;
32.1.1A; 32.2.4A

A32.1.2B; A32.29R;
A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S;
A32.2.2K; A32.1.1A

37573

adams, denise

Please consider common sense solutions instead of the gondola, which is only to benefit the ski resorts and cost the community unnecessary millions of dollars. The
traffic has always been a problem and always will. A gondola will only get more people up to a space where there is not room enough for everyone to be crammed
up there. Please take care of our precious canyons and do not exploit them for a short term solution for a long term problem. Please increase the bus use, start
there and then try other options. A gondola will ruin the canyon. What about the environment? How has the forest service allowed this money making scheme by two
major businesses (Alta and Snowbird) to potentially devastate this beautiful area? Please consider and try other options such as improving and increasing the bus
services or fees to enter the canyon first. Thank you.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9A
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Hello,

| am opposed to the LCC Gondola project. I'm a Utah voter and user of Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am concerned that the huge steel towers and cables will be a
visual blight on the esthetics of the currently-beautiful canyon. This is not a viable traffic solution--the gondola will serve only passengers to two ski resorts, Alta and
Snowbird (and since Alta doesn't allow snowboarders, the type of passenger the gondola will serve is even further limited).

As a climber, hiker, and snowboarder, the gondola will not serve me or other similar canyon users. Nor will it alleviate any traffic at trailheads throughout the canyon.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;

35397 Adams, Erin | support alternate solutions (tolling, increased bus service, etc.) that can address the greater issue without permanently destroying our cherished trails, climbing 322 0A 322 4A
crags, and beautiful views. e
Thank you for your efforts to accurately represent our community as you help make this important decision.
Hi there,
It has been a discouraging process trying to submit comments about this issue because as a resident who Iives_, it does not seem that
you choose to listen to the people that live here.
Proposing the Gondola as a solution for traffic problems in Little Cottonwood Canyon is not practical or logical. | have lived here for almost 15 years and see that the
traffic is not that bad for the vast majority of the time and even when it is, | already noticed a large difference with Alta's reservation system last winter. 322 9N: 32.2 9E-
32083 Adams, Gwendolyn It feels like you only wants to support two ski resorts, the owners/interested parties of La Caille, and gondola works. 32.2'2K', 32 '2 '4A, A32.2.9N; A32.2.2K
For my family of five, we would never be able to afford or logistically it wouldn't make sense to use the gondola. Why should | have to pay for something as a ey T
taxpayer for something that the majority does not want or need? | also have concerns about the aesthetics of our beautiful Little Cottonwood being ruined with such
an eyesore. | feel discouraged that the environmental impacts have been downplayed. It really feels like you have no interest in supporting the people you are
supposed to be serving.
Please consider us! We live right here and will be impacted the most by this poor decision.
. The proposed Gondola is irresponsible spending of our taxes and will destroy our canyons and surrounding neighborhoods. Please do not move forward with the
33102 Adams, Jennifer . . . . . 32.2.9E
Gondola. There are better fiscally sound and environmentally conscious alternatives for future generations.
. The proposed Gondola is irresponsible spending of our taxes and will destroy our canyons and surrounding neighborhoods. Please do not move forward with the
33101 Adams, Jennifer . . . . . 32.2.9E
Gondola. There are better fiscally sound and environmentally conscious alternatives for future generations.
Just so we're clear the county has a problem with homeless the streets and roads are a mess we need more officers and no | don't want a gondola that a few people
use. .
29682 Adams, Jerry That's ridiculous we could spend that money on something to improve the communities this does nothing for that. 32.1.2B;32.2.9E A32.1.28
Again no | don't want to see this.
The EIS states that to get a 30% reduction in canyon traffic there would need to be a toll put into place for drivers to entice people to ditch their cars and ride the
gondola. If this tolling is able to shift driving behavior as UDOT states, why wouldn't UDOT first try using tolling to increase vehicle occupancy up the canyon which
31599 Adams, John now only averages about 1.8 people per vehicle? This could easily reduce cars in the canyon by 30% or more without the $550,000,000 spend on the gondola. 32.2.2Y
The average vehicle occupancy in LCC is about 1.8 riders per car. With simple tolling and single occupancy restrictions during the busy winter weekend mornings,
occupancy could be sh
UDOT states that a gondola would take cars off the road to reduce traffic in LCC. UDOT also states that fewer cars in the canyon could actually induce demand for
31600 Adams. John driving up the canyon. To resolve this, UDOT states they will charge a toll to drivers that would be less than the cost to ride the gondola, to financially incentivize 322 4A
' people to ride the gondola versus driving up the canyon. Does UDOT have the legal right to set and control what the future fees will be to ride the gondola; and does -
UDOT have the legal right to determine what the tolls would be to drive up the canyon in order to entice people to ride the gondola?
UDOT states there is a need to widen Wasatch Blvd from Bengal Blvd down to the split of LCC and southern Wasatch Blvd. because Wasatch Blvd. currently
. o . ) . : ;
31601 Adams, John chokes dovyn from.two I_anes to one lane at the_llgh'ts at_ Bengal Blvd. Over 95% of the southbound evening gommuter traffic turn§ right at the lights at the_ spllt, where 3226.22A A32.2.6.22A
Wasatch will remain a single-lane road. How will widening Wasatch Blvd to two lanes from Bengal to the split improve the potential future commuter traffic issue
when it just moves the two-lane to one-lane choke point from the lights at Bengal down to the lights at the split?
Will UDOT make available on their website (or some other platform), the third-party study that was done that contains the raw data and models used to support the
31611 Adams, John need to widen Wasatch Blvd. for potential future southbound commuter traffic issues that would be resolved by widening Wasatch? The study | am referring to was 32.2.6.2.2A: 32.1.4J | A32.2.6.2.2A

done by Fehr and Peers and is titled: SR-210 EIS Traffic Study Fort Union to North Little Cottonwood Road UDOT project #5-R299(281) dated May 2019 and
revised July 2019; which was prepared for HDR UT19-2093.
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Gondola B option states that parking hubs for a UTA bus to take riders to the gondola base station were eliminated to support mobility by making it faster to get up

31592 Adams, John the canyon by driving direct to the gondola base. This means people without cars are excluded from being able to ride the gondola. Does UDOT have the legal 32.2.2KKK; 32.2.6L
authority to build a public transit system that excludes part of the local population across the valley by only having access to the transit to personal vehicles?
Does the Gondola B plan require the widening of Wasatch Blvd? UDOT states that the purpose to widen Wasatch Blvd. is solely for potential future evening
31590 Adams, John southbound commuter traffic, but the numbers in the study to support that are under review and have been found to be inaccurate. If the revised study to widen 32.2.6.2.2A A32.2.6.2.2A
Wasatch for commuter traffic are determined to NOT support widening Wasatch, does that have any impact on the Gondola B decision?
For your project to widen Wasatch Blvd, in order to address southbound commuter traffic, were the traffic numbers you used in your study for current drive times
32441 Adams, John based on drive times before or after the project that was completed to improve the traffic flow at the SR 210 / Wasatch Blvd intersection? This project is highlighted 32.2.6.2.2A; 32.7L A32.2.6.2.2A
on the Wasatch Front Regional Council website on their TIP map under PIN 14431.
Who owns the property where the gondola base station will be built, and does UDOT have permission to build on that property? If so, what portion of the
31608 Adams, John $550,000,000 project cost goes to the base station property owners to allow the required infrastructure to be built on their property? Or. does UDOT have to buy this | 32.2.7A
land from the current property owners in order to build the base station?
The gondola B option states it eliminates mobility hubs, forcing gondola riders to drive directly to the base station. But the final EIS also states that mobility hubs will A32 29R: A32.1 2H:
31610 Adams, John be built for the phased approach part of the project. Where will these hubs be built, and if you spend the money to build them, why can the not be used for getting 32.29R A32.2 68’ e
people to the gondola base once that is built? -
Many questions were asked of UDOT previously about capacity in the canyon. All the answers by UDOT simply stated that this project will not have an adverse
31612 Adams, John ; . ! ! : ; . ) . 32.20B
effect on canyon capacity. What is the carrying capacity of the canyon that you are using to be able to state that this project will not surpass that capacity?
31588 Adams, John Does UDOT take public ‘prefere_n(_:e' into consi<_:!eration iq the final EIS dgc!sion, or dc_x?s UDOT make the decision solely on the goals of mobility, reliability, and 322 9N A32.2 9N
safety, regardless if the EIS decision goes against the wishes of the majority of the citizens?
31607 Adams, John Regarding the final EIS, are all components of the p_hased |mplementat_|on , mcludmg the widening of Wasatch Blvd. already approved and available to UDOT to 32.2.7A: 32.1.1C A32.1.1C
move forward? If not, who has the power and authority to approve or reject that funding?
31606 Adams, John I understand the gondola car will hold 35 people. What % of those 35 people will need to stand for the 37-minute ride up to Alta from the base station? 32.2.6.5C
31597 Adams, John What will the source of electricity be for the gondola? Will it be from Utah coal fire plants, or from a renewable source? 32.2.6.5P
I am 100% against the gondola. Global warming is real. | do not feel that it is necessary to spend a 1/2 billion dollars , of tax payers money, on a gondola . There's
there's a small portion of the Salt Lake Valley that would use the gondola. | would rather see the 1/2 billion dollars spent on issues that are important NOW. The air 322 9E: 32.1 2B:
28775 Adams, Karen quality has gotten worse over the last few years. The inversion, smog, pollution, the influx of people have all contributed to the horrible air quality. | would like to see o T A32.1.2B
. ) . . 32.2.7A
more, and better, transportation. Encourage people to get off the roads and get on public transportation. Offer more frequent transportation, more free fare days etc..
Also use the money to Offer higher wages for teachers, police, firemen, transit workers etc. We need tob breathe easy. Not build a gondola.
25820 Adams, Kent GONDOLA GONDOLA GONDOLA = . . 32.2.9D
No Brainer, save the air, save lives on winter roads, get more people to the resorts quicker, long run saving...
29954 Adams. Magaie NO GONDOLA. No one wants it and it will just make traffic worse:). Also the problem isn't that we can't get enough people up to the resorts, there are too many 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32 1 2B
» Vagg people getting there anyways!! There are better solutions that are more cost effective!! 32.2.9E; 32.7C T
28901 Adams, Margaret NO GONDOLA. Same problems could be fixed with that money going into more buses and possibly a toll booth. NO GONDOLA. This is not what the taxpayers want ggggﬁ 32.2.9A; A32.2.9N
Access to nature "in the least obstructive nature" represents respect for nature. A gondola will require an adequate park lot/structure to access one base station.
However, buses can provide many locations from where individuals can access them along a route. Why not:
35218 Adams, Marsha 1) create the park and ride locations which V\{I|| bel needed for any publlc_: transpodatlon idea. 32.2.21; 32.2.9A; A32.2 9|
2) allow buses only on the canyon roads during high morning and evening peak times. 32.2.2B
| do not agree to spending so much money to create a gondola before we attempt to resolve transportation problems using existing resources.
First, | will respond to some of the chosen sub-options. | like that parking lot at La Caille would be increased and not rely on the park and ride at Highland...too many
transfers to make it work. | suggest that the snow sheds should be designed to fit into the landscape. They should be designed to look natural like a tunnel, and can
also be used as a wildlife bridge. On Wasatch Blvd, reduce the pavement as much as possible. Use 11-ft thru lanes, 10-ft turn lanes - get Region approval to do
that. Keep the bike lanes 5-6 ft, but do not add the extra pavement beyond the bike lane. Doing this can reduce the pavement width by about 12 to 18 ft. 32.2.6.2.2A; A32.2 6.2 2A:
33297 Adams, Michael 32.2.9K; 32.1.4D; A32-2.9N. ’

A few concerns: The Purpose and Need statement can be whatever you want the answer to be. This whole process seems like you wrote the P&N to make sure the
gondola was chosen. The sub-options to implement first seem like they should greatly cover most of the project goals without needing to add the gondola.

Regarding the gondola in general - If tolling would only be during the 50 busiest days, then those are the busiest days that you are trying to mitigate. That sounds

32.2.6.5K; 32.2.9N
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like the gondola is really only something that is needed on 50 days of the year. If roadway congestion and LOS is not concerning outside of those 50 days, then why
would anyone park the car and pay more money to take a longer ride up the canyon? Seems like few people would use it outside of those 50 days. The gondola is
an extremely expensive option to serve only two destinations for only a small fraction of the year. Is the revenue that the ski resorts lose out on because of
congestion or the canyon being closed offset by the cost of the gondola?
A statement also indicates that the gondola would still run in variable weather conditions. What about during windy conditions during snow storms? Will it still be
running during windy storms? At what point would a gondola need to stop? If it stops because of wind during a storm, wouldn't the roadway be closed also due to
snow accumulation? Is the gondola really a feasible alternative?
Far too many local governments and citizens are opposed to the gondola, and the local leadership should have a say in what happens within and near their cities.
For example, Salt Lake City was opposed to the State-drive Inland Port. Then, recently, reports and articles show that the Inland Port is not financially feasible.
Again, is the gondola financially feasible? Or has the Purpose and Need been written in such a way to make sure that the gondola is chosen despite any financial
concerns? Carlos Braceras has spoken at the UDOT Conference in recent years to make sure that UDOT works with local governments to help them become what
they want to be. If the leadership of nearby cities of Cottonwood Heights and Sandy do not want the gondola option that would impact their cities, then UDOT should
really listen to them also. But maybe Alta and Snowbird are more important.
Surface transport should be limited to mobile installations.
33828 ADAMS, MICHAEL Rather than a gondola placement impacting the visual aesthetic of the canyon, perhaps consider tunneling for rail tracks that could be protected from avalanche 3222C
danger.
33104 Adams, Mike NO on Gondola! 32.2.9E
My name is Sierra Adams and i'm a 15 year old who learned how to ski up this canyon when i was very young and have been skiing there for the past 13 years. Alta
and Snowbird are my favorite resorts however the traffic recently has been causing an issue for us getting up there. as a someone who cannot get up there by
37698 Adams, Sierra myself, it's very important to have good transportation methods. the gondola however is not one. it requires many transitions to even get there and causes horrible 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5K
global impacts. it also will not even run reliably because of weather and maintenance issues. it is very expensive and there are much better ways to spend this
money that create a better solution.
As a regular user of Little Cottonwood Canyon both in the summer for hiking and heavily in the winter for skiing at Alta | think this is absolutely the wrong decision.
The reservation system implemented by snowbird and Alta over the last couple of years has made a monumental difference in winter Canyon traffic and the gondola | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2K;
. is an astronomical expense to solve a problem that does not exist in the same way it used to when it was originally proposed. 32.2.2PP; 32.2.7A; )
25329 Adams, Stephanie The gondola will further burden the taxpayers with expenses that most of them will not see the benefit of, as the solution will be mostly for the ski resorts. In 32.2.9E; 32.7B; A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
addition, it causes traffic and parking issues to be moved to the edge in the valley and not really solving a problem. Please reconsider this decision. The community, | 32.7C
the taxpayers, and the users of the canyon do not want the gondola.
If the states goals are : Consideration of all canyon users, not just resort users
Maintain existing visual experience 32 1.9D: 32 1.9F
. I am confused how the gondola accomplishes them. The gondola will go from bottom to top which does not help anyone except people going to the resorts. Also it P S A32.1.2F; A32.1.2B;
31798 Adams, Stephanie A ) 32.2.6.5G; 32.1.2B;
sounds like it will not operate year round, which does not help fall or summer canyon users. 3226 5E A32.2.6.5E
It is important also to consider that all of the traffic backup has not been alleviated but is simply moved to a location in the valley where the gondola parking will be. T
This is NOT solving our problems.
When it comes to the gondola | agree with Mayor Jenni Wilson when she said, =" Although | applaud UDOT's acknowledgment of the value of a phased approach, |
disagree with its conclusion that the gondola should be the preferred alternative. The gondola option is flawed for many reasons, including that it will:
Cost over a half billion dollars (not considering inflationary cost increases);
Only make stops at two private ski resorts: Snowbird & Alta;
Remove no more than 30% of car traffic from the canyon road;
Operate only during the winter ski season; and 322 9F: 32.1.2D"
Permanently mar the inherent beauty and public lands of Little Cottonwood Canyon. S~
37349 Adams, Tom Th . . o ; . ) . - . . e 32.2.6.5G;
e gondola is an unwise public investment for a 50+ year solution serving a limited group of people, given that it's irreversible and incapable of pivoting in the face .
X . e ! " 32.2.6.5F; 32.2.9L
of changing circumstances. But it isn't the only option. -
In addition | strongly disagree with the expansion of Wasatch Blvd between Bengal and 9400 so. The community between Danish and Wasatch already has no safe
route to school for kids and Bike Utah continues to highlight the growing number of cycling deaths in Utah due to cars. The proposed solution for Wasatch adds
speed to the Highway and danger to our community. At minimum Wasatch needs a protected path on both the East and West side.
Furthermore an expansion will only gather more cars and pollution in our community especially on the busy powder and/or weekend days.
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25396

Adams, Zachary

The gondola is a terrible use of taxpayer money. Do we not recognize that we will need any money we have to resolve the great salt lake issue? Our local
government is failing us.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

32665

Adams, Zack

We don't need a grand $500 million solution to fix this traffic problem in the canyon. We can make small incremental changes that would cost WAY less and easier
for the public to handle. Here are some ideas:- Have the resorts use parking reservation systems, so people aren't driving up the canyon just to drive back down
when they find out the parking lot is full. (maybe even have a big sign at the bottom of the canyon that shows the available parking at the different resorts - similar to
what you'd see in high tech parking garages)- Institute Congestion pricing (where the cost to drive up the canyon is dependent on the demand), then use the
revenue to increase the service and quality of the ski buses- have the ski buses pick up from more areas in the valleyAnd honestly, if we just did nothing, people will
self regulate and just stay home on the crazy traffic days and find ways to avoid the traffic organically.

32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.9A; 32.2.4A;
32.2.21

A32.2.2K; A32.2.2I

37830

Adams, Zoe

My name is Zoe Adams, and | am senior in high school in SLC. | learned how to ski at Alta at age 2, and have made some of my best memories in Little Cottonwood
Canyon. | love the accessibility and beauty and uniqueness, and that is what makes LCC one of a kind. The gondola would take away all of that. The gondola just
wants to ship as many people up the canyon as it can, not worrying about the destruction that would have on the snow pack. The gondola is said to cost $500
million, but with inflation, it would be closer to $750 million. And who's paying for this? The taxpayers- even the ones who don't use the canyon to recreate. The
process required to take the gondola is absurd. You have to drive to a lot, park, get on a bus with all of your gear for the day, wait in line, and then take a 45 minute
gondola ride to the resort. This doesn't include weather delays, which could cause the gondola to shut down and not be used anyway. The gondola wouldn't be built
for 5+ years, so it isn't even a short term solution, and the traffic will still be prevalent this season and the next and the next. The environmental impact from adding
in massive supports would be massive, and the river and wildlife and plants would be severely damaged. There are other solutions! We can have a better bus
system with more stops and buses running, tolls, and reduction of cars allowed. These are all solutions that are cheap, easy, and accessible. The gondola is NOT
the answer, and | hope you all can see why it just doesn't make sense.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
32.2.7TA; 32.2.9A;
32.2.4A

A32.1.2B

33832

Adamson, James

Not a good long term, nor a benefit to the general public. Also damage to watershed area is too great.
As to the sky industry, the future seems to have a conflict on the horizon with our warming planet.
Public monies & efforts should be used for a greater public benefit.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2E;
32.2.7A; 32.6A

A32.1.2B

29976

Adey, Nils

No gondola please, way way too expensive that benefits just 2 ski resorts. Reserved parking spots is a far far less costly idea. | would also suggest a 3rd lane on the
road up with reversible direction traffic like they have on 5400 south.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
32.2.2D

A32.2.2K

32551

Adkins, Andrew

| will start out by saying it's appalling to me that the majority is being ignored on this issue. The public has been clearly tilted against the gondola project, and yet it
moves forward full steam ahead because those behind the scenes are oiling the right political gears. Is there nobody who will think of what a dozen 200' tall metal
structures will do in permanently defacing the canyon's natural beauty? And for what purpose? So ski resorts can increase their max daily visitation? These resorts
have lost the goodwill of the local population by supporting this clear example of crony capitalism. I, and I'm assuming many others, would prefer Udot do absolutely
nothing than build this massive wound on our state's natural character. I'm a skier, I've spent a big portion of my life at these very resorts, and have been a snowbird
employee in the past. Skiing is great. That being said, skiing is absolutely not worth the toll this project will take on one of our state's most beautiful natural areas.
Generations to come will never be able to look upon Little Cottonwood's glacier sculpted canyons in the same way we do now. The "visionary" mock-ups of this
project to me are straight out of a horror movie. If Udot is really concerned with helping the resorts cram more people onto their slopes, certainly there are better
alternatives. We haven't tried anything, let's take some baby steps first. And let's hold these resorts accountable for their unsustainable business practices. Think of
the other canyon users. Please!

32.2.9N; 32.17A;
32.1.2B; 32.2.7A;
32.29R; 32.2.2K

A32.2.9N; A32.1.2B;
A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.2.2K

34399

Adkins, Kelsey

Hello,

I'm Kelsey Adkins, a registered voter who lives in_ | am strongly against the proposed plan to build a gondola. | have a deep, and close
relationship to Little Cottonwood Canyon; | go into the canyon to recreate on average 3-4 times a week. I'm involved in backcountry skiing, resort skiing, hiking year
round, and rock climbing in the spring, summer, and fall.

If the gondola is built it will have a grave impact on not only my experience, but the experience of everyone else who goes into the canyon, the wildlife in the canyon
and neighboring canyons (since they travel between canyons), and have far-reaching effects on anyone in the valley who drinks the water from the LCC watershed,
as well as tax payers' who don't even go into the canyon.

I'm very concerned that impact study on the wildlife was woefully inadequate. There are several animal and plant species which live in the areas where the gondola
towers will be built whose habitat will be greatly affected, including some species that are sensitive or endangered, including the boreal toad. The noise impact you
conducted was inadequate, and studies have shown that the noise from the gears alone is enough to change the habits of birds, affect bats' ability to use
echolocation to hunt and feed, and reduce the numbers of insects and amphibians as well. The effects on the entire ecosystem are far-reaching, since insects,
amphibians, birds, and bats, are all part of a larger food web that will ultimately have effects on larger mammals including deer, coyote, and mountain lion just to
name a few. Studies have shown that when these larger mammals are stressed due to a change in their food sources or scarcity of food resources, there is increase
incidence of human-wildlife contact and issues.

| am also concerned about the effects of the gondola on the watershed, both during construction as well as afterward. More than one municipality has commented
about this, so it's apparent that the impact on the watershed was glossed over and not thoroughly considered.

32.2.9E; 32.13A;
32.12A; 32.4B;
32.2.9A; 32.2.2

A32.13A; A32.12A,;
A32.2.21
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As a passionate climber | want it to be known that the climbing experience is SO MUCH MORE that simply me interacting with the rock immediately in front of me. |
climb to that | can be present in the moment with my surroundings in nature. That includes the sounds, the sights and views from the base of the climb, the middle,
or the top of the climb. It includes the hike to and from the base of a climb. | climb to be connected with the natural world, not simply to get from point A to B.
Gondola towers and a gondola passing through the areas where | frequently climb in lower LCC will gravely detract from this experience for me, other climbers, and
future generations of climbers. As climbers, we are often the best advocates for land conservancy and stewardship. It is concerning that by diminishing the climbing
experience for us climbers, you risk driving us away, which poses a risk to the long term conservation of LCC keeping it wild and safe for the animals and plants that
currently call it home.

| believe that a better solution would be to focus on increased bus service. This would include more buses running on a frequent schedule. Mobility hubs located
throughout the valley, not just at the base of the canyon. Incentives from the resorts for people taking the bus. And penalties or tolls for people riding in single
occupancy vehicles up the canyon.

Thank you for taking the time and effort to get to the bottom of this and accurately represent our community.

Sincerely,

-

Hello! Thank you for trying to save our canyon from the busy traffic and the transportation problems especially in the winter season. We qualify as Utah voters and
live near little cottonwood canyon and use it regularly throughout the year. The idea of a gondola changing our canyon forever breaks my heart. There are so many
ways to enjoy the canyon without putting in a gondola. | love how Zion National park solved the traffic problem there by putting in a shuttle service to control the

32.1.2B; 32.2.2B;

33109 Adlard, Jessica crowds and protect the canyon and park. It works great! | was just there last month and it serves a wonderful purpose. | hope you will consider how a gondola would | 32.1.5C; 32.2.9E A32.1.2B; A32.1.5C
change the canyon forever. There is already a road. Put in to place a shuttle service and make people use it year round if you want. Just please don't ad a large eye
sore to our beautiful canyon. | am in favor of any option besides a gondola. Please consider my opinion.
As a native of Salt Lake City, Utah, | strongly oppose the construction of Gondola B. As the projections indicate, it will be a disruptive eyesore in one of the most
27499 Adler. Claire beautiful canyons in the world. It's an unnecessary and frivolous project whose function could be easily satisfied by an additional bus lane. It's clearly aimed not at 322 OF: 32.2 9B
’ the community, but at tourists, and it's an embarrassment that the UTAH department of transportation is even considering this expensive, disruptive, and hideous e e
development.
34137 Adler, Claire | strongly oppose the construction of the Little Cottonvyood Canyon Gondola. Its too expensive, disruptive, unnecessary, and hideous. Why should my taxpayer 32.2.7A: 32.2.9E
money fund ski resorts frequented by out-of-state tourists??
. Wow. This is a terrible idea. The environmental impact from adding this gondola will be massive. These canyons are important wildlife corridors that are .
25977 Adler, Emily irreplaceable. DO NOT PUT UP THE GONDOLA. 32.2.9E; 32.13A A32.13A
; The gondola is an extremely expensive way to serve two ski resorts without significantly addressing the many other users of the canyon. A fleet of electric buses 32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C;
28670 Adler, Frederick that stopped at trailheads would be a much more equitable approach. 32.1.2D; 32.2.6.3F A322.6.3C
Please don't destroy another peoples playground/resources just for another more privileged group to enjoy theirs, especially since it's only 4/5 months outta the 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
25407 Adsit, Kyram year. Seriously don't know why this is even being considered, the gondola YouTube page is full of propaganda about why we should put a gondola in. If you watch 32.2.6E; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
these from anyone else's point of view they are misleading and not factual. Please please consider these comments. 32.2.9N
| do not feel the gondola is the correct choice because it doesn't allow for the flexibility to add pickup and drop off sites to accommodate snowshoers, backcountry 322 9E: 32.2 2
28059 Aerts, Sally skiers, hikers and bikers. The climate is changing bringing warmer temperatures and reduced snow pack. A public transportation system in little cottonwood canyon Nan T
. . . R N o 32.2.9A
should be able to adapt to potential change in recreational activities in the canyon. Buses provide that flexibility, a gondola does not.
26933 Affleck, Lance aeeerr(l):l;ung at SB and Alta since prob 1987. | hike and use the trails in LCC also. | like the idea of the gondola. Better than busses that | don't/won't ride or widening 322.9D
| am writing in opposition to the gondola. The greatest part of greater SLC is the natural beauty that surrounds it. As stewards of this place, it is our responsibility to
preserve that beauty. Erecting a gondola through the Little Cottonwood Canyon would destroy the natural aesthetic of our beautiful home.
The benefits derived from the Gondola also also myopic. It is obviously catering only corporate ski resorts, while its construction and mere presence would disrupt
37914 Affleck, Michael other seasonal recreational activities, especially climbing. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D

It is not worth destroying our beautiful views by permanently altering the canyon.

Please reconsider any decision in favor of the gondola.
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As | resident of_ - | once again feel the need to comment on this issue. | am concerned that these comments are not fully considered in
final recommendations - yet that does not stop me from chiming in. The gondola does not seem either a cost effective solution nor a practical solution to the traffic
problems in LCC. If built - it will be utilized by a select few who can afford it - or wish to partake in the novelty of it. The majority of recreationalists will continue to
drive and park - as the road will not be restricted. Parking will be a cheaper alternative than the gondola ticket. With the rapid increase in green transportation

32.2.9E; 32.2.4A;

29179 Agardy, Andy technology - in but a few years - electric buses will be the norm. Replacing the current drive yourself model with a free, mandatory bus will be a benefit to all. This 322 6.3F 32.2 2F
technology will only improve. A few other overlooked issues... why should tax payer dollars fund this? What happens when it inevitably goes over budget? What e meme
becomes of the recreationalists who do not use either the Snowbird or Alta stations? Every year - the numbers of such recreationalists increases. What about our
climate? Skiing will likely be pinched by global warming in the very near future. This seems a short sighted solution made by politicians who have become friends by
the few that favor the landowners who stand to profit. This is 2022 - we need to be smarter than this.
. . . . 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
25946 Agnello, Jayden Focus on improving the canyon transportation. Please do not build the gondola. 322 9ppP A32.1.2B
29189 Agnew, Kim | do not want to see a gondola up our beautiful canyon. It would detrimental to the canyon. 32.2.9E
36672 Agnew, Richard | support the gondola plan. Thank you. 32.2.9D
| am an outdoor enthusiast, a climber, and a skier. I'm writing today to oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 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.
Little Cottonwood Canyon is a special place. Building a gondola through it would compromise its iconic natural character and aesthetics. It undermines climbing and | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
36746 Agranovich, Brandon other forms of dispersed outdoor recreation that draw people to live in and visit Utah. And it would block climbers from accessing world-class climbing areas there 32.2.9A,; 32.2.2]; A32.2.2]
through years of construction. 32.2.6.3F
The gondola is a fiscally irresponsible project. Regional expanded electric bus and shuttle service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be
tried in earnest that include dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent landscape changes are considered. Thank you!
Hello, As a Utah native, and diehard snowboarder. Little cottonwood has always had a piece of my heart. Seeing the traffic over the years has been a major
28510 Aguavo. Franklin problems, but no matter how bad the traffic, the beauty always remained. | could always be happy | was stuck in one of the most beautiful places in the world. A 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.2 9N
guayo, gondola would simply ruin the beauty of the canyon, and ultimately is a terrible way to combat this problem. | urge you to reconsider a way that would not impact the | 32.2.2PP -
canyon in this way. There are much better options and hope between me and the majority of Utahns find a better solution. Thank you.
33930 Aguilar, Ronaldt You can never trust your local government, you will mess up the natural beauty of Little Cottonwood with this monstrosity 32.29D
My submission of opposition to move forward with the Gondola project.
27846 Aguilar, Sandra This is not a project the public should pay for, which is mostly used by tourists and the subscribers of the resorts in that canyon. Our money is better spent on 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
alternatives that don't manipulate the natural terrain even further.
26802 Aguirre, Mckinley Please don't build the gondola it will ruin the beautiful canyon 32.2.9E
PLEASE do not build a gondola. To use taxpayer dollars to strictly benefit the ski resorts is extremely irresponsible. The public does not want this and we are the . .
s . Do o T . o L : 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
. ones affected by the congestion issues. Not to mention, this will not solve congestion issues considering the parking lots will still be full every day. All this will do is : i )
25462 Ahern, Michael ; ) . D A . ; : : 32.2.7TA; 32.7C; A32.2.2K; A32.1.2B
increase the number of skiers on a given day, which is already as massive issue. Please save the beauty of our canyons and require parking reservations instead. 32198
This is the only way to reduce and spread out congestion. o
37112 Ahlstrom, Elizabeth No gondola. A bus service would be cheaper and more effective. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
| support the Gondola project 100%
33059 ahmad, shahzad Having lived here for 12 years fhe traffic situation for locals AND tourists is atrocious 32.2.9D
The ski resorts are world renowned , climbers and hikers have rights also but the impact is on hundreds of thousands of skiers
31435 Ahmed, Ahmed This gondola would be a disgrace. To spend such an obscene amount when we have much more pressing needs is a direct insult to the people who live here. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
I am concerned about the constant addition of people and traffic to many of Utah's treasured natural wonders. Not only our national parks but also areas like Little
32946 Ahrens. Glen Cottonwood Canyon. | believe that other methods such as what Mayor Wilson has proposed makes sense. | think electric buses are a great option along with 32.2.6.3F; 32.2.2K; A32.2 9K: A32.20C
’ something for parking regulation and other things might be good. A main point that | would like to see considered is regulating over-crowding in a way that affects 32.20C B '
everyone the same regardless of income level.
37342 Ahrens, Leo Decisions made today will Igst .Wlth us forever. Lgt every voice b(_a heard and all concerns be settled. Our goal is sustainable growth, healthy growth, community 32 29D
growth. Today our community is divided. Today is no day for action.
27646 Aiken, Barbara | will not be at the meeting but totally support the gondola project. 3229D

Barbara Aiken
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31380

Akerblom, Ingrid

| do not support the choice of the Gondola option for Little Cottonwood Canyon. | implore UDOT to use "a lower impact, adaptive approach" to transportation issues
in the canyon to protect a vital watershed that supplies water to more than 450,000 county residents.

The gondola comes with a hefty minimum price tag, serves only two private ski resorts, creates an additional transportation route, has limited flexibility as fixed
infrastructure, and has not shown it can reduce the number of vehicles that travel the canyon each hour during peak times.

Most importantly, the environmental study failed to effectively consider many of the risks to water resources that SLC raised throughout the process, including those
associated with the construction and operation of the gondola, and the strain of increased visitation to the watershed.

As a taxpayer in Utah | do not support using my tax dollars to fund the elitist Utah ski industry desire to add more profit to their bottom line. They should fund it
themselves. They clearly have funds considering they slyly purchased the land for the landing tower near their resorts. In addition, climate change and reduced
snowpack coming in future years will reduce the viability of this massive structure with limited use. There appears to be no plan to reduce traffic making the gondola
an add that doesn't change much on the ground for those accessing resorts. Finally, it reduces the recreational attractiveness for any other lower cost uses of the
canyon like snowshoeing, climbing, cross country skiing etc. through noise pollution, construction noise and blocked sight lines.

Please reconsider and pursue a less costly and disruptive alternative.

Thank you,
Ingrid Akerblom

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
32.201; 32.2.2E

26701

Akerlow, Thomas

Instead of using 500 million on a gondola, why don't we use the money for a frontrunner that is emissions free???

32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP

A32.1.2B

38695

Alam, Shawn

Hello Josh,
Attached is a copy of DOl Comment | Letter for your consideration. If you have any questions please contact Karen Skaar. Thank you,
Shawn

Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3.

32.26A

A32.26A

25353

Alba, Carly

Little cottonwood has been a place with lots of memories for me. From spending time with my friends to watching the sunset and scenery. With this change that
would not be the same.

32.29D

38123

Albano, Thomas

The Gondola will be a huge boondoggle that will destroy the beauty of the Canyon, and nobody will use it. | live at the bottom of the canyon and it takes me 15
minutes to get to Snowbird. Why would | waste an hour or more parking, waiting in line, and then taking the Gondola. | wouldn't take it if it was free and | am hearing
it will be very expensive to ride. | am a season ticket holder and there are maybe 10 or 15 days a year where the traffic is really bad. This is a horrible idea. It will
cost hundreds of millions of dollars. It will destroy the beauty of the canyon. And very few people will want to waste their time and money riding it up.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

38379

albano, tom

| am a long time Snowbird season ticket holder and | have skied the Cottonwood Canyons for 40 years. A Gondola would be the biggest boondoggle since the great
Salt Lake Pumps. 40 years ago, after three record years of moisture, Govenor Bangerter spent 54 million on pumps that were never used because you don't get
record moisture forever. Little Cottonwood has 10 or 15 days a year where the traffic is really bad. It makes no sense to defile the beauty of the canyon with
something that is not needed. | will never in a million years take the Gondola up. | live at the mouth of the Canyon. Why would | pay big money to go park, wait in
line, and turn a 15 minute drive into an hour or more of inconvenience to take the Gondola. If you build it they will not come as it will be a total hassle and expensive
to get up the canyon that way. Please don't waste all this money and destroy the beauty of the canyon.

Thomas Albano

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

35758

Albers, Eric

| am deeply disappointed to hear that the gondola is the preferred transportation alternative for Little Cottonwood Canyon. This decision was based on a flawed
analysis that ignored public input, chose the alternative which is objectively the worst at addressing congestion (per UDOT's own analysis), and is by far the most
expensive. The Western United States is rife a history of public land fraud, gargantuan infrastructure investment for the benefit of the few, and fragrant violation of
the public trust. If the gondola is constructed, it will be added to this list, and serve as a case study in western governmental lunacy. Wilderness ValuesDesignated
wilderness is incredibly important both ecologically and socially for the Wasatch Front. This is becoming more apparent with an increasing population. A cherry-stem
for Highway 210 and other private in-holdings in Little Cottonwood Canyon already diminish the wilderness qualities of the adjacent Twin Peak and Lone Peak
Wilderness areas. Adding a gondola to the mix would be a blow significantly worse than the others mentioned. | go to these wild places to seek solitude. The
gondola will DESTROY that. Despised by UtahnsPlease do not shove this decision down our throats. Utahns do not want it. The Hinkley Institute recently found that
only 20% of Utahns support a gondola. The other 80% are adamantly opposed to this alternative. What will the rural Utah farmer think when he hears that the state
is subsidizing two of the richest ski resorts with tax payer money. What will the fiscal conservative think? This will draw ire from people of all political leanings. If you
choose this alternative, prepare for a firestorm of outrage from the public. My Storyl spend a minimum of three days each week in the central Wasatch, much of
which is spent in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Even though | am an avid snowboarder, | don't Ride at Alta (clearly) or even at Snowbird. This Gondola will not benefit
me. Additionally, | spend countless hours in the canyon back-country touring, climbing, running, and hiking. Not only would the gondola not service me in these

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
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activities, it would actively detract from the experience | go to the canyon seeking. | beg you not to proceed with this alternative. It will forever destroy Little
Cottonwood Canyon.Sincerely, Eric Albers

Opposed to the gondola. Let Utah stay in its original beauty. We don't have the snow to support this piece of equipment or the eye sore it will bring to our residents.

35775 Albert, Cindy L 32.2.9E; 32.2.2E
eave our canyon alone
. . - . . 32.2.2Y; 32.2.6.3F;
33830 Albert, Erik Toll the road today and adjust the toll to amount of visitors in the canyon. More busses and make them electric. No Gondola 322 9A 32.9 9F
The LCC gondola will only lead to more ecosystem destabilization and higher congestion of humans and human travel. Not to mention the exponential increase of 32 2 9F: 32.20C:
26411 Alberts, Jo direct human to environment impact due to such increased amounts of people in the canyon. Trails will be expanded, litter will increase, and wildlife will be more 32.26A S ’ A32.20C; A32.20A
scarce. '
Please listen to your community! The harm that the gondola will cause to the canyon and our watershed is not worth the ability to increase the number of people at
the resorts. | do not feel that fewer people will drive to the resorts and so this will only add the people on the gondola to same number of people in their cars. The 32 1.2B: 32.2 OE: A32.1.9B: A32.29R:
37347 Albertson, Kelan environmental damage and the immense price tag to build the gondola has been enough to turn your community against it, so why do you keep pursuing the 32'2'4/_\1 32-2.9R7 A32-1 .2H" A32.2 68’
gondola as if it is the only option? Let's try a less damaging and less costly alternative first. If implementing a toll or improving the bus service truly does not work T e -
then | will be able to accept that a gondola may be the best option. But until we try that first, | am very strongly against the gondola. Please listen to your community.
37148 Albertson, Susie The Snowsheds need to be put in first. It has been the top recommendation of Avalanche experts. If Resort employees were required to ride the bus, a Gondola or 4 322 9A
lane highway would not be necessary.
I love the gondola. its a great idea. | have been on these before in other countries and they are amazing. the views are spectacular and will be a great addition to the
31237 Albi, Isabelle canyon. | know people think it will be an eye sore but that is a small minority of people that use the canyon. we can't all skin the backcountry all the time, but we 32.2.9D
should be able to enjoy the views too!
The estimated cost of the gondola option is too high and it might go even higher. Taxpayers should not have to fund transportation costs for the 2 ski resorts in Little | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2K;
33817 Albrand. Karen Cottonwood Canyon - the project does NOT benefit taxpayers enough. | would like to see other, less invasive approaches like frequent electric buses, large parking | 32.2.2L; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.9B: A32.2 2K
’ hubs outside of the canyon for those buses to service and even parking reservations at the resorts (if ANY vehicles are allowed up the canyon during the winter). 32.2.6.3F; 32.2.7A; T -
The gondola will be a blight on our beautiful canyon. Please reconsider the options and throw out the gondola. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
26939 Albrecht, Justin | support the gondola option. 32.2.9D
35123 Alcorn, Carl We are very much against the proposal to build the gondola in the canyon. It is too costly and will be inconvient to use. 32.2.9E
32176 alder, steve access is alrea_ld_y Iimit_gd by excluding dog owners and by inadequate capacity at certains times. better to limit skiing access too than have me a taxpayer whose use 32.2.9E: 32.2.2K A32.2 2K
is limited subsidize ski industry
30969 Alder, Wes A light rail train line from the u of u to Icc along foothill and wasatch Blvd would be more beneficial on a daily basis than a gondola. 32.2.21 A32.2.2]
A majority of residents do NOT want this gondola. | do not think this is a solution to our problem. As a resident of BCC, the traffic and parking issues are growing 2220953?221235
28371 Aldous, Adrienne rapidly. This will benefit the ski industry only. Shows you who has the voice. Having lived I. Europe for many years, a cable car or train would benefit the entire 32.6A' 52 2 9'N_ ’ A32.1.1A; A32.2.9N
stretch of the canyon, not just the resorts. And the fee station in BCC several days a year is an insult to our grave problems. Please to not put in a gondola. 32'2 2’PP' e
32200 aldous, adrienne Why are we not looking into a train up the canyon. They are in all the canyons in Europe. Seems like a no brainer to me. hell of a log less money too. 32.2.9F
Dear UDOT,
The gondola should be a very last resort. The visual impact alone is unacceptable. Most of LCC is still beautiful and natural looking. This should be preserved. But
we already have to endure the visual impact of a tram, and countless lifts on the upper south side of LCC. The gondola would spread the eyesore that is Snowbird
and Alta infrastructure along the entire length of the canyon. Forever. Altering the look and feel of the entire canyon for the sake of moving skiers on peak days is
unnecessary, and wrong-headed. . . . .
28133 Aldous, Steve 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B; A32.1.2B; A32.29R;

All portions of the enhanced bus alternative WITH shoulder lane should be tried thoroughly before any decision to move ahead with a gondola. This includes peak
period tolling, snow sheds, all of it. This alternative also provides considerably faster peak transit times than the gondola alternatives.

Thanks you for your consideration in this matter.

32.2.9B; 32.29R

A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S
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Steve Aldous
Please do not go to the gondola option. It will require tax dollars paid by all locals for a very few users and will forever change the character of the canyon. There are
36815 Alessini, Mary better options, and we need to try them. 32.2.9E
Who is really benefitting from this gondola?
| strongly oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon for many reasons. | am a frequent visitor to the canyon. A gondola would be a horrendous
28686 Alex Evans, W. scar, would not solve problems with overcrowding and is otherwise outrageously expensive and frankly stupid. Please reject this option. Please consider that traffic 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
has been manageable since Alta implemented parking reservations. Thank you for considering my comment.
27537 Alexander, Dennis I am _strongly opposed to a gondola in L|ttlg Cottonwood Canyon. it appears to be the least effective in mitgating environmental impact and least convenient for those 322 OF
seeking the canyon experience beyond skiing.
I am thrilled on the choice of gondola option B as it can operate independent of road conditions, accidents, canyon closures, etc. A long, winding, crowded bus ride
27022 Alexander, Dylan up LCC is not enjoyable. Having plenty of accessible parking at the base of the gondola is critical. The Wasatch boulevard lot is often full on weekends and powder | 32.2.1X; 32.2.9D
days. It is a deterrent to use public transit if | have to drive farther out of my way to find parking and spend a longer time on the bus.
The proposed gondola project will not reduce the number of cars up the canyon, nor will it reduce traffic woes. All it's going to do, just like building extra lanes on a 322 9F: 32.20C:
33183 Alexander, Kevin highway to reduce congestion, is to add more people into the equation. The number of cars will stay the same and the resorts will profit, all at the expense of a P ’ A32.20C
. . s 32.2.4A
gorgeous piece of PUBLIC land and the wallets of the public taxpayers. Don't build the gondola.
27403 Alexander, Pamela | do not want my tax dollars going to the ski resort. If they want to pay for it great. | vote no. 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
After investigating the proposed gondola project, | am opposed to it on a number of grounds. First and foremost, skiing as a sport is dying in this region of the
country due to climate change. Projections show that the snow water equivalent will decrease by 50% by 2100 and 35% by 2075. It is claimed that the project will be
"carbon neutral" however, there is no evidence given on how this was determined or what assumptions were made in those calculations. | find "carbon neutrality"
37762 Alexander. Pierce highly unlikely given the amount of steel and concrete that will be needed for such a megaproject. Furthermore, the gondola will damage the natural beauty of the 32.2.9E; 32.2.2E;
’ canyons and compromise access to climbing and hiking areas during the years of construction. My suggestion to alleviate the congestion in the canyon would be to | 32.1.2D; 32.2.2M
install a checkpoint at the base of the canyon to restrict the access of high risk vehicles (like those without all wheel drive and chains) as well as single passenger
vehicles. If high risk vehicles are turned away and single passenger vehicles are required to pay a fee, then these steps alone would go a long way in alleviating
congestion without the need of a half a billion dollar megaproject.
25523 Alexander, Samuel | won't ride th_e bus but | will ride in a gondola. Nouone wgnts to ride in a bus and deaI.W|th potential slow traffic, crashes and slide offs. | fully support the gondola. | 322.9D
have been a little cottonwood user for 30 years. It's precious and the gondolas make it usable.
37851 Alfonsi, Anna We support building the gondola! Vote for gondola alternative please. Great all year around; less cars, less noise. 32.2.9D
37841 Alfonsi, Shawn We support building the gondola! Great all year around, less cars, less noise. 32.2.9D
| stand unequivocally in opposition to the gondola solution. The enhanced bus service is a superior solution with the smallest impact on the environment and is also
30065 Alibeqovic. Emina the cheapest. Gondola serves one purpose and one only: to get the skiers to the resorts which make a pretty penny on public lands and now we are also supposed | 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D; A32 1 2B
govie, to subsidize their business agenda? There are many other uses of the canyon that will be continue to impact the traffic problems in the canyon because their needs | 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E o
would not be served by the gondola. To summarize: NO to gondola.
. This is a terrible idea and no one likes it. No gondola! We need something that aids all people going to enjoy the canyons, not just skiers. And something that will be | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
36555 Alicandro, Sarah X . ;
good year round. Invest in public transportation!! 32.2.6.5F
30555 Alicandro, Sarah No Gondola! So many people use the canyons besides just resort skiers! Public transit can work if it's prioritized and adequately funded! 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
30349 Alikadic. Emir As a climber and backcountry skier who lives by the canyons, | stand firmly with Wasatch Backcountry Alliance and other conservation minded organizations and in 322 9F
’ FIRM OPPOSITION TO CONSTRUCTION OF GONDOLA IN LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON! -
32258 Allan, Jololene The gondola project only services the few and not the mass. Tooo expensive and not in our or the canyons best interest. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
The Best solution is still the Cog rail for the following reasons:1.)lt is the best long term transit solution when considering a 50 year horizon. Keeping in mind, that
UTA developed the original Canyon transit plan 50 years ago, the impacts of today's decisions will impact us for at least the next 50 years. 2.)The real issue is the
need to reduce or eliminate autos in the canyon. When a transit priority philosophy is applied (as opposed to a car centric attitude) COG rail is undisputedly the best
36617 allegra, michael environmentally sensitive solution and the least costly solution. 3.)A COG rail can be built for half of what the highway department has projected. As a point of 322 OF

reference, Pikes Peak just upgraded their COG railway for $10 million dollars per mile. There is NO rationale explanation for UDOT's $100 million dollars per mile.
4.) The COG rail would be a battery electric vehicle and become connected and run on UTA's TRAX line, thereby eliminated the need for transfers. 5.) With
appropriate pricing and auto policies, a COG rail could pay for its operating expenses from the farebox. 6.) Stops at trailheads would be allowed (and encouraged).
7.) a COG railway (without the concurrent traffic recommended by UDOT) would have the least (and best) impact on our watershed. Please keep in mind that under
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UDOT's proposal, traffic will continue to increase. 8.)A COG rail alignment is available that eliminates the need for costly, unsightly and environmentally damaging
avalanche sheds.

A COG rail (without more auto traffic) is the only solution that brings the diverse interests of economic development and environmentalists together without costly
and time consuming litigious outcomes.

Change in these canyons are difficult. Strong leadership with a vision are required.

Please do not build a gondola. It will be a horrible eye sore and only a bandaid to the problem. Prioritize bussing and charging tolls for vehicles. Please don't do
something that can never be undone. And don't make tax payers pay for this senseless machine.

32.2.9E; 32.2.4A;

38365 Alleman, Carly 32.2.9A 32.2.7A
Thank you,
Carly Alleman
28118 Alleman, Kathleen As a >50 year tax payer,_l think there are much more legitimate problems in the SL valley that need the 1/2 billion dollar remedy. Don't waste our hard earned dollars 32.2.9G: 32.1.2B A32.1.9B
on such a focused minority problem.
As a Utah and Salt Lake City resident, | strongly oppose the building of the gondola. It WILL NOT fix the problems it is seeking to fix and will only cause greater 322 9F- 32 7C-
28804 Allemeier, Katherine environmental harm to the canyon. What happened to the rail line that was proposed and found to be the most efficient and cause the least harm to the 32'2'2| e A32.2.2]
environment? -
This is just a way to keep UDOT busy. This will not solve any of the problems in Little cottonwood. It will greatly affect climbing, hiking and general recreating n the
. canyon. The impact for the base and subsequent parking is too great. This project is excessive and will be totally underutilized. Visually the impact is far too great. | )
33256 Allen Jenkins, Amanda grew up at the mouth of this canyon and the thought of gondolas, cables and poles as part of the views is devastating. | say NO to the gondola! Too much money 322.9E;32.2.9G
and too many consequences to the canyon. Stop this frivolous project.
33853 Allen, Amber I do notl support this project! The gondolg v_viII take away from the beauty of the canyon and only serve skiers during 4 months of the year. It will be an eyesore, 321 'ZBE 32.1.2D; A32 1 2B
expensive, and will not cut down on traffic in the canyon. 32.2.9E; 32.7C
Hello,
What benefit does the gondola have above increased bus/public transport for the efficiency and sustainability of Little Cottonwood Canyon? | can imagine a gondola
is slower, holds fewer people, may draw more people into the canyon (even from long distances), and cost more. For these reasons it is hard for me to see it solving
30008 Allen, Annelise any transport issues and actually creating more transport and sustainability issues. 322 9N A32.2 9N
Please let me know how this is created to work for us and for LCC. | use the canyons regularly and carpool with the park and rides and haven't had issues so far. |
am extremely skeptical of the gondola. | want to see people able to use LCC in a sustainable way and am hoping we can have a good outcome here. Please
consider the majority of public opinion on this.
I have lived near little cottonwood canyon for most of my life. Tearing up the canyon to build a gondola for UDOT transit fees is not only a visual and environmental 322 OF: 32.2 4A:
travesty, nor will it effectively address the issue of traffic in the region. It is absolutely not in the public's best interest as we are seeing residents speak out against 32.2'2Pi3' 3'2 29R A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
26152 Allen, Benjamin the gondola across the board. Using climate change as an excuse to further destroy the canyon is as ironic as it is tragic. Do not allow government agencies to P A32.2.6S; A32.1.2B;
. o DL o . . . ) X . 32.7C; 32.2.2E;
overstep their boundaries in participating in this political circus to line their own pockets at the expense of residents and mother nature alike. There are other options . A32.2.9N
. . ; . . 32.1.2B; 32.2.9N
worth exploring that have not yet been considered or attempted and these should absolutely happen before a single structure is built.
As a lifelong resident of salt lake city | strongly oppose udots proposition to build a gondola in little cottonwood canyon. There are other less harmful options that 32 12D 32.2.9F
26153 Allen, Benjamin need to be implemented and the gondola only serves special groups of interest. Not the public at large or for the benefit of nature. Climate change is not an excuse S oBB. A . af
: LT : 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E
to further destroy the ecosystem with a gimmick like this.
| have submitted comments on several occasions in the past. Today, | just want to commend the Salt Lake County council for making a strong statement against
approving the gondola plan for LCC. | have been opposed to this project since the outset and there has been no information provided that has changed my opinion. |
31123 Allen, Beth am a pass holder at Alta and guess what, it is not all about the ski resorts! We need a plan that protects and preserves this precious canyon as well as Big 32.2.9E
Cottonwood Canyon from further development and degradation. The gondola project benefits an elite few real estate owners to the detriment of the public who love
the Wasatch. It's a very bad idea.
Please listen to what the public and experts are saying about the impacts of the gondola. This is so unnecessary, not cost effective and would be a defamation to
the landscape of the canyon. While I'm aware the traffic in the canyons is unsafe and unsustainable, there are so many other options to be considered first. The idea
of a gondola through one of the most serene, historical canyons, makes me sick to my stomach. Oh and UTA just miraculously happens to decrease bus routes a
37063 Allen, Bethany few weeks back? Convenient. Buses are the answer here and there are so many brilliant environmentally conscious humans in this state, | am positive we can come 32.2.9E: 32.2.9A

up with a good plan. The gondola doesn't solve the traffic problems and is a band aid to a much bigger problem and isn't a viable solution for the future. We should
be looking to do everything possible in our power to protect the canyon first and second make it accessible in an environmentally friendly way for those wanting to
visit. | love driving up the canyon probably more than the next person, it's been a part of my life my whole life, but | would forfeit that for buses and a solution that
actually makes sense and is scalable. Please please consider the many other options and protect our beautiful canyon.
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33643

Allen, David

| think the Gondola is perhaps the most environmentally damaging of all the options. The views in Little Cottonwood Canyon are amazing. A wilderness type view
just minutes from the city. The proposal for a gondola will destroy the look and feel of the canyon and do very little to solve traffic issues. It will be a forever
destruction that can never been reversed. Just a bad idea and crazy expensive.

32.2.9E; 32.7C

35062

Allen, Emily

| do not support the gondola. Increasing busing and carpool incentives is my preferred alternative.

32.2.9A

25340

Allen, Gary

I am 100% in favor of the gondola. Something has to be done and this is the best option by far...regardless of what Mayor Wilson says or thinks.

32.2.9D

27272

Allen, Grant

| am truly saddened by the decision that was made Wednesday. | visited the canyon this summer and was amazed at the natural beauty it provided to the Salt Lake
area. I've been to many other mountainous regions; the Colorado Rockies, the Rockies of Wyoming, and even the Alps in France, Italy, and Switzerland. Compared
to all of those fantastic regions, there is something special about Little Cottonwood Canyon. Just a single two lane road carving through the canyon leaves so much
room for the natural beauty of the canyon to flourish. An area that feels so raw and untouched by man. Building a gondola straight through this precious environment
will damage the canyon beyond repair. Altering this environment means my generation and generations after me won't be able to experience this fantastic place in
all it's true, natural luster. | really do hope you hear the public's call to reimagine a solution to this pressing issue. Please think about future generations and not just
money in the pockets of this generations wealthy business leaders. Thank you.

32.2.9E

34437

Allen, Jacob

Hello,I am not in favor of the gondola option in Little Cottonwood Canyon for the following reasons:1. Tax payers should not be responsible to pay for an option that
clearly only benefits two ski resorts. Much of the traffic is caused by unbounded increase in ski resort usage. Why are they not responsible for the solution?2. The
gondola will completely ruin a priceless view of the canyon. Once the gondola is erected, it will not be taken down even if it stops being used. Similar to the gondola
in Moab.3. The option does not benefit anyone but resort skiers. It will not stop at other popular locations to help with traffics for other uses like backcountry skiing,
hiking, or climbing. 4. The relatively small area of the canyon hosts a fragile ecosystem that is already under stress from increased usage. Building the gondola will
cause damage to the environment. Adding more structures to the canyon is not the way to protect it. 5. The new structures will damage world-class climbing. |
should not have to pay for a solution that only serves to help ski resorts make money. Other options should be considered that take into account my concerns
above. For instance, could a shuttle option be pursued? One that uses electric shuttles with different stops along the canyon. There could be different shuttle lines
including a ski express line, one that gives access to lower canyon stops and another for upper canyon stops. The shuttle option could run on the existing road and
could be electric powered. This option would be similar to the shuttle system at Zion national park. I'm not naive in thinking that this option would not impact the
environment at all but it would be a much better alternative to a gondola that only serves the ski industry rather than the tax payers in this community. Thank
you,Jacob Allen

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3C;
32.2.2B

A32.2.6.3C

33377

Allen, Kacey

Please look at other options. This will have a massive megative impact on all that people do in the canyon amd will only serve the ski resorts during winter months. |
am completely opposed to the gondola!!!

32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

29373

Allen, Kathryn

You should consider using the monies on saving the Great Salt Lake. When it dries up, there will be no snow and no need for a gondola.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2E

A32.1.2B

33092

Allen, Kelli

I'm a Utah voter who lives near the base of little cottonwood canyon for the last 10 years. For those of us who choose to live here, it's because we love the canyon -
all of it. We are not just going to the ski resorts, we have our favorite trailheads and reflection spots up and down the canyon. We are hikers, bikers, climbers and
mountain goat watchers. The gondola serves the patrons of ski resorts only- not the locals who support the project in our backyard with our tax dollars. We need
green solutions that alleviate traffic for the WHOLE canyon. The Gondola is NOT the right solution.

Thanks for your attention,
Kelli Allen

32.1.2C; 32.2.9E

27789

Allen, Kirsten

| am a heavy user of Little Cottonwood Canyon and have been for many years. The prospect of a gondola is absolutely devastating. Choosing such a showy,
ecologically and aesthetically altering option when much less drastic alternatives exist is wrong, and future generations will never know the wonder of the canyon we
grew up with.

| am also an attorney in Salt Lake City, and | find it telling that rich individuals and pro-business colleagues frequently support the gondola, while backcountry users,
hikers, bikers, and average Utahns do not. Corporations stand to benefit from the gondola, not average Utahns. It is heartbreaking that those interests win out over
average users and the environment. | wish | was more surprised. Please consider and select a less harmful alternative Sincerely,

Kirsten

32.2.9E

33478

Allen, Madeline

This gondola is a horrible idea. You are taking bus lines from the west side to serve the already privileged skiers that can easily already drive themselves.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

37312

Allen, Mandy

| am against UDOT's preferred alternative of installing a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | live in Sandy and have been hiking, climbing and sometimes skiing
up Little Cottonwood Canyon for decades. | have seen the use in the canyon skyrocket during this time period. A gondola installation and subsequent increase in
visitors to the canyon would lead to negative impacts on the watershed. Our watershed is a very precious resource, especially as we are in the midst of a
megadrought. Installing a gondola is completely short sighted.

Tax payers should not be on the hook to pay for a $500 million dollar gondola that only benefits the ski industry. Locals who are in the middle to low income cannot
even afford to ski in our resorts, and yet are going to be paying for a gondola that won't even solve the parking issues up the canyon.

UDOT needs to listen to those who are using the canyon and would have to pay for this decision. We do not want the eye sore and negative environmental impacts
of a gondola. We do not want to pay for something that is only for the ski industry.

32.1.2B; 32.2.7A,
32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9A; 32.2.4A

A32.1.2B
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Better alternatives would be a toll system, increased buses, and other alternatives that do not permanently impact the watershed, beauty of Little Cottonwood, and
cost the taxpayers half a billion dollars.

36887

Allen, Margaret

Thank you for going to so much effort to study our canyon and suggest solutions!

I am not in favor of a gondola to solve the LCC transportation challenges.

| agree with using electric transportation vans or half-size buses being deployed from Park N Rides. In winter or busy times, a call-ahead system would expedite
accommodating passengers. Passengers could "pull a cord" to request a stop. On busy summer days, we would like to be able to count on a shuttle bus to Albion

Basin and hiking trails.

At this time, | do not favor a gondola. The cost is out of sight! The construction and placement of giant towers would deface and damage a geological wonder. I'm
not sure | could afford to ride it!

Sincerely,
Margaret A Allen

32.2.9E; 32.2.63F;
32.2.9A

30010

Allen, Mark

| am opposed to the addition of a gondola to Little Cottonwood Canyon. It will irreparable mar the scenery of the canyon. It also lacks the scalability required of a
structure that will be on the landscape in perpetuity. Please reconsider the current in plan and consider solutions that will provide access to the resorts and the
pristine wilderness for generations to come.

32.2.9E

25872

Allen, Mark

Tax dollars should be off-limits for any transportation solutions that benefit the resorts- directly used public money to support the private sector. The resorts should
solve their own problems.

#GondolaBadldea

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E

25767

Allen, Marshall

We the people DO NOT WANT the gondola built.

32.2.9E

37381

Allen, Mary

Where there are issues that will be seemingly fixed by the gondola's construction, negative consequences will absolutely appear. As a lifelong, tax-paying resident
of Salt Lake who has a deep love for these canyons, please do not ruin them with this ill-conceived plan.

32.2.9E

32529

Allen, Matthew

Before a decision is made, there needs to be a comprehensive plan for both LCC and BCC as well as a consideration of multiple alternatives. The gondola option
only attempts to fix issues in one canyon at an exorbitant expense. The cost will likely be a billion dollars once all is done. Materials and labor costs have increased
substantially since the initial estimate was made. It seems far more cost effective to limit the number of vehicles allowed up the canyon on any given day, and
implement a reservation and/or variable toll system.

32.1.1C; 32.2.7F;
32.2.2K

A32.1.1C; A32.2.7F;
A32.2.7C; A32.2.2K

30590

Allen, Monica

| have been following this story as well as | can, and all of the comments I've seen have overwhelmingly been in favor of expanded bussing over the gondola. | don't
understand how the decision could have gone the other way unless no weight was given to the public who actually use the canyon. The cost is ridiculous for
something that doesn't even solve the problem. Why only have a system that takes people all the way to the top of the canyon when many people only want to go
part of the way? The buses aren't just the cheapest option, they are the most flexible and easiest. It can't be justified from a cost, ease of use, nor public support
perspective. Can't we save some money for many of the other issues facing residents, since we are the ones paying for it?

32.2.9N; 32.2.9A

A32.2.9N

27522

Allen, Rachel

I'm a resident of Cottonwood Heights and live between the entrances of LCC and BCC. | do not support the gondola. This is a poorly thought proposal they are
trying to push on the taxpayers of the state. A gondola is a terrible option for the canyon and will not solve any traffic, commute time, or congestion issues. What
happens when there is poor weather and the gondola is on hold for hours or the day? Other simpler, less expensive, and more viable options are available. Stop
pushing your gondola agenda on taxpaying residents, we do not support it.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5K

30072

Allen, Robert

No Gondola Breeze by gate for certified 4WD with traction tires. Pay gate and inspection for all other traffic. Parking Reservations at both Alta and Snowbird. Make
Car Pooling Count. UTA Busses.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2M;
32.2.2K; 32.2.9A

A32.2.2K

32858

Allen, Sarah

| am an outdoor enthusiast, a climber, and your constituent. I'm writing today to oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 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.

Little Cottonwood Canyon is a special place. Building a gondola through it would compromise its iconic natural character and aesthetics. It undermines climbing and
other forms of dispersed outdoor recreation that draw people to live in and visit Utah. And it would block climbers from accessing world-class climbing areas there
through years of construction.

The gondola is a fiscally irresponsible project. Regional expanded electric bus and shuttle service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be
tried in earnest that include dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent landscape changes are considered.

32.2.9E; 32.29R;
32.2.2I; 32.2.6.3F

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.2.2l
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I hope you will consider opposing the Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola in favor of better solutions.

37877 Allen, Sherry No on the gondola. I'm a skier but feel the gondola only serves the ski resorts. Other options such as improved bus service should be tried first. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
28635 Allen, Spencer You- better leave our- canyon alone. ?7?7? 32.2.9G
26284 Allen, Stephen Don't do the gondola! Protect Utah wilderness! 32.2.9E
A gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon does not solve any problems. It is too expensive (to build, maintain and to ride), too exclusive (in that it is so expensive to
31827 Allen. Susan ride, which means there will still be lots of car traffic in the canyon, and it stops only at 2 downhill ski resorts instead of also at hiking and backcountry access 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
’ trailheads, and only runs in the winter), too damaging to the environment (building and maintenance of the towers, including roads to the towers for maintenance, 32.2.6.5G; 32.2.6.5F
and the visual pollution, i.e., the view up and down the canyon will be damaged by images of the towers). A gondola is NOT the answer.
33112 Allen. Tavler The gondola is irresponsible. It benefits the ski resorts more than the public or the canyon itself. Frequent busses all year long will be a better solution for the people | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2C;
18y of Salt Lake County, who will be the ones ultimately funding the project. 32.2.9A
Please do not build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. The current plan to build such a gondola is a heinous and colossal waste of taxpayer money, and it will
cause irreparable damage to one of Utah's most beautiful natural environments. Abandon this morally reprehensible plan and listen to Utah taxpayers: simply 322 9E: 32.2 9A:
32482 Allen, Travis increase bus service in the canyon in the winter, and expand the number of bus routes to begin at other population centers (like in Salt Lake City, for example). This 32'2'2| PEmT A32.2.2|
plan will cost less and be able to be scaled back if adjustments are needed. It will not forever change one of the most beautiful places on earth to benefit two -
businesses. Please do not build a gondola in LCC.
, o . . . . . . . . . A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
35154 Allen, Zach Let's try more busses before making irreversible changes to LCC. Especially as the gondola will only service resort skiers/boarder in the wintertime. 32.2.9A; 32.29R A32.2 6S
33031 Allen-Cotton, Jody Do NOT approve the gondola. Save Little Cottonwood access for hiking and climbing!! 32.2.9E
Little Cottonwood Canyon, while not a wild or untouched place, has been altered enough. Adding numerous towers for a gondola would further impact the forest,
ecosystem, and water supply for the Salt Lake Valley. Alta, Snowbird, and the national forest have a limited carrying capacity, especially in terms of skiers, and
adding a solution with a goal of increasing the total number of users in the canyon is the wrong way to go. UDOT, the ski national forest, and the ski resorts need to
determine the carrying capacity and work on a solution using the infrastructure already in place alongside increased bus service to safely get people up and down
the canyon. Finally, the public should not be paying for an amusement park ride so resort skiers can access the resorts. IF a the plan to build a gondola moves
forward, Alta and Snowbird should pay for this. Not taxpayers, not federal grants or subsidies, but the private businesses who will directly benefit from it.
. 32.2.9E; 32.20B;
36888 Allenick, Bradley No gondola! More buses! 32.2.7TA
From a concerned and frequent user of Little Cottonwood Canyon and loyal customer of Alta Ski Lifts.
Thanks for your consideration.
Brad Allenick
The decision to build the gondola is extremely disappointing. Not only does it fail to fix the traffic problem in little cottonwood, it's expensive and only serves to 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
29426 Alley, Munro further crowd and already overcrowded canyon solely for the sake of profit. If we keep making decisions to alter the land like this there won't be anything left. Buses | 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
are a vastly preferable option. Please don't do this. 32.2.9N; 32.7C
36634 Alley, Timothy No gondola more buses and road widening with snow sheds thank you 32.2.9E
| vehemently oppose building a gondola in the Wasatch! It seems like very little effort has actually been done to seriously consider anything other than the gondola. |
urge UDOT to be serious about the alternatives -- why not start with improved bus service? Hearing the recent news that the bus service has now been slashed for
the upcoming ski season is extremely counterproductive. UDOT needs to create programs to INCREASE bus use. If UTA cannot afford competitive pay and working
. . conditions for its bus drivers, then UDOT should step in to make that happen. It could be part of a feasibility study: make the bus system as appealing as possible, 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
30856 Alling, Danielle . . ; . .
and see how it changes ridership and helps with canyon congestion. 32.29R A32.2.6S
Please, please, consider improving bus service up the canyon. Let's focus on the most low-hanging fruit and the most affordable solutions before building a
behemoth gondola that would damage our canyon forever.
Why are taxpayers' money being
32116 Allison, Emily used to harm one of our 32.2.2Y; 32.2.2K; A32.2 2K

treasures? There more reasonable ways to keep the canyon usable and protected! Thoughts- charge a fee like Milkcreek, limit the number of cars allowed in each
day- for example by license plate with every other day type access. Skiing may become a obselete past time with global warming and it seems very very narrow

32.2.2E; 32.2.9E
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sited of UDOT to focus on a gondola as a solution - just not a good use of MY taxpayer money- and cutting bus service to gerrymander support is really loathesome-
see it for the manipulation intended- Please, respect our nature areas that are beloved by all - and leave our canyons gondola free!

The proposed gondola up little cottonwood canyon makes no sense to me. It carries an enormous cost and benefits only a small number of users at the expense of

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;

32244 Allison, Scott all taxpayers. | urge this recommendation be reconsidered in light of many other opportunities to manage the situation. 32.2.7A
As a resident of Salt Lake City, who owns a home on Wasatch Boulevard, | believe it's in our community's best interest to simply limit the amount of daily traffic 32 1.9B: 32.2 9E:
26115 Allred, Conner being used to access the ski resorts. We live here because of the natural beauty that surrounds us. A five-lane highway or gondola is an eye-sore. Not only that, it 32.2-9C, B A32.1.2B
only serves the ski resorts and their wallets. Tax revenue be damned. -
The gondola is a terrible idea that only benefits one user group, those skiing at the resorts on weekends and powder days. | frequently visit little cottonwood canyon 32 1.9B: 32.1.2D"
29793 Allred, Curtis for many reasons climbing, skiing, hiking and biking. Every one of those would be poorly impacted by a gondola. It would only give me access to one part of the 32'2'9Aj 32-2.9E’ A32.1.2B
canyon while visually being horrendous for the whole area. Waste of money that could be better spent on improved bus service. e T
29287 Allred, Josh Very disappointed about the decision for the gondola. Majority of the people don't want it. What's the point of having these comments. gg;éﬁ 32.2.98, A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
. | don't want a gondola! It will drastically change the view of the beautiful canyon. There is only an issue with traffic when the canyon is closed, very few times per
32234 Allred, Julie ; . 32.2.9E
season. | live at the base and don't want the natural beauty of the canyon changed!!
26662 Allred, Julie It would be nice if the area residents desires were considered! We do T want this to happen. And, we don't want to have to pay for it. 32.29D
I am concerned that the gondola only caters to those using the ski resort and doesn't give a viable option to people accessing other parts of the canyon. Using the
34813 Allred, Sarah large amount of resources to build something that can only be used by people who can afford to ski ignores the large amount of people who use the canyon for 32.2.9E; 32.2.4A
other reasons.
| am a Sandy City resident near the base of LCC and frequent LCC user. The impact and cost vs. benefit seems very poorly tilted toward the benefit of Snowbird
and base area developers. The gondola option provides no benefit to any canyon users other than Snowbird customers on the busiest weekend days. | would
support an expansion of the LCC roadway to give buses a dedicated lane up-canyon in the morning and down-canyon in the afternoon. A driver toll at the top of the 32 12D 32.2.9D:
canyon combined with user-tax on the primary beneficaries (Snowbird and Alta resorts) to subsidize the increased bus service seems very appropriate. A gondola o an e an.
31829 Allred, Tony . . . . i ; ; . ) : 32.2.2Y; 32.2.7A;
system would possibly provide more customers to Snowbird but is not likely to noticeably reduce private vehicle traffic. My family and | strongly oppose a gondola 322 9Y- 322 9M
system funded with our dollars to simply provide increased profits for Snowbird and base area developers. Options with that are less expensive, less impactful on e T
the scenic and environmental assets in the canyon, and more likely to have real benefit exist (tolling, road improvements, 4-wheel drive enforcement) exist and
should be tried first. Given what seems to be an ulterior motive to benefit certain private entities, the gondola project should not be considered as an option.
I'm a resident of Sandy. A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
33993 Allsop, Brent I'm for the phased approach that ends with the gondola once nothing else works. 32.29R A32.2.6S
| am an outdoor enthusiast, a climber, and your constituent. I'm writing today to oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 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.
Little Cottonwood Canyon is a special place. Building a gondola through it would compromise its iconic natural character and aesthetics. It undermines climbing and
34287 Allsop, Natalie other forms of dispersed qutdoor recreation that draw people to live in and visit Utah. And it would block climbers from accessing world-class climbing areas there 32.2.9E: 32.29R A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
through years of construction. A32.2.6S
The gondola is a fiscally irresponsible project. Regional expanded electric bus and shuttle service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be
tried in earnest that include dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent landscape changes are considered.
I hope you will consider opposing the Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola in favor of better solutions.
28187 Alisopp, Wendall Traffic equa_ls population buseg must. be electric soon electric grid can't keep up with basic electricity now 3229D
and you going to add all electric vehicles gondola is best
| believe that we should increase bus services in the canyon. The gondola is a terrible solution. We must protect our canyon, and installing a gondola will have a
30532 Allum. Stace huge environmental impact. | believe that increasing bus services, and building another couple bus lots would be the better option. This alternative can start 32.2.9A; 32.29R; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
’ y immediately, and we will be able to gauge the effects right away. We should not be putting tax payer dollars into a gondola that will only benefit the few. Additionally, | 32.4B A32.2.6S
the boulders in little cottonwood canyon must be protected. There are many reasons increasing bus services is the better alternative.
| am against the gondola. It will ruin the canyon for how little it will get used annually. People use the entire road all year long, they will drive. The gondola does not
35380 Almquist, Melinda benefit all.| am a 3 decade skier at Alta with some in my family having season passes. | have had a season pass for the last 3 years.| along with many skiers from 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32.2 9N

Alta that | have spoken with don't believe we will be using the gondola. It will be a hassle with parking, cost, schedules, cramming in with people shuffling about and
the wait. For many years we wait for the bustle to die down and then drive up the canyon or take the bus.l know that a plan for more buses, snow sheds, widening

32.2.2Y; 32.2.9N
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the road and tolls has got to be better for the environment, the people and the esthetics of the canyon. We the people should be able to vote at the polls when their
tax dollars are going to be spent.Private entities will only benefit from the gondola.Please Do Not build this gondola. Thank you.

This is like performing surgery when physical therapy can do the trick. Invest in an electric bus fleet and increase tolls, both of which can be tweaked and adjusted
as data comes in, unlike the gondola which is irreversible infrastructure. There's plenty of research that shows that increasing throughput doesn't reduce congestion.

32.2.6.3F; 32.2.9E;

26314 Alpert, Kyle Car traffic will remain the same in LCC with the gondola. The only effect will be that more people can get to the resorts, plus a giant impact on the landscape of the 32.2.4A; 32.7C
canyon and the experience of people who recreate in it for reasons other than skiing.
The gondola is and will be a massive waste of taxpayer dollars. It is blatantly obvious that this "identified preferred alternative" is nothing more than corrupt officials
28562 Aloizar. Miquel trying to line their own pockets as well as the pockets of the landowners and those that will be building this unnecessary and inefficient mode of transportation. 32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP; A32.2. 9N: A32.1.9B
pizar, Vg Please listen to the voices of the majority and look at other alternatives. Look for alternatives that will benefit us all instead of the one that is quite clearly a cash-grab | 32.2.9N; 32.1.2B e T
for the few that will be involved.
26896 Alpizar, Stephanie Thls_ is a private ski resort problem and state tgx payers should not have to pay. That money should be going to something more important. They have plenty of 32 19B A32.1.9B
tourists and pass holders they can come up with the money themselves.
After looking into the options of gondola vs. added buses, | am an advocate of the gondola, for the following reasons:
1. Likely lower long-term operational costs
2. Fewer employees required to operated the gondola
3. Greater reliability with the gondola (no interruptions from avalanches or heavy storm events)
36686 Alter, David 4. Lower emissions 32.2.9D
5. Quieter, more pleasant experience traveling up the canyon, including an enhanced ability for riders to enjoy the views
6. Less maintenance
7. More enjoyable experience, which will encourage more people to travel up the canyon and enjoy hiking or site seeing
8. Wild life will be less effected by the gondola vs. bus traffic (fewer animal deaths from collisions, and lower noise/pollution)
My family Iives_ and probably are affected by the ski traffic more than most people. My son commuted to Alta for
four years. | think we know more than UDOT about what's happening. The gondola is pointless- the choke points are the resorts themselves and everyone rushing
35991 Altice, Kris for first snow. All the gondola will do is cause a major traffic jam trying to park there instead- and create wealth for Snowbird and debt for us taxpayers. It's a bad 32.2.6.5E; 32.2.9E A32.2.6.5E
idea pushed by those few who will get rich from it. Just like UTA and Inland Port- the politicians and politically connected stick their snouts in the trough as soon as
the legislature gets their share first. Stop this insanity!
After the enhanced bus service and the county-wide hubs are completed, the problem with be solved. Nothing else will be needed. Anything additional will only
create more problems for the homeowners of Sandy and Cottonwood Heights without helping anyone else in the county.
26928 Altman, Cheryl | am totally opposed to my tax dollars being spent on a gondola to service Alta and Snowbird, and further crowd Wasatch Blvd. ggggi ggggé
We all know snowfall will be decreasing over the years, and as the Great Salt Lake dries up, we will have still less snow and more toxins. Put our tax money where
it is really needed by all of us.
| along with the majority of salt lake taxpayers do NOT SUPPORT the building of a gondola. This project would destroy the canyon, but the main reason | don't 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5C;
25619 Altman. Ravi support this is that it spends a LOT of taxpayer dollars on infrastructure that only benefits private corporations. There will be no increased access to wilderness for 32.2.4A; 32.2.7TA; A32 1 2B
’ under served communities, there will be no green transportation to trailheads. This only gets people with money to spend on the gondola ride (an hour long with 35 32.1.2D; 32.2.2PP; T
people??????7?) up to a private corporation to spend more money. Please Please Please Please do not go forward with this flawed gondola project. 32.1.2B
31815 Altman, Ravi Please don't build a gondola. More buses and more tolls will work. ggggi 322.2v;
My concern with a toll is, what about disabled veterans? | already live on VA disability and with inflation the cost of everything has increased especially gas prices.
So if a toll is supposed to lessen the impact of how many people use the canyon | would assume that the rising cost of everything had already done so. Please
31616 Alton. Jeff consider giving Veterans like me a break by incorporating a Free toll pass into the Utah State Park pass which | already qualify for. The irony with being disabled I've 32 2 4A
' only used that pass a handful of times and I've had it almost 6 months. Please don't make those of us who served our Country pay more when we already can't -
afford basic goods and services. If you don't want to make it Free than please consider subsidizing the toll based on the Disabled Veterans disability percentage
similar to property taxes or DMV vehicle registration tags. Now | have provided two separate alternatives. Thanks for your consideration!
After all the feedback, comments, and pushback that UDOT has received against the gondola it is appalling to see that it is still being considered as a solution to the
LCC winter traffic issue. | feel like I'm just constantly repeating myself here with the countless reasons why this more destructive, incredibly expensive option is not
in the taxpayer's best interest, let alone the vast majority of the LCC user groups. The climbing areas that will be affected, the stunning visuals of the canyon that will | 32.2.7A; 32.1.2D;
36105 Alvarez, Dylan be affected, the cost that could be better used elsewhere instead of lining the pockets of corrupt stakeholders and the resorts that will benefit, there are so many 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;

reasons to avoid the gondola and move forward with a solution that checks all the boxes needed. MAY | SUGGEST EXPANDED BUS SERVICE. We are not
Europe, we are not Chamonix. We don't need a soaring mess of cables through the LCC skyline, we just need a solution that will allow users to access more of LCC
while reducing traffic congestion. The gondola will ONLY serve the resorts, while they shoulder none of the cost, whereas a bus has the capability to stop at multiple

32.2.9A
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areas throughout the canyon, expanding travel options for climbers, backcountry skiers, hikers, runners, photographers, cyclists, bird watchers, and literally anyone
who wants to enjoy what this beautiful canyon has to offer that does not include the boundaries of Alta or Snowbird. Not to mention the cheaper cost of improving
existing services and not starting from scratch with an extravagant, unnecessary solution.

36883

Alvarez, Felicia

Dear UDOT people, as a citizen of Salt Lake County and an avid outdoors person, | do not think that everything has been done to limit car congestion up LCC. The
cost, which would be funded with tax dollars, will be enormous and it sounds like how things are planner, only Snowbird will really profit. It also truly does nothing to
limit the number of vehicles allowed up the canyon so it does nothing for controlling the congestion. It does nothing to preserve the value of the Wasatch Mountains,
nor the fragile watershed, environment and wildlife we all care about.

Why haven't you all thought of shuttle services, like Zion park has? You HAVE to ride the shuttle, unless you're staying at a hotel in the park. Win win for all. Most
people need to take the shuttle, people would be required to park elsewhere (bigger park and ride lots, get rid of the gravel pit) AND if you do have a hotel room
booked, then BOOM, you can stay up there and take your own car.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2B

32409

Alvord, Lynn

The gondola at best wouldn't solve the problem because there is going to need an additional lane eventually so paying for the less needed gondola now will lower
our chance later of getting the extra lane which is a much greater need.

32.2.9B

37904

Alvord, Shelley

Against the gondola. Unsightly and huge impact on ability to take more ski gear on a small gondola. And what about everyone who wants to enjoy the canyon all
year? It's a huge cost for a small segment of society. The skiing has already become so expensive that most locals can't afford it. So we have to pay for something
that's going to negatively impact locals financially for something they can't afford to use. It's just wrong.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D

26057

Alyvi, Elissa

lam not support Gondala, because the coast very high and not meet with utah residents expenses!!

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

29706

Amann, Grant

Environments Where Bus Infrastructure May be More Effective Than Rail 1) Corridors of Low Human Population Areas that have low density simply aren't able to fill
trains to capacity. Due to rail transportation's ability to carry more passengers than buses, they are literally designed to work in cities of high density. Buses can be
smaller depending on the size of demand and can run more frequently if demand increases. In cities with low populations, rail construction will be excessive and
unnecessary. 2) Areas that Require More Miles of Infrastructure In locations that suffer from sprawl, public transportation networks require more lines and more
miles of track to be able to reach individual neighborhoods. If two neighborhoods are too far apart from each other, they might both require a separate rail line.
Sprawled cities require more miles of infrastructure. When more miles of infrastructure are needed, bus networks are cheaper per mile than rail networks. This is
because bus networks can utilize the same infrastructure that automobiles are already using, whereas rail needs completely new development. The head of a
transportation center at the University of South Florida claims "you can build up to 10 Bus Rapid Transit lines for the cost of one light rail line" (Dennis Hinebaugh). It
should be noted that some improvements to bus networks, such as Bus Rapid Transit are comparable in some cases to construction costs of Light Rail in some
cities. Boston, however, claims that 25 miles of BRT infrastructure would be the same cost of less than 4 miles of light rail. 3) Areas Where Buses Have Already
Been Given the Priority In areas where buses have already been given the priority, it will be difficult for cities to build successful rail transportation networks that
integrate well with their bus systems. Usually cities will have one mode of transportation that has the majority share of public transportation infrastructure. If this
mode of transportation is bus, then many argue that money spent on new rail infrastructure could go to improving existing bus infrastructure.

32.2.21; 32.29D

A32.2.21

31401

Amaral, Richard

Why is tax payer money being used for this project. Alta and Snowbird should be putting up the money for this gondola and the tax payers. The gondola will be
benefiting the out of staters more than the average Utahan. This exactly what the big sporting teams do when they want a new stadium. They want the taxpayer to
pay for it when they should be using their own money. I'm against the gondola and using taxpayer money to fund and build it.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

31042

Amaral, Robyn

| Do NOT want my tax dollars to pay for a gondola to service rich out of state skiers visiting the elite ski resorts. A gondola is too costly and wouldn't serve local
visitors that want to hike along trails midway up the canyon. Less expensive solutions to traffic congestion such as enhanced bus service and toll booth metering
should be employed.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

31690

Ambrose, Chad

| continue to be saddened by the decision made by UDOT to pursue to the Gondola option. For decades, we locals have faced a handful of years when the roads
are grid lock due to large storms causing challenging conditions in Little Cottonwood. This has not changed. What has changed is the volume of people wanting to
access Alta and Snowbird. | believe and increase in busses, an entry gate limiting the number of vehicles up the canyon is the answer. Not simply adding to the
people volume through the use of an aerial gondola. Restrict canyon access, say no to the capitalists demanding more revenue (Alta and Snowbird). A simple app
could be created and regular canyon volumes monitored so people can plan trips. Busses take priority and make em electric too where possible. The Wasatch
Mountains have given us valley folks life from the beginning and now with this Gondola option UDOT is telling mountains, "thanks but we want more from you." Stop
the greed and start the gratitude and restrict canyon access! Please! Sincerely, Chad Ambrose

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
32.1.2B; 32.2.9A,
32.2.2K

A32.1.2B; A32.1.2B;
A32.2.2K

26769

Ambrose, Marni

I'm not absolutely against the gondola project, but | am concerned the main beneficiaries are ski resorts. | have lived in the Salt Lake Valley for almost 30 years and
I can no longer afford the ski resorts. | think before this project is built, we should look into: 1. Bus service that goes not only to ski resorts, but to trail heads. | would
not mind riding the bus to a hike, and could possible connect by catching a city bus in front of my house. 2. Charging tolls, | am sure we will have to pay for a
gondola ride, so how about trying a road toll first. 3. | would be for canyon reservations, to lower the environmental impact. 4. Since the gondolas will benefit ski
resorts the most, they should pay a large share of the cost. | currently feel that all the trail/canyon plans around the Salt Lake Valley are geared towards either
skiers, or mountain bikers. Hikers, trail runners, etc need consideration as well. A Gondola that goes to only one trail head (which will inevitably make that trail the
most crowded in the canyon) is not fair. Unless, once again, ski resorts pay a large share of the cost.

32.1.2D; 32.2.2K;
32.2.2Y; 32.2.4A;
32.2.7TA; 32.2.9A,
32.6A

A32.2.2K

32678

Ambrose, Michael

Please do not build this gondolas. Respect nature and offer better solutions for public transportation, and encourage the ski areas to take action too.

32.2.9E
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As a resident and tax payer of the Mill Creek area, and someone who frequently visits and recreates in the Little Cottonwood Canyon and surrounding canyons, |
strongly oppose the proposed gondola. There are more cost-effective and less environmentally damaging alternatives that can be implemented to alleviate vehicle

33347 Amburgey, Jonathan traffic concerns including, but not limited to, rapid bus/transit and limiting visitation in the canyon during peak times of the year. These more cost-effective and less 32.2.2K;32.2.98 A32.2.2K
impactful alternatives that don't fundamentally alter the landscape of the canyon are the preferred options. Thank you.
25348 Amerling. Eric The gondola does not support what LCC needs, which is SURGE travel up the canyon. There's no way to increase capacity (like with buses) on a gondola and will 32.1.2B; 32.2.6.5A; A32.1 2B
9 be a drop in the bucket to the many thousands of people that still need to get up to snowbird/alta 32.2.9E; 32.7C T
| can't believe the power we have given ski resorts. The damage and contention this is doing to our community is amazing to see. My family works in the ski industry
29758 Amis, Carla and has for over a decade. It is a selfish and greedy world. Wish we could push the clock back and get rid of both Snowbird and Alterra. This is our last season in 32.29D
that industry. On retiring in a few yers | had considered moving to Alta, not a chance now.
I have lived here for 38 years and | believe very strongly that we need an enhanced bus system. That is the cheapest, fastest implemented, and most flexible option.
I am 100% against a gondola in any form. It's totally impractical, inefficient use of money, will spoil the view, and the footprint it will have in our canyon is
30351 Amis, Caroline unacceptable. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
Caroline A
Millcreek, Utah
36494 Ammirato, Joseph The _Gondola is a terrible idea. It's a massive waste of money and resources and will not solve the issues at hand. Please do not allow this to be built and ruin our 322 OF
pristine canyon.
26131 ﬁmg::r;jv(\gltthayawech, | do not agree with this idea of reducing the traffic jams while damaging the beauty of little cottonwood canyon 32.2.9G
As a Utah resident for 65 years, | believe the money for the proposed Gondola should be used for many other more important needs. | have worked with adjudicated
26988 Amoss, Lezlee youth for the State of Utah for many years and we need many more prevention programs, rehabilitation programs and programs for the homeless. | am against the 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E A32.1.2B
proposed Gondola program for the impact in Little Cottonwood Canyon!
30970 Ampil, Josh This gondola is clearly beneficial to select persons and organizations at the cost of the taxpayers throughout the state. | fully reject any proposal of its construction. 32.2.9E
32006 Amundsen, Axel Imagine the new views of the canyon like never before! 32.29D
The gondola does not address parking issues anywhere other than at the resorts.
34321 Amundsen, Spencer Traffic was a big issue back during the Olympics and everyone got worked up. Maybe we should back off and let it settle down. 32.2.9F
Years ago there was a train up the canyon, why not consider that option again. Maybe even underground?
35043 Amy, Darrell No I don't want more taxes for us to pay for skiers 32.2.9G
The gondola is a giant money pit... as a resident who stays on Wasatch boulevard, | know that the traffic is bad only 10 days in the year. With resort opening later
and later in the year and closing earlier in spring because of lack of adequate snow, the validity of a gondola makes no sense. As a resident who accesses Wasatch | 32.2.9E; 32.2 4A;
28554 Anand, Moushumi 12 months a year, | see no reason to spend $1bn of tax payer money on a problem that lasts only 10 days a year. And it only helps 2 resorts. Many of the 32.2.2E; 32.1.2B; A32.1.2B
employees are not local but from South American countries. And you are going to charge me $30+ to ride the gondola. The state needs to use tax payer money 32.2.7A
more wisely.
29623 Anand, Moushumi Plgase don't spend my taxpayer money on the gondola and change Wasatch blvd. this is my neighborhood and for 2 resorts for 15 days a year, you will change my | 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32.1 2B
neighborhood. 32.2.9L
The gondola is a horrific idea:
The goal of the project is? To help more people enjoy LCC? But it doesn't stop for hiking at popular spots?
The goal is environmentally sound? Scarring our beautiful canyons with enormous towers seems so ugly
o . .
37146 Anctil, Carolyn What have we really tried? 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5G;

UDOT has made several fantastic road changes, we need more

Money changes peoples behavior, tolling he road will help significantly. A steep toll similar to bridges in San Francisco would change everything. This would need to
be supplemented with frequent buses during peak times. The simple change of $25 a vehicle would alter behavior drastically. You could issue yearly residence and
employee passes and frequent user passes for a more reasonable fee of $1,000 year. This would rapidly pay for the infrastructure needed to support this system

PLEASE try some tolling before spending billions on a horrific tall tower metal scar to our pristine canyon

32.2.4A; 32.2.9A
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We live at the foot of- and moved here because of the natural beauty of the mountains. We are Utah voter and don't mind the traffic on powder days - we believe

32.1.2B; 32.2.4A,

33309 and David Frisby, Kieu | tolling and increased bus service would solve this problem as opposed to spending millions of taxpayers money on gondola. We would not want to stay here as we ! A32.1.2B
; o ) R 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
would no longer get to enjoy the natural beauty. Thank you UDOT for reviewing our comments and representing our community's wishes.
As Sandy residents who frequently access Little Cottonwood Canyon, we are strongly OPPOSED to the gondola alternative. Such a gondola would permanently
spoil the natural grandeur and public lands of Little Cottonwood Canyon. In addition to decimating the beauty of the canyon, the exorbitant costs in order to construct
and Debbie Anderson and operate only during the winter ski season (and serving only two private ski resorts) should be offensive to all Utah tax payers. Further, climate change may
32815 Brent ’ render a gondola obsolete within our lifetimes. Finally, it is our understanding that a gondola would result in the removal of no more than 30% of vehicle traffic from 32.2.9E
the canyon road.
It is evident that a gondola is NOT the solution for Little Cottonwood Canyon.
Thank you for your consideration.
While we appreciate the difficulty of your job, we are disappointed with your decision to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon as a means of reducing traffic.
And Dianne Anderson, Since you are choosing to build the gondola in phases, we hope you'll still give attention to alternative plans, such as carpooling, to help the congestion in that . A32.29R: A32.1.2H:
27709 canyon. 32.2.9E; 32.29R
Leroy . . A32.2.6S
Thanks for listening!
LeRoy and Dianne Anderson
And Georgene Bond, It seems foolish to spend huge amounts of money on a gondola system when climate change could severely limit snowfall. Also, with the Great Salt Lake greatly
29316 o S ,. " . ) 32.2.2E
Robert diminished in size the "lake effect" would also be reduced, further reducing snowfall in our canyons.
Dear Committee,
| am not in favor of the Gondola idea for Little Cottonwood Canyon because:
Gondola Cost is too cost-prohibitive.
The Gondola Idea would be serving only the rich & wealthy patrons
. The Gondola would prevent the everyday public from enjoying access to the canyon. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
38348 and lda Wilson, Robert The Trailheads & campgrounds need vehicles to access 32.1.2B; 32.2.6.5G A32.1.2B
The Gondola Environmental Impact on the Canyon is bad for future generations.
The only real problem with Little Cottonwood Canyon is a crowd on "powder days" during the Holiday weekends and occasional avalanche danger, which access is
controlled at the gates.
Robert Wilson
We are writing regarding the proposed gondola in little cottonwood canyon. As long time residents of Sandy, Ut. we have seen many changes to this area and most
have been positive. This gondola is the most unnecessary change to our beautiful canyon. The cost to erect this structure is extremely high for a system that would
only be used by a select group of "elites". Who is going to pay for this "eyesore" of steel towers, miles of cable and ugly metal and glass cars?? The taxpayers ??
Who will supply the power to run this "Sandy?? the citizens of all of Utah?? even though only a select few "elites" will use it. Apparently there are approximately 20- 322 9E: 32.2 7A:
31398 and Kathy Soltys, walt 25 days in the snow year when travel up and down this canyon is a problem and yet the "power elites" want to build this monstrosity that will be seen ALL YEAR o A A AN A32.1.2B
P . . o " ; 32.1.2B; 32.1.4D
LONG, disfiguring our beautiful canyon. In our opinion this "boondoggle" is a total waste of money, totally unnecessary and will only be used by a select few. We are
requesting our ELECTED OFFICIALS, the leaders of the D.O.T. and all rational individuals to stop this utter nonsense of building a gondola in Little Cottonwood
canyon.
Walt and Kathy Soltys, Sandy Utah
34586 and kristen Iversen, Ed We have yet ‘.(o see convincing arguments that this aIternat|v<’a, serving ski resorts,_ is the best glternahve to the transportation needs. Taxpayers absolutely should 32 20D
not pay for this boondoggle. If we have that much money, let's put it into far more important things!!!
32391 and Laura Perry, Lon _Please stop envisioning high-cost solutions (gon<_:io|a) ?t taxpayer expense. There's a half dozen or more ideas that are cheap and simple. If the ski resorts want to 32.2.9E: 32.2.7A
increase their annual revenues, let them pay for it 100%.
Comment on Gondola:
Since this is a tax-funded proposal, it needs the voice of the people. Why is it not a referendum issue for all Utah? My perspective is that this sounds like a proposal
for a small part of the population, the skiers and the ski resorts who should pay a significant amount of the cost.
And Linda Davies 32.2.2B; 32.2.6.3F;
29008 ’ If the issue is really about pollution and not just making it easier to get to the ski resorts, why don't you keep buses (EV) in place and have sufficient free parking 32.2.4A; 32.2.9N; A32.2.9N

Richard

and ban private vehicles. Have permits at a reasonable cost for commercial vehicles such as deliveries to the resorts, for people who live and work there, and taxis
and ride shares. If it is really about pollution give EVs a free pass. Heavy fines for parking in residential areas.

Alternatively, allow private vehicles but charge a lot to those who wish to drive up the canyon but regulate the flow to avoid gridlock. Keep buses running. Permits
as above.

32.2.2Y; 32.7C
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The gondola proposal seems to allow people to drive the canyon in personal vehicles. How does that help pollution?

When the parking volumes drop after the ski season, return to the current patterns.

Richard Davies
Bountiful Utah

and Louis Barrows,

We are writing in strong opposition to the building of a Gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon, as a solution to the future transportation concerns. We are not in
support of UDOT's preferred Gondola alternative B. We are residents of Salt Lake City, we ski and hike, and we believe in protecting the watershed and canyon
environment. This past winter, the majority of the canyon's transportation and parking problems, were solved by requiring parking reservations at the ski resorts. We
do not need to build fixed infrastructure in the form of a Gondola, costing the public millions dollars. A Gondola is short sited; it will create a permanent eyesore in
the canyon and potential irreversible environmental damage. It is not scalable and does not allow for public access to the entire canyon. It serves only the users of

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5N;

34713 Andrea Alta and Snowbird resorts. We do not need to increase the daily number of people accessing the canyons rather we need to carefully address year round public 32.1.2B; 32.2.6.5G A32.1.2B
access. A more thoughtful solution, addressing ALL canyon use, with an emphasis on changing expectations, needs to be found. We strongly oppose spending
public money on a drastic plan that does not benefit of the majority of the canyon users and Utah taxpayers.
Sincerely,
Andrea and Louis Barrows
26379 ﬁzgg\"a”'y” Douglas, | \g to the gondolati! 32.2.9E
31277 and Miller, Kathy The gondola is not an appropriate use of tax dollars. Please use other solutions. 32.2.9E
and Patricia Morris | agree with using mass transit through UDOT. Use the smaller buses like for handicapped so they have room for skis and poles. Mass transit could bring people to 32 2 9E: 32.2.9C:
32937 . ’ the parking lots close to the canyon stops and then transport them to the resorts. We disagree with the gondola or road widen in little cottonwood. Nor should more RS A32.2.21
Linda . ) O X : 32.2.2|
parking lots be made along wasatch blvd. We also agree with tolls for those driving their own vehicle.
and Rene' Bowen, o . . o . . .
37960 Bruce We are absolutely OPPOSED to building a gondola in our mountains! Nor do we want to pay for it with our taxes. Please stop this ludricrous idea!!!! 32.2.9E
We think the Gondola is a poor choice for our canyon. Our reasons are:
1. It benefits two ski resorts of out of state owners.
It is a huge waste of taxpayer money. Money that could be spent or saved (imagine that!) benefitting more people in the state.
2. The damage to the canyon by building huge towers would be irreversible.
3. We feel that you are influenced by a small group of people who stand to make a significant profit. It smells of corruption.
4. We feel that you are so in love with the gondola that you are unwilling to start with smaller and less expensive ideas. 32 1.1A: 32.1.2B:
5. Why does UDOT get to decide this huge project? It is like putting the fox in the henhouse. S aR o A A
. o 32.1.2D; 32.2.2E; ) .
7. Cost overruns which are inevitable. 322 9K 32.2 2V A32.1.1A; A32.1.2B;
and Robbie McFarland, | 8. UDOT has admitted that this plan will only alleviate 30% of the traffic problems in the canyons. That is a lot of money to spend to only solve such a small amount S obb. am o oo, | A32.2.2K; A32.2.9N;
34051 32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.3F; . .
Robert of the problem. 322 7A 32.2 9A. A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
8. The ski resorts have stated that the ski experience is diminished with more people at the resorts. Another reason for a reservation system. T AE an ANy A32.2.6S
) ) ; ) ) : 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
9. All of the residents in Utah would be paying for a small percentage of elite users, many of whom are out of state. We can't afford to ski so why should we be
) . ) 32.29R
forced to fund those who do with this project?
10. The future looks bleak for snow. Have you heard of Bangeters pump?
Our ideas include 1. parking lots spread around the city to eliminate congestion in Cottonwood Heights and Wasatch Blvd. Why build a massive parking lot in one
place? Spread it around. 2. Electric Busses (Wouldn't that be obvious?) 3. Reservation System at the ski resorts
4. Tolling those with only one person in the car.
And Ruth Hoffmann, The gondola is a boondoggle. it is wrong in so many ways, and it's efficiency has been misrepresented. It cannot run during avalanche control, just as road traffic 32.2.2K; 32.2.9A;
29094 . . ) . . \ ) : A32.2.2K
Larry cannot pass. An eventual dedicated bus lane with electric busses, substantial canyon use-fees, and universal reservation systems provides the best solution. 32.2.6.3F
We are not in favor of the gondola, nor are we in favor of widing Little Cottonwood Canyon. We live just below Wasatch Blvd. between Big and Little Cottonwood
. Canyons and we feel that the reservation system worked very well to controll traffic. Several years, when the big snow it and it was a bluebird day, we would have 32.2.2K; 32.2.7A;
34201 and Sandra Lee, Justin A32.2.2K

folks lined up on our street to try to get up Little Cottonwood. This has not happened since the implementation of the reservation system. If we have to choose
betwen two evils, it would be the widing of the canyon road. The gondola is too expensive for the taxpayers.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9L
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and William Stahly,

We are writing opposition to the proposed Gondola up LCC for the following reasons:

-It is an inordinately expensive solution (500M+) to a modest problem. Traffic jams occur in the canyon a few (10-12 last year) powder morning each ski season.
Parking reservations at the ski areas helped last season. Fees to drive up the canyon on those high impact days has been proposed and should be tried.

- the canyon is already crowded. How many people can you cram into one 8 mile box canyon before you ruin the experience and environment for everyone.

32.2.9E; 32.1.4D;

35243 Di - Snowbird General Manager, Dave Fields, stated in his op-ed in the SL Tribune that the Gondola is similar to the TRAX and Frontrunner projects 30 years ago. 32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y; A32.2.2K; A32.20C
iane . o . e . . . .
Those projects serve millions in their daily lives. The Gondola will, at best, serve a few thousand people on winter snowy mornings at enormous public cost. 32.20C
Diane and Bill Stahly
Alta
32166 Andelin, Jennifer | support the gondola, alternative B. | believe it is best for the public, canyon and environment. 32.2.9D
36599 Andereaq. Cath We have lived at the mouth of Alta Canyon since 1975 and have suffered terrible traffic congestion each time it snows. Last winter when cars now only were bumper 3229D
99. y to bumper up 94th south, but many also tried to take side streets, we could not even get out of our driveway to get to church. PLEASE build the gondola! -
I very much support the Gondola solution it is the only one that makes sense. There was no information about the concept of charging for the usage of the gondola. |
28165 Anderes, Roxan think a sm_aII usage feg would be |lndoor. As of now people drive up pay gas and wear and tear on their car and | assume a bus fee. PIL_Js Park_lng fees_. Se_ems like to 32.2.9D: 32.2.4A
me especially in the winter a per ride usage fee is called for. That income could offset and possibly pay for the cost of running this service. This is a win win and the
sooner you get this up and running the better off we will all be. Thanks for all of your hard work it has been a long process, Roxan
To Whom It May Concern:
| just wanted to make my voice count in the Gondola alternative issue. | AM STRONGLY AGAINST THE GONDOLA CONSTRUCTION IN THE LITTLE
COTTONWOOD CANYON.
Let me explain my WHY | am against and what | would like to see instead.
First of all the gondola alternative is hugely expensive (500K-1B!), benefits only the ski resorts there (yet everybody is gonna pay the bill) & has a very negative
36706 Anders, Peter impact on the LLC environment (eye sore, trails destruction). The solution should be focusing on the bus system that | have been using for decades as a 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
resident/skier. The problem that | see with the bus system is that the buses don go up often enough during the busy times & that there is lots of wasted time
checking for tickets; the busses should be free for all; not just season pass holders.
Honestly, what are we doing trying to put a freeway to the resorts no matter what so the Resorts make profit and the rich get richer? | have seen a huge impact on
the quality of my ski experience deminish with the sales of the ICON pass and the resulting crowds. The Gondola Alternative is going to make things even worse
and we all gonna be paying for it as a result.
Hello -
As a lifelong Sandy resident and LCC user, my family and | disagree with the preferred Gondola B Alternative. | believe in maintaining the scenery of Little
Cottonwood Canyon as much as possible. Save the canyon's natural beauty, save the watershed, and save the existing trails and habitats.
| do agree with the phased portion of the plan - enhanced bus service without widening the LCC road. Additionally, | would add a $25-30 toll on weekends, holidays,
and "powder" days during the winter to encourage private car drivers to take public transport. This toll should be implemented by UDOT on both BCC and LCC. To
make canyon access equitable, make the BCC and LCC buses free for all users (not just season pass holders). The cost of the toll would ideally offset any lost 32 2 9F: 32.29R: A32 29R: A32.1.2H:
27847 Anders, Rachel revenue for free bus fare. Finally, do not allow parking on the side of the road, since this tends to slow traffic down at the end of the day. 32.2-4A’ ’ ’ A32-2 68’ e
The bus system is a tried and true method. | already use the bus almost exclusively to ski (>50 days per season). It is also a system that can be easily tapered - -
down in the summer. In contrast, the gondola will be year-round, when it is really only needed in the winter. It will also have more significant up-front costs.
| plead with UDOT to consider the voices of the masses, and not just the voices of private companies (Alta and Snowbird).
Thank you for putting us locals first,
37827 Anders, Suphithaya | am against the gondola Using huge amo_unt of tax money to profit private ski resort Cheaper and less of environmental impact to fund more buses going ( make 32.1.2B: 32.2.7A A32.1.9B
them fare free) and lottery for private parking at the two ski resprts
| . . PET— . . . |
30669 Anders, Susannah N_o tp the gor_1do|_a. The gondola is not the best overall s.olutl_on for our community! It's prioritizes corporations over the people who actively recreate in the canyon! It 322 OF
will impact climbing and our access, as well as destroy iconic Boulder problems.
25548 Anders, Susannah | am opposed to the gondola. As a climber it destroys history and access to our recreation! 32.2.9E; 32.4B
As I'm out working in my yard on a 78 degree October day | really question if we will have enough snow in the valley or mountains when the gondola finally gets
31846 Andersen. Andrea funded and built. I'm opposed to the gondola unless it is free or nearly free, has more than stops at Snowbird and Alta and is year-round enjoyment for everyone. 32.2.2E; 32.2.7A;
’ Snowbird and Alta can and should figure out a way to get their customers from point A to B, this is not something the tax payers should be doing. Please consider 32.1.2D
what environmental projections are 10 years from now before funding the gondola option.
25973 Andersen, Andrea After watching the video and researching the current decisions, | hope UDOT implements VERY AFFORDABLE summer service. If we have a $500million gondola, 32.2.6.3G: 32.2.7A

it should be year round. | would also like to see Snowbird and the Town of Alta or the Alta Lift Company kick in to help pay.
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27489 Andersen, Beckie | am for the gondola. They work well throughout Europe and could work well in LCC. Cars and bus traffic are not a long term solution. 32.2.9D
33586 Andersen, Geoff This whole idea must be scrapped, there's an overwhelming negative view on the gondola. gg;sg 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B
27910 Andersen, John I_can tlbelle\'/e thlat the gondola has lbeen found to be the preferred option when | haven't met a person that prefers it other that the ones that stand to gain from it 322 9F
financially. I'm disappointed and unimpressed.
36865 Andersen, Karla I'm opposed to anything that will deface and scare the canyon. You can always hand out passes for an allotment on canyon roads. 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
Please don't add such a large toll for access to the canyons. That will price some of us out of using the hiking trails. And if we need to use the parking at the resorts
31629 Andersen, Leslie we'll be double charged. Think about how you're impacting regular people! These are public lands and should be accessible to the public. I'll gladly pay a small fee 32.2.4A
for use of a shuttle if it stops at the trailhead | want to use. But $20 is just greedy and unfair.
. : ” : : : 2 Na? : :
31224 Andersen, Leslie Can we Jus_t stop all the romance of having a gondola? A gondola will r'1elp me not a_t all. Can |t. stop gt trailneads? No? So who does it benefit other than the fat cat 32298
resorts? Give me an energy efficient shuttle that can make stops and I'll gladly use it. Add a third variable lane.
36383 Andersen, Lorie In reality the gondola W|Iliend up costing T_ax Payers far more than it has been represented to F;ost and Sandy residents will end up with a special tax or assessment 322 7A
represented as a recreation tax or something along those lines. All for a truly unnecessary project.
35624 Andersen, Malinka Those who use the canyon and or resorts, as well as the rgsorts th_erpselves should rlJay fqr this prqjc?ct. Those who do not use the canyon should not be made to 322 7A
pay for the project. It should be a pay for use type system in my opinion whether that's residents, visitors, etc. Not the taxpayers in general.
36013 Andersen, Maria Why can't we just add a flexible middle lane that can be uphill traffic in the mornings and downhill in the evenings? 32.2.2D
| DO NOT support the decision of UDOT that a gondola is the best solution to address traffic congestion in Little Cottonwood Canyon. The use of taxpayers monies,
monies designated for ALL of Utah is nothing more than political graft to serve NOT the people of Utah but the ski resorts. | agree with Jenny Wilson's comments:
The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) has identified the Gondola Alternative B (Base Station at La Caille) with a phased approach as the preferred
alternative in its Little Cottonwood Canyon Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). If you agree with me that we should invest in common-sense solutions instead,
click here to submit a comment.
Although | applaud UDOT's acknowledgment of the value of a phased approach, | disagree with its conclusion that the gondola should be the preferred alternative.
20754 ANDERSEN, The gondola option is flawed for many reasons, including that it will: 32.2.9E: 32.29R: A32.29R: A32.1.2H:
MICHELLE - Cost over a half billion dollars (not considering inflationary cost increases); 322.9A;32.22PP A32.2.65
- Only make stops at two private ski resorts: Snowbird & Alta;
- Remove no more than 30% of car traffic from the canyon road;
- Operate only during the winter ski season; and
- Permanently mar the inherent beauty and public lands of Little Cottonwood Canyon.
The gondola is an unwise public investment for a 50+ year solution serving a limited group of people, given that it's irreversible and incapable of pivoting in the face
of changing circumstances. But it isn't the only option.
26637 Andersom, Megan Thisis a ho_rrlble idea and damages so much of the natural beauty in Utah we have all been striving so hard to maintain. Check your greed at the door and protect 322 9E
our mountains!
This is nothing but a money grab for the resorts and Wayne neiderhouswr and Chris mccandless who currently own the land for the parking and main hub. Their 32.1.2B; 32.29D;
25887 Anderson, Ace past connection to house leadership screams corruption and personal benefit at the tax payers expense. Again, proving money and who you know is what matters in | 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
Utah! Not one good thing in this for ALL taxpayers. Shame on everyone involved who are railroading this through with big money and personal agendas. 32.2.2PP
The gondola is a bad idea. Historically, the 2002 Olympics, this canyon was found to be too fragile to handle an infrastructure like this one. If this is to satisfy private
companies and developers this is so wrong. The Utah tax payers should not have to fill the already silver lined pockets of these corporations. Tourism benefits Utah,
34424 Anderson, Alex but it should not come at the price tag that this gondola costs. The gondola costs more than money. It costs access to climbing, hiking, and back country skiing. It 32.2.9E
could cost us our water supply. It costs us in wilderness we can never recover. This will potentially take homes and properties of residents. It's fiscally irresponsible.
Let's join together and come up with a much better idea.
I am not in favor of the Gondola. Traffic is only a concern in the canyon about 15 to 20 days out of the year. An enhanced bus system - along with carpool incentives 32 1.2B: 32.2.2Y"
25597 Anderson, Alvin (discount ski passes for carpoolers), etc. - on those days and during the ski season would solve that problem. Please don't build a Gondola. It will destroy the natural 32'2'9E: 32'2.9A’ A32.1.2B
beauty of the place. e T
25599 Anderson, Alvin Please don't build the Gondola. It will destroy the natural beauty of the place. There are other simpler options. Please start there! 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E
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Hello-

| am against the Gondola for the following reasons:

- It is a high cost for something that will only be used a couple times a year. Unless you shut down driving in the canyon completely on weekends and holidays, the
incentive to ride the gondola will only be on avalanche days

- It does not solve the traffic issue. You are putting the base at the highest traffic area. In order to accommodate the flow of traffic you will need to widen the road.
Once cars get into the canyon, traffic flows well. The main points of traffic are wasatch blvd and 9400 leading up to wasatch.

- it will take too long. We need a solution now.

-The ski resorts can only hold so many people. Alta has about 7 chair lifts. Unless they are looking to expand their terrain, there is only room for so many skiers. At
some point they will have to cap skiers and the gondola will be unnecessary.

32.2.9E; 32.29R;

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

28495 Anderson, Ashley Solutions 32.20C; 32.2.2B; A32.2.6S; A32.20C;
-move parking to the Walgreens parking lot on 9400 south and 20th east and run bus routes from there. This will pull traffic away from big cottonwood. That area 32.2.2K; 32.7C A32.2.2K
already has 4 lane roads. You can turn this area into a parking structure that can hold 2,500 cars.
-make snowbird only and Alta only buses shortening the time to each resort.
-close the canyon to cars on weekends/holidays or require parking reservations. This has been working extremely well for Alta. It allows for a flow of cars
throughout the day and avoids the mob mentality trying to get up the canyon first thing in the morning to get a parking spot.
- get zero emission busses. This will greatly reduce the carbon footprint.
We need solutions now that will work rather than waiting for a long term project to be implemented.
Thanks!
Ashley Anderson
34130 Anderson, Ashley The gondola does not provide equal access to residents and doesn't respond to longterm needs of the area. Sustainable transit solutions must be prioritized: no 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32 1 2B
gondola. 32.5A
25314 Anderson, Ava This gondqna would affect many iconic cllmps that are part of the ghmbmg history and.cultur_e in Salt Lake City. These climbs are irreplaceable. Other outdoor 32.2.9E: 32.4B
recreaters in the canyon (climbers, hikers, bikers) need to be considered as well - not just skiers and the resorts.
| am devastated that the state would choose to mar a pristine landscape with a gondola. In years to come, i believe this will be looked at as a devastating mistake as
a natural environment falls victim to short sighted policy. For numerous reasons, | beg you to consider other options before progressing with the gondola.
In many ways, the gondola is an answer to a problem created by the ski resorts. The ski resorts, without concern for consequences, have increased their number of
skier visits without increasing parking, lifts, amenities, or lodging services. The expanded gondola service serves the ski resorts to bring more skiers to an already
crowded mountain and puts the burden on taxpayers. Ski resorts have been able to expand ticket sales without any recourse. The formula that supports the number
of skiers, parking stalls, and amenities is extremely out of calibration. | know it is not the governments job to dictate how a private business is run, but why are
taxpayers on the hook to support a business that is not offering the same consideration. | am not sure how | benefit from paying for a gondola that will serve only ski
resorts.
The gondola does not serve other recreational users in the canyon. Parking will continue to be dangerous. There should be paved pull outs at Lisa Falls, Gate
Buttress, and Tanner's Flat, among other locations similar to the new parking lot at the vault. Additionally, police presence on snow days is abysmal. They
consistently allow cars without chains, bald tires, 2 wheel drive, etc. up the canyon without a second thought. On the majority of occasions, the police are not even 32.2.9E; 32.29R,; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
27638 Anderson, Ben there. Given the number of LCC users, it seems that advertised canyon plans and thorough organization from law enforcement could address some initial needs that | 32.20C; 32.1.2B; A32.2.6S; A32.20C;

have not been met in the last decades as traffic has increased without regulation. There is no question that much of the traffic problems are caused by drivers who
are unprepared and unfamiliar with what it means to drive the canyon in winter conditions. Although the gondola is purported to remove traffic, unless UPD does its
job, there will continue to be unprepared drivers that cause concern and hazards to others on the road.

As a personal editorial, those in power in Utah seem to be very concerned with making Utah the best place to live. My family has been fortunate enough to know
"This is the Place" since the 19th century. However, in our quest to be economically progressive, we are damaging many of the reasons why | love to call Utah
home. Destroying LCC is another step in the wrong direction as we damage a wonderful place to find solitude and wilderness. Hiking the other day, | ran into a man.
We greeted one another and | asked how he was. He replied "suffering", to which | responded, "that's wonderful". And continued "wild spaces should be hard to get
to, because then it keeps them away from the insincere".

| could go on, but I'm sure you are busy. Please keep our spaces wild. Please do not mar the beautiful skyline that exists in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Not
everything that looks good on paper is good in real life. Don't destroy the natural beauty of LCC. The flare and sparkle of this type of progress will fade, eventually to
stand as a cautionary tale. LCC will never be the same; once it's gone, it's gone forever. Don't be the one to take it away, protect it. | beg you to reconsider.

32.2.2M

A32.1.2B
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31251

Anderson, Ben

| would like to say that putting a gondola in the canyon will harm its aesthetics in such a way that it will never be the same. A road is understandable and necessary
to access the area. An increase in car pool lots, hitch hiker pick up zones, better bus service, and an increased of responsibility from the ski resorts would go a long
way to mitigating the problems people are currently experiencing in the canyon. Although there are no metrics yet to measure the effect 22 steel and concrete
towers will have in the canyon, | can't help but feel that in an effort to save people, we are harming a canyon. | will take the hard road every time if it means we can
save our natural spaces. Ironically, in trying to meet the requests of progress, we are ruining the very thing we are trying to save.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.2Y

25723

Anderson, Ben

No to the gondola. There is a huge list of reasons why but first and foremost is do not mar our canyon, keep its natural pristine beauty. I'm happy to talk if you want
more reasons, call me. No to the gondola

32.2.9E

37175

Anderson, Boyd

Please go with the gondola. It uses less land and seems to be the best solution for clean air.

32.2.9D

29536

Anderson, Boyd

The gondola is a great idea.

32.2.9D

35112

Anderson, Brian

A gondola isn't going to solve the traffic issue in the cottonwoods. What the canyon needs in a system of stoplights to filter traffic and keep vehicles moving.

32.2.200

31512

Anderson, Bryan

As a frequent user of this canyon, | don't think the gondola is necessary and would be an eye sore and would increase the time to get to the resorts. It would also
contribute to an already overcrowded experience. The items needed are the following:

1. Snowbird should continue to use the FREE parking reservation system they used to limit the number of skiers and cars. Alta should adopt the same system which
they have never done to this extent. Combined, this will also help with the end user experience by eliminating overcrowding. We don't need to increase skiers' cost

2. Build nice looking snow sheds at only the very worst 2 or 3 avalanche paths to maintain traffic flow, safety and minimize destructive construction.

3. Increase existing bus service, but do not widen the road or add lanes in the canyon. Once up the canyon a little ways the traffic flows well even on the worst of
days.

4. Add just one (1) southbound express bus lane on Wasatch Blvd from BCC to the mouth of LCC. This alone will incentivize people to use the bus because this is
the area with the worst traffic problem. Please don't wreck Wasatch Blvd with more than one lane added!!!

5. Increase the busing and canyon transportation services for tourists from their hotel who don't know how to drive in the canyon.

6. NO TOLLING!!! Tolling will cause increased traffic congestion at the tolling site, which we are trying to reduce, and is totally not necessary to reduce the number
of cars in the canyon as the parking reservation system will solve it.

As you can see, this involves not just a UDOT solution as item 2 solves much of the problem with zero costs.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.2K

A32.2.2K

26008

Anderson, Carly

The canyon traffic should be the least of your worries in the salt lake valley. My recommendation is to require bus transport on weekends. It's that easy and it's more
cost effective in the long run. We should be focusing on the fact that the great salt lake is almost dry and the entire valley will become inhabitable in the next 10
years... what good will a gondola do then? Please focus on the environmental issues we are facing rather than an astronomically priced gondola that NO ONE will
use. Please.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9G; 32.2.2B;
32.2.9N

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

36868

Anderson, Christian

| feel that the proposed gondola will only minimally improve traffic. The cost compared to the benefit of only providing service to the ski resorts does not outweigh the
costs. The gondola does not assist any other users of the canyon for backcountry skiers, hikers or trail runners. If the ski resorts want a gondola to their resorts they
should pay for the entire project as they are the ones that reap the benefits.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D

32138

Anderson, Christopher

We don't want the gondola. The idea should be completely scrapped and other less permanent solutions should be used instead. | support the Zion electric busses
idea as a less impactful alternative.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2B;
32.2.6.3F

28974

Anderson, Colliln

Literally nobody wants a gondola except the ski resorts. Gondolas are not efficient, and they are hideous. The best solution is to have better parking and buses.
Don't tax us to death and destroy little cottonwood just so the ski resorts can make more money. | dare you to put it to a vote -- frankly, | think you know the answer,
which is why you won't do it. This is universally panned by all who don't stand to profit from it.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

28986

Anderson, Daria

Stop proposing to destroy the canyons. We DO NOT want a gondola. Please put it up to a vote!!! This is not a decision that should be made by anyone other than
the population of SL County! Of course you won't do it because you know that absolutely nobody supports it.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

37412

Anderson, Davis

The preferred solution being suggested by UDOT does not address accessibility of riding the gondola. Loading a gondola requires a quick load time to allow all
passengers to board. Is there a study of what belongings passengers will be bringing? Many people will need to bring bags and extra gear with them for the ski day.
Additionally, | have not seen discussion about serving the many hotels in the canyon. Loading a moving gondola will be a challenge for guests that need to bring
multiple luggage bags. Why is this not being considered? A train would allow more loading time and a more comfortable ride for visitors. It would also be possible to
add more than the two proposed stops. A gondola will be absolutely crammed at full capacity. It is not the right method of transportation to travel over 8 miles. A
train is much better. Look at Wengen and Zermatt. In most European towns served by public transit, private cars are not allowed. Building a gondola but still allowing
private vehicle access is unnecessary and unreasonable.

Snow sheds should first be implemented before any of the other extreme solutions are considered. Reducing the time of road closures will significantly improve the
canyon flow on the crowded powder days. Please listen to all the concerned citizens and groups. You will make a massive mistake that will negatively impact
generations to come if you chose to move forward with large scale canyon destruction by building a gondola.

32.29R

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

37428

Anderson, Davis

Implement 3 lanes the entire length of the canyon. 2 lanes up in the morning. 2 lanes down in the afternoon. Add snowsheds to vulnerable areas for avalanches. Try
theses solutions first before embarking on a half billion dollar endeavor that the majority of canyon users are opposed to. Thank you.

32.2.2D; 32.29R

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S
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My husband and | are opposed to the Gondola proposal for Little Cottonwood Canyon:

1- Cost for taxpayers

2- Environmental impact

3-Esthetic impact

4-Snowbird and Alta should pay for the gondola but really the number of users/skiers should be capped and parking improved at the resorts and at base of canyon
to make bus riding easier and more appealing

5- Having all skiers, users and employees parking at the base of the canyon to use the gondola is going to impact neighborhoods all along Wasatch Blvd more than

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;

35602 Anderson, Diana it already does. 322 9K- 32.9 2F A32.2.2K
6- who knows if we will have snow in 10-15 years? Ruining the canyon for more people to use it, is short sighted and limited, not to mention extraordinarily ey T
expensive. We need to think of long term environmental impact and preservation for ourselves and future generations. Access should be limited or capped for long
term sustainability.
Thank you-
35884 Anderson, Donna In favor of Gondola B, Thanks for asking! 32.2.9D
To whom it may concern,
| am a salt lake county resident. | am an avid rock climber and skier and spend considerable time in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am concerned about the
environmental impact as well as the impact on rock climbing that the proposed gondola would create. | think there are also other/better options that will have less
effect on tax payers. | truly believe that residents of the salt lake valley will not use the gondola and that the gondola will be for tourists almost exclusively. Please 322 9F: 32.2 9
30562 Anderson, Elizabeth consider other options. The gondola is a bad idea. 32.2'2P’P e
Thanks,
Elizabeth Anderson
While there is a very real need to address the traffic pressure placed on LCC. Let it be known that the UDOT plan to endorse the gondola project is incredibly flawed
and appears to be a project based on the desires of special interests not the actual individuals that will have to pay for it, We the People.
What stops will the gondola serve? Just the ski resorts? Each and every point of interest that a person may want to visit?
It would seem that closing the canyon to all traffic with a few exceptions ie: residents, deliveries, and guests with hotel accommodations while increasing bus 322 9E: 322 6.5G-
27176 Anderson, Evan service would have the biggest impact towards actually providing a significant improvement towards the sighted concerns. This requires rather minimal improvement PR
. " : . o . ; . 32.2.4A
to 210 in the form of additional bus stops where there is not already adequate space. Obviously this will require a parking area or series of areas that the gondola
plan would include. However, due to the existing bus structure it would not be an unrealistic thing to spread these out to existing bus lines that service access to the
canyon.
If UDOT chooses to force this option onto the taxpayer it will be a clear sign that the special interests control the outcome and the taxpayer is simply here to be
bilked not heard.
. . . . 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
35282 Anderson, Greg The proposed gondola is an absolute terrible idea. Widen the road increase busses. -- Thanks Greg Anderson _ 32.2.9Q
36010 Anderson, Hannah Do NOT support 32.2.9E
Public funds should not be used to fund a project that will benefit private, for profit industries (Alta and Snowbird). The environmental impact on the canyon would 322 9 32.2.9A:
27734 Anderson, lleana also be devastating. The bus is the best option. Charge a $30-$40 toll to enter the canyon in a private vehicle and improve the bus system to incentivize canyon 32'2'ng 32-2.4A7
users to carpool, or take the bus. TR, wes
The building of the Gondola will not only disturb people living in Utah, but it will be disturbing our beautiful wildiife in LCC. This would be a very expensive form of | 521285 32.2.7TA;
27031 Anderson, Isabella uding . y disturb peopie living » U urbing our beautiiu : u y exp 32.2.9E; 32.6A: A32.1.2B; A32.13A
transportation that would likely come out of tax-payers while only serving two resorts. This is absolutely unnecessary. 32 13A
27107 Anderson. Izabella There are more problems than just simply getting people from point A to point B. The bigger problem is how many people ban point B hold? There are potential 32.20C; 32.2.4A; A32.20C
’ solutions to the transportation problem. They can make the road wider, they can make parking lots a bit away and people could take busses from the overflow 32.2.61; 32.2.9E )
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parking, they can make gondolas to take people up the canyon to the ski resort, but what good will all this money effort and time do if the ski resort cant hold all the
people that they are sending up there? Another concern is what would the resort charge to ger people on the new gondolas? It would seem that they would over
change simply because they are able instead of charging a reasonable cost, no one could stop them for this. By making the gondola system to get up the mountain,
they are kind of making it a necessity so they could charge whatever they want to. They could do things like sell passes for gondolas to make it more cost effective.
Another limitation to taking a gondola or something up to the ski resort is that people are forced to only take what they can carry. Not only is this inconvenient it
could be a safety risk. people would be pushed to carry more and maybe hurt themselves or others, it also can make it easier for other people to steal their personal
belongings. Although gondolas could help with traffic and travel efficiency by having a steady stream of people going up and down all the time, | think there are more
drawbacks than advantages.
27267 Anderson, Jacob | think adding 2. bus-only lanes to the road would be a good solution. Buses can move without traffic and more people will take buses instead of cars, reducing 322 9B
overall congestion
This is extremely disappointing. The gondola will not fix the traffic issues as it will not even operate year round. In addition, it will cause irreparable damage to the 322 6.5F: 32.1 2B
25609 Anderson, Jessie natural beauty that draws people to the area. This is a waste of money that will only benefit a few. Disturbing to see a willingness to destroy what brings people to 32.7'C'. 32’2 9.N' ’ A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
Utah in the first place. T
34339 Anderson. Jessie | am opposed to the gondola. It will not help with traffic management and will cause irreparable damage to the canyon. A shuttle service like in Zion national park 32.2.9E: 32.2.2B
would make so much more sense.
31363 Anderson, John 'Fl;poeblp;er:‘)ple of Salt Lake County will be the big losers if udot proceeds with this foolish idea. Use some common sense and look for other ways to solve this traffic 322 9
| am against the gondola idea.
| do not utilize the resorts, and so by being forced into a gondola | would loose my ability to take transit to trail heads.
A massive increase in busses, and a toll / limit of vehicles up the canyon would be a much more efficient way of ensuring every can get access to all aspects of the
30268 Anderson, Jonathan canyon, instead of spending a massive pool of money on a system the is of only benefit for the resorts. gggii 32.2.9A;
No Gondola.
Yes buses.
Yes single occupant vehicle limits.
Yes single occupant vehicle toll.
Yes expanded parking at mouth of canyon.
| strongly support the gondola option. | understand that the other option would be to widen the Little Cottonwood Canyon Road and we would destroy 80 acres in the
canyon for this project. Along with destroying 80 acres there are other concerns that come along. One is that that road is treacherous in the winter do to avalanches,
34657 Anderson, Joseph icy roads and packed snow on the roads. All we would need is one bus to slide off the road and that would end up being a major scandal. Plus, with other 32.2.9D; 32.2.6.3F
environmental concerns are more pollution from many more buses that would need to ferry people up and down the canyon. | have heard that electric buses have
been mentioned. How many EV buses would we need? I'm sure these buses can't run all day on one charge. Would they actually work on these icy roads?
27495 Anderson, Julie | oppose this gondola. There are less expensive solutions that meet the needs of the public without taxing them outrageously! gg;gg 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B
Please re-evaluate. The estimate for the Gondola alternative is likely very low compared to final construction costs as this is a novel structure with no applicable bid
history that can be used for a cost basis. Also it requires highly specialized contractors to design and build not only the gondola vehicles but the entire system. On
32269 Anderson. Justin top of that, a phased implementation will dramatically drive up the costs. Then there is the question of long term operation and maintenance. This is not within 32.2.9E; 32.2.2Y;
’ UDOQOTs experience and ultimately UDOT would likely rely on an expensive third party to perform these functions. Construction of this plus the interim stop gap 32.2.6.3F
measures while funding is sought for this would yield the worst of all options by not solving any problems in a timely manner and wreaking the most environmental
havoc. UDOT should re-evaluate traffic models with a canyon entry fee / pass system and investment in electric buses partially funded through a P3 with the resorts.
27963 Anderson, Karli | am writing against the gondo_lg in Llf[tle Qottonwood Canyor_L Thl_s decision will be a detriment to not only the environment, but all individuals throughout Utah and 322 OF
the Salt Lake Valley. This decision will ruin so many great things in the canyon.
o . . C . " I . L . 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
60% of the impacted residents to not want a gondola in this area! Why are tax paying citizens never heard! This is a private enterprise issue for ski resorts. 322 2K- 32.2 9N- A32.2.9K: A32.2 9N:
25902 Anderson, Kathryn Reserved parking, regular scheduled busses dedicated to Little Cottonwood canyon could handle this traffic problem! Please listen to the people and respond 32'2'7Af 32'1 .ZB" A32-1 .ZB, I
accordingly! 2.7A; 32.1.2B; 1.
32.2.2PP
From what | can tell the local people, the ones that will be the most impacted by the gondola and or widening of the road, don't want any of it. We have always 32.2.2Y; 32.2.9A;
27410 Anderson, Kelli advocated for enhanced bus service and maybe tolls. Yet, here we are basically being told we have no say and as long as funding for the gondola can be found 32.2.9E; 32.2.9L; A32.2.9N

that's what is happening. This all leads me to wonder if the"comment period" is merely a formality and we actually have no say whatsoever because that few percent

32.2.9N

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-33

June 2023



Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the
Final EIS

See Responses in
Appendix A of the
ROD

of those who have the influence, power and money are going to get what they want regardless of what the general public wants. And excuse me, not a"government
handout to the wealthy businesses"? Sorry Mr. Maughan that's exactly how it looks.

Although the road modification appears to be the lesser choice, the gondola is the absolute *wrong* choice. The lkon pass and others have ruined the resorts for the
locals and the gondola will continue this horrible slide. Not only is the gondola an eyesore that serves to enrich but a few, it will not solve the traffic problem. If any of

32.2.9E; 32.2.9B;

with Blizak snow tires. I've never had a problem getting up and down LCC. In fact for two season, | had a UDOT sticker that confirmed that my vehicle was properly

32.2.2Y

28846 Anderson, Klay you even skied, you'd know that the tourists that can *afford* a ski vacation to Utah will drive their own cars and not have anything to do with the gondola as it will 322 4A 32.7C
take too much time to get to the resorts and the two stops are beyond inconvenient. Additionally, there isn't one local that will take the gondola for the same reasons. e
Reworking the existing road is the way to serve all. NO to the gondola.
29901 Anderson, Klay So now we're going to get ta_x‘eq ona pr_OJect we don't want, tolled at the mouth of the canyon, and pay for parking at the resorts themselves. This whole murky 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
project is so anti-consumer, it's impressive.
32723 Anderson, Kristin Th!s benefits no one W|th the_ exception of t_he Resorts. Too Big, too expensive, not to mention that it's ugly, will be running through and over residential 322 9A
neighborhoods. No way is this the best option for the people or the environment. Buy more buses.
28569 Anderson, Laura | support the gondola model of relieving traffic congestion and minimizing environmental impacts of additional traffic and activity in the canyon. 32.2.9D
Please do not implement the gondola option in LCC. It does not solve the problem of congestion if cars are still allowed up the canyon. Given the option to wait in
traffic for 50 min to get to the resort but have my vehicle to store gear/ transport children is still going to win over a 50 min ride in a gondola with no bathroom.
This option is so biased and only serves the for-profit resorts. It does not help users get to other places in the canyon and in fact not only degrades the visual
35246 Anderson. Lindsa resource, but it removes climbing resources and extremely disrupts the way the rest of the users see and interact with the canyon. Please do not cater to these 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32.2 9] A32.1.2B
’ y resorts, one of which (Alta) discriminates against half of winter resort users(snowboarders). Utahns should not have to pay for this! This is so much money for such 32.2.21; 32.1.2B e o
a tiny fraction of users, none of which will be here in ten years if we do not save the lake. Save the lake first, utilize funds to create a better public transit system to
the canyons from the city and utilize a regular bus schedule up the canyon. People will use it if there are enough of them and they can get to them easily. | strongly
disapprove of the gondola option.
| am OPPOSED to gondola alternative. Other very feasible and implementable options need to be put into place prior to even considering gondola. Tax dollars to 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
37028 ANDERSON, LUCY ) : ; )
fund a gondola that would benefit two private businesses is not the approach that makes sense. 32.1.2D
31741 Anderson, Lyndsey No gondola! Using public funds to benefit two private business is incredulous. 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
30397 Anderson, Madison The gondola will destroy world class climbing areas. 32.2.9E; 32.4B
26815 Anderson, Mark | do not want to wait in line for a gondola which will then take 50 minutes to get to the top. The whole plan is so unnecessary . It is- 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E A32.1.2B
32167 Anderson, Mary | Support using a gondola to go up the canyon. 32.2.9D
. m - . . .
27726 Anderson, Maryann The gondola is a HORRIBLE IDEA!! Why should the taxpayers pay $500 million for something that destroys the beauty of the canyon and only benefits the ski 322 OF
resorts. UDOT is programmed to ram this through. STOP!!
27291 Anderson, Mckenzie Please don't do this. This is horrendous and will ruin the beauty of our canyon. | couldn't be more vehemently against this if | tried. Please, NO. 32.2.9E
| still can't believe that you would ruin rock climbing up Little Cottonwood to make the ski resorts more accessible. This is absurd, especially considering the majority
28041 Anderson, Megan of Utah residents don't ski. You are going to sink probably 600,000,000$ of their money into this invasive trash that will tear up the precious canyon, endanger 32.2.9E; 32.4B
watershed and wildlife. This disgusts me.
29508 Anderson, Mike My wife, Diana Anderson, and | are both opposed to the proposed gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 32.2.9E
33411 Anderson, Mike | like the idea of the gondola. 32.2.9D
29409 Anderson, Morgan gtgﬁlrj(r)n&rf convenient buses please. Once you build this gondola which does not serve the tax base (except for a very limited few) there's no going back. NO 32.2.9A: 32.2.9E
27616 Anderson, Perrine A gondola will cost many millions and not sol\{e the congestlpn p_roblems in !_CC. Wish | could attach the_photo of the cars parked along the road at Red Pine today 322 OF
9-5. Please do not spend my tax dollars on this expensive gimmick which will serve only Alta and Snowbird.
| could not be more opposed to the Gondola! It would primarily benefit the ski areas, at taxpayer expense, and then just during ski season. If our drought continues,
we cannot even be sure that our ski industry will survive in coming years. As someone who hikes and snowshoes in LCC, | need access to the trail heads, so the
Gondola would be useless to me. Ski areas should implement a reservation system to insure that parking or busing is available for skiers. Reservations would also 322 9E: 32.1.2D"
31990 Anderson, Phyllis limit the number of skiers on the hill for safety. Carpooling and use of electric buses is essential. This latest ploy from UDOT about limiting the number of buses due 32.2'2K3 32.2.2E, A32.2.2K
to a driver shortage is a crock! If nothing else, the ski areas could contribute to driver salaries that were high enough to get takers. What a shameless weak ey T
argument! PLEASE don't permit anyone to build those huge towers that will forever ruin our beautiful canyon just so the powers that be can line their pockets. It
always comes down to politicians and money doesn't it? For once, just do the right thing for the future and forget about that Gondola.
25509 Anderson, Ray | am 74 and a life-long skier. As an Alta/Bird season pass holder | often head up the canyon for half-day ski jaunts in my trusty Subaru Outback, which is outfitted 32.2.4A; 32.2.2M;
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equipped to make the journey. That pre-check pass should be continued.

At present it takes 15 minutes door-to-door for me to get from my home to the Creekside lifts at Snowbird. The Gondola and/or bus increases that time to an hour.
My recommendation is three-fold:

1) Sell"annual” unlimited trip toll passes for Utah residents to expedite trips up LCC.

2) Require vehicle winter inspection stickers to purchase an annual toll passes to assure snow tires, four-wheel drive, etc.

3) Enforce ride-sharing requirements (at least two people per vehicle).

One alternative that should be explored is re-directing access to LCC via additional lifts either from Park City, Deer Valley, American Fork Canyon or Midway.
The back-country enthusiasts may not like this too much, but there is plenty of other untouched terrain available to them.

By inter-connecting Alta and Snowbird via Big Cottonwood Canyon (and Park City, Deer Valley and Midway), we would not do not reduce the need for a Gondola,

34359 Anderson, Ray but also create a multi-area ski mecca unparalleled worldwide. 32.1.1A; 32.1.58 A32.1.1A
Two or three lifts from existing access routes may be the best of all worlds.
The alternative should at least be evaluated.
30647 Anderson, Robert No gondola! Add a parking lot, a toll boot and increase bus frequency instead! 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
32380 Anderson, Roger This is a huge waste of taxpayer dollars and is not a viable solution. I'm highly against it. 32.2.9G
| don't think that a generous gift of a gondola to the two ski resorts in Little Cottonwood Canyon is what | expect of the State of Utah. $500 million+ of spending is a
wast of my money and every taxpayer in the state to support wealthy skiers who are coming from out of the state to recreate. If the ski resorts feel that they need to
have this built, they should figure out how to come up with the funds themselves. .
32374 Anderson, Ronald | have lived in the state for most of my life and continually marvel at the way this state can find so many ways to spend taxpayer fund to benefit the well to do and 322.7A;322.9E
the wealthy to expand their wealth and prosperity. | would vote no for a gondola system to make it easier for the ski resorts to make more money at the expense of
every taxpayer in the state.
31437 Anderson, Sharylane The Gondola would abstruct the beautiful view and is not the neighborhood choice. More people in the mountains means more damage not less. 32.2.9E; 32.20C A32.20C
| will just reiterate my opposition to the gondola. | do not want my tax dollars to go to an option that will primarily benefit two private businesses. While | appreciate
the tax revenue generated by Alta and Snowbird, | would much prefer to just increase the number of busses, with stops at popular trailheads and climbing areas,
and decrease the number of private cars allowed up the canyon. | would even support closing the road entirely to uphill traffic by private vehicles during peak 322 9A 32.2.6.3C:
29219 Anderson, Shayne morning hours. | live in the granite community and hate the back-up that occurs on great powder days or when the canyon is closed, but I'd rather put up with those 32.2-9E, e A32.2.6.3C
handful of days than see a gondola ruining the natural beauty of LCC. Finally, | would also propose that two separate buses run, one that goes directly to Alta and -
one that goes directly to Snowbird. I've taken the bus frequently to and from the resorts and it seems like the biggest hassle is that it takes forever to get from
Snowbird to Alta and then, if loading at Snowbird, the bus is already full from Alta riders.
Concerns:
How does the Gondola actually benefit people who aren't going to Snowbird or Alta? There is significant traffic that goes up the canyon during the winter for back
country skiing. They will still be affected by avalanches and be dangerous on the road.
And if there is a significant storm with heavy winds, will the Gondola be able to function?
31761 Anderson. Skvler Also, what is the benefit of the Gondola during the summer? At least a bus system could reduce the number of buses needed to go up the canyon. 32.1.2D; 32.2.6.5K;
» XY It is hard to give more description about the impact when there isn't a true plan for where the Gondola will go. | don't know. Yes the actual poles for the Gondola 32.2.6.5F; 32.19A
won't have significant impact on the area, but what about the initial installation? It seems like big trucks and machinery would be needed to get poles where they
belong, which would damage significant parts of the canyon environment.
Overall, the Gondola seems like a bad decision that only benefits the resorts during the winter.
29422 Anderson, Taylor Don't build the gondola. 32.2.9E
. : L . . ; 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; .
25571 Anderson, Tom It blows my mind that the gondola is looking like the choice, yet no one appears to want this? Goes to show that UDoT is for sale A32.2.9N; A32.1.2B

32.1.2B
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Improved bus system like an additional bus lane is a better option for access to the canyons and all they have to offer including hiking trails and various trailheads. A

37699 Anderson, Zack gondola only services two private companies with taxpayer dollars and does not serve to improve access to the entire canyon. Using OUR money solely for private 32.1.2D; 32.2.7A
company gain should be against all of our morals as a collective outdoor community.
The group of businesses and individuals who stand to gain the most financially if a gondola is built in Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC) is at it again. Gondola Works
has released yet another slick video, along with a series of broadcast ads, billboards and sponsored content, to try to convince Utahns a gondola is the best LCC
transportation solution.
Unfortunately, their claims about sustainability, clean energy use and LCC preservation are misleading and confusing. Don't forget, 80 percent of Utahns are against
a gondola in LCC (https://www.deseret.com/utah/2021/12/9/22822405/poll-little-cottonwood-canyon-bus-system-favored-over-gondola-udot-alta-snowbird-ski-resort-
utah).
Tellingly, there is much that the video, and overall campaign, does NOT say:
1. If preservation is so important, how does building more permanent infrastructure that includes 20+ towers, 10 of which are at least 200 feet tall, help preserve the
beauty and wonder of LCC?
2. GW consistently points out how "clean," the gondola will be, but they conveniently do not mention the electricity source that will power it - COAL-fired power from
RMP. (Read more about water usage related to coal power from The Salt Lake Tribune here: https://www.sltrib.com/news/environment/2022/05/01/utahs-drought- 32 2 OF: 32 29F
persists/). 32.2.6.5E; 32.20B; | A32.2.6.5E;
35541 Anderstrom, Aaron 3. GW also conveniently omits the fact that you will have to drive your polluting vehicle to a bus terminal, unless you are elite enough to have one of the 2,500 gg.g.éggz.z.%; ﬁgggégc
"premium," parking spots at the base station, which will create new traffic issues on Wasatch Blvd as people vie for the coveted spots. 32'2'6.30" 322 4A R
If Gondola Works is so interested in preserving LCC, the first thing they should do is support a capacity/visitor management study to better understand how many
visitors LCC can support. Then the best solutions can be implemented, regardless of whether it is their solution or not.
| agree with GW that we do not need to add a third lane to LCC, which would add more concrete, impact LCC creek and the world-class climbing areas. Rather, let's
use solutions that already exist:
1. Parking reservations work! Look at how they worked for Snowbird in 2021 and Alta Ski Lifts this year.
2. An enhanced system of regional natural gas and/or electric buses that run directly to the ski areas. This should include smaller vans that stop at trailheads for
dispersed users.
3. Tolling is supposed to be part of the EIS but there has been little to no discussion about it.
| urge you to take action and use your voice to speak out against this development. Thank you!
34844 Anderton, Katelyn We. can h?ndle the gondola but the thought of havmglto pay a toll elach time we want to access our own canyon is heartbreaking to us. Please remove the tolling 32.2.9E: 32.2.4A
options. It's already getting unbearably expensive to live here. Don't toll our access to nature or our ability to use the canyon as part of our mental health strategy.
29745 Anderton. Katelvn Do not toll the canyons. | can't think of a worse consequence for Utahns than not being able to afford to go into their own mountains. We use the mountains as a 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32 1 2B
’ y REAL and powerful mental health strategy. | cannot emphasize that enough. Do not toll nature or our access to it! 32.2.4A T
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 322 2BB: 32.20B:
38922 Anderton, Maddie does UDOT weigh that information in this Draft EIS Process” 32.2.6.5G: 32.1.5C: A32.1.5C;

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

32.2.6.5E; 32.2.21

A32.2.6.5E; A32.2.2I
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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,

-

31790

Andes, William

| oppose the gondola. As the cities and county involved oppose the gondola due to the impact on water supply to the communities. Also, the idea to pay millions of
tax payer dollars to benefit two ski resorts is irresponsible.

32.2.9E; 32.12A

A32.12A

26154

Andes, William

| oppose the gondola and modifications to the road up Little Cottonwood Canyon. The resorts need to deal with the problem they are creating.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

37657

Andreasen, Natasha

| do not support the gondola

32.2.9E

27071

Andreason, Brynn

The Gondala is not a good idea for Utah. There are many reasons why; wildlife will be destroyed, climbers won't have as much access to the places they want to
climb, and it will be costing a lot of money. An enhanced bus, like an electric one, sounds the best. Less gas usage so less air pollution, it still takes people up the
way they'd original go if they were driving themselves, and it won't ruin wildlife. Multiple buses could go up at one time, and people would have to know the schedule
of each bus (ex; Bus A, Bus B, Bus C...). There are other alternatives.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.6.3F; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E; 32.4B;
32.13A

A32.1.2B; A32.13A

34055

Andrenyak, David

October 15, 2022Utah Department of TransportationLittle Cottonwood Canyon Draft Transportation Alternatives Environmental Impact Statement, September 2022
This letter is in response for comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC) Road and Wasatch Boulevard. |
am David Andrenyak and | am a resident of Salt Lake City, Utah for over 30 years. | have been an active hiker, nordic skier, snowshoer, and volunteer in the Central
Wasatch Mountains. | respect the beauty of the Central Wasatch and hope that its natural character can be maintained. | recognize the importance of LCC and Big
Cottonwood Canyon (BCC) as sources for drinking water used in the Salt Lake Valley. The water quality of LCC and BCC needs to be preserved. | also note
increased number of recreation visitors to the Central Wasatch and the need to reduce traffic congestion at corridors such as the Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC)
Road. | oppose the construction and operation of a gondola system as proposed in the Gondola alternative B for the Final Environmental Impact State (September,
2022). A gondola would ruin the beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon and spoil the experience for LLC visitors. There are many visitors to LCC that seek a natural
and primitive outdoor experience. These visitors would be appalled by sights of tall towers, extensive cables, and gondola cars. The gondola system will impact
experiences at LCC rock climbing areas and the Tanners Flat campground. Yes, | understand that the main concern of the LCC EIS is to improve mobility and
reliability to the LCC ski resorts during peak hours in the winter snow season (LCC DEIS 2.6.2). However, focusing on winter travel improvements to Alta and
Snowbird does not address the overall vehicle traffic problems in LCC. Having a mass transit system that only serves one stop at Snowbird and one stop at Alta
would not reduce vehicle congestion in LCC. Mass transit solutions should include stops at the White Pine-Red Pine trailhead, Lisa Falls trailhead, Little Cottonwood
Trail, and Grizzly Gulch trailheads. Yes, | am smart enough to realize that it would be too expensive and not practical to have gondola stops at trailheads that |
listed. That is another reason for not supporting a gondola system in LCC. Also, the proposed gondola system will have only one stop at Snowbird and one stop at
Alta. Some resort visitors may not choose to to use the gondola because the gondola stop is not near to where they prefer to ski or visit. For example, visitors that
want to ski from the Sunnyside lift at Alta would choose not to use the Gondola because the proposed Gondola stop is near the Alta Lodge area and not near the
Sunnyside lift. Another example is Snowbird Octoberfest visitors choose not to use the Gondola because the proposed gondola stop is at By Pass road and not near
Snowbird plaza. The Final EIS points out that gondola travel will be safer and more reliable with respect to avalanche and winter weather hazards. Please keep in
mind that gondola travel may not be safe during high wind conditions and winter electrical storms (Last season, ski lifts at Solitude had to close at least two times
because of "thunder snow"). The Final EIS preferred alternative has proposed a phased implementation plan starting with components of the Enhanced Bus
Service. | do support some of this plan. | support increased bus service in LCC without roadway expansion. The increased bus service should be all year round. |
support tolling for private vehicle in LCC. | support plans that restrict private vehicle usage in LCC. Throughout the Mountain Accord process and this LCC EIS
process, | have consistently argued that the transportation plans for the Central Wasatch should include increased bus service and restriction of private motor
vehicle use. | continue support those two actions. | disagree with the EIS conclusion that visitors will not use the bus in the summer. If private vehicle use in LCC
and the other Central Wasatch transportation corridors is restricted, visitors will have to take the bus. | am also concerned about the high cost of the gondola
system. The well over 300 million dollar cost to construct the gondola system is very high for something that will ruin the beauty of LCC and probably not solve the
traffic congestion in LCC. That money would be better spent to improve mass transit throughout the Salt Lake valley as well as bus/shuttle service in Millcreek and
Big Cottonwood Canyons. Thank you for taking on this challenge. Thank you for considering my comments. Respectfully David M. Andrenyak Salt Lake City, Utah

32.1.1A; 32.1.2B;
32.1.2D; 32.2.2B;
32.2.2Y; 32.2.6.3F;
32.2.6.5K; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
32.7C; 32.4B

A32.1.1A; A32.1.2B;
A32.2.9N

31050

Andrews, Katy

Installing a gondola up Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC) is the wrong solution for protecting the canyon and resolving the traffic congestion. If the focus was on
preservation of LCC rather than reducing traffic, then traffic reduction would happen naturally. This canyon is small and fragile and is already negatively impacted by
the number of visitors it sees every day in the winter. Installation of a gondola would not change the number of cars visiting the resorts, but would increase skier
visits by 20%, per UDOT's EIS, thus causing further harm to the canyon. The first thing that should be done before any changes are considered is to support a
capacity/visitor management study to better understand how many visitors LCC can support. Once this is determined, then the solution should be focused on limiting
the visitors, which will reduce traffic.

This is just one of several unanswered questions and there is no reason to invest what is likely to be much more than $550 million in a permanent project that may
not be the best solution once all questions are answered. It is much less expensive and much more environmentally friendly to implement enhanced bus service,
tolling, parking reservations, and enforcement of traction laws.

32.1.2B; 32.20C;
32.2.9A; 32.2.2K;
32.2.2M; 32.2.9N;
32.2.6.50; 32.2.4A;
32.2.6.5E; 32.2.9E

A32.1.2B; A32.20C;
A32.2.2K; A32.2.9N;
A32.2.6.5E
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It seems that building a gondola in LCC is only to serve the businesses of Snowbird and Alta, yet is funded by tax-payers. The majority of tax-payers oppose
installing a gondola up LCC (80% of Utahns, according to a Deseret News/Hinckley Institute of Politics poll) and the resort executives are the main people
supporting this terrible idea. UDOT's EIS states, "The [gondola] would provide an economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing more users to access the resorts."
[Ch. 6] Installation of a gondola completely ignores public and political opinion (the tax payers!). It also completely ignores other tax-payer uses such as trailhead
use.

Building a gondola is also not a convenient or necessary solution and adds significant travel time to and from Snowbird and Alta. How are people incentivized to not
just drive up the canyon and park, which is much faster and convenient? For the gondola strategy to be effective, there will need to be a major change in public
habits. UDOT has no plans to limit cars up the canyon or even analyze demand, so it seems that the original traffic issue is not being solved with a gondola. The
gondola will not solve traffic issues. It will simply push traffic out of LCC onto Wasatch Blvd, I-215, and surrounding neighborhoods in the Cottonwood Heights
community.

Instead, UDOT should implement solutions that they already know reduce the traffic problem like tolling (see Millcreek Canyon) and parking reservations (see
Solitude, Snowbird, and Alta). These are things that can be planned and executed for this coming ski season and if done well, data can be collected on the
effectiveness of these various solutions. The expense and environmental damage caused by installation of a gondola is nhot commensurate with the traffic problem
at hand and seems like a very unnecessary solution. This gondola would not even run during avalanche mitigation or the eight months of the year that are not
winter.

Little Cottonwood Canyon is a true treasure of our local environment and attracts skiers, climbers, and hikers from around the world to enjoy its beauty. Constructing
more than 20 towers reaching 200 feet tall and stretching eight miles through the heart of LCC would destroy the canyon's natural beauty. Altering the canyon's
footprint will also destroy popular climbing and hiking areas including Alpenboch Loop Trail.

Do not build a gondola up LCC. Instead, work to understand how many visitors LCC can handle at any given time and then implement a solution that enforces that
limit. This will reduce the traffic problem.

27497

Andrews, Ken

Build it already.

32.2.9D

34317

Andrews, Lecia

| am not in favor of the gondola. That's a lot of money and changing the Canyon for skiers. Whatever you do please keep in mind not all utahns ski. Whatever you
do, families need access to nature and tolls will limit that. No solution should exclude the citizens of the county from accessing their canyon.

32.2.9A; 32.2.4A

34319

Andrews, Lecia

| am not in favor of the gondola. That's a lot of money and changing the Canyon for skiers. Whatever you do please keep in mind not all utahns ski. Whatever you
do, families need access to nature and tolls will limit that. No solution should exclude the citizens of the county from accessing their canyon.

32.2.9A; 32.2.4A

35965

Andrews, Mimi

Hello, | am submitting my comment against the proposed gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | believe a gondola would completely ruin the natural beauty of LCC,
while completely avoiding the issue of congestion in the canyon. The gondola would only service the ski resorts and neglects the fact that the canyon has many non-
resort visitors all year round. The gondola would only increase the amount of people in the canyons, but would not solve the issue of car traffic. We also have an
environmental catastrophe on our hands with the Great Salt Lake drying up. If the lake dries up there will be no snow for the ski resorts to profit off anyways. If the
ski resorts want the gondola, they should be the ones paying for it, not the tax payers.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
32.1.2B; 32.2.2E;
32.2.7A

A32.1.2F; A32.1.2B

33957

Andrews, Robert

| have been riding the bus up to Snowbird about 60 to 100 days each year for the last 10 years. Please do not do the gondola - one of the stupidist options ever. It
should be investigated for corruption of those developers and supporters. Please restrict cars (by added parking expense, etc) and upgrade bus service (free,
electric buses). Thank you.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.3F;
32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

31414

Andrews, Symmer

There are several reason why we should not build a gondola in LLC. LLC is a main source of water in Utah, the destruction of wildlife would be devastating, and the
proposal will not fix traffic. There are other solutions that would use tax payer dollars in a more sufficient way. Instead of decreasing the bus schedule we should
increase. Not only have more busses but more parking lots through the valley that accommodate the busses. The solution is not simple, but it doesn't not require
destroying our canyons with a gondola to not have any change in traffic.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.21

A32.2.21

38506

Andy, Andy

Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

37296

Anemikos, Vasiliki

Please! For the love of this earth and it's community consider the environmental impact this will have as well as the recreational impact for the folx who treat this
place with love.

32.2.9E

29160

Angelides, Mark

I honestly don't understand why UDOT is spending so much time and money trying to figure out a way to get travelers to TWO ski areas in Little Cottonwood
Canyon. If skiers aren't happy with the traffic in Little Cottonwood, there are plenty of other places they can go to ski. I'm guessing the major reason for UDOT
choosing the gondola option is that they're getting a financial kickback from the ski areas in Little Cottonwood, who are really the only ones who would benefit by
bringing more customers to their businesses. Find something else to do with your time and money, UDOT, like maintaining the existing roads in the state and getting
rid of the trash on our highways.

32.2.9E

34935

Angell, Heather

Please don't.

32.2.9E
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1. UDOT should conduct a capacity/visitor management study to better understand how many visitors LCC can support before completing the EIS (i.e., inadequate
information to decide anything yet).

2. The gondola won't solve Little Cottonwood Canyon's traffic problems, but we already have solutions that are proven to work, including enhanced buses, tolling,
parking reservations and enforcement of traction laws.

32.2.9E; 32.20B;

31411 Angell, JL 3. Constructing more than 20 towers reaching 200 feet tall and stretching eight miles through the heart of Little Cottonwood would destroy the canyon's natural 32.2.9A; 32.2.4A; A32.2.2K
beauty. 32.2.2M; 32.2.2K
4. Committing hundreds of millions of taxpayer dollars to the world's longest gondola without a commensurate effort to reduce auto traffic in the canyon nor
addressing spring/summer/fall traffic amounts to a government-paid lift for two ski resorts (inappropriate uses of taxpayer funds).
Thus do not approve a dime or any action until the missing studies are complete
28700 Angle, Max As a 25 year Salt Lake City resident, avid snowborder and user of the canyons year round, | fully support the Ariel tram proposal. 32.2.9D; 32.2.6.4
32549 angus, scott Another burden for the tax payer's. Another pet project for UTA. Definitely NO gondola! 32.2.9E
32550 Angus, Scott Leave the canyon as it is. 32.2.9G
30196 Anklan, Benjamin | support the gondola alternative B as a solution for Little Cottonwood canyon. 32.2.9D
There is NO reason for a gondola in LCC! It is unnecessary when only 10 days a year(give or take A few) the canyon is impacted with avalanches. Why should the
UT tax payers be burdened with a tax that private ski resorts will profit from? Is UDOT getting some financial benefit from this??? Why is this overkill option of a 32 2 9E- 32.2 2K:
29077 Ann Bartlit, Elizabeth gondola even a consideration when it is not only cost-prohibitive but will damage the natural beauty of LCC forever? The parking reservation systems at both Alta & 32.2.6 3,F e A32.2.2K
snowbird worked extremely well when instituted over the past years. This gondola proposal is the last option that should be considered! Electric buses, LCC tolls B
and ski resort parking reservations are all better options to maintain the natural beauty of LCC! Please NO GONDOLA
| am disgusted by the fact that UDOT is not listening to the taxpayers who will be footing a large portion of the bill. Every single person | have met is STRONGLY 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
. opposed to a tram being built in the canyon. It will destroy the natural aesthetics, cost taxpayers, will not help the traffic situation and as a dedicated hiker and 32.2.6.4, 32.2.7A; )
33472 Ann Curtis, Mary backcountry skier, it will not benefit me or my family in ANY way shape, or form. From all outside appearances, it looks like LOBBYISTS and self-interested public 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
"servants" have gained too much influence and power in local politics. Absolutely disgusting! 32.7C
I am a local resident who has been skiing for 40 years. | am not in favor of the gondola. Those that want it do not ski - they are the ones who will make money from
the gondola! The cost to park and ride the gondola on top of a ski pass will out price the local skiers. Not to mention the tax burden to build the gondola! As a local |
27749 Ann Glade, Ruth will not ride the gondola. There are other solutions...such as certain hours use both lanes to drive up the canyon. Set hours to drive down using both lanes. Why 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
don't you run the resorts like Disneyland? Have Local discounts days and weekends with others blocked out for tourists. Lastly, cap the number of skiers to
accommodate the traffic. Thank you for considering these ideas. The gondola is not the answer!
37856 Ann H Dresher, Mary | oppose the gondola as serving only a limited population and terribly ugly and expensive 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
32845 Ann Homer, Brian My only concern .WI’[h a gondola is it sounds like |? d.oesn t serve hiking trail hgads so it just helps skiers. Question: .W]|| the ski resorts who benefit from all this 32.2.9E: 32.1.2D
expense be helping to cover any of the costs? Will it allow them to expand ski load? Is so then they need some skin in the game.
30821 Ann Jones, Sue Ip:gpr;(e)t support the gondola. | feel it is a resort problem. The people should not pay to support private business. Let's do something with the money to help more 32.1.2B: 32.2.9E A32 1 2B
28191 Ann Morgan, Mary I fee! quite against the gondqla——too expensive fqr too few people, aesthetically not good for the canyon | am in favor or Mayor Wilson's suggestion of satellite 32.2.9E: 32.2.21 A32.2 9|
parking lots throughout the city and use of electric buses.
32142 Ann Morse, Leigh | am opposed to the gondola plan for the Wasatch Front.| live in Utah and a registered Republican. 32.2.9E
28084 Ann Petersen, Terri After riding the gandolas in Whistler and hiking for three weeks in the Swiss Alps, | am sold on a Gandola for Cottonwood Canyons. 32.2.9D
The gondola proposal is an expensive project that cannot possibly reduce the number of cars going up the canyon. The decision that impacts the beauty of the
canyon will be irreversible. Once the gondolas are in place no amount of effort can eliminate them. It appears to me that the gondola is designed to benefit the
developer not the preservation of the canyon. Are we really thinking about the future of the canyons for coming generations or are we just focusing on how much the | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F; .
31295 Ann Van Alstyne, Mary developers will benefit? The reality is that the ski resorts can only handle so many skiers anyway. Why is UDOT coming up with plans to increase the number of 32.1.2D; 32.1.2B A32.1.2F; A32.1.2B
people up the canyons? There are other ways to mitigate against avalanches, parking restraints, and crowd control. Do not let the hyperbole and pressure of
developers get in the way of clear thinking.
| am a long time skier at Alta, a home owner in Sandy UT, and a licensed Engineer with over 30 years of experience. | love Little Cottonwood Canyon and am happy
to do my part for the environment. Although a gondola might be a lovely way to get up to my favorite place, the financial price is obscene and way to self serving for
us skiers and especially the resorts! From my engineering experience, | understand the whole process of sifting through options and coming to the optimal solution 32.1.2D; 32.1.2B;
35346 Ann Vascotto, Mary for all! Somehow in this case the UDOT process got derailed. The gondola is a ridiculous solution to a problem of traffic that only occurs a few days during a 14 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32.1.2B

week season. To alleviate the issue UDOT needs to restore a bus schedule with frequent runs and dedicated buses to each of the 2 resorts - Alta & Snowbird. This
will make the buses much more appealing. If that by itself does not alleviate the issue, UDOT should impose at toll for private cars accessing the canyon. Those
funds collected should be used to keep improving the bus system. Also as a further deterrent, private cars could be postponed to a later start time up the hill. This is

32.2.2Y
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a skier problem and the solution should come from skiers, not the general Utah public. Please restore better bus service this season and throw out the gondola
option.
- Please don't destroy the beauty of the canyon. Find another viable alternative.
27505 Ann Vidrine, Mary NO GONDOLA. 32.2.9E
34175 Ann Vidrine, Mary No gondola! 32.2.9E
36472 Anna Facelli, Julie The plan to put in a gondola doe_s damage to our beautiful canyons, is expensive and only serves a _small fraction of thg communlt_y. There are many other solutions 32.2.9E: 32.1.2D
that do not have as many downsides and can be executed on a trial basis with no permanent commitment and destruction of precious natural resources.
38664 Anna, Anna Hey there, my name is Anna and | just _had kind of a specific question gb la be and what access there will be to existing trailheads that aren't the 32265G
resorts. So yeah. | look forward to hearing back from you. My number is . Thank you.
Utah DOT identified the Gondola Alternative B with phased in implementation as the best way to improve transportation in the canyon. | do not agree and am
disappointed with this choice for the following reasons.
1. The Gondola will operate in the winter during the ski season and will have two stops, Alta and Snowbird ski hills. It will not address traffic needs during the other 8
month of the year. Clearly, the Gondola option only supports the two ski resorts.
2. Using tax dollars that support two ski resorts and the land owners at the base of the canyon is a miss use of our tax dollars that benefit three private entities. Our
tax dollars should be used to support the needs of the general public who use the canyon for a variety of recreational activities.
3. No where in the proposal address the disadvantages of the Gondola that will make it unattractive for the public.
a. The ride is estimated to be 45 minutes one way. People are reluctant to use the existing bus service because they need to carry their equipment and the time to
catch the bus each way. The gondola will require inconvenience to carry ski equipment and the time to get to the ski resorts is lengthy. | wonder how easily handicap
people will be able to access the gondola.
b. The cost of riding the gondola is not disclosed. Cost can be a detriment to individuals and families who pay a high price for seasons tickets or day passes. Many
local people will be resistant to use the gondola to ski at the resorts. | will end up not skiing because of the cost and inconvenience.
c. The gondola will impact the beauty and esthetics of the canyon and will impact the safety of the water during construction. It will be an eyesore to those who enjoy
the canyon during the whole year. 32 2 9E: 32.1.2D"
d. Traffic will continue to back up on Wasatch as people enter and leave the proposed parking lot for the gondola. 32.2-6 5’G_ e
35710 Anne Clay, Jo 4. UDOT conS|der§d the plan S aplllty to substantially improve transportahon-relatgd safety, reliability, and mobility for all users on S.R. 210:.The prqblem with the_ 32.2.6.5F: 32.2.7A: A32.1.2F: A32.2.2K
Gondola Proposal is that it benefits only 2 user groups, ski resorts and people skiing at the resorts. Please note that the public that goes skiing multiple times during 32 1.9F 32.2.9K-
the season who do not stay at the resort will be resistant to using the gondola regularly. Traffic and safety are addressed only during the ski season. 32.2.9A, e
| support alternative ways to improve traffic and safety along S. R. 210 and some of these alternatives have been utilized to improve traffic flow.
1. Ski resorts require reservations to park on site. | live along Wasatch between the two canyons and have noticed a dramatic reduction of traffic along Wasatch
when this policy was implemented.
2. Maintain 1 lane of traffic each direction with a center left turn lane for side streets. In addition to these three defined lanes, a separated bike lane needs to be built
for bikers and hikers who use the street for transportation and recreation. The 3' lane next to the road is not safe.
3. | have noticed that many of the parking lots for people who use the bus during the ski season are full. Communication needs to be developed to let skiers identify
where they can park. To reduce inconvenience of local skiers using the bus, more lockers need to be available at the resorts.
4. More buses need to travel up and down the canyon during peek hours. The current proposal by UTA to reduce bus transportation is detrimental to solving
transportation needs during the ski season.
Further note, | attended approximately 10 meetings throughout the development of the plan to improve traffic and safety for S.R. 210. The gondola proposal was not
discussed at any of the meetings that | attended. It appeared after a massive solicitation by Snowbird of people purchase seasons passes or stay at the resort. | am
disappointed that the plan gained support of UDOT after the public meetings were completed. | am also disappointed that the two resorts, their patrons, and
landowners of property to be used for the gondola have such a large voice in determining UDOT's improvement plan.
| think that the visual impact on the residents and the tourist going up LCW would be a total shame. What is projected now to be a 550 million dollar expense will
surely double by the time the gondola is ready to be built.
| think making riding the bus mandatory, adding parking structures and the timeliness of bus route would be a better way to go. 322 OF: 32.2 9A:
30604 ANNE KILGORE, TEK It seems a bit suspicious to me that snowbird just happened to buy the land associated with the start of the gondola. Who's paying who in this political scheme? 32.2'2L" 32 '2 IZB’
Anne Kilgore
Millcreek Utah
26824 Annoni. Pat As an environmentally concerned Utahn, | think that a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon is not the way to solve the traffic problem and would be a huge burden 32.1.2B: 32.2.7A A32 1 2B
on taxpayers.
28326 Annunziata, John | support the gondola proposal 32.2.9D
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I am an outdoor enthusiast, a climber, and your constituent. I'm writing today to oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 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.

Little Cottonwood Canyon is a special place. Building a gondola through it would compromise its iconic natural character and aesthetics. It undermines climbing and
other forms of dispersed outdoor recreation that draw people to live in and visit Utah. And it would block climbers from accessing world-class climbing areas there

32.1.1A; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.3F;

A32.1.1A; A32.2.9N;

34105 Anson, Courtney throuah vears of construction 32.2.7A; 32.2.9A; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
gny ' 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.2.6S
The gondola is a fiscally irresponsible project. Regional expanded electric bus and shuttle service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be 32.4B; 32.29R
tried in earnest that include dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent landscape changes are considered.
I hope you will consider opposing the Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola in favor of better solutions.
That $600 million is a desecration of natural wild spaces, leading to darkness (remember rhe lorax?). It could be an *investment* in a brighter future by putting that
27465 Anson, Daniel money into education, where nationally, we are lagging... 329 OF
You can make the right choice. Invest in our future and our children's future. Not deep pockets.
32155 Anson, David As a_formgr geolog_lst and psychologist in Salt Lake City, | am solidly against the gondola scenario that is not a solution, but more of a problem. Thank you for your 322 9E
consideration. David Anson PhD
26332 Anson, David As a concerned retired geologist and Salt Lake resident | am against the gondola. Please do not ruin our environment and scenic values. Thank you very much, 322 9E
David Anson, PhD
35638 Anstee, Tammy No gondola please!!! 32.2.9E
33508 Anthony, Ross Pl_ease do not V\{a;te tax payer money to fix a small issue that is present 4 months out of the year. You are going to destroy so much climbing and out door areas in 321 .2.B; 32.2.9E; A32 1 2B
this wasted decision 32.4B; 32.6D
Please DO NOT put a gondola in LCC. It only serves 2 private ski resorts and ignores all other uses like climbers. | do not need my taxes to help get more people to 32 2 9E: 32.1.2D"
37115 Antonini, Amy Snowbird and Alta. It is already too busy! The price of gas and ski tickets will automatically fix the traffic problem. Don't ruin our beautiful, unique granite canyons 32.2-7A’ e
that we all enjoy for the sake of a few skiers. e
32227 Aoki, Kurtis Why haven't their been a suggestion to build a Gondola from the Heber... Dropping it off to either both Cottonwood Canyons 32.2.2N
36772 Apedaile, Adeline Th_e tram will not solve the pro_blem_and_wnl destroy other recreational areas. More time should be put into finding another solution. Also the fact that they will be 32.2.9E: 32.2.7A
using tax payers money for this project is unacceptable.
37154 Aperghis, Adrienne Please do not construct a gondola in the canyon. 32.2.9E
No to the gondola plans. | Iive_ to the Gondola, and still think it is a terrible plan. We need to prioritize
the beauty of the mountains and not creating an overrun ski resort. Avalanche shelters or more buses with parking away from canyon openings in the city would not . .
" ) X . . : . 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
only be more efficient for those recreating, but it would also be more cost effective. Only a small portion of the salt lake valley use the ski resorts (private ! ’
33621 Apple, Amanda AR ! ) . . . 32.2.7A; 32.2.9K;
institutions), and yet, you plan to use taxpayer money to fund two private orgs? | understand the importance of the tourists coming to use the mountain and spend 32 4B
money, but this gondola is likely being used to keep tourists at the mountain with hotels and make locals use the gondola. And finally, the parking structure would be '
an eye sore on a road that brings many bikers and tourists year round to visit the mountains.
As someone who lived in SLC for years and and Alta and lived to ski, this proposal is terrifying. The irrevocable change it will have on the canyon is huge and no
31351 Applegarth, Lia where in this vast plan does this help big cottonwood. The cost and environmental impact this will have is so large. | have had friends forced to buy cars and drive in | 32.2.9E; 32.1.1A A32.1.1A
recent years due to bus limitations. The gonodola is going to change our canyon and not for the better. Listen to the people and find another way!!!!!!!
25888 Arabella, Sedona The gondola sounds like an awesome idea, but it doesn't seem like a good fit for Utah when it destroys other recreation and water sources. The issue can be solved 32.2.2PP: 32.2.9E
in other ways, a gondola is not the answer.
(Short answer: | am against the gondola)
| want to start by saying | don't live in the neighborhoods which would be negatively impacted directly by the building of a gondola over their roofs.
As a skier, | do want to see solutions to the road congestion in little cottonwood. | currently happily use the shuttle busses and encourage everyone i know to use
the shuttle busses. But | don't see myself actually using the gondola. | believe overall public adoption of the gondola to be low. Shuttle Bus service is significantly 322 OF: 32.2 9A:
28225 Aragon, Lucas more convenient and quicker than a gondola option. (especially if bus options are expanded to support more users and things like single occupancy car travel up the SN an A A32.2.21

canyon is banned) Additionally, | would hate to see the pristine canyon view and experience changed forever by the unavoidable obstruction that an overhead
gondola would pose. The canyon is a world renowned location and adding a gondola will forever scar the landscape. Please please please do not make the gondola
and instead invest in adding additional bus service and bus pick-up parking lots around the area. Spread out the traffic by allowing people to get on shuttle busses
from more areas. Electric buses would help the carbon impact.

32.2.4A; 32.2.2]
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Again. Please do not build the gondola. Ban single occupancy cars and add a bunch of bus infrastructure...| assure you those of us who love the canyon will use it
and the public habits can be changed to make bussing up the canyon the expected and obvious choice.

Thank you!
Lucas

The gondola project concerns me because of all the forest land that would have to be razed (both at the tower sites and below the cables.) | would prefer a large
parking structure and bus station be constructed at the base of the canyon where more frequent/higher occupancy bus service can shuttle people up the canyon.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;

UDOT's recommendation to build a gondola will leave me with no way of enjoying Little Cottonwood Canyon throughout the winter and spring seasons. UDOT
should exclusively support the Enhanced Bus option with no road widening to support full recreational use of all trailheads and recreation areas in the Canyon

32.2.6.3C; 32.5A;
32.2.21; 32.10A

37782 Aranda, Jared Bifurcated busses such as those used on MAX lines could be used. Variable tolling could be implemented during peak times to discourage single occupant drivers 32.2.4A
and divert more drivers to the buses. A toll booth could also enforce chain laws.
I am a resident of Holladay, UT and frequent the canyons. The alternative traffic proposal is extremely shortsighted because it does not address the MAJORITY of
YEAR ROUND traffic. The proposal does not alleviate any of the personal traffic to trailheads which is the majority of load on the canyon.
Also, by providing a direct transport to a concentrated portion of the canyon, UPSTREAM, you are concentrating the human footprint and impact that could have
unintentional impacts downstream.
Driving traffic to a small portion of the canyon upstream will have much more impact than designing a solution that will allow natural distribution of the human load
across 100% of the canyon at multiple trailheads. ) .
34756 Arati, Ash 32.298;32.1.2B; | a3p 1.2B; A32.20C
. . 32.20C
Business problem:
Traffic, air pollution, load on infrastructure, etc.
What is the cost of implementing a strategy that will only address 1/4 of the CURRENT STATE year round load? What is the environmental impact of concentrating
traffic to areas upstream? What are you doing to address traffic and recreational interest that occurs year round, long term, across the rest of the canyon?
There are multiple recreational interests the canyon provides, and limiting access to the resorts does not consider 90% of the population that uses the other areas.
Increases impact and human traffic on one small area.
| have only lived in Utah for 9 years coming from the suburbs of Chicago. We bought a home in Riverton west of Mountain View Corridor. We loved the fact that
35893 Arauio. Sand there were open fields and wildlife. That is pretty much gone now because of all of the new developments in the area. Its a shame to get rid of just natural land. | 322 9F
19, y think if the gondola is installed in the canyon, it would just take away from the beauty of the mountains. Can't we just leave nature alone? It would be a shame if the -
mountains would be changed forever. PLEASE NO GONDOLA
| am asking that UDOT reconsider its decision to build a gondola as a solution for traffic in Little Cottonwood Canyon. A gondola will permanently alter one of our
state's most beautiful areas, so | think it's important that we exhaust all other less impactful options first - the gondola should be our last resort. | feel that UDOT (and
32808 Aravena. Alisha the ski resorts) haven't done enough in leveraging the tools we do have to alleviate traffic in LCC, like increasing buses or supporting carpooling to make it easy and | 32.2.9E; 32.29R; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
’ more convenient. The gondola will cost us - Utah taxpayers - $550 million, and there's very little promise that it is even a solution. Furthermore, this "solution" 32.1.2D A32.2.6S
doesn't support ALL Utah taxpayers' interests - it only supports two ski resorts'. It feels very unfair to make us pay for something that will affect our ability to recreate
in LCC as we want (climbing, backcountry skiing). UDOT needs to reconsider this decision with EVERYONE's interests in mind.
It is irresponsible to utilize tax dollars on a billion dollar gondola project prior to considering other alternatives such as mandatory carpooling, mandatory bussing, or | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2B,;
29924 Arbon. David simply increased tolling at a per-vehicle basis. The utilization of this many tax dollars should benefit the majority of the residents that have funded them, not just the | 32.2.2Y; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.9B
’ one percent of the wealthy, who will receive the convenience benefit. | find no value based proposition in a gondola for the public when the only people profiting from | 32.2.4A; 32.2.7A; U
this will be the ski resorts and developers. 32.2.9E
| support the Gondola but do have concerns still about continued high traffic in the canyon. While the Gondola provides a means to get from the bottom of the . .
. o . > A . SO . s 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
canyon to the ski resort areas it will not be able to stop at other areas of high use for hiking, rock climbing, camping, picnicking etc. | still feel it is important to request ! .
29561 Archer, Shauna : . . : L o 32.2.4A; 32.2.6.3F; A32.1.2B
an entrance fee for cars. Bus transportation option with stops at trailheads and a minimal fee for bus use would be great for those recreating in the canyons. Those 322.9D
bicycling/walking in the canyon should not have to pay as their impact for canyon entrance is minimal. -
26863 Archibald, Creed I'm opposed to the gondola. The price and the visual impact are unacceptable. Please don't use tax dollars to enrich private companies. 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
27218 Archuleta, Isaiah This is another example of governmental greed. | have to pay a fee to climb a public peak this is disgusting. 32.29D
Subiject : Little Cottonwood Canyon y nuestra comunidad merecen respect! Dear Utah Department of Transportation, I'm writing to you because | believe winter 32 1.9B: 32.2 4A:
transportation in Little Cottonwood should serve all members of the public, not just those who can afford to recreate at Alta and Snowbird. | do not support a gondola 32'2'2Y: 32'2.9A1 A32.1.9B"
38790 Arellano, Alejandra because it prohibits me from having improved access to snowshoeing, walking, and enjoying nature anywhere else in Little Cottonwood Canyon during the winter. N o e A N A

A32.2.6.3C; A32.2.2l
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throughout the winter. Without exclusive support for this option, | will have no way of enjoying Little Cottonwood Canyon throughout the winter and spring seasons.
The gondola recommendation insults Latinos in Utah, Utah's communities of color, and Utah's low- income communities. They will have less access to the gondola
station and less access to Little Cottonwood Canyon. Latinos have half as much access to a car compared to White Americans and are twice as likely to rely on
public transit. But buses are only proposed as a part-time solution to enjoying the beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon. UDOT should exclusively recommend the
Enhanced Bus option with no road widening and invest in transportation hubs all over the Wasatch front, including locations centrally in West Valley City and other
west-side cities where residents of color and low- income residents live. Poor air quality diminishes public health along the Wasatch front, especially among
residents of color and low-income residents who are more exposed to air pollution than white or affluent residents. The Gondola Alternative will not take many
vehicles off Salt Lake County roads since you need a car to access the gondola stat|on to access the canyon |n a reasonable amount of time. UDOT can improve air
quality for everyone and significantly increase public health among low-income a
widening. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Alejandra Arellano

35468

Arellano, Daniel

Hello, I'm Daniel Arellano.

As an active member of our community, | stand with the community to assure there will NOT be a gondola built as an alternative means of transportation. There is a

better alternative, increasing pay to drivers. Making the bus driver career more appealing to the community so we have more applicants. Install the millions of dollars
we would spend on the gondola and place it in a pension fund for bus drivers. Ensure the safety of a career is more appealing than spending millions on a short term
solution. Please consider your community, insure your community by creating these new pensions for bus drivers. Backing our drivers will be the only solution to our
problem as a community.

My deepest regards

mi

32.2.9E

20124

Arellano, Daniel

The gondola idea is the worst option we had. It upsets me the public will have to pay millions for only two PRIVATE owned resorts to benefit from the outcome. This
true is the terrible. Improving the bus system and restricting vehicles from entering the canyon is far more valuable use of time and resources. If the gondola moves
forward the community will be destroyed and the traffic problem will not be fixed. We need to improve the bussing system, make the system more appealing to
travelers and locals. Make restrictions on vehicles entering the canyon and guiding the public to use the busing system. If that's not the answer, trains could be an
alternative option. The gondola will only destroyed the integrity of our local community.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.2K;32.2.4A

A32.2.2K

34265

Argenta, Katie

The voice of the people should win. No gondola. Stop chasing the money.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

32018

Argenta, Ryan

Gondola B is a fiscally irresponsible use of taxpayer dollars. Especially given the taxpayers themselves have spoken loud and clear that they do not want a gondola
option at all. Tolling, increased bus service (staffed by appropriately paid employees), and year round traffic management options far exceed the benefit of a
gondola not to even mention the environmental impact of such development. Not in favor.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

31630

Argyle, Larry

| paid taxes for the roads in these canyons. | shouldn't have to pay again! Only the poorer people will be prohibited from seeing the beauty of these places. What a
pity this state only cares about those who can afford it!

32.2.4A

29496

Arhart, Jane

| am a Snowbird pass holder who is NOT in favor of the gondola. | believe it will be an environmental and aesthetic disaster in the fragile and natural LCC. | would
prefer mandatory and more frequent bus service.

32.2.2B; 32.2.9A,
32.2.9E

30731

Arhart, Steven

At first | was skeptical of all the options. Now, | am totally in favor of the gondola. | believe there is a lot of misinformation that is leading people one way or another.

1. According to the Gondola Alt. B fact sheet, $335 of the $550 million is the gondola. The other costs are required base costs with nearly all alternatives. Even the
base station parking worth $56 million is a base cost whether a user will park and enter a bus or gondola.

2. Additional buses on a congested or potentially closed LCC road do not help solve the problem. More buses may not even be possible considering UTA has a
driver shortage and may have to cut winter time routes 2022/23. The gondola can be operated in more conditions, with more reliability, and fewer staff.

3. LCC has previously had a train in the canyon and most people probably do not know that or have ever witnessed any "environmental damage"” from it. When a
project is done right, it can become utilized for its purpose and in the future be decommissioned without becoming an environmental concern.

4. Gondolas are a critical piece to European mountains and movement of people. Why can't we follow their model?

32.2.9D

27300

Armitage, Shane

Please no gondola!

32.2.9E

29590

Armstrong, Ally

As a tax payer | don't want to fund a gondola that will knit serve the ski resorts. There is still a lot of traffic in the lower part of the canyon. This is fiscally
irresponsible. Use the money for a bus system.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

28017

Armstrong, Allyson

As a frequent visitor to little cottonwood canyon year round | would like to make the case to stick with enhancing the bus service. The bus service is the best option
as it allows the existing infrastructure to be utilized without adding people to the canyon. The risk of the gondola is that it in itself will become an attraction increasing

32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C;
32.2.9E

A32.2.6.3C
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visitation overall. The gondola will not service all trail heads like the enhanced bus service is. | think increasing access to busses through increased parking and
frequenting of routes while also discouraging personal drivers through high tolls the bus service could meet the safety needs of the canyon. The gondola doed not
provide access to many of the summer trailheads in the lower part of the canyon. More over there are many days weather could prevent the gondola from operating.
Adding snow sheds could help busses continue to run in the winter because of avalanches. We only get one shot at this, please do not let the ski resorts bully you
into the gondola.

35588

Armstrong, Anna

Hello!

I am a Utah voter and regularly enjoy hiking in Little Cottonwood Canyon. I'm concerned that allowing the construction of a gondola system would forever impact the
look and feel of the beautiful canyon. It is true that traffic and parking is a consistent problem in the canyon, but | firmly support exploring other alternatives. | would
be happy to pay tolls or other fees in order to use the canyon if that helped maintain and develop parking areas. Increased bus service or bus service from carpool
lots near the entrance of the canyon might also be an option.

We Utahns love our beautiful Wasatch Front and we want to keep it as unspoiled and wild as possible. Stringing a gondola system throughout the canyon would not
only be destructive in terms of the construction impact, but would also have a negative impact on the aesthetics and wildness of the canyon. Please reconsider your
plans for this transportation system and protect the natural beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon.

Thank you for your kind consideration.

Sincerely yours,

A ——

32.2.9E; 32.2.4A

34847

Armstrong, Anna

I am a Utah voter and regularly enjoy hiking in Little Cottonwood Canyon. I'm concerned that allowing the construction of a gondola system would forever impact the
look and feel of the beautiful canyon. It true that traffic and parking is a consistent problem in the canyon, but | firmly support exploring other alternatives. | would be
happy to pay tolls or other fees in order to use the canyon if that helped support developing parking areas. Increased bus service or bus service from carpool lots
near the entrance of the canyon might also be an option. We love our beautiful Wasatch Front and we want to keep it as unspoiled and wild as possible. Stringing a
gondola system throughout the canyon would not only be destructive in terms of the construction impact, but would also have a negative impact on the aesthetics
and wildness of the canyon. Please reconsider your plans for this transportation system and protect the natural beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon.

32.2.9E; 32.17A;
32.2.9A

30117

Armstrong, Beth

| am fully in favor of this important project!

32.2.9D

31249

Armstrong, Erin

| oppose this project! Do not build this project. We should be preserving our green and open spaces not ruining the land for the few interested parties who will profit
from this build. Winter/ski season is not that long in Utah. Not everyone skis. Create a toll for parking for those who want to ski in these 2 resorts, force carpooling,
increase buses during ski season when parking lots are full. There are better options then this massive financial project. Utah taxpayers do not need to be using our
tax dollars for this pie in the sky project when teachers and schools and medical professionals and arts organizations and homelessness needs are far more
important for us to focus on. Again, | vote no!

32.2.9E; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.9A; 32.1.2D

37748

Armstrong, Judson

The gondola up Little Cottonwood Canyon is an absolutely ridiculous concept that wastes tax dollars on two private businesses who are geared to profit and exploit
the deal. The parking lot at the base of the canyon will be an eyesore and create traffic/parking issues for the adjoining neighborhoods and the canyon road. | grew
up at the base of the canyon and support both resorts with business and season passes and | am completely against the gondola plan. Save our canyons, decrease
and manage season overflow of traffic the supports Utahns and locals instead of providing profit based access for out to state tourist dollars exacerbated by the lkon
and Epic passes. Support our canyons and spend tax dollars wisely.Judson Armstrong

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.6.5E

A32.2.6.5E

32960

Armstrong, Lauren

| think this sounds like a great plan! So much better than trying to drive up the canyon in the winter.

32.2.9D

27663

Armstrong, Tyler

The gondola would be a good course to take however the drilling and cost to take this course of action is heavily weighing it down. | think that the electric busses are
probably the best alternative out of the ones provided. | like the idea that people can still drive up or take the bus because public convenience is a big matter at hand
too. but with this course the money used towards taxes for the gondola could be used towards personally driving up if wanted. The cost for winter activities ie: ski
pass, gear etc is already super high, the fee to drive up the canyon would be annoying but with the busses it would provide cheaper transportation than the gondola
still leaving the option of driving up if for your reason you needed too.

32.2.9A; 32.2.3.6F

30516

Armytage, Veda

Terrific work! That is the kind of information that are supposed to be shared across the web. Shame on the seek engines for no longer positioning this post upper!
Come on over and seek advice from my site . Thanks =)

32.29D

31054

Arndt, Martha

Gondolas only serve ski resorts. They should not use taxpayers money or other subsidies for private benefit. Buses serve the whole canyon and all the users.
Please abandon the gondola and pursue buses to ease congestion.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.6.3C

A32.2.6.3C

33723

Arnett, Jessica

The impact to the wildlife and natural environment of Little Cottonwood Canyon, in addition to the nearly 1 billion dollar price tag that this will cost the taxpayers
(something that should be paid for by the ski resorts) is not worth whatever benefit that may be to those who use the ski resorts in the winter. NO on the LCC
gondola project.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E;
32.13A

A32.13A
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This gondola goes against the management plan set in place!! The intentionally vague language used so there are loop holes is not sneaky. Amend it or stop the

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;

That aside, the gondola B plan should be scrapped in its entirety. This cannot go into effect untii CONCRETE and TRANSPARENT plans are released regarding the
new bus system and parking lot plan. There needs to be a statement and full plan given out to the public regarding HOW the gondola B plan will affect the canyons.

25437 Arney, Taylor project pleaselll This is not the way!! 32.128.3220Pp | A322.9N;A32.1.28
30630 Arnold, Cole I don't want the gondola it is a very stupid idea 32.2.9E
. | do not think a very expensive Godola is needed for a problem which only exists four months out of the year. | would rather Park City connected via chair lifts or .
37720 Arnold, David godolas to both Big and Little Cottonwood Canyons. This has been talked about for over 40 years and would not be that hard or expensive to do. 322.9E;32.1.2B A32.1.2B
36235 Arnold, Doug | support Phased Implementation of the project (Gondola Phase B). Increase bus service and widening of Little Cottonwood Canyon Road (if necessary). 32.29R ﬁggggﬁr\é A32.1.2H;
37075 Arnold. Elizabeth I'm opposed to the gondola option as it is using taxpayer money to benefit only a select, privileged group on Utahns. I'd like to see more of the money being footed 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
’ by Alta and Snowbird and big corporations that stand to benefit from the gondola. 32.1.2D
| am against the current proposal of a gondola going in up little cottonwood canyon. | don't believe this would be the best solution for the canyon. I'm not for using
tax payers money to support two private ski resorts. | also believe that the majority of people will still commute up the canyon via vehicle. Where would one leave all
their belongings they would like to have during a day of skiing. | believe the lkon passes and these other passes are killing these resorts. | would rather see tolling
and use the funds to improve the canyon and preserve the existing infrastructure. Could also implement seasonal passes with a limit on them for tolling. People
visiting would have to pay to go up that canyon and help bring money into the state and our public lands. | think there needs to be better patrolling on non 4x4 32.2.2K; 32.2.2M;
34208 Arnold, Everest vehicles going into canyon when there is inclement weather. Stopping vehicles that could cause an issue with bad weather will help prevent accidents and canyon 32.2.2Y; 32.2.2PP; A32.2.2K
build up. | think there are better solutions for this issue. | think it became an issue when Ikon came out and is attracting all these people to our state for vacation but | 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
none of the infrastructure has changed to accommodate larger crowds. People coming in for vacation have plenty of options to get to the resorts. Public
transportation, private shuttle companies ie canyon transportation, and ride share companies ie uber and Iyft. If they must there is also renting a 4x4 vehicle and
having the knowledge to drive in bad conditions. | do not think a gondola is the best solution. | believe there are better solutions and ways to earn money from
travelers to help maintain the canyon and surrounding outdoor recreation.
28497 Arnold, James | don't understand why a toll road / bus option couldn't be tried first. Low initial investment, reusable infrastructure. 32.29R; 32.2.9A 225396% A32.1.2H;
37647 Arnold, Jessica z;ialztla(enoe?:ndola. This is not what the community wants. Please invest this money elsewhere - better public transportation where it matters most, saving the great 322 OF
| agree with the Catholic Church! This is a substantial amount of money to benefit the rich and not benefit the poor. It's a very huge bill to benefit a very slim amount | 32.2.7A; 32.1.2D;
37064 Arnold, Landon .
of people. | am very against the gondola. 32.2.9E
There should be no reason for a gondola in little cottonwood canyon! This will only clog up the base of the canyon more. People will be waiting for hours before 32.2.2Y; 32.2.9A;
26343 Arnold, Makalu getting to the hill. Parking would be a mess with it already being a problem. More buses and having people car pool is way better not to mention all the damage you | 32.2.9E; 32.7B;
will be doing to the canyon by putting in a gondola. 32.7C
when something makes as little sense as this gondola, it's a good time to look at who stands to make a ton of money from it and how they are involved in the
31153 amold. sarah decision-making process. | cannot believe that there is actually a proposal to completely destroy an iconic and unique in the world landscape under the guise of 322 9F
’ "public good." Who paid you off to deliver the results of your supposed impact study? The gondola is bad for Utah and Utahns in the long term because it completely -
destroys the appeal of one of our natural wonders at the behest of a greedy few. Shame on you for recommending this and shame on you if you dare implement it.
35914 Armnott, Jack If thg p_rOJect is wat_)le economlcally, then tr_\qse that benefit from it should easily be able to pay for it. As proposed it is the worst combination of socialism and 322 7A
capitalism, privatizing the gains and socializing the losses.
. There is so much possible improvement ti the bus system before a drastic decision needs to be made. Make the buses enjoyable to ride, use higher quality coach
26429 Aronstein, Tate . . o . : . ; . 32.2.9A
buses and attach ski racks to the exterior to leave the inside comfortable to ride. If the bus experience is as comfortable as a personal car we will use it.
27639 Arrowood, Becky Please do not listen to the naysayers. | have been to Switzerland and have seen them first hand. Gondolas are the way to go! 32.2.9D
26150 Arrowood, Scott | fully support the gondola option! 32.2.9D
35974 Arrowsmith, James | don't believe the taxpayers of Utah should have to pay to improve transportation to the ski resorts. Ski resorts should implement a reservation system. 32.2.7A
L No gondola! It's invasive and was proposed with the ski resorts in mind. .
35321 Arroyo, Kristi Tax payers want expanded bus services and focus on protecting the Great Salt Lake, the people, and our winters!! 32.2.9E;32.1.2B A32.1.28
25953 Arseneau, Morgan This is so unnecessary and harmful to the mountains. Please rethink!!! 32.29D
First and foremost, it is disgraceful that although the public wishes to not proceed with any gondola plan, UDOT still is pushing for this agenda. A plan that asks for
tax payer money, where the tax payers themselves do not want it, is truly disgusting.
37616 ARTEAGA, ARLYNE 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
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This plan will ultimately affect the integrity of the canyon, where it's target users will only use it for a small amount of the year. The average Salt Lake City citizen
cannot have access to the resorts for which this gondola is for. The average citizen enjoys their time outside in places that are accesible and free. Free and
accesible options for our salt lake residents helps keep them healthy physically and emotionally. Forever changing the demographics of the canyon will negatively
impact the access these residents have to the outdoors. Something that is ultimately needed for our well being. Little cottonwood canyon is one of the few areas
where residents can enjoy the outdoors in their backyard. Salt Lake City urges you to take into account the needs of the public and not the needs of the financial
stakeholders.

31020

Arthur, Bill

It is astounding that UDOT could take do long to come up with such a stupid solution. This is a transparent move to cater to the ski areas. It is a "solution" that
benefits nobody else.

32.2.9E

27384

Arthur, Cory

STOP THE GONDOLA!! This is not the long-term solution that will meet the needs of all canyon users. This solution meets only the desires of a few individuals and
corporations. Please refer to the previously submitted feedback from Save Our Canyons, which includes much more viable approaches to our collective challenges:
https://saveourcanyons.org/images/pdfs-doc/SOC_UDOT DEIS Comments 20210903 .pdf.

32.2.9E

35385

ArtlsLife 68, Syd

It will ruin the Canyon. The extra infrastructure you're going to need is worse than widening the road. The price to ride the gondola on top of ski tickets, is going to be
out of reach for most skiers. This is just about UDOT doing whatever they want. | don't know anyone that wants the Gondola.

32.2.9E

35382

ArtlsLife 68, Syd

NO GONDOLA! YOU WILL RUIN THE CANYON. PLUS WE DONT NEED MORE PEOPLE UP THERE SKIING!

32.2.9E; 32.20C

A32.20C

36546

Arvidson, Christina

To Whom It May Concern:l respectfully request that you step back from the decision you put forth and continue efforts in researching the solution for Little
Cottonwood Canyon to find a more inclusive answer with less impact than building multiple permanent structures across our beautiful canyon.This decision doesn't
solve for the entire problem. One comment | heard in response to issues with only having two stops was that the bus system also currently only stops at the resorts.
That's the point - we are trying to change that. Having only two stops is part of the traffic problem that needs consideration and it is shortsighted to not address it.
We cannot solve the traffic issue without adding a resolution for the trailheads that so many enthusiasts use.The current plan reduces the number of parking spaces
at these lots. Meanwhile, the number of backcountry users increases yearly. This trend will continue as resorts become increasingly unaffordable for many.In
addition, roadside parking will be eliminated in these areas- which | don't disagree with, because vehicles are often poorly parked and block the road. Unfortunately,
| do not see any proposed resolutions for the displaced vehicles so that the growing backcountry community can experience the beauty that brought them to live in
this incredible state. | strongly urge that you consider bus routes which include stops at these trailheads with hubs or stations where we can store shoes, etc while
out in the wilderness.l want to also address a few other items that concern me about this project.The videos were highly unclear about the distance from parking lots
to the gondola loading station. One said that the issue was resolved but the parking seems to be approximately .75mi from the loading dock. This will add a huge
barrier for those who will struggle to get there, including for those with small children or with less mobility. Having buses shuttle people is a bit of a slap in the face
since those buses could just continue right up the canyon. Where will others park when the premium lot is full? The conflict of interest in this project is completely
unavoidable. Having members from Snowbird and Alta directly involved in the decision of what happens in our beloved canyon - and having that outcome be
something that directly benefits themselves - should not be allowed. Anyone involved in either mountain should step aside from this decision because whether or not
they are willing to admit this, their affiliation with the resorts is preventing them from making an objective decision. You can call this shrewd business, but you're
ruining our landscape for a buck. Look to Yvon Chanaurd as an example of how to be a steward to your community. As an outdoor enthusiast who has enjoyed
these mountains for years, | have personal experience with the ski bus. | used to ride the bus almost everyday to Snowbird. Then the route changed and left me
stuck up the canyon for nearly a full day. | abandoned the bus because | frequently only had time for a half day of skiing so | could manage personal responsibilities.
We are so close to incredible electric technology. It has already been well published that this project will take years to begin because of the massive funding
requirements. | urge you to consider the technological advancements that will continue to take place in that time. You are measuring tomorrow's solution with today's
capabilities. Companies here in Utah are developing technology that includes recharging stations built into the road so vehicles charge as they drive. We are so
close to realizing these improvements. Please research this angle before downplaying the potential of bus improvements.Meanwhile, what is the truth about how the
gondola will be fueled? It is being touted as a clean option, but you do not mention the electricity source that will power it - COAL-fired power from RMP.Recently,
more changes to the bus schedule were announced because of driver shortages. | implore you to review the compensation package for that job and make it more
appropriate for the risk drivers take in getting buses up and down the canyon safely multiple times a day. It is 2022 in Utah, where cost of living is exponentially
greater than it was a mere 5 years ago.Please, listen to UTAH. Listen to the constituents. Do not take further steps toward the gondola without revisiting our other
options with fresh perspectives and an eye on what we will be capable of in the near future.Respectfully,Christina Arvidson

32.1.2B; 32.1.2C;
32.4B; 32.2.6.5J;
32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3F

A32.1.2B

37371

Arvidson, Jackson

Hi UDOT,

As a frequent user of LCC during all months of the year | have several
comments regarding your findings.

First & foremost LCC is an amazing natural playground with many
different types of outdoor recreation opportunities and it is awesome
that so many people want to take part in them. Like many amazing
places LCC cannot handle all the people that want to recreate all the
time.

The absolute worst traffic days are in part caused by more people

32.1.2B; 32.29R,;
32.2.2M; 32.2.2K;
32.2.6.5E; 32.2.6.5K

A32.1.2B; A32.29R;
A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S;
A32.2.2K;
A32.2.6.5E
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attempting to recreate in the canyon than the canyon can handle. Does
it make sense to spend millions on infrastructure to maximize the
number of people in the canyon when it is overcrowded and the quality
of experience is being eroded in concert with canyon conditions.

There has to be a limit- time should be spent identifying an actual

limit rather than figuring out how to move all the people up the

canyon in the shortest amount of time.

Jumping into the gondola path before exhausting all other, much less
impactful approaches seems quite foolhardy. The gondola tower
construction and visual appearance will permanently alter the canyon
for the worse. All other less impactful strategies must be
implemented prior to moving forward on this gondola project.

Many of the severe traffic events are caused by car accidents mid
canyon. Spending the money to enforce traction laws would go a long
way in preventing those mid canyon accidents that exponentially
increase canyon transit time.

There already is a bus system, which has mobility hubs miles from the
mouth of the canyon. Focusing on improving the bus experience and
penalizing single car drivers aka tolling & parking fees would go a
long way in incentivizing canyon users to ride the bus.

| would like to point out that Alta's reservation system & paid

parking strategy has certainly improved the traffic situation. |

think if snowbird adopted a similar strategy that would go a long way
to helping the situation with minimal impact.

The goal is to reduce the number of vehicles travelling in the canyon,
which in turn will alleviate the congestion at the canyon mouth, which
negatively impacts residents in those neighborhoods. | still see a
conflict if gondola access is provided by parking your car in a garage
at the mouth of the canyon.

The large drawbacks to the bus service | have witnessed are
overcrowding and unreliable service. People want to take the bus,
raising the pay wage for the drivers seems like a no brainer compared
to the cost of the gondola.

Moving onto the avalanche hazard of SR-210. | see avoiding that
hazard as the best argument for the gondola. The final EIS shows
avalanche closure through the 2017-18, | would be interested to see
those numbers through last winter. We have certainly noticed more low
elevation rain events and | wonder how long before the lower elevation
slide paths are no longer a concern due to lack of snow to create a

bed surface for avalanches to run all the way to the road. Impacts of
climate change must seriously be considered prior to full heartedly
recommending this gondola.

While | know this comment area is to specifically address the SR-210
FEIS, | would like to mention that SR-190 has a host of its own
problems that need to be addressed, most very similar to those
addressed regarding SR-210 in this FEIS. Due to the length and shape
of that canyon I'm going to wager that a gondola would not be at the
top of the list for that canyon. Buses can be rerouted to address

higher demand areas.
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Thank you for reading through my comments. Good luck!
Sincerely,

Jackson Arvidson

27919

Asbrand, Heidi

Please, please do not ruin the glory and beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon by putting massive gondola towers up and throughout. The traffic is a pain, yes, but
only for less than a month of the season, and this will not address the issue of people going up that are not skiing. It is not worth 500 million dollars of our taxpayer
money to help TWO ski resorts, when we are struggling with so many other things. What an outrageous way to spend our money. Please consider bussing or other
solutions.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

28324

Ash, Fred

If | were part of the government entity assigned to make the decision, what would | have to do? First | would need to identify the scope of the problem. Then | would
need to find out what people on all sides of the issue have been proposing to solve the problem. And then | would have to make a decision.

So the first thing | did was take my wife on a drive up the beautiful Little Cottonwood Canyon, on a cloudy Friday afternoon. We were amazed at how many cars
were parked along side the road wherever there was room to park, and in the several small parking areas, cars obviously belonging to hikers and fishermen. At the
top of the canyon there was little available parking near the ski resorts. One could only imagine what it would be like on the weekends, especially in the snow
season.

Then | started research on the traffic problem in the canyon. | learned that year-round, Little Cottonwood Canyon visitors enjoy unparalleled access to some of
Utah's greatest outdoor attractions, including hiking, climbing, skiing, snowboarding and more. Little Cottonwood Canyon alone sees "1.2 million vehicle trips into the
canyon per year. Up to 7,000 vehicles (cars, trucks and buses) go up and down Little Cottonwood Canyon per day on the busy days in the winter.

Another very important thing | learned was that skiing accounts for only about half of the canyon usage. Hikers, fishermen, and tourists account for the rest, and
from what my wife and | saw, there is not room for many more parking places along the road. It is good that UDOT favored the Gondola option over the option of
expanding the highway, which would have eliminated much, if not most, of the parking for hikers and fishermen.

But the gondola plan includes drop-off stations only at Alta and Snowbird. So, while | feel it is the better option of the two options, it is clear that it mostly benefits
workers, skiers, and visitors to the resorts. It would definitely improve traffic on the highway, with the fewest impacts and disruptions, and the ride could become an
attraction in its own right, as one person noted.

The Gondola plan is clearly an off-shoot of the problems brought into our state by those who have been doing everything they can to increase our population with
financial incentives, promises of access to our beautiful canyons, quality education, etc. It is too bad those newcomers didn't check the facts before signing in.

| like to follow the money. It is clear that no hikers or fishermen are about to get rich in this plan. But there is a coalition of individuals, stakeholders from the ski
industry, public relations firms, and real estate firms
that stand to make a ton of money.

There are some questions that should be answered:

Who will pay the bill? Whether the funding will come from state, federal or a private entity is unclear at this point, UDOT says. Funding from the State will require
approval from the Utah Legislature.

Now that UDOT has announced its choice to be the Gondola option, as the two private owned ski resorts at the top of the canyon are the only ones to be served by
the gondola, shouldn't those two ski resorts be covering most of the cost?

Is it wise to use over half a billion State or Federal dollars for such a project when that money could be better spent for public education and or other public needs?

Is it a good idea to use State dollars to cover the cost of a project clearly geared to benefit two specific private owned ski resorts next to the Salt Lake valley, not
government run businesses? Would this be an opening for our legislators to use tax dollars to improve access or other needs of other private ski resorts in the state,
north or south of the Salt Lake valley?

32.1.2B; 32.2.7A;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.9N;
32.1.2D; 32.6A

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

29244

Ash, Fred

Some Gondola Plan Comments UDOT has now accepted the Gondola plan to deal with the traffic issues in Little Cottonwood Canyon, but they have allowed some
comment time, so these are some comments on the issue, based on my research. Itis clear that there is a lot more traffic up the canyon, especially on weekends
during the skiing season, than in the past, thanks to the increase of the Wasatch Front population. But | learned that skiing accounts for only about half of the
canyon usage. Hikers, fishermen, and tourists account for the rest, and it is good that UDOT favored the Gondola option over the option of expanding the highway,
which would have eliminated much, if not most, of the parking for hikers and fishermen. Also, the gondola plan includes drop-off stations only at Alta and Snowbird.
So, while | feel it is a better option than expanding the highway, it is clear that the gondola would mostly benefit skiers, resort workers, and visitors to the two resorts.
| like to follow the money. It is clear that no hikers, fishermen, or tourists are about to get rich in this plan. But | learned that there is a coalition of individuals,
stakeholders from the ski industry, public relations firms, and real estate firms that stand to make a ton of money. Whether the funding for construction of the
gondola will come from state, federal or a private entity is unclear at this point, according to UDOT. And funding from the State will require approval from the Utah
Legislature. So there are some questions that should be answered about who will pay the bill? As the two private owned ski resorts at the top of the canyon are the
only ones to be served by the gondola, shouldn't those two ski resorts be covering most, if not all, of the cost? The gondola will definitely reduce traffic on the
highway. The highway is maintained through State and Federal funds, so it makes sense that some of the construction and maintenance of the gondola should be
covered by state funds, but the question is how much? Is it wise to use over half a billion State or Federal dollars for such a project when much of that money could
be better spent for public education and/or other essential State government funded services? Is it a good idea to use State dollars to cover the complete cost of a
project clearly geared to benefit two specific private owned ski resorts next to the Salt Lake valley, not government subsidized businesses? Would this be an
opening for our legislators to use tax dollars to improve access or other needs of other private ski resorts or other private entities in the state, north or south of the

32.2.7A; 32.1.2B;
32.1.2D
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Salt Lake valley? Once the gondola is completed, there will be maintenance responsibilities. How much of that expense will be covered by taxes, and how much will
be covered by toll fees, ticket prices, etc.? This is not a simple issue.  Sincerely, Fred Ash Legislative Chair of the URSEA

30047

Ash, Fred

| like what | have read above about the plans. My only concern at this point is who pays the bill. As the main beneficiaries of the whole process are the two privately
owned ski resorts, their employees and visitors, those two ski resorts should be covering a big portion of the construction and maintenance costs.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9D

32793

Ash, James

You forget to note wind as a reliability issue to the gondola. Additionally nothing is mentioned about improving access to no resort recreation. You all note how this is
meant to reduce traffic up the canyons but you fail to address the full problem at hand. Why are you trying to spend ridiculous amounts of funds for a non common
sense solution. Toll and an enhanced bus system would systemically shift the supply and demand function going up the canyon. The tolls could pay for the improved
buses. Additionally this allows stops up the canyon for individuals who cannot afford a resort pass or do not go to resorts. Honestly it seems like the resorts are the
ones in charge of these government institutions. Crazy how spending hundreds of millions of tax payer dollars for giant corporations just to be able to squeeze and
additional soul buying a day pass into their shareholder returns.

32.2.6.5K; 32.1.2B;
32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C

A32.1.2B;
A32.2.6.3C

35013

ASHBY, BEVERLY

The gondola is a terrible idea. There are better less expensive options. | have been a skier at Snowbird for decades and | do not support the gondola!

32.2.9E

28055

Ashby, Chris

Please don't build the gondola.

32.2.9E

27089

Ashby, Evan

| don't like the idea of adding a gondola to the canyon. | believe instead of relieving the congestion and pollution from tourism it will bring more people from out of
state to visit the attraction. It will not only affect Cottonwood canyon it will increase the housing prices, gas prices, pollution in salt lake, and traffic in the valley.

32.2.9E; 32.20A;
32.20C

A32.20A; A32.20C

26689

Ashby, Karson

| strongly disapprove of the decision of UDOT to encourage the dismantling of democracy by ignoring the voices of thousands of concerned citizens across the
Wasatch front who oppose the implementation of a publicly funded project to benefit two private ski resorts. The people of the Wasatch Front have spoken up
against this gondola yet, the project has still not been stopped in it's tracks. | do not and will not support a project of this caliber to ever be implemented against the
will of thousands of Utahns. Deplorable.

32.1.2B; 32.6A;
32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

27944

Ashby, Tamra

Why is the gondola being paid for with public funds when it's only stops are private ski resorts? | do not support paying for this with public funds. The ski resorts
should be paying for this or it should not be happening at all. On top of using public funds, which is wrong, it permanently destroys the land and our views for those
of us who use the canyon for purposes other than skiing, yet again the only benefit appears to be to the private ski resorts.

32.2.7A

35164

Ashcroft, Colby

Dear UDOT,

Thank you for accepting public comments on the Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS and Draft Record of
Decision. As a resident of Salt Lake County and a frequent user of Little Cottonwood Canyon during all
seasons of the year, | would like to express my opposition to the preferred alternative, which includes
construction of a gondola from a base station near the mouth of Little Cottonwood Canyon to it its
terminus at Alta, Utah. | also oppose any alternative that would widen the road in canyon. Prior to
implementing either of these alternatives, UDOT should work with local communities, Alta and
Snowbird ski resorts, the U.S. Forest Service, and non-governmental organizations representing a variety
of users to implement prudent and cost effective measures that specifically address traffic and safety
issues. As part of any solution, UDOT should move forward with construction of snow sheds, improved
shoulders with bike lanes, restrictions on road side parking, and trailhead improvements. Regarding the
preferred alternative, | urge you to consider the following:

1) Local Input should be a primary factor taken into consideration in the decision-making

process. While Alta and Snowbird are destination resorts, year-around traffic congestion in Little
Cottonwood Canyon is primarily the result of local use. Residents of Salt Lake County are the

primary users of Little Cottonwood Canyon and are disproportionately impacted by UDOT's

decision. The majority of residents in the County have also expressed clear and unequivocal
opposition to the construction of the gondola. Cottonwood Heights, Sandy City, Salt Lake City,

and Salt Lake County have passed resolutions opposing the project. Not a single community in

Salt Lake County has voiced support the gondola. It would be inconsistent with Utah values for

UDOT to approve the gondola when it directly contradicts the will of local residents who are the
primary users of the canyon are disproportionately impacted by current traffic problems.

2) The gondola does not benefit all canyon users. Any transportation solution adopted should

benefit all recreation users and provide year-round benefit. A gondola that transports people

directly to Snowbird and Alta harms rather than benefits climbers, back country skiers, cyclists,

hikers and other users. While other aspects of UDOTs preferred alternative (e.g., improved

parking at trailheads and snowsheds) would have broad public benefit, the gondola only

addressed the needs of a limited number of resort skiers. Of particular concern, construction of

a gondola does not provide access to a single trailhead in the canyon or address traffic

associated summer and winter recreation use of areas such as Lisa Falls and White Pine

trailhead, which provides access to the White Pine, Red Pine, Maybird, and Hogum drainages.

3) The cost of the gondola outweighs benefits and should be not be covered by tax payers. The

32.2.9B; 32.2.9E;
32.1.5D; 32.2.9N;
32.4B; 32.2.6.5G;
32.2.7F; 32.1.2B;
32.1.41; 32.2.3A,
32.2.4A

A32.2.9N; A32.2.7F;
A32.2.7C; A32.1.2B
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estimated cost for construction of the gondola is approximately $550 million. Given the current
labor market, supply chain issues, and inflation, these costs are likely an underestimate. Prior to
making any decision UDOT should update its cost estimates to account for changed conditions.
Utah tax payers should not shoulder the cost of a gondola, especially when traffic issues are
primarily limited to morning and evening hours on powder days, weekends and holidays days
during peak ski season. The costs are of the gondola area unreasonable given that the primary
concern is traffic jams that occur approximately 120 hours per year (2 hours in the morning and

two hours in the evening 30 days per year). This money should be used to address more
pressing transportation or public service needs.

UDOT should also recognize that the primary beneficiaries of the gondola are two for profit
corporations operating on public lands and a demographic that primarily includes white upper-
class skiers. As prices for equipment, parking, lift tickets, and amenities continue to increase, the
ski industry is pricing out middle-class families. While the State of Utah, and specifically Salt Lake
County, are becoming increasingly diverse, the ski industry is becoming more exclusive.
Statistically, less than 4 percent of the U.S. population skis. Diverse and low-income
communities should not subsidize a project that provides no direct public benefit. The cost

should also not be shouldered by residents of Salt County residents that oppose the project.

4) There is no evidence that skiers will use the gondola. UTA officials collect demographic data,
including ethnicities and income levels of riders. This information is relevant when estimating
ridership of the proposed gondola.

According to 2020 census data, Salt Lake County is 87.1% white; 18.8% Hispanic or Latino; 4.6%
Asian; 2.2% Black; 1.8% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander; and 1.4% Native American or Native
Alaskan.

In 2022, according to UTA:

OCY Minorities make up 25.9% of all riders and 31% are low-income riders.

OCY Minorities make up 27.4% of fixed bus route riders, 30.3% of TRAX riders and 16.9% of
commuter rail riders.

OCY Low-income riders make up 48.1% of fixed bus route riders, 35.6% of TRAX riders and 26.3%
of commuter rail riders.

The data above clearly shows that the primary users of mass transit systems are low-income and
minority populations. As previously discussed, there is a significant diversity gap in the
snowsports industry, where it is estimated that Hispanics make up only 6 percent of skiers and
cost barriers prohibit low-income individuals and families from skiing (especially at Alta and
Snowbird). Based on demographics data and mass transit statistics, it unreasonable to expect
that white upper-class individuals and families would use the gondola. Some of the pragmatic
reasons that most resort patrons would continue to drive rather than use the gondola include:
OCyY Commute times associated with the gondola would exceed transportation times associated
with vehicle travel, and commute times matter. UDOT has underestimated the door-to-door

time and inconvenience it would take to reach resorts via the gondola when adding in

driving times to transportation hubs, transfers (with ski equipment in hand), wait times, and
connections (which could include mandatory transfer to buses prior to reaching the gondola

base station from dispersed transportation hubs). Even with vehicle traffic, most resort

patrons will opt for a shorter uninterrupted commute in the intimacy and privacy of their

own car. Weekday skiers not affected by traffic or parking issues will also choose to drive

rather than ride the gondola. Monday through Friday skiers are more likely to ski flexible

and reduced hours that align with school or work schedules and are also focused on

minimizing commute times.

OCY Skiers value the convenience of keeping extra equipment and clothing in their vehicles.
Nearly every skier will add or shed layers during the day as temperatures fluctuate.

Oftentimes skiers will change skis or equipment (such as goggle lens or sunglasses)

depending on conditions. Skiers using the gondola will forego these conveniences or be

forced to pay exorbitant costs of resort locker facilities, which are currently limited.

Oftentimes season locker rentals exceed the cost of season passes.

OCY Tailgating is as synonymous with the skiing experience. Those using the gondola would forgo
this tradition and be forced to take lunch breaks in already overcrowded lodges and pay for
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expensive ski resort food.

Even with efforts to incentivize use of the gondola, it should be recognized that skiers that can
afford the price of lofty lift tickets can likely absorb the costs of tolling. In fact, many users are
already accustomed to paid parking, which is becoming an industry norm. Additionally, the
costs of paying a toll or parking fee would likely be less than the costs of the gondola, locker
rentals, and purchase of resort food. Demographical information, costs, and inconveniences
indicate that UDOT will have difficult achieving its goal of reducing canyon traffic by 30 percent
through alternative transportation such as the gondola as long as vehicles are allowed in the
canyon.

5) Before approving the gondola UDOT should adopt common sense and cost effective
transportation solutions. Local and county governments, non-profit organizations, and
interested citizens have identified a long-list of conservative, measured, cost-effective, and
reasonable transportation solutions that should be implemented before approving the gondola.
These solutions include, tolling, paid parking, ride share programs, increased busing,
enforcement of chain and vehicle restrictions, limiting the number of vehicles in the canyon to
available parking, minimizing road side parking, and construction of snowsheds. To date, few if
any of these solutions have been implemented with any consistency. Before degrading the
world class scenery of Little Cottonwood Canyon, UDOT should work ski resorts, local
governments, and interested organizations to implement measures that could have an
immediate impact on traffic and canyon safety.

6) Traffic does not deter weekend skiers. Despite that fact that Utah and Colorado are known to
have the world's worst ski traffic, they remain popular ski destinations because of terrain,
conditions, and location. In fact, there is no indication that increases in traffic has or will result

in a decline in ski resort use or impact the multi-billion-dollar ski industry. Traffic jams caused by
weather and poorly designed roads are in fact an expectation for most skiers. Because skiing is
entirely an optional extra-curricular activity, individuals can choose whether they are willing to
accept the inconvenience of traffic, which is part of the skiing experience. Just as people expect
to encounter crowds in America's most visited National Parks during peak summer season, they
expect longer than average travel times during snow events and on weekends during peak ski
season. Reducing traffic to resorts caused from increased tickets sales should not be a primary
consideration in UDOT's decision.

7) The gondola will degrade the world class scenery of Little Cottonwood Canyon. Because of its
steep, rugged, and unforgiving topography, portions of Little Cottonwood Canyon remain largely
undeveloped. In the lower- to mid-canyon, the Lone Peak and Twin Peak Wilderness Areas
provide protection for scenic, geologic, biological, and recreational resources. Construction of a

gondola would significantly alter the viewshed of the canyon. The greatest impacts would be to
those recreating in or near the Wilderness Areas, including those using the White Pine trailhead.
8) UDOT must consider the impacts of its decision on neighboring highway 190 in Big
Cottonwood Canyon and the cumulative impacts of multiple fee proposals. UDOTs response to
comments on the DEIS asserts that that the cumulative impact analysis considers impacts to
neighboring Big Cottonwood Canyon; however, the EIS fails to take a "hard look," at these
impacts. UDOT should conduct additional studies to determine how tolling and the gondola
would change visitor use patterns.

Of specific concern, hidden within the EIS, there is limited information regarding UDOT's plans
to introduce tolling as a mechanism for incentivizing use of the gondola and managing impacts
to neighboring Big Cottonwood Canyon (i.e. UDOT has stated that if a toll is instituted it Little
Cottonwood Canyon it would also have be instituted in Big Cottonwood Canyon). Just recently,
UDOT has begun to publicly discuss tolling proposal (featured in multiple new articles), but has
admitted that "the exact details of potential are yet to be determined.," UDOT's tolling proposal
is a cumulative action that is inseparably connected from other canyon transportation solutions
and is critical for determining whether the preferred alternative would meet UDOT's purpose
and need. Additional details must be incorporated into the range of alternatives regarding
UDOQOT's tolling proposal in order to adequately understand whether construction of the gondola
would actually have an impact on traffic.

Additionally, since publication of UDOT's final EIS, the U.S. Forest Service has announced its
intent to begin charging fees at multiple trailheads and facilities across the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache
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National Forest, including in Big and Little Cottonwood Canyon. Options could include individual
site fees or an annual pass that provides users with access to recreation sites and facilities
across the forest. This too is a cumulative impact that must be considered in UDOT's EIS. UDOT
must consider how Forest Service fees, ski resort parking fees, and UDOT tolling would work
together (i.e., would visitors be expected to purchase a Forest Service annual pass, pay UDOTs
daily toll, and reserve paid resort parking). Prior to implementing any decision, the EIS must
consider how these fees would change visitor patterns, disperse use to adjacent canyons, and
impact diverse and low-income communities.

9) The EIS should disclose Alta and Snowbird's interests in the project and whether the decision
has any connection to Utah's Olympic proposal. Prior to the 2002 Salt Lake City olympics the
State of Utah agreed that no events would be held in Little Cottonwood Canyon due to public
safety, traffic congestion, and parking limitations. The State successfully hosted the games
without using facilities at either Alta or Snowbird, two of State's flagship resorts. As the state
prepares to host the games again in either 2030 or 2034, it should again exclude Snowbird and
Alta as host venues. This commitment would provide the public with assurance that there is no
hidden agenda and that the construction of the gondola is no way connected with Utah's desire
to host another Olympic games.

The EIS must also recognize the ski resorts roles and interests in project. Since publication of the
Final EIS, the public has learned that Snowbird purchased that land that would be used for the
gondola base station under the name of "LLC Base Property.," This would potentially require the
state to rent or purchase the land on which the gondolas base station would sits from the
primary beneficiary. The public must know the details and costs of any transactions or

agreements between UDOT and Snowbird for use of the base and terminal facilities. The public
has also learned that Gondola Works, the primary group behind public advocacy for the

gondola, is backed and was started by Snowbird. Without disclosure of this information concern
the public rightly remains skeptical regarding closed door agreements and whether industry has
inappropriately had influence on the preferred alternative.

10) UDOT has not adequately considered the impacts of widening Wasatch Blvd on cyclists.
Wasatch Boulevard is not a highway and should not be used as one. It is road that provides
access to residential neighborhoods in Cottonwood Heights, Sandy, and Draper and is used year-
round by hundreds of cyclists per day. Cyclists and drivers have accepted Wasatch Boulevard as
a multi-modal transportation corridor that provides sweeping and views of the surrounding
mountains and Salt Lake Valley, access to canyons, and connections to trail systems (e.g.,
Parleys and Corner Canyon). Expansion of Wasatch Blvd would result in increased traffic and
speeds and create unsafe conditions for cyclists. The addition of bike lanes to an upgraded road
will not mitigate these issues and would substantially alter the character of this area. Urban
cyclists prefer low volume residential roads with reduced speeds. UDOT should consider an
entirely separate paralleling cycling boulevard if expansion of Wasatch Boulevard is part of its
decision.

11) UDOTs final decision should address parking issues in upper Little Cottonwood Canyon. Since
UDOT initiated its EIS process tensions between Alta Ski Lifts Company and backcountry users in
Little Cottonwood Canyon has increased. Alta owns and maintains nearly all parking in the upper
Little Cottonwood Canyon and has instituted paid parking policies to preserve its parking for ski
resort patrons. This decision has disproportionately impacted public use of National Forest
system lands outside of resort boundaries. Currently there is no wintertime public parking in

Little Cottonwood Canyon for non-ski resort patrons. Construction of the gondola would not
address this issue because backcountry users frequently access the canyon during early morning
or evening hours (5:30-8:30 AM) but have nowhere to park under Alta's current policy. In its
efforts to identify transportation solutions that benefit all canyon users, UDOT should work with
the Forest Service, Alta, and backcountry users to find fair and amicable solutions to existing
parking problems.

12) UDOT has inappropriate dismissed reasonable alternatives from analysis. Within the EIS UDOT
dismisses several alternatives from analysis that are reasonable and should be analyzed in

detail. Specifically, UDOT dismissed limiting the total number of skiers or having a reservation
system as a solution to limiting traffic congestion. UDOT states that it does not have the

authority to ban certain ski passes, charge more for lift tickets or parking, add more or reduce
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parking at the ski resorts, or limit the number of visitors at private businesses. Additionally,

UDOT asserts that because S.R. 210 is a public road, UDOT does not have the ability to close the
road to public travel except as a result of accidents, emergencies, or extreme weather

conditions, or authority to change a private business's operating hours.

UDOTs rationale for dismissing these alternatives is not consistent with CEQ NEPA guidance.
According to CEQ's 40 most asked questions 2a and 2b, and agency must consider all reasonable
alternatives, even if those alternatives are outside of an agency's authority or jurisdiction. In
addition to being inconsistent with CEQ regulations and existing case law, UDOTs rationale for
dismissing these alternatives is a logical fallacy. The most obvious way to reduce canyon traffic,

even during morning and evening hours, is limiting the number of vehicles in the canyon at a

given time. Reducing the number of skiers through capping ticket sales or limiting the number of
vehicles in the canyon to available parking is a reasonable, clear, and obvious solution to traffic

and safety problems. Any assertion that these measure would not reduce traffic, even during

peak hours, fails the test of reason, especially when similar measures have been successfully
employed at other popular recreation destinations, including national parks and ski resorts
throughout the country. Further, this assertion does not comport with the fact that in recent

years UDOT has temporarily closed both Big and Little Cottonwood Canyons when parking lots

are at capacity.

"In determining the scope of alternatives to be considered, the emphasis is on what is

'reasonable’ rather than on whether the proponent or applicant likes or is itself capable of

carrying out a particular alternative. Reasonable alternatives include those that are practical or
feasible from the technical and economic standpoint and using common sense, rather than

simply desirable from the standpoint of the applicant.,"

Before approving construction of a gondola opposed by locals and at the expense of tax payers,
UDOT must consider an alternative that would limit the number of vehicles in the canyon and

limit ski resort tickets sales. While this alternative may be undesirable from the applicant's
standpoint (either UDOT or the ski resorts) it is possible to create an alternative that 1)

preserves and improves skier experiences; 2) allow for equitable access and sustainable use of

the canyon; 3) provides reasonable economic opportunity for private business operating in the
canyon; and 4) mitigates traffic congestion and safety concerns. Finally, as previously

mentioned, skiing is entirely a discretionary extracurricular activity. Individuals that

disinterested in dealing with morning and evening traffic can select to ski on alternative days,

during alternative hours, or at alternative areas with no actual repercussion.

Thank you again for your efforts to include the public in the decision-making process. While NEPA does
not require that that UDOT accepts the will of the people, | urge you to consider listen to local voices
and those that most frequently use the canyon who have almost unanimously voiced opposition to the
construction of a gondola as a reasonable transportation solution.

When all is said and done, this project is driven by the "need" to deliver a large number of skiers to Alta and Snowbird immediately following a storm. In that sense, it

is driven by a tiny fraction of the population for a tiny fraction of the time. In exchange, the rest of the community will be burdened with economic costs, visual blight,
and environmental degradation every day of the year.

The analysis itself is premised on traffic congestion times projected for 2050. Does anyone seriously believe that we can project traffic congestion times in 20507

32.1.2B; 32.1.4B;

33831 Ashcroft, Peter Building on that dubious foundation, the analysis assumes that those people in cars will stop driving cars so that they can ride the gondola. If 100 years of adding 322 4A A32.1.2B
freeway lanes have taught us anything, it is that congestion reduction claims are inevitably exaggerated. If the gondola is built, | confidently predict that episodic -
road congestion will persist.
UDOT builds things. That's the only tool they have in the box. Asking UDOT what should be built precludes adequate consideration of alternatives that do not
involve building things.
. | personally have grown up in that canyon , | don't want to see it over ran and destroyed by a tourist attraction, leave the canyon the way it is. | am NOT supporting
31259 Ashe, Alexis RNy . X . ) . 32.2.9E
this , it just kills me knowing some people want to destroy Utah's natural beauty for their own entertainment.
31403 Ashton, Cortlund | belive that UDOT got it right in recommending the gondola option - The EIS was also appropriate and on point. 32.2.9D
25909 Ashton, Lauren The voices of Utahns have been ignored as per usual in this state. We do not want the gondola. As a life long citizen, | am absolutely opposed to the gondola. We 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B: A32.2.9N

have been vocal. You have not listened. You are ruining our precious canyons. Shame on you. | am beyond disgusted at this decision.

32.2.9N
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| spend at least once a week, every week in LCC, climbing, hiking, bouldering, and skiing. When the roads are closed due to snow, | do not wish that | could get up
to the resort, | instead hope that the roads will be safely cleared and that no one gets hurt or dies. If the roads were closed, | would never ever get in a gondola. |
would have the good sense to stay home. Using the thought process that the gondola will help provide access to the ski resorts when the road is closed is faulty at

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;

36673 Ashton, Michelle best and deadly at worst. Continued avalanche control, better maintenance, and thoughtful snow breaks are the way to ensure that the roads are not closed during 322 9A 32.2 4A
ski season. Increased bus service all year around would help instill a practice of using the bus thus alleviating so many cars in the canyon during certain parts of the e T
year. | would also be happy to pay or toll or get a pass to access the canyon. Having traveled all over to ski, | can say that | have first hand experienced expensive
projects that were created to get people to ski resorts that are not used to their full capacity and create a huge financial burden on future generations.
| have been _ for a decade, and | am commenting on behalf of myself_ Alta Lodge, a long-
standing business in the Alta community. A gondola is not the best solution to improve transportation-related safety, reliability, and mobility for all users on S.R. 210,
nor does it have minimal environmental impact. The only users that would benefit from a gondola are day skiers to the ski resorts. The gondola solution excludes all
summer users, lodging guests, hikers, bikers, backcountry skiers, residents, and employees who work a schedule that doesn't align with ski area operating hours.
Without seeing the data, | am assuming you are actually excluding a majority of 210 users, thus undermining your goal, at great cost to taxpayers, most of whom
probably would not use the gondola. You have also omitted a pivotal goal that must be considered for the long-term preservation of Little Cottonwood Canyon: we
should determine a carrying capacity for the canyon and use the data to direct this hugely impactful decision. Mike Maughan himself has said many times that Alta's
priority is to manage demand, not cram as many people into our ski area as possible. A gondola is not going to allow us to manage demand-it would cram as many | 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
people as possible into our canyon, as fast as possible. This is not a sustainable solution to ensure the long-term health of our canyon, our watershed, our 32.2.4A; 32.2.2K; A32.12B: A32.2 2K:
33514 Askins. Maren communities, and our recreation.l, with many others, believe there are other credible solutions to be considered before a gondola, which come at significantly lower | 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9A; A32-2.9R',A32 '1 2H
’ monetary and environmental costs and manage demand within our canyon, while also serving a greater majority of 210 users. We have already seen the benefits of | 32.2.9E; 32.2.9K; A32-2 68’ DR
reservations-based ski resort parking on our traffic and parking situation. Tolling is another cheap and effective solution to mitigate traffic and parking. Continued 32.7C; 32.20B; -
parking control and tolling alone could probably solve our traffic problems, at low cost and minimal environmental impact. Increased year-round bus service would 32.29R
also improve traffic, at low cost and environmental impact. Safety is a concern that should be addressed and can be improved without a gondola. Snow sheds
should be considered for the road, regardless of what other transportation solutions are decided upon. These are the phased solutions you are already proposing,
and | believe they are enough, without needing to escalate to building a gondola. A permanent, expensive gondola that does not meet the needs of a majority of 210
users is far from the best solution for Little Cottonwood Canyon, especially when it sits idle for more than half the year. The traffic problems it addresses-primarily
the "red snake"-happen maybe 20 days out of the year. Let's start small and stay small, with cheaper, less impactful solutions that will ultimately be more effective.
Continue parking regulation, introduce tolling, and increase bus service. Let's also better understand the carrying capacity of Little Cottonwood Canyon and make
our decisions with that in mind, so that we can live in and enjoy our canyon for many years to come.
29587 Astie, Romain | do not approve o_f the current plan to_ build a gondola ?n Little Cottonwood Canyor_m. A solution featuring only increased bus service, and no gondola, is vastly 32.2.9A: 32.2.9E
preferable for environmental, economic, and preservation reasons. Please reconsider your proposal, and do not build the gondola as proposed.
26888 Astill. Forest As a homegrown Utah resident. This plan is despicable. It is solely for the profit of corporations not for the ease of traffic OR more importantly the lessening of 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32 1 2B
’ carbon emissions in our state. UDOT needs to revise its planning and prioritize the well-being of our environment and its residents. NOT corporate interests. 32.10A Y
| think the idea of putting a gondola up Little Cottonwood Canyon is absolutely wrong. This will ruin so many beloved climbing routes, will cost an absurd amount of
26822 Astill Sarah money and will lessen the experience of anyone who is enjoying Little Cottonwood canyon in anyway. Not to mention it's a horrendous eye sore and will only cause | 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B
’ traffic elsewhere instead of in the canyon itself. On top of that, if it does happen, | know plenty of locals who care about this matter will boycott the gondola making it | 32.4B o
utterly pointless.
. | do not feel a gondola would be flexible or inclusive strategy for traffic concerns in the cottonwood canyons. | think a more viable solution would not include
32724 Astin, Annette . . . - . o ) o 32.2.9E
permanent installations of any kind and would also allow for more flexibility as technologies and traffic innovations are part of a forward thinking people.
30672 Astin, James }[/‘;/rr;?/biz ?dggndola considered a priority. Little Cottonwood Canyon is only crowded on powder days of which we have fewer each year. Taxpayers shouldn't fund this 32.2.9E: 32.1.2B A32.12B
| do not want the gondola built!! As a Ut native growing up skiing it makes me sad to not be able to ski any more because | have been priced out and can no longer
37519 Astin, Lisa afford it. It has become a recreational sport for the wealthy and now you want me to pay for people who can afford to ski to have a gondola built for them at my 32.2.9E
expense. What happened to looking out for the locals. It all comes down to greed!
The Gondola proposal is something that should be scrapped. There are other less costly ways to reduce traffic in the canyon. The Gondola only benefits very few 322 9E: 32.2.7A:
27771 Astin, Lorin people. If the ski resorts want this they should be the ones footing the bill not the tax payors of Utah. This is an issue that should be placed on the ballot and the 32.2'9N, B A32.2.9N
legislator [legislature] should not be the ones to determine if the Gondola should be built. -
32301 Atencio, Geno | am totally against the proposed gondola as many other Sandy residents are. Please Stop!! 32.2.9E
25661 Atkin, Tammie I'mam _opposed to the gondola. It will r'uiq t_he canyon and it's maje_stic bea_uty. It is meat for a s_mallll population of skiers of which | am one. This hardly seems fair to 32.2.9E: 32.2.4A
people in rural Utah or others who don't visit the canyon. The cost is exorbitant and cannot be justified. | am completely opposed to it!
31925 Atkin, Tammie No gondola 32.2.9E
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35567

Atkinson, Aaron

Recognizing bus drivers are limited, even the transition plan to the pre-determined and business-aligned gondola is fraught with ineptitude and troubles. There
would be less resistance and impact with a train that would and could more easily tie into existing UTA infrastructure. The gondola is a proposal pushed by ski-
centric marketing that can't see other options as more aligned and viable with local use and interests that service more than the ski resorts.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D

31384

Atkinson, Brandon

| personally like the gondola option. | don't think we need to add to the roadway construction that is always happening in Utah. It will only make the issue with traffic
in the canyon worse. | also feel like the gondola option provides an additional recreation or activity that is provided to the public to view the canyon with out adding to
the traffic. It will also allow for safer travel when trying to access the canyon in snowy conditions.

32.2.9D

31388

Atkinson, Colleen

This seems to be a thoughtful, balanced solution. It allows Rogers's and keeps our canyons accessible and beautiful.

32.2.9D

32230

Atkinson, Dan

| am opposed and have many concerns but of the concerns that | have, there are 3 fundamental issues that | want to address:

1- All of the proposed ideas should be voted on by the public and the decision should not be solely up to the Department of Transportation or a council From the
Department of Transportation. This is a major event that affects much of the public including cities, counties and we the people. This should be up to the public to
vote to make the decision on where or when this happens or if it happens.

2 - My understanding that the amount disclosed in the study for the total cost could end up exceeding one billion dollars. | am opposed to not having a cap on the
total amount that will be spent, including additional charges that may be found or needed or additional funds that may be needed at a later time to complete the
project. | don't think it is fair to the public to not have a total or cap amount and not have to come back later and ask for more funds.

3 - I don't feel that the justification for this whole project represents the amount of need from the public. | feel that there is a very small percentage of people that this
would even have a benefit for using the Canyon and the transportation up to the Canyon. | don't think that all the public as a whole should be paying for all of this.
There is a great number of people paying a big price in comparison to the small amount of public that uses it. | feel that nothing is perfect and that sometimes you
may have closures due to snow or condition and other conditions and that it's ok for people that use the Canyon and the recreation associated with it to have an
understanding that there are inherent risks for using that area and that things can happen that affect the transportation such as delays and weather.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
32.2.7A; 32.1.2B;
32.1.2D

A32.2.9N; A32.1.2B

28564

Atkinson, Julynne

I would like to voice OPPOSITION to UDOT's decision to implement a gondola for Little Cottonwood Canyon.

| am opposed to this decision for the following reasons:

1. There are many more effective and less expensive options like shuttles buses, minimum occupancy for vechicles, and parking reservations.

2. The gondola does not allow access to the whole canyon, only Snowbird and Alta Resorts.

3. The cost is exorbitant to build. The cost to use the gondola is expensive and is not proven that people will use it.

4. This project benefits private enterprise and only a very small percentage of Salt Lake County citizens.

5. The gondola would change the natural beauty of the canyon.

| am asking you to reverse your decision to build a gondola. Listen to all the citizens of Salt Lake County, not just a select few. Do not take drastic measuress with
our natural landscape that cannot be reversed once they are implemented. Also, do not use taxpayer's money for this project.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
32.2.2B; 32.2.2K;
32.2.2Y; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.7A

A32.2.9N; A32.2.2K

26093

Atkinson, Katie

No Gondola for our Canyons. Please explore other options like clean busses.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP

37918

Atkinson, Thomas

With only a limited number of days (10 or so) when the canyon is at capacity for driving and parking at the ski resorts, | feel the gondola will be under used and a
waste of resources.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

35113

Atkinson, Wendy

| think the gondola could be a good idea. My concern is who should pay for it. It seems it will be used for a specific group and not for the whole of the state of Utah. If
it was funded by private or by those who benefit most, then | would be for it. It's a very expensive price tag to put on taxpayers.

32.2.9D; 32.2.7A

26643

Attebury, Bailey

This is stupid. How are you not seeing/considering the immense amount of disturbance and inconvenience you will be causing these people who have lived there in
peace? Use your damn brain cells

32.29D

26135

Atwood, Jacob

Please don't install the Gondola as it will not improve traffic in the canyon and environmentally it will worsen the already impacted area.

32.2.9E; 32.7C

27457

Aubrey, Devon

The decision to build a gondola before exhausting simpler options is asanine. | have an adventure tourism business here in Utah and | and my customers enjoy the
canyons all year long and I'm in favor of installing a tollbooth at the mouth of the canyon. It would help reduce canyon traffic while providing much needed funding
for the Forest Service and the state to update and maintain infrastructure in the canyon. I've worked at ski resorts most of my adult life and know that lifts and
gondolas never work all the time. A gondola is not a fix all answer and will come with its own problems. As soon as people realize that it will have holds and delays
and have maintenance issues, they will stop using it and go back to driving up the canyon and we'll be back at the beginning with a huge gondola and bill to build it
with hardly anyone using it. Who is to stay that people will even use the gondola in the way that the organizers expect. A tollbooth would force everyone that wants
to use the canyon to pay to go up. Paying to go up the canyon and having to pay for parking at the ski resorts and at trailheads would help reduce traffic and protect
the beauty of the canyon, scenic views, and the wildlife. Let's please consider other far cheaper and more environmentally friendly options. Thank you for giving us
the option to comment.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2Y

26030

Auchincloss, Sarah

How could this happen?! At least make Alta & Snowbird pay for the gondola. 70% of canyon use is NOT for resort skiing.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E;
32.1.2B

A32.1.2B
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36251

Audia, Francesca

As a frequent user of Little Cottonwood Canyon for resort skiing, backcountry skiing, trail running, and hiking, | firmly believe we need a transportation alternative to
private vehicles. However, | am disappointed with UDOT's choice of the gondola as the preferred transportation alternative in Little Cottonwood Canyon. While there
is no perfect solution, implementing a gondola at an estimated cost of half a billion dollars (presumably with major taxpayer funding) that financially benefits two
private companies, and that there is major public backlash against, does not strike me as the best solution.

One of my concerns is that the proposed solution is short-sighted. If one of the goals is to improve safety, why not operate the proposed solution year-round?
Regularly on weekends, trailhead parking lots fill up and people park up to a half mile from the trailhead on the road, creating a dangerous situation for pedestrians
and drivers. Furthermore, given the long time horizon in implementing the gondola and Utah's warming climate and shrinking Great Salt Lake, realistically, what will
Utah's ski demand look like when the gondola is finally running?

The travel time of the proposed gondola solution is almost 1.5 times that of driving a personal vehicle. Even with the addition of tolling, there are many people who
would prefer to drive a vehicle in exchange for a shorter commute. We've seen that with paid parking at ski resorts; they still fill up every weekend, despite buses
offering a cheaper ride.

Last, the construction of a gondola will permanently scar Little Cottonwood Canyon.

| appreciate that UDOT is considering a phased implementation plan with enhanced bussing, but at the same time, with UDOT's recent announcement of reduced
bus service to the canyons, | question how serious UDOT is about this.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5F;
32.2.2E; 32.1.2F

34927

Augade, Deidra

Please do not approve this gondola. I'm a lifelong Sandy resident and this will not solve the transportation problems in the canyon and will absolutely destroy our
canyon and surrounding areas. This is big business coming in and disregarding what is best for the people who live here. Please, let's figure out another option!!

32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP

35300

Augade, Steve

DO NOT BUILD A GONDOLAI!!! | support a hybrid of snow sheds and enhanced transit and even a toll gate if we can avoid the incredible high cost and eye sore if a
gondola. This gondola will go down in history as even a bigger failure and waste of tax payer money than the Great Salt Lake pumps.

32.2.9A; 32.2.09E

33941

Augason, Emily

While change is inevitable, this is not the solution. | grew up climbing this canyon as well as visiting snowbird. We have a time share at snowbird and live in sandy.
Who says world class skiing is more important than world class climbing? That's simply and opinion. Think of other options: local annual passes allowing entry to the
canyon, limited weekly entry, etc. there are options that don't affect the beauty of the canyon. It's world class for a reason and adding easier access for the public

ruins that. Look at national parks- preserving the land while allowing people to experience it. Controlling the amount of people will in turn keep the canyon preserved.

32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9E; 32.4B

A32.1.2B

26681

Aune, Elsa

The gondola for LCC would just get more people up the canyon, it doesn't solve the original traffic problem, there for not helping air quality either. The gondola is
going to be built with tax payer dollars and those same Tex payers won't be able to afford to take the gondola up. It's a pay to play scenario and only benefits the
government and the super wealthy. Saving LCC from to many people a greed should be a priority.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9E;
32.10A; 35.5A

A32.1.2B

25544

Aura, J

wrong decision. Computerized Alta parking system dramatically reduced traffic issues. Snowbird to adopt this year. Paid parking coming. Electic busses and
enhanced road structures.

32.2.2K; 32.2.6H

A32.2.2K

36574

Austin, Amy

The Gondola is a great solution to relieve the congestion on Wasatch Boulevard and the Canyon Roads. This aerial solution would be the ultimate way to remove
vehicles from the roads and can be done in a beautiful aesthetic manner to be complimentary to the Canyons. Other cities have done this in a beautiful way. The
objection to the Gondola is stunningly short-sided for a minority of people who believe their property would be negatively impacted. Our family has skied for years
and there is no longer joy in trying to get up to the resorts. This is the first year we are contemplating not getting a family pass.

32.2.9D

29741

Austin, Cathy

PLEASE "NO" ON MOVING FORWARD WITH THIS GONDOLA IDEA...NOOOOOO!!!

32.2.9E

31831

Austin, Cathy

NOOOOOO gondola in little cottonwood canyon please

32.2.9E

27285

Austin, Lisa

| have lived in Utah since 2007 and | am a frequent user of LCC for skiing, hiking, and just general enjoyment of its beauty.

The gondola proposal will NOT solve the issues facing LCC. It will not alleviate the majority of the traffic crowding our beautiful canyon, and it only serves the two
ski resorts at a great expense to our state. Plus it will forever mar the landscape of LCC.

There are only a few days each year when the canyon becomes overly crowded due to powder days. The rest of the time, the crowding is more manageable and
comes from a variety of uses....hiking, snow shoeing, rock climbing, sightseeing, camping, going to the hotels up in the canyon, etc.

How can a gondola that ONLY goes to the ski resorts and ONLY runs in the winter solve these issues? It can not.
Let's look at the success of Zion Canyon in managing YEAR ROUND traffic which is the real issue. We need electric buses that are modern, comfortable and run
frequently and stop at numerous places. This would cost millions less to implement. We could have EXPRESS buses that run directly to Snowbird and Alta

(separate from each other) and have a general bus that stops at trail heads, etc.

Build a multi-level parking garage for the bus station instead of the gondola!

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
32.1.4D; 32.2.2B;
32.2.9A; 32.2.2M

A32.1.2B
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Stop allowing private cars into the canyon unless they have a permit (homeowners/critical employees).
Or implement a daily fee/annual pass. Additionally, if the snow tire/chain law was enforced (as well as speed limits), there would be fewer accidents on the road and
less delays in the winter.

| am shocked and appalled that UDOT thinks that a $500 million gondola (that the taxpayers will ultimately pay for) and will forever mar the beauty of the canyon is
the best solution to this issue. And, | am not a NIMBY homeowner in Cottonwood Heights (although | sympathize with them). I live in Draper. | am surprised that
anyone who lives anywhere in Salt Lake County thinks that the gondola solution is a good one. It makes no sense from a financial standpoint, an ecological
standpoint, a preservation standpoint, a sustainability standpoint, a common sense standpoint, and most of all - it only serves TWO locations in the entire canyon
and ONLY in the winter.

Please UDOT, do the right thing and support other options to resolve the issues facing LCC.

30451

Austin, Madison

The gondola permanently destroys the natural beauty of the canyon. The gondola proposal does not reflect the whole population of canyon visitors - not everyone
skis! | support less environmentally destructive and more accessible improvements, such as better funding for and an improved UTA bus system with drivers paid a
livable wage; tolling to encourage carpooling on high traffic days i.e pow days; and expanded bus lanes/bus only lanes to encourage public transportation use

32.2.9E; 31.1.2D;
32.2.9B

27883

Austin, Mike

| fly from Europe every winter to backcountry ski in and around the Wasatch. | will find other places to spend my time and money if this ill thought out gondola
proposal goes ahead. It advances the land grab of the ski resorts and disadvantages every other user group in the canyon.

31659

Austin, Rick

32.2.9E

Our family has lived _ for 39 years. The beauty of the canyon is seen out my windows. To install a tram system would forever take that
natural beauty away. | firmly believe that another option should be approved. Where is funding for such a project? The tram option is only being considered for a
small group of skiers not the majority who do not ski. Don't put in a tram. Please

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A,
32.1.2D

29082

Austin, Tricia

| am very against the gondola. It is an enormous expense and will ruin the canyon. | love hiking and camping up there. | do not want to see this built.

32.2.9E

34179

Auten, Lili

The Gondola will destroy nature and take away the natural beauty of the canyon.

32.2.9E

37339

Averill, Derek

Please do not make the environmental mistake and install a gondola. Can we really justify environmental destruction for a few snowy days? The canyon is beautiful
and adding the gondola is irreversible. Save the canyons for everyone. This seems corrupt and one-sided.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

31334

Averill, Zach

| don't see anything addressing the impact a gondola would have on LCCs bouldering zones. As proposed, it appears 100s of bouldering and climbing zones would
be negatively impacted. This is a large driver of tourism and local recreation in the area that is done almost the entire year. Installing a gondola that would only help
shuttle people to the ski resorts seems like a miss for all the other recreational activities in the canyon. Running an enhanced bus system isn't something that has
been seriously considered to this point. Due to a lack of buses running, I've tried to use this system multiple times and ended up waiting hours. As a result, | (and
most people | talk with) end up driving their personal cars. IF an enhanced bus system was actually implemented for a couple years, | believe it would alleviate many
of the issues we currently face. Installing a 500 million dollar, tax payer funded, that only benefits the ski resorts is a short sided solution to the issue at hand. We
haven't yet fully explored other more comprehensive, cheaper options yet.

32.4B; 32.2.9E;
32.1.2D; 32.2.9A

29046

Avila, Ryan

| really don't see how people in the area will benefit from this. Correct me if I'm wrong but won't only the resorts financially benefit from this? Also, as resident in
Sandy, does that mean I'm paying for this gondola but | don't get to ride it for free? And by having a condola that just means more people from around the world are
going to want to come here which means we're going to have even more traffic. Why not learn from Zion national Park and Arches National Park and those who
want to go to the ski resorts schedule time so that way the canyons won't be so busy with traffic from people who did not schedule a time to go to those ski resorts.
Because let's be real, it's only busy during the winter when people are skiing. Are there really no other alternatives to solving the issue of traffic in the winter time?
Limiting day passes or having buses won't help? Here's the thing, | plan to run for office in the near future and | definitely am against this and | know many of my
supporters are as well. If there's any way | could get involved with the decision or understanding why certain decisions are being made please let me know.

32.2.7TA; 32.6A;
32.2.2K; 32.2.9N

A32.2.2K; A32.2.9N

34865

Awalegaonkar, Tania

| support enhancing bus routes and parking rather than a gondola. The gondola will only serve to assist the rich, and is privately owned, which is unethical for a form
of public transport and social service. It will absolutely ruin the beautiful view of the valley. The absurd amount of money that is being spent on this could be used
much better to enhance the systems we already have.

32.2.9A; 32.2.9E

30319

Awsumb, Heather

| am firmly opposed to the gondola option proposed for Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC), I like 80% of Utahns according to a recent poll. As proposed, the gondola
cannot address the traffic issues of LCC - the state[d] purpose of the project. Cars will continue to be the preferred option for most visitors to LCC because 1) there
will be no incentive for people to change their behavior and start using the gondola because it will add time and expense to their commute and 2) there will be no
trailhead or backcountry access on the gondola so most visitors to LCC will need to continue to drive to access those areas. Without a plan to limit cars in LCC
(which there realistically can't be, because of point #2 above), the gondola will benefit only the ski resorts by funneling users to their areas, but will not address the
proposed objective of the project to reduce traffic in the canyon.

Parking reservations at the ski resorts has already proven to be an effective solution at mitigating traffic. There are many other common-sense options that have not
been considered such as parking hubs in the valley, electric busing with regular routes, carpooling and tolling. Please do not place a $500 million price tag on Utah
tax payers that will only enrich the ski resorts and not address the objectives of the project.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K

A32.2.2K
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34300

Ayers, Bill

The proposed gondola suffers from many serious flaws. First it is fiscally irresponsible to burden the taxpayers with this project. It solely serves the ski resorts for
only a few weekends a year. Secondly, it does not address the loss of pristine wilderness and dispersed recreation. Never mind the fact the project will take an
absorbent amount of time in which the general public and dispersed recreators will be significantly inconvenienced. Lastly, there are viable alternative solutions such
as tolls and enhanced bussing services.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

29401

Ayers, Charles

| am opposed to the gondola proposal. | live near the mouth of Big Cottonwood Canyon and bike, hike, and ski the canyons, and experience the traffic issues. | favor
shuttles and fees and regulations on car use and feel a gondola would be an expensive and unsightly gift to the ski resorts that would be the sole beneficiaries. The
ski resorts may have to understand that their is a limit to the number of skiers they can accomodate in our canyons.

32.2.2B; 32.2.2K;
32.2.4A; 32.2.9E;
32.6A

A32.2.2K

28987

Ayre, Michael

As a 20+ year season pass holder at Snowbird, | recognize the increased traffic in Little Cottonwood Canyon and the need to address.

Any interim solutions until the preferred option of the Gondola is constructed should show preferential treatment to full season pass holders at Snowbird and Alta,
which are the primary revenue generators and supporters of the two ski resorts.

The single largest increase to traffic occurred with the addition of Snowbird and Alta to the lkon pass. That first year saw such a dramatic increase to traffic,
specifically on Saturdays or major snow days. Not only was traffic increased dramatically, but parking on the main road was also increased exponentially in Little,
and Big, Cottonwood.

Part of the reasoning for a season pass is for quick trips to the resorts when time allows - have a couple hours, make a few tram laps, then back to work or other
activities, but many times that is single occupancy cars. Adding the time and hassle to transfer to a bus along with not being able to take with multiple skis
depending on conditions will inhibit many people from not wanting to go up, punishing the season pass holders while also punishing those who don't always have
someone to ski or ride with.

Suggestions during the interim period until Gondola completed:

1. High Occupancy Days Peak Hours Shift - move time from 7am-10am to 8am-11am (or at a minimum, 730am-1030am). Where the resorts do not open until 9 to
915am, this would incentivize spreading out of traffic for early birds to get up to the resorts before serious traffic occurs without punishing for single occupancy or a
toll cost.

2. Tolling Exclusion for Season Pass Holders - provide a reader (like used on I-15) be included with a full season passholders to Snowbird and Alta for use at any
time of the day going up and down the canyon whether single occupant or not with no additional fee. This would incentivize season pass participation, which is the
primary revenue stream of any ski resort and shift the burden and cost to the lkon pass users and single day ticket users not staying up at the resorts. In this case,
peak hours' time would not need to be shifted.

Thank you for your time and efforts in finding solutions to the ever-increasing traffic issues with the canyons.
Regards,
Michael Ayre

32.29R; 32.2.2K;
32.2.4A

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.2.2K

26578

Azarian, Mike

Please do nothing. The skiers can wait in traffic or go earlier. Thanks.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9G

A32.1.2B

30091

B Henriksen, John

| understand the top issues for the canyon are safety, mobility and reliability. | think the number one and two issues of the canyon should be preserving the natural
beauty of the canyon and controlling the use of the canyon in order to preserve that beauty. | think a gondola is a terrible idea. It will destroy the beauty of the
canyon. It will create a terrible eyesore. It will also put more people up the canyon at Alta and Snowbird, when the resorts and the canyon usage outside of the
resorts is already past its maximum. The resorts can only put so many people on the hill before it is too crowded to ski and enjoy. If safety is an issue, then we really
don't want to have people up the canyon before the roads are safe, because the mountains are not safe either. People will ski anyway if they are up at the resorts.
Sure, Alta and Snowbird will lockdown the report, but more and more people ski back country and we will lose more lives to avalanches than ever with a gondola. It
is no more reliable than cars and busses. People don't like to ride busses, so they take their cars. We can solve much of the over crowding by making cars pay to
enter the canyon like Millcreek canyon. Then do like Solitude and reduce the fee for cars that have more than one passenger. Use the money to improve the roads
and in a few places widen the roads. | don't think we need bigger roads. We have ample roads. We just don't have enough canyon for everyone who wants to use
them. That is a population problem, not a transportation problem. People also drive cars because they want to be mobile and park in all different areas in the canyon
and hike in different areas and ski backcountry in different areas. They still will. Keeping the canyons closed during avalanche times is still going to happen. There
will still be long lines, even if there is a gondola. The only roads that need to be wider are those at the mouth of the canyon where people are waiting for the canyons
to open. | have been there many times. First ones in line get the powder. If you are late, you don't get it. We are all ok with that. No Gondola Please!!!

32.1.5G; 32.1.2F;
32.2.9E; 324G

A32.1.2F

26449

B, A

There should not be construction in this canyon. If the supposed problem is traffic, and the supposed concern with this traffic is environmental impact, then
construction of a gondola which would destroy some parts of the canyon, makes no sense. Stockton is on the verge of disincorporating, and the Salt Lake is
disappearing; | think this decision is a permanent overreaction to a very possibly temporary boom in population and canyon use.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9G;
32.29D

A32.1.2B

29669

B, Birky

' no. Traffic is gonna be bad no matter what. A stupid . gondola will jus- with nature and obstruct the best view of your mornings. Don't ruin it with a stupid
gondola.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9E;
32.7C

A32.1.2B
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The Gondola seeks to solve a problem that isn't there. If tire checks were conducted on the way up we could significantly decrease accidents. Only conduct checks

32.1.2B; 32.2.2M;

26579 B, Jack on the way up to ensure the traffic does not get backed up. The Gondola project is not worth it's value, and matinence on the gondola further adds to the problem. 322 9PpP A32.1.2B
Pick practical solutions o
Listen to your customers, and to your neighbors. Most, if not all, are vehemently opposed to the gondola proposition. Please think with your hearts and not with your
wallets. The bus plan is a much better plan. Additionally, use some of the money you're willing to spend on the gondola to partially subsidize resorts to provide
37597 B, Jake cheaper season passes to people who use the buses to get up the canyon. This option could be introduced as soon as this upcoming season, as it requires zero 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
initial construction. After it is implemented, you can then spend time to properly expand the busing program. A gondola will not magically fix the problems plaguing
this canyon. It will destroy the scenery and impact the environment around it. Please do not install a gondola in our home.
26741 B, Lindsay No gondolal! 32.2.9E
The solution to a crowded limited resource is not to spend a bunch of money to make new ways to cram more people in.
28296 B, Matt Taxpayers should not be paying billions to provide expanded access to private ski resorts. 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
These gondolas are not an effective or environtally friendly solution to overcrowded canyons.
38201 B.S | ABSOLUTELY DO NOT SUPPORT THE GONDOLA. It would be an eye sore on our pristine canyon. Improve bus service or other less invasive methods but NO 32.2.9E: 32.2.9A
GONDOLA!
33560 B, Tom Spend money on literally anything other than gondola. Improve the roads or something come on it isn't hard gg;gg 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B
27832 B, Tom No gondola please. Stupid idea. 32.2.9E
The decision to add this gondola in LCC is a sad excuse for a solution. Tolling, ride share incentives, limiting number of cars allowed in the canyon, distributing
passes on a daily basses for a number of cars allowed to enter the canyon at a given time, cranking up bus numbers all of which can help are much less expensive,
27230 B. Tori environmentally taxing, and disruptive to the local people around LCC. It is unfortunate that you have allowed these outside companies to come in and flash some 32.2.9E; 32.2 4A; A32.2 2K
’ pretty numbers and ruin the way of life that has existed for so long in this area. This place will turn into the next park city and housing prices with sore and the locals | 32.2.2K; 32.2.9A o
will no longer afford to live here. Please reconsider the gondola and think about the community that has existed here for for years and years and not the outside
people who have come in out of nowhere with showy money to woo you.
| believe the enormous cost in order to benefit two businesses is totally out of order. Other ideas might be to put a station at the bottom of the canyon. The operator
32493 Babalis, Maxine would know how many parking stalls are available, and when another car enters, it should be turned away. Also, maybe cars with licenses ending in an even in an 32.2.2K: 32.2.9E A32.2 2K
even number would be allowed up the canyon on an even numbered day. The same would apply to odd numbered days. There are so many cheaper solutions to
the canyon problems than this enormously expensive gondola.
I am completely against the gondola. The price is too high. It is paid for by everyone and serves mainly the ski industry and those who ski. I'm sure the price to ride a ) .
i ; 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
35335 Babcock, Peggy gondola would also be very high. It serves only the rich.
. . . 32.2.9A
| prefer the enhanced bus service and increased parking.
32503 Babcock, Robert There are better, lower cost options to address a problem that does not occur very often. More carpooling (incentivized by parking costs), better bus coverage gggiﬁ 3222 A32.2.2K
26350 Babcock, Tessa | don't agree YVIth the construction of any gondola in any of the canyons. We nged to be makln_g decisions based on climate change and water preservation. It is 32.2.2E: 32.2.9E
absolutely ridiculous that our leaders would okay a project as detrimental as this. Please stop it.
32022 Babicz, Rebecca Please don't use public money to support private corporate interests. Please consider other options for traffic control besides this extreme narrow minded option. 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
34062 babor, grace NO TO THE GONDOLA!! 32.2.9E
. Protect our beautiful Wasatch Mountains. Change behavior first. Take 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F; .
31264 Bach Whitehead, Trudy We need electric busses, regional transit throughout. The valley, have people take the bus and or carpool. Please stave off the gondola! We can't make more land. 32.2.6.3F; 32.2.2I A32.1.2F; A32.2.2]
38021 Bach, Jeremy I live at the mouth of Little Cottonwood. | oppose any effort to limit access to anyone. Do not limit the road. A gondola is fine as an additional mode. 32.2.9D
36991 Bachman, Kristin Enacting a better bus system with tickets would limit the number of cars present in the canyon and will keep invaluable bouldering areas from being destroyed. 32.2.9A; 32.1.2D
Does spending a billion dollars (since we all know that the $550 million price tag is a pipe dream) of taxpayer money on a problem that 1) affects a very small portion
of the SLC population, and 2) affects those people for a maximum of 10-15 days a year really make sense? ) .
32.2.9E; 32.2.7A; A32.2 9K: A32.1.2B:
37262 Backman, Bret 32.1.2D; 32.2.2K; A e

No one will ride a slow, expensive gondola except on the days when traffic is bad. They just won't.

On the other hand, requiring reserved parking - paid or not - has been shown to be VERY effective at reducing traffic in the canyon for the past 3 years (two years

32.1.2B; 32.2.2|

A32.2.21
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for Snowbird, and last year at Alta).
Do | love paying for parking? No.
Is is better than any other option? Absolutely. And it's already been shown to work. Well.

Also, | believe one of the major flaws in the whole gondola (or road widening) argument is this: That on a powder day, it is important for EVERYONE who wants to
go up LCC to be able to do so.

That is simply madness. Have you every experienced lift lines on a powder day? If so, you would not think that we need to get MORE people onto the ski resorts. It's
not only the traffic that ruins the experience on a powder day. Lift lines do, too. We don't need more people in the canyon on those days.

Instead, we should acknowledge that space in LCC on a great ski day is - wait for it - FINITE. There is only so much to go around.
So, first ones who get a parking reservation win. Sorry, that's how limited resources work.

So, | beg you to PLEASE abandon both of the ridiculous options you've chosen between (gondola and road widening) and go with common sense solutions that are
scalable, and have already been shown to work.

Reserved parking - whether paid or not.
Incentives for carpooling (paid reserved parking is probably the easiest to administer, more than directly charging for low occupancy vehicles)
More buses on routes that start AWAY FROM the mouth of the canyon.

Speaking of that last point (away from the mouth of the canyon), you of course realize that the proposed bottom terminal of the gondola is already WELL into the
traffic pattern on a powder day, right? =)

Be sensible. Charge for parking and call it a victory.

Use the billion somewhere else, where it will benefit more Utahns on more than a dozen days a year.

37993

Backman, Jordan

| would like to voice my opposition to Gondola Alternative B in the Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS. While | appreciate the thoughtful analysis and hard work that has
gone into the EIS, | am opposed to the gondola alternative for at least the three reasons below. | have tried to be concise, because | am certain that many others
have already expressed similar views in greater detail.

(1) This alternative would permanently change the character of one of the most beautiful places in the state of Utah. The gondola would create a visual blight that
would degrade the natural aesthetics that so many (not just skiers) come to enjoy all year round (not just in the winter).

(2) The alternative serves only the Alta and Snowbird ski resorts. | am a skier and have spent several winter days enjoying what these two areas have to offer. | also
dislike sitting in traffic as much as the next person. However, the canyon is home to so many more activities than just skiing, and the gondola's foremost utility
seems to be in cramming even more skiers into the canyon on the busiest winter days.

(3) If the gondola's construction and operations were to be publicly-funded, it would be an unconscionable use of taxpayer dollars, given that it would almost
exclusively benefit two premier resorts and those who can already afford to ski there.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.7A

31888

Backus, Nicholas

Little Cottonwood Canyon is an exceptionally beautiful area with very high recreational value that needs intelligent planning to protect and balance it's natural
beauty, recreational value, and ease of access. | think the improved bussing is a good start but more should be done to evaluate it's effectiveness and only move on
to alternatives if it does not work for fulfilling the transportation needs. To find a solution that does not involve a gondola, and that avoids the widening of the canyon
road in the future. We should be looking at models used by the national park service, as this type of transportation is something they specialize in. In minimizing
impacts to high value areas while accommodating mass amounts of people. Specifically Yosemite and Zions. In peak volume you can swap to bus only for most
visitors, but allowing residents handicapped vehicles to use the road. Or a system like glacier point road in Yosemite, during peak season, control the number of
cars that are allowed up based off how much parking is available, thereby keeping roads clear of traffic allowing fast transit via busses. My favorite time of year in
Little Cottonwood Canyon is spring through fall. Seeing a gondola put it in would make me sad. The Freeway in Provo canyon ruins it for me, | hope this canyon
remains intact.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.2B

30990

Badenhausen, Richard

| write in strong opposition to the wasteful gondola plan, which seemingly will wreck the pristine canyon and spend $500M simply to alleviate traffic congestion
during two dozen powder days - what about the other 340 days of the year? Why would we invest in such a technology when there are many other less costly
mitigation plans that haven't been tried yet? And when climate change is shortening the length of the ski season and amount of snow that falls in the canyon. This is
the definition of short-sighted overreach. Please do not go down this path,

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
32.2.2E

A32.1.2B
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29599

Badger, Cameron

Don't ruin our canyon. It's not worth it. There's many other ways to help this problem. No one wants it.

32.29D

32865

Badger, Carly

| am opposed to the Gondola because it will ruin our ecosystem by adding pollution and cutting down trees. The tax payer dollars should be used in other more
responsible ways. The Gondola is not necessary. We already have roads. We just need a more efficient bus transportation system.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

37317

Badger, Erik

Born and raised in the shadow of this majestic little mountain range we call the Wasatch, it breaks my heart to see ideas like those proposed by UDOT. | am an avid
skier both back country and resort and | am 100% opposed to the gondola as a solution to the traffic and parking problems in Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC).
Placing an over $500 million dollar burden on the tax payers of Utah (most of whom will not use nor benefit from this expensive project) is inappropriate and
irresponsible. This project is incredibly destructive to the flora, fauna, and water quality of LCC and would be an atrocious eyesore. The view down canyon of this
glacier carved paradise is a wonder of nature that needs to be preserved without gondola towers and cables running down the middle of it. The traffic problem in
LCC needs to be addressed with less destructive, less expensive solutions. An efficient bus system utilizing the existing road (no expansion) with hubs/parking
scattered strategically throughout the valley is a solution the public can get behind and support and can solve the traffic and parking problems not only in LCC but
Big Cottonwood Canyon (BCC) as well. (Odd that the same parking and traffic issues exist in BCC but nothing has been proposed to address it). To discourage
personal vehicle use in both LCC and BCC during the winter months, | propose implementation of a parking reservation system not through the resorts but through
UTA. Anyone wishing to drive and park their own vehicle up canyon of white pine trail head in LCC and Silver fork lodge in BCC between the hours of 6 am and 2
pm must make a reservation through UTA with a $30 dollar price tag. UTA would enforce this and ticket violators with $50 dollar ticket. All proceeds from the
reservation system would go to funding the new and improved bus system NOT the resorts. Improve upon existing infrastructure through less costly, less
destructive, less elaborate ways. This is forward thinking. We don't need human made tourist attractions. The canyons in their natural state are attraction enough.
The Wasatch mountains are special, unique, sacred. It's the responsibility of this generation to preserve what's left of it. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Erik Badger, DDS,MS

32.2.9E; 32.2.7TA;
32.2.9A; 32.2.21;
32.2.2K

A32.2.21; A32.2.2K

25635

Badger, Erik

How can you completely disregard the fact that the population along the wasatch front opposes the gondola. We don't want this. UDOT, snowbird and alta, and the
developers are the only ones that want this. Seems self serving and dishonest. You should be ashamed.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

31955

Badger, Jennifer

Hello! | am commenting to express | am against the proposal of a gondola as the traffic solution to Little Cottonwood Canyon. This is an expensive, damaging
suggestion that has no real data to solving the problem. | would like to see less envasive measures implemented first, such as a tolling system, a reservation
system, or a bussing solution, before determining a gondola is the best solution. Thank you.

32.2.9E; 32.29R

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

36125

Badger, Jonni

***Please do not build the Gondola***

Last summer | visited Rainbow Bridge. It was a very special experience for me. | was in awe at the beauty and reverence of the land. As we were getting closer to
the bridge there were signs posted asking that no visitors approach or walk under the bridge. Rainbow Bridge is viewed as sacred and holy by the Native American
people. They saw it for what it was...A beautiful creation. NOT TO BE CHANGED BY MENOR WOMEN!

Little Cottonwood Canyon is a beautiful creation. It has been here longer than we can comprehend. Lets not change it. We want the generations to come to be able
to enjoy what we have the privilege of enjoying now.

The Gondola WILL NOT address the traffic issues of both BIG and LITTLE cottonwood canyons. I've waited hours to make it home from Brighton ski resort which is
normally a 30 minute drive. What is the solution for Big Cottonwood Canyon?

Lets start with a simpler, less expensive option and go from there. Spend the money on busses, park and rides and salaries for the bus drivers (so we can get more
drivers). This will help BOTH canyons with traffic issues.

We are in a situation where everyone needs to compromise. The Gondola is not a compromise. It will benefit the ski resorts and investors but cost EVERY Utah
taxpaying citizen.

Please listen to reason and do not spend our taxpayer dollars the Gondola.

Thank you for reading my comment.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.7A; 32.1.2F;
32.29R

A32.1.2F; A32.29R;
A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S

38920

Badger, Luke

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

32.2.2BB; 32.20B;
32.2.6.5G; 32.1.5C;
32.2.6.5E; 32.2.21

A32.1.5C;
A32.2.6.5E; A32.2.2I
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enhance it. Connecting people from their point of origin (homes, hotels, etc) to access the Wasatch Mountains will reduce congestion, air pollution, and
allowequitable access for all of us who wish to enjoy the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch Range.
Sincerely,

36459

Badila, John

As a Salt Lake City resident, a skier, rock climber and a photographer | have followed the LCC EIS transportation process very closely. | have spent a great deal of
time in Little Cottonwood Canyon over the past 14 years as a recreationist and a resort employee. I'm familiar with the challenges facing transportation in this
canyon, having used the ski buses extensively, as well as carpooling and (more often than I'd like) driving a car with a single occupant.

| strongly oppose UDOT's preferred alternative, the Gondola Alternative B. There are several major drawbacks to this proposed project, and even leaving the
obvious problems out of consideration, it seems unlikely that this alternative will even succeed in alleviating traffic problems significantly.

Dispersed Use- The gondola as proposed leaves dispersed use of LCC out of consideration entirely. The White Pine trailhead is very popular year-round with hikers
and backcountry skiers, to the point that the lot is full and parking on the shoulder for a mile uphill and down is common, but the gondola will not stop here, leaving
this problem unabated.

Impact on Rock Climbing and Viewshed- The proposed gondola will have irreversible and highly detrimental impacts on rock climbing in the lower part of Little
Cottonwood Canyon, and these impacts have been minimized or ignored in the EIS. These impacts include the destruction or removal of popular boulders for
climbing to build the access roads and gondola support towers. Further, there will be major visual and noise impacts to the majority of areas where rock climbing is
popular in LCC. The gondola will pass directly over or nearly alongside many climbing routes and bouldering areas. The proposed 200-foot tall towers and 35-
person gondola cars will be visible to all visitors to Little Cottonwood Canyon, whether they are driving, hiking, climbing, skiing, or otherwise recreating in the south
or north facing terrain of LCC, as well as simply doing a leisurely drive up the canyon.

Seasonality- As proposed, the gondola will only operate from December through April. This will benefit the ski resorts, Alta and Snowbird while doing nothing to
alleviate traffic from June to October, which is already at similar levels to winter use.

Failure to Alleviate Traffic Congestion- It is still unknown what fees will be charged to gondola riders, but given the high estimated cost of the project ($550 million in
the initial proposal) it is likely to be expensive, which will incentivise most canyon users to continue taking private vehicles up the canyon. Further, the gondola
cannot operate while avalanche control work is being done, so it may not run at all on some of the most congested mornings on storm days.

Private Profit at Public Expense- The proposed Gondola Alternative B stands to provide an economic benefit primarily to two private businesses, Alta and Snowbird
ski resorts. This seems like an unreasonable use of more than 500 million dollars of taxpayer money, especially when most Utahns don't visit these resorts, and
many live in parts of the state far from this area.

We Don't Want It- A recent survey showed that 80% of respondents did not favor the gondola.

Capacity- To my knowledge, UDOT has not done a capacity study as part of the EIS for this project. So there is no data on what the impact on the canyon will be of
moving more people up the canyon per day than is currently possible. Assuming the gondola can succeed in getting more people up Little Cottonwood Canyon each
day than is currently possible, that will have inevitable detrimental effects on crowding and environmental impacts, which are already significant issues.

Not Needed- The EIS states: "The [gondola] would provide an economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing more users to access the resorts." This should not be
UDOQOT's goal in spending public money on what is billed as a transportation solution. The latest data suggest that interest in resort skiing is declining, while
participation in backcountry skiing is growing rapidly. Transportation solutions should be aimed at alleviating real problems and benefitting all canyon users, not
enriching private businesses.

Other Options- UDOT's EIS fails to adequately consider several alternative solutions that could be more workable and less expensive. Some of these include: a toll
for all canyon users, enhanced bus service (which is actually being cut this season), snow sheds for sections of the road most prone to avalanches, and alternating
uphill/downhill flex lanes.

Gondola Alternative B is not a good solution for Little Cottonwood Canyon's transportation challenges. And it will do nothing at all to alleviate similar traffic problems
in neighboring Big Cottonwood Canyon. It is neither needed nor wanted by the local community, the people of Utah, or the majority of canyon users. As such, |
strongly oppose Gondola Alternative B.

Sincerely,
John Badila

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.6.5F; 32.2.7A;
32.20B; 32.2.9A;
32.2.4A; 32.2.2D
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UDOT decision - as it has been laid out; to wit, approving the gondola as a viable option demonstrates a couple of things. (a) UDOT had it's mind made up before
the tens of thousands of negative responses to that proposal (b) UDOT views taxpayer input as mere window dressing (¢) UDOT's cavalier attitude to constituent
input is primary.

29097 Baer, Mark 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N A32.2.9N
Given these alternatives, please feel free to explain by return email, why individuals should participate in the UDOT process and not seek external means to stop
this wasteful project?
. As a longtime user of the Little cottonwood canyon , | appose alternative Gondola A and B. As a longtime visitor and recreation user of the rock climbing at the
32735 Baerwald, Rich : : . . . . o 32.2.9E
mouth of the canyon, | appose the environmental impact that will occur during construction. The cost to damage and for little gains is untenable.
How does this gondola help any other parts of the canyon besides the ski resorts? What about hikers, back country skiers and others that could be aided by the bus
28354 Bagbv. Jennifer lane system. As a tax payer | do not believe this gondola is a good idea for the ENTIRE canyon. I'm a skier, but I'm also a hiker and snowshoer and this gondola 32.2.6.5G; 32.2.9B; A32.2 9N
9oy doesn't help me do anything that isn't at the ski resort. Also how will a gondola grow with the population like a dedicated bus lane can? Please do the dedicated bus | 32.1.2D; 32.2.9N -
lane. I'd really like to see the public opinion that was so in favor of this gondola because everyone | talked to is NOT.
This us Kirk Baggaley. | left a voicemail but wanted to leave a text also. | dont know all the private interests that are involved in this project, but it appears that the
project isnt just about a local traffic problem. It is also for the benefit of the ski resorts in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Tax dollars should not be involved in this since
that is the case, especially of the magnitude of this project - $550 million! For skiing! The patrons of the canyon must pay for it all, bond interest and bond retirement,
upkeep and maintenance if the whole thing. The users get the benefit, they should pay the bill.
29140 Baggaley, Kirk We have far too many other projects for tax payer money. What if a project for the homeless would cost this? There would be an oitcry of not spending so great a 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
sum. And besides, we know it will end up costing more than projected, government projects always seem to do that.
That is my input. Thank you for considering my thoughts.
Kirk Baggaley
West Valley City.
Yes, this is Kirk Bagley. | live in West Valley City and I'm calling that | wanted to say that this is a project that is of only local importance and should not have
General State Tax funds applied to it. It should be self-sustaining a project like that that to help two businesses in Little Cottonwood Canyon is disproportional for its
294792 Bagaalev. Kirk cost we have much in more important projects that state tax funds need to be used for then simply taking care of one local traffic problem. That needs to be paid for | 32.1.2B; 32.2.4A; A32.1.9B
ggaley. by its users and so charged every vehicle that goes up there and make the if you're going to do the gondola you'll have to get bonds. Be able to pay the retirement 32.2.7A T
funds on the bonds and the interest out of that which you collect on the actual fees charged to people who ride it and all of the going up the additional cost of going
to the canyon needs to be paid for by the users of it not by General taxpayers. Thank you.
Please be sensible with our tax dollars. Charge for parking up top and have busing be free first and see how that goes. Gondola is not most sensible start at solving 322 9K: 32 29R: A32.2 9K: A32.29R:
35655 Baggett, Phil the problem. Gondola would only be a joy ride and not a transportation solution; it's a ridiculous solution. We find the UDOT EIS limited scope/alternatives o ’ A ' :
. . 32.2.9E A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S
disheartening
. The gondola is not the answer to addressing congestion in the canyon. We should consider a fee based system similar to what Millcreek Canyon and some of the
28728 Bagley, Tina National Parks do such as Glacier National Park. Limiting the number of people who enter the canyon is the best approach. 322.2K A32.2.2K
27122 Bagshaw, Suzie g(l;adsoelaflease don't install a gondola. It will negatively impact and ruin the beautiful scenery of that canyon. Please find another option. | am strongly against a 322 OF
| think the gondola is a wonderful idea! I'm looking forward to riding it in the summer & seeing some gorgeous views of the canyon! I'm glad this proposal was
28368 Bahr, Karl accepted, because more busses & wider roads are idiotic ideas. This is the only plan that will actually take traffic off the canyon road. Plus if there's an avalanche, 32.2.9D; 32.2.9N A32.2.9N
people will still be able to get down the canyon & home. The gondola is definitely the best way to go.
The gondola is a terrible idea. These ski resorts do not care about the environment no matter how much they donate to POW. If they gave , they would drop 32 2 9E: 32.2 2K:
31719 Baier, Nathan the corporate ski pass (ikon). That alone would reduce the traffic. | support adding a flex lane, this would allow better flow up and down the canyon with minimal DT A32.2.2K
o . : S . : i ) 32.2.2D
additional impact. The gondola is a terrible idea. These ski areas are greedy. They don't care about anything but profit.
The gondola is not the answer. It is too expensive, using far too much public money to benefit only two ski resorts. It is destructive to the natural habitat of LCC,
37979 Bailey, Angela dangerous to the water supply and damages the view shed. But you know all this and you don't care. You are following the money and the whims of the few who will | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
immensely benefit despite the fact that 80% of Utahns are against the gondola. Please please do the right thing. Not a gondola (and not a cog railway either).
25356 Bailev. Angela Are you kidding? Did you just ignore the specific objections of the Sandy mayor, the SLCo Mayor, the numerous state and local leaders and the MASSES of Utahns | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.12B: A32.2 9N
Y. ANg who did not want a gondola? Expensive, slow and only built to line the pockets of greedy developers. Hugely disappointed. This is a terrible idea. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N T o
35195 Bailey, Buck | think the gondola is the best solution environmentally having traveled throughout Europe, gondolas are a very effective mode of transport with the least impact to 322.9D

the environment. Build the gondola.
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| think the way "public comment" is being organized is bias and manipulative. The government is obviously against the Gondola and when they couldn't block it from
happening, they are putting in hurdles and attempting to game the system. The free market should dictate how, when and where the Gondola should go. There is an
33002 bailey, kathleen entitled, environmentalist, minority attempting to control the narrative. There is no mass public outcry. People are not knocking down doors and picketing to "save 322.9D
' the canyon". The Gondola is a great solution. | am afraid it can't be built fast enough to handle demand. People want to enjoy the canyons without government -
interference. When resorts are full and there is no place to park, people will find an alternative - such as the bus, carpooling or just not going. There doesn't need to
be a new law every time someone gets bent out of shape.
1. My main concern is there is no outlined plan for if phase one solves the congestion issue. What if having more busses and/or limiting private cars solves the
problem at hand. There would be no need to move forward with a 500 million dollar Gondola. With that being said, what metrics are being used to track a decrease
in congestion, and if so, what percentage decrease is acceptable to avoid building this structure? Can the public have a say in these metrics?
2. If there turns out not to be a need for the gondola, where will the extra funds go? Will the money be poured back into enhancing the UTA bus system?
3. Congestion is the issue, which won't be mitigated by the Gondola. Cars will need to be parked, people will need to wait in line, just at a different location. There
are more fiscally responsible solutions than a 500 million dollar Gondola. Other alternative plans were not proposed in the Draft EIS. One thought is improving public | 32.29R; 32.2.7A; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
38224 Bailey, Shannon transport to decrease the number of private vehicles being driven to the canyons from the city. Expanding TRAX and adding a line running from Sugarhouse or other | 32.2.2PP; 32.2.2Y; A32.2.6S;
places that draw people may assist with this. 32.2.4A; 32.2.6.3C A32.2.6.3C
4. Implementing tolling to private vehicles to cut down on amount of vehicles entering the canyon continues to be a solution that is overlooked. Rewarding those who
carpool should be paramount. Once again, if this part of phase one works, what metrics are being tracked to determine that this is sufficient.
5. None of the proposed solutions take into account anyone who is not going to a ski resort. This means hikers, climbers and backcountry skiers are a bit limited in
their options, and must drive if they would like to recreate in the canyons on any given day. What is the point of adding trailheads as proposed, if the busses do not
stop there.
| will not support a publically funded alternative that only benefits two private entities. The parking situation, with the reservation system, works great. Increase
parking and service nodes to have direct bus service up both canyons and enable tolling. What about BCC transportation alternative? This is a red herring for both 322 9E: 322 7A:
31532 Baillie, Marshall resorts that want to have skier days that are presently half a million (at each resort in LCC) to roughly what PC may have on the same day, which is 1.2 mill. If that's 32'2'2|_ ’32 2 éK ’ A32.2.2l; A32.2.2K
the case, build a connection between all the resorts up high. | would even support tunnels as long as all environmental concerns could be mitigated. Let's work e T
through an adaptive approach that includes all stakeholders rather than sign over millions of taxpayer funds to plans that UDOT really had little no business making.
The gondola spends public funds for private entity makes no sense. Let Snowbird and Alta pay for the gondola
- Use busses
34660 Baillie, Marshall Make more parking in the valley, then bus folks up 322.9A;32.2.7A
Plan for heavy flow days, use the weather forecast, use historical traffic data
. . . . . D . . 32.1.2F; 32.2.2Y;
33787 Baim, Eric I ama Salt Lake resident and an avid s_k|er. My preferred resort is Alta. The g(_)ndola is a hlorrlple |F1eg. It will damage our canyon. It will ppllute our water sup_ply. It 32.2.7A: 32.2.9A:
will waste taxpayer money. It will benefit few at the expense of many. Expanding bus service, instituting tolls, and encouraging carpools is a much better option. 322 9E- 32.6A
| appose the gondola. My main concerns are: 1) environmental impact 2) cost to the taxpayer | believe that exploring more incremental approaches such as
32013 Bain, David tolling/improved bus service makes a lot more sense than before diving into a project that will forever change the nature of the canyon and could cost taxpayers 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
millions (if not billions with cost overrun) of dollars.
| disagree with the UDOT decision to have the Gondola as their prefered option. And do agree with a phased approach. LCC is a very special place and | just feel
putting a gondola in that place is too intrusive of a solution for this problem. Getting more people into the canyon should not be the approach it should be to create
interventions to have fewer people enter the canyon. Crowds will be an ongoing issue in LCC. But for the vast majority of the year it really is not a problem. To me
this is more of a ski resort issue than a canyon problem and | do not understand why the resorts cannot just come to terms with limiting the number of tickets they 32.2.9E; 32.29R; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
31431 Bain, Robert sell or the parking that is available. And everyone else can take the bus. The gondola solution is too much of a visual impact on everyone not to mention the roads 32.1.2F; 32.1.2B; A32.2.6S; A32.1.2F;
required to get to the towers and the maintenance. | think widening the road could be a good next step. But the gondola is not a good idea and | really question 32.2.2K A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
whether it will be used enough and be worth it. For me it will not. Plus why is it that the local community will be paying for it when most of the local community will
never use it. That is unfair of course. | ski (BC and front), climb and hike and | do not want to have to look out at a gondola wherever | go in LCC. It is simply too
much of an eyesore. Thanks you for hearing my perspective and concerns.
| hate the idea of a gondola ruining views from well established hikes and climbs. It is nothing more than a rich people toy for the ski resorts, and solves none of the 322 7A: 32.2 OF: A32 29R: A32.1 2H:
29632 Bain, Stephen traffic or parking concerns. These are numbers from your own study. | am 100% against the gondola and 100% in favor of increased public bus/rideshare transit, 32'7'0_ 3’,2 29R ’ A32'2 68, e
tolling, and other alternatives which do not waste taxpayer money or ruin our beautiful views. T -
Why should Utah taxpayers pay for a gondola that will only run in the Winter, only serve two ski resorts and the wealthy - not ALL Utah residents. Bus routes serving | 32.2.7A; 32.2.6.5G;
36997 Bair, Jeff the resorts - along with stops at selected trailheads from Spring through Fall - will truly reduce canyon traffic year round. As reported in the news, there are already 32.2.6.5F; 32.1.2D;
sweetheart property and other deals occurring. The gondola is a bad idea for both visitors and residents that visit the canyon - but also Utah taxpayers. 32.2.9A
33609 Baird Jensen. Rachel No to the construction of the gondola. A gondola isn't the answer. It only serves a minority and further negatively impacts our watershed. There will also be historic 32.2.9E; 32.4B;
’ boulders that have been part of Utah history that will be destroyed. These boulders show the marks left from workers who used the granite to build the temple. Isn't 32.6D
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this in conflict with the antiquities act? These boulders are also sought out by outdoor enthusiasts who use this canyon year round and not just during the ski
season.

The gondola is not a responsible choice.

It will have a long impact on our environment and beautiful mountains.

37785 Baird, Bobbie - 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
I'd like to see more buses.
If a tunnel is necessary then I'm for that, that's okay.
Thank you:)
Happy to see increased bus service, snow sheds and tolling going into effect soon. Those should work great on 99% of days year round, on the few days in winter
when the road is closed or impassible people can just deal with it like we have for as long as we've been recreating in the canyon. A handful of days in a year
shouldn't be the decision maker for something that will sit unused as an eyesore for more than 50% of the year. 32 2 9A: 32.1.2B: A32.1.2B; A32.29R;
25843 Baird, Dave 32.2'9R',32 2 6 3’C A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S;
Please re consider what could be done with increased bus service, specifically DIRECT routes to each ski area and stopping at all trailheads. At the end of the day ' P A32.2.6.3C
a dialed bus service or a gondola could move the same amount of people, without an absurd taxpayer cost and ruining the natural appeal of LCC. Coming from
someone who's ridden the bus for probably 50% of ski days over the past few years and planning on more this coming season.
| oppose the gondola. It will not meaningful impact road traffic. It will destroy the beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am a resident of Sandy, UT. The owners of
27940 Baird, David the land on & adjacent to the proposed gondola station site are connected insiders who were involved with SB71 & chair of the CWC. | support the 'take no action’ 32.2.9G
alternative.
30850 Baird, Jeff | do not want a gondola. CNG powered busses and shuttles are a much better alternative. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
| feel that a Gondola will be detrimental to the quality of life for the average Utahan. The cost will be excessive and will only benifit the wealthy ski resorts and
37956 Baird, Roger tourists. the Gondola will price the " joe public " out of accessing the canyon. Little Cottonwood canyon needs to be kept accessable for the public. What ever keeps | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
access, is the least expensive and has the least enviromental impact is the best solution. that is not the Gondola , thank you for your time.
: : - ” .
28365 Baird, Skyler With the number of Qut of state _re3|dents riding the gonc_lola ? $10/ person you should be able to offset the cost of the gondolas operation and not charge locals or at 32 2 4A
least not charge residents of Brighton or cottonwood heights.
36642 Baker, Baylee nooooo thanks 32.2.9E
32223 Baker, Caleb Little cottonwood would be ruined by a gondola. The community stands against a gondola. Period. 32.2.9E
25652 Baker, Caleb You would be destroying everything beautiful about little cottonwood. No gondola. 32.2.9E
28839 Baker, David Total corruption to put public tram to service ski resorts. | will be joining the law suites and donating money to the process. gggga 32.2.9N; A32.2.9N
. : . . . . . . . . 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F;
37732 Baker, Deon As cool as the gondolas might seem, | believe electric buses with designated park & ride areas at several locations in the valley will be a better solution. 3299 A32.2.2]
I am glad | have waited to submit my comment, having seen UTA reduce bus services now due to the driver shortage, which will inevitably be counter-productive to
reducing canyon traffic in the immediate future. Though the resorts and UDOT do not have the cash to pay for the gondola right now, the reserves they have to
spend on the gondola project could be used immediately to help subsidize better pay and benefits for bus drivers who put themselves into the riskiest of conditions
both in summer and winter. Driver training and recruitment can be includeded and this can benefit both Big and Little Cottonwood Canyons.
| believe that the 4 resorts in the 2 canyons should work more together to solve traffic problems that don't only exist in LCC. Any restrictions like tolls or road
closures due to construction that affect LCC will only increase traffic in BCC and cause congestion, polution, and frustration in that canyon and from 215 to 9400S.
A wholistic approach, not a selfish approach, is what will help everyone move forward and ensure more equitable access to the canyons as a whole, not simply the
. resorts at the top. .
32284 BAKER, Jackie Finally, speaking of equity, it is unacceptable to ask the public to fund any project that only benefits two specific businesses but also detracts from the general 32.1.1A; 32.20D A32.1.1A
public's access to our public lands. If tolling happens in Little Cottonwood, it needs to happen in Big too, and be in line with similar tolls imposed in places like Mill
Creek Canyon. Those tolls need to be used for facilities maintenance and not to increase profit margins for any specific for-profit business. Taxpayers who do not
utilize the canyons, members of the public who are already struggling to pay bills, and those who have no desire to support two private businesses they have no
interest in should not be burdened with this issue.
| am grateful that many people are speaking out for common sense solutions that will help us alleviate the stress on our infrastructure RIGHT NOW, and help
Wasatch users adopt healthier, more sustainable travel habits today and into the future.
Thank you!
| do not support the gondola option. The majority of public comment and opinion also does not support the gondola. You have a fiduciary duty to taxpayers to make | 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3C; A32.2 6.3C:
25402 Baker, Jennifer a better decision than this. The gondola has greated enviornmental disruption, cost, and will not support adequate travel through the Canyons. More than skiiers are | 32.2.9N; 32.7C; A32.2.9.N ’
private clubs use the Canyons. A bus with multiple stops is the best option. | hope your decision is not upheld through litigation. 32.2.2PP -
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34313 Baker, Karen No to gondola. Expand bus service with non-gasoline gg.g.g%;FBZZ.QA;
35777 Baker, Kim Please make a bus lane 32.2.9B
30593 Baker, Linley | do not want a gondola at Lﬁtle Cottonwpod Canyon. | do not want an extra lane on the_ lroad either. | think that parking space reservations and lodging reservations 32.2.9E: 32.2.2K A32.2 2K
take care of the problem, without damaging the natural beauty and without spending millions of dollars.
The gondola only benefits those going to Alta / Snowbird, changes the natural skyline, and ruins climbing routes. The resorts aren't actually going to chip in for it,
they'll just raise their ticket prices so the skier pays. Then if Sandy citizens have to pay through tax dollars, those who ski and live in Sandy are double paying for a .
37903 Baker, Macy : . . X . . . T ; 32.1.2D; 32.2.9E
gondola that is solving the problem of over tourism. Some of the other transportation options better service all types of recreational activities instead of catering to 2
stakeholders (Alta and Snowbird).
. I have skied in LCC for 26 years. What happens when you load the canyon and a storm rolls in making the gondola useless! Everyone will be stranded!!! Tax payers | 32.2.6.5K; 32.2.7A,
29896 Baker, Mike d ,
should not pay for corporations to profit!! 32.2.9E
| absolutely oppose the gondola option for LCC for the many environmental impact reasons but also for 1) it is not the taxpayers responsibility to pay for access to 32 2 9E: 32.2 2K:
two private businesses when the entire canyon is used year round for many other reasons that will not be served by a gondola; 2) Many other traffic mitigation oA an e an
31041 Baker, Nancy . : . . C » . . 32.1.2C; 32.2.9A; A32.2.2K
options (timed staggered entry, use reservations, enhanced bus system) must be implemented before considering the addition of any infrastructure to the canyon; 322 9F
3)climates studies and data tracking must be completed to ensure that the two ski resorts will actually be in operation within the next 25 years. -
34461 Baker, Nicholas Spending this amount of money to serve two private businesses for 4 mont_hs a year is a absolute waste of money. Both the ski resorts, the canyons, and the local 32.1.2B: 32.2.9G A32.1.9B
people would be better served spend that money to keep the GSL from drying up.
Adding a gondola in our canyon is a mistake. Little Cottonwood Canyon is enjoyed because it's nature. Adding a gondola will strip away the rugged, beautiful
36720 Baker Sarah canyon. It requires paving over acres of wild land for parking lots, adding multiple large towers for the gondola to operate. We go to nature to get out of the city, by 322 OF
' adding a gondola we're making Little Cottonwood Canyon an extension of the city. Imagine hiking your favorite trail and looking up at the trees or sky and all you -
see is wires and a gondola. Leave our canyon be.
36659 Baker, Todd NO Why wgu!d taxpayers burden a one stop tram to a multimillion resort. | use the canyon dozens of times a year. A tram should be paid for by resort funds cars 32.2.7A: 32.2.2K A32.2 2K
should be limited
No gondola!!! It is going to ruin the integrity of our canyons. It is so inaccessible to the public and yet who is paying for it? We need more public transit through the
30479 Balbuena, Nicole mountains. We do not need a gondola being created to service only a few people. Please care more about the conservation of the wasatxh rather than about the 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
rich
DO NOT build a gondola! It will affect the canyon's beauty, wildlife, rock climbing, ecosystem, hiking, etc. LCC is unmatched in its unique beauty and nature and too
precious to be more damaged than it already is.
| almost never see the traction law enforced, which would drastically decrease the number of cars traveling up the canyon on the most crowded days. Enforcing use
of the sticker system would prevent unsafe vehicles from driving in hazardous conditions. Instead of trying to get more people in the canyon to increase revenue,
instead raise lift prices and/or remove Snowbird and Alta from the lkon. Raise parking pass prices or enforce carpooling in some way. Solitude's method of charging
less for parking for cars that carpool seems to be pretty effective.
32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
, 32.2.2M; 32.2.2K; A32.1.2F; A32.2.2K;
35832 Balcells, Gabriella 32.12B;3220A; | A32.1.2B A32.2.2]
Additionally, improving the bus system would encourage more people to use it. The reasons | don't use the bus are: because the time spent waiting is usually very 32.2.21
long and it can be hard to find parking in the valley lots. If you're advertising that the gondola trams could be there every 2 minutes, why can't the buses pick up
every 5-10 minutes? More buses would help solve this problem. Also, adding more parking lots in the valley would increase use of it. Maybe incentivize use of the
bus systems by offering 50% off a beer at one of the bars, or a free cookie at one of the cafes at the resorts. Something to get people using the bus to realize how
convenient it is!
Once we introduce a gondola to the canyon, we can never undo the damage. We should try very hard to fix the issue in less destructive ways before considering
this option.
In hopes that you read this, It's important to understand the how LCC has played a very important role in many lives, as those who recreate within the canyon and 322 9E: 32.1.2D"
36514 Baldassari, Nicolina have been doing so for many years. Saddened to hear the preferred alternative was the invasive choice of the gondola, It is only right to fight for what you want. The PP A32.1.2B

gondola not only disturbs many crucial environments within the canyon, it's invasive to the ecosystem and causes many harmful impacts such as toxifying our water

32.2.9A; 32.1.2B
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source and putting a cease to the beauty of nature. UDOT has explained in the past that 11 days out of the year the road is considered failing. 11 days out of the
entire ski season we need to find some alternative to alleviate the problem with traffic. Is this really enough to build the longest gondola in our little canyon just to
help out on 11 days out of the year? Why don't we shift our focus on a transportation solution that many may benefit from, from skiers, to climbers, backpackers,
backcountry skiers, snowshoers and more. Enhancing our bus system is the only right answer that we know would make a significant improvement in our canyon as
it would be utilized by many recreationists, not just resort skiers. It is crucial to understand how to benefit all, and not just the few. The bus system that is present is
useful to many, as it makes several stops within the canyon, adhering to whatever activity you will be conducting in the canyon. If we are able to have more buses,
electric ones of course, it would substantially have a much lower carbon footprint than it's counterpart, the gondola. The bus is already used by many, despite what
may be perceieved as bus routes and times get stripped away from the people to ultimately make the bus seem less appealing. What do we do to transport people
nowadays? Within cities, towns, landscapes? Public transportation; buses. Why now do we think that gondola's are the new buses? If anything, a gondola is a
tourist attraction just to cram as many people as possible into a box that transport them to an area that now sees increased visitation. What problem are we solving
here? The answer is clear. None. UDOTs preferred alternative isnt benefitting the canyon, nor the people, nor the experience. It is cramming more and more people
into these canyons, making no change to the amount of vehicles entering the canyon. The problem is not solved. Canyons will be just as congested as they were
pre-gondola. The only problem you are creating is the one that overexploits our canyon's resources, overpopulating the ski resorts, resulting in an unhappy and
terrible experience for people, and the canyon. The answer is not to overcrowd the resorts, lets actually get cars out of the canyon, and put people on buses. We
know for a fact this already works, despite the odd and skeptical decrease in bus routes and time frames. You may be able to brainwash the public and the tourists,
but you won't be doing good for the betterment of the people, the canyon, the environment, and the planet. Is the last thing you want to build something thats worth
billions of dollars just to fail and now you have created two major problems. Understand that you have the ability to make a positive change and we hope that UDOT
makes the only right choice here.

Putting in the gondola will ultimately only help with traffic congestion. There are so many more negative impacts that it will have on the environment and the people
then there will be positive. People will be losing their houses, more pollution in the air and in our water, and will cause so much harm to the wildlife that is currently

21147 Balding, Melodie up there. When you go drive up the canyon, you go to see our beautiful canyons, no one wants to see and ugly tall medal stand with hundreds or tourists looking 322.9E; 32.2.2PP
down at you. There are so many better and cheaper alternatives to the congestion problem!
Before moving forward w Gondola option, try a few smaller and less expensive options. Look at the bus service successes at the Maroon Bells area near Aspen Co A32 29R: A32.1 2H:
31996 Baldridge, David or Zion NP. They utilize well planned and scheduled shuttle bus service that are very frequent and transport hundreds of thousands of people annually. Try an 32.29R A32'2 68, e
option like this for a few years. You have to build a parking facility either way. -
35648 Baldridge, Sam | am opposed to a gondola option. 32.2.9E
25428 Baldry, Nathan | don't think that thg gondola is the best or most practical option being taking by UDQOT. | also think that the community's voice is being ignored in this process in 32.2.9EE 32.2.9N; A32.2.9N: A32.1.2B
favor of resort traffic. 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP
If ski resorts want the gondola they can pay for it themselves. If they don't think it's worth the investment why should public money believe so? The resorts may likely
26605 Baldwin, Jack already be at capacity so how does a gondola help anyway? It's a bad idea all around. If it goes through | can only imagine the source is corruption i.e. misaligned 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E A32.1.2B
incentives that put the wrong skin in the game.
30076 Baldwin, Parley No to the Gondola, please. 32.2.9E
29971 Baldwin, Rhett Nah man, no gondola, that would ruin the canyon. 32.2.9E
37526 Bale, Maggie The gondola in LCC is a bad idea, particularly because it will increase the inequity in access to our canyon. 32.2.9E
29568 Balent, Cristina The gond.o!a is not the right solution gnd should be considered as a last resort. There are MANY other solutions that should be tested or vetted before charging tax 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.9B
payers millions of dollars unnecessarily. 32.2.9E
Gondola is NOT a solution for the LCC at all. Neither from technical, ecological, or financial perspective.
You cannot make plans based on the old techniques. All transportation is switching to ELECTRIC. Buses included. And when comparisons and considerations was
made - it was assumed for diesel buses. Which would NOT be the case anymore. New electric buses are much more economical and require NO maintenance. So,
the economic numbers would be completely different as well as ecological impact.
The gondola will destroy the beautiful views forever and will affect natural habitats. While the road was there for more than hundred years, and the ecology is settled
already for the existing road in some way. 32 2 9E: 32.2.6.3F
Third: why the whole people of Utah must pay to the thing that will ONLY benefit very certain group? (gondola will only serve skiers and will NOT work for hikers, o an 4 Al .
. . . ! . ) ; . ) ! 32.1.2F; 32.1.2D; A32.1.2F;
35667 Balitskiy, Leonid campers, climbers). If ski resort wants it - they must finance it completely. 80-85 percent of residents in SLC valley do NOT want it. 322 7A 32.2 6.5E: A32.26.5E

As a resident of Sandy, | am very concerned as have not seen how any document in EIS that explains how new parking for 2400 cars will affect traffic in Sandy and
Cottonwood Heights (most negatively), will affect crime levels in the area, and emissions exhausts.

Also, projects like gondola are very stiff and any error in planning or engineering will cause the ballooning of the costs, while the system will remain dysfunctional.
While buses or other phased approaches are FLEXIBLE. Like you can easily move bus stops, sell buses, repurpose to other DOT needs. With gondola all those
things are impossible. If something goes wrong it will remain the grand monument of stupidity (like the gondola near Moab, UT) or will be consuming more and more
taxpayers money. The road was there and will be there for rest of the times and we shall use all benefits of that.

Thank you for reading.

32.2.9A
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Sincerely,
Leonid Balitskiy
The gondola is not the answer. This EIS showed that it won't improve the traffic problem. It will simply divert public funds to cram more people in LCC and generate
| revenue for Alta and Snowbird. 32.2.9A; 32.2.21; A32.2.21; A32.20C;
30285 Balken, Eric 32.20C; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
The only logical solution is a broader public transit approach that makes busses more feasible in the canyon and from around the city, as well as incentives like ' T T
rolling [tolling] to encourage car pooling.
This is one of the worst ideas I've ever heard, as far as our beautiful nature is concerned! That's what | moved here for! And it's what so many people that I've met
29123 Ball, Francesca . o . L : e 32.29D
have also moved here for... Convenience isn't worth how nature, and its natural migration paths will be forever altered for stupidity's sake!
27087 Ball. Lexi I think that busing should be the solution to this issue. It would cut the amount of cars and air pollution. There should still be the ability to drive up the canyon 32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y; A32.2 9K
’ yourself. It should cost money to be able to drive up or a pass that would last you threw a season. It would promote more people to use the bus. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E -
| wish we lived in a world where we would respect our canyons being a beautiful, diverse ecological area for their own sake. As it stands, it is incredible that this kind
of development is even being considered in our watershed, considering the drought and water issues SLC and UT on the whole are facing. There is truly no sound
reasoning behind the proposed gondola - there are countless lower-impact alternatives to increased canyon traffic, with substantially cheaper costs to taxpayers and
30947 Ball, Maureen the environment. We can easily adjust bus routes/carpooling/tolling/etc depending on their success. Ripping up the canyon for a gondola cannot be undone - not 32.2.9E
within several lifetimes. You can't drink money - and you won't have money if we continue to damage our natural resources, have less snowfall, and say bye bye to
all of our winter tourists. LCC does not need a gimmick to attract people to it - it needs sustained, principled conservation so that it remains as beautiful and rich as it
was when people first began flocking to it.
26233 Ball, Megan Little cotton wood canyons biodiversity is worth saving. The gondola project will disrupt this beautiful environment. The gondola project is a bad idea and should not | 32.2.9E; 32.13A; A32.13A: A32.1.2B
be put through. 32.1.2B
Rather than ruin the natural beauty of the canyon and save multimillion of dollars just because the resorts are trying to make even more money, simply limit the
32026 Ball, Sandra traffic to what it was last year and provide the parking at the base. There are special interests written all over this idea and we're sick of it. Taxpayers are paying for 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
this!
27874 Ballard, Dallin Please don't go through with this operation. | need my bouldering up little cottonwood 32.29D; 32.4B
The Gondola is a bad idea. Closet the canyon to Travis except reserved parking and busses. Have everybody pars at local high schools and that will ease the traffic
28221 Ballard. David around the mouth of the canyon and be an immediate fix. This is a benefit for 2 companies. How much are they going to contribute? 1/2. All of it? Not likely. The 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K; A32.2.2K; A32.2.2F;
’ taxpayers are paying for it. For a republican controlled state you would think spending this kind of money would be discouraged. Oh | forgot. There is money that is 32.2.2F; 32.2.7A A32.2.2K
being made by the very legislators that are pushing this through. This just stinks to high heaven. My vote is not in a million years
| think the gondola solution is far to expensive. This seems like a very large amount of money for all of Utah to spend on a few ski resorts. If congestion is the 322 9E: 32.2 9A:
28739 Ballard, Larry problem, it seems that improving bus routes during congested times and restricting parking at ski resorts would be a much better solution. Zion national park didn't A aA A AD A32.2.2K
; ) ; A ; . . ! : . 32.2.2K; 32.2.2B
build a gondola from Hurricane to the park. They implemented a shuttle system. You can't fix crowding at a tourist attraction with another tourist attraction.
The gondola option is preferred by whom: The investors, UDOT who is acting like a politician in their own ibnterests, all the people who have their hands in this huge
33776 Ballard. Pamela pocket. It is time to drastically reduce the power of UDOT so they can no longer use citizens to gain more money and power, one the city should use sued for 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.12B: A32.2 9N
' allowing this to pass in spite of thousands of objections. There are simple and effective ways to handle the traffic without spending a fortune and harming the 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N T -
environment for the ski industry, This is irresponsible and a blatant misuse of political power.
- "
27438 Ballard, Pamela W_E, THE PUBLIC AND CITIZENS OF COTTONWOOD HEIGI_-|TS HAVE MADE IS OBVIOUS AND CLEAR WE DO NOT WANT THE GONDOLA - EVER!!! Maybe 32.2.9E: 32.2.0N A32 2 9N
this should go to a vote before you are allowed to process against the will of the people.
| do not believe the gondola is the what the public wants. There are very simply alternatives that could be implemented such as mandatory carpooling or tolls during 322 9E: 32.2 4A:
25998 Ballard, Ryan the peak season. 32.2.9N; 32.2.2Y; A32.2.9N
Don't scare the beauty of the canyon!! 3222pP
No gondola..it is not an environmentally good choice or financially responsible one. It is an excellent example of corruption using tax payer dollars to build a system
29061 Ballash, Jack that profits a few individuals . You need to use eminent domain to build the parking lot and let tax payer use the gondola they paid for for free. Udot is clearly corrupt | 32.2.9E; 32.2.4A
in taking this solution. No gondola
36675 Balli, Ellesse I am firmly opposed to the gondola. Buses and tolling are a far more environmentally-friendly and cost-effective solution. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
The proposed gondola plan is a large waste of tax dollars, cuts into the visual aesthetics of the canyon, harms natural resources, and only serves a percentage of
31960 Balls. Darren canyon users during winter months. It seems that increased bus transit with more stops throughout the canyon (or other alternate solutions) could serve not only 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B; A32.1.9B: A32.1.5C

skiers at the two resorts, but those who visit the canyon year-round and desire to backcountry ski, snowshoe, hike, bike, climb, birdwatch, etc. The gondola only
serves resort-goers and is a strenuous impact on the tax paying citizens of Utah as well as the natural environment of the canyon.

32.1.5C
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Wouldn't it be better to increase/improve bus operations and hours of the day for a much smaller investment while reallocating much of the proposed gondola
budget to improve mass transit throughout the rest of the Wasatch Front? Perhaps two rail lines for the FrontRunner? Additional rail lines? Utah's governing
authorities could provide solutions that majority of Utahns (not just those who support two ski resorts) can benefit from -- especially as our population will begin to
reach 4 million people by 2032. This seems like a narrow-minded proposal which aims to benefit the few and privileged who can afford to ski at these two
corporations, line the pockets of legislative landowners where the parking garages will be built, impact the aesthetics and wildlife of the canyon, and not address/fix
the underlying issue with overcrowded canyon use.

I know this solution seems exciting and like a fun way to advertise tourism to our great state. However, for the reasons above, please reconsider and think long-term
about the impact of your decision to support on current residents, future generations, wildlife, water resources, erosion components, and sustainable solutions.

36863

Ballstaedt, Noel

| support the Gondola. This is an exciting concept, that will be long remembered by Utah residents and Visitors alike.
Roads are everywhere. Land and road development costs in the canyon as well as construction would prohibit an entire generation from using the Canyon.

IM FOR THE GONDOLA.

32.2.9D

27863

Ballstaedt, Taylor

| do not!! (Repeat) do not want a gondola in that canyon.. | think it's financially and civically irresponsible to push this through at a price tag of 500M.. so that two
very small business may benefit.. continue doing reservations for parking at the ski resorts and exhaust all the other resources.. there is a reason why that canyon
was made and is the way it is.. it's special and one of a kind!! And you want to ruin that quaint exclusive canyon like this!! All of you should be embarrassed for even
considering such a reckless way to spend tax payers money but to ignore the local residents..

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K

A32.2.2K

26959

Balun, Chris

| support the gondola and I'm a sandy resident.

32.2.9D

25272

Balun, Christopher

I'm a Sandy Resident and | love the Gondola!

32.2.9D

35570

Balynas, Anthony

Hi,
| tried 3 times to submit my comment through the website, but did not receive a confirmation for any one of them...so here is my comment:

"Although the Final EIS is a phased approach, | still DO NOT support the proposed implementation of a gondola. Although the report addresses commenters'
concerns, a quantitative analysis would more accurately depict the public's stance. Despite the analysis, it still seems like a sugar-coated solution. Generally, | feel
that the review was designed to only echo the concerns and not represent them in decision making ("It is important to note that the process established by the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is not based on vote-counting. The public involvement efforts of NEPA are intended to gather information and ideas from
the public on the proposed action and alternatives, and on the impact assessment and other information in the Draft EIS, in order to ensure that the Final EIS is as
accurate, informative, and useful as possible. Analysis of public comments and, as appropriate, modification of the EIS results in a better document and helps the
decision-maker make better decisions, not simply count up pros and cons or yes or no votes on a particular alternative or issue.") It's a tough issue, and although
the EIS committee appears to be diligent in many ways, a gondola is such a permanent infrastructure and inappropriate use of tax-payer dollars. The public
deserves to know who the private players are in this project and how they will personally benefit financially. Utah tax-dollars should at most pay for a fraction of the
proposed project, and Alta and Snowbird resorts should be responsible for the vast majority of expenses. | am very disappointed with the final EIS decision, as are
the vast majority of canyon users. There will be more public outcry, there will be protests, and litigation will likely follow if the public does not feel like their opinions
were genuinely taken into consideration."

Thanks,
as

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

34733

Balynas, Anthony

Although the Final EIS is a phased approach, | still DO NOT support the proposed implementation of a gondola. Although the report addresses commenters'
concerns, a quantitative analysis would more accurately depict the public's stance. Despite the analysis, it still seems like a sugar-coated solution. Generally, | feel
that the review was designed to only echo the concerns and not represent them in decision making (It is important to note that the process established by the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is not based on vote-counting. The public involvement efforts of NEPA are intended to gather information and ideas from
the public on the proposed action and alternatives, and on the impact assessment and other information in the Draft EIS, in order to ensure that the Final EIS is as
accurate, informative, and useful as possible. Analysis of public comments and, as appropriate, modification of the EIS results in a better document and helps the
decision-maker make better decisions, not simply count up pros and cons or yes or no votes on a particular alternative or issue.) It's a tough issue, and although the
EIS committee appears to be diligent in many ways, a gondola is such a permanent infrastructure and inappropriate use of tax-payer dollars. The public deserves to
know who the private players are in this project and how they will personally benefit financially. Utah tax-dollars should at most pay for a fraction of the proposed
project, and Alta and Snowbird resorts should be responsible for the vast majority of expenses. | am very disappointed with the final EIS decision, as are the vast

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
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majority of canyon users. There will be more public outcry, there will be protests, and litigation will likely follow if the public does not feel like their opinions were
genuinely taken into consideration.

34744

Balynas, Anthony

Although the Final EIS provides rationale for the phased implementation of a gondola, | DO NOT support this decision and am extremely disappointed with the
committee's inclusion of the publics' concerns into the decision making process. The report should also include a quantitative component to the comment
summaries, paired with the categorical approach. In 32.1-2, it seems like the EIS sets the stage to grossly disassociate public opinion from the decision making
process. Utah tax-payer dollars would be inappropriate to fund this project and the resorts should be primarily responsible for all construct, operating, and
maintenance costs. There should be full-disclosure of all private parties involved that will profit from the gondola project.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
32.2.7A; 32.6A

A32.2.9N

34748

Balynas, Anthony

Although the Final EIS provides rationale for the phased implementation of a gondola, | DO NOT support this decision and am extremely disappointed with the
committee's inclusion of the publics' concerns into the decision making process. The report should also include a quantitative component to the comment
summaries, paired with the categorical approach. In 32.1-2, it seems like the EIS sets the stage to grossly disassociate public opinion from the decision making
process. Utah tax-payer dollars would be inappropriate to fund this project and the resorts should be primarily responsible for all construct, operating, and
maintenance costs. There should be full-disclosure of all private parties involved that will profit from the gondola project.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
32.2.7A; 32.6A

A32.2.9N

28701

Balzano, Kaileen

| do not support the Gondola. Why should taxpayers be responsible for paying millions of dollars for a project that mainly supports private businesses and only
operates in the winter. The canyon traffic problem exists year-round and we need a solution that also exists year round. If snowbird and alta support the gondola,
they should be paying for it. There are better uses for tax payer dollars in this state including, better school funding considering we are one of the lowest in the
country per pupil.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

31609

Ban, Joel

The UDOT has done a good job accepting comment on this project but a terrible job using the knowledge and comments of the recreating public. UDOT has
presented very little to no information as to why the alternatives offered make sense in light of the fact that so many recreate outside of the two ski resorts or why the
public should pay for a gondola for the benefit of two private companies. this makes no sense and is a terrific example of how we socialize costs but privatize the
benefits in so many ways. No middle ground options were provided or studied so that the canyons would undergo no physical changes and instead have more
buses and tolls that would be reduced if the car were full or contained more than one person. This is the real problem on just a handful of weekend days people
traverse up the canyon with just one person. These people should pay for this privilege but no alternative was studied that would address this problem even though
it could be easily addressed. Instead a project that will cost more than half a billion dollars that will permanently and negatively alter the ecology of little cottonwood
was chosen. Again, where's the logic and common sense of this. Going through the motions but not listening to the public is a traversty its clear that the vast
majority do not want a gondola and particularly don't want to pay for one. At the very least let the 2 ski resorts pay for it.

the analysis also offered basically no analysis as to how by the time the gondola is done it will offer a trip to ski resorts that have much less average snow pack than
they do now. The salt lake is disappearing offering much less lake effect snow and the climate is warming at an exponential rate. Researchers have verified there
will be much less snow and hardly enough to ski for the majority of the ski season offering maybe at best a few months of even decent snow by 2050. By 2050,
around the time these proposed projects would be finished, there will be 90 fewer days below freezing each year according to the 2016 Journal of Climate Study. A
2017 study by the EPA found that by 2050 there will be a 50% shorter ski season. Scientists are already seeing that high elevation areas are warming faster than
sea level. At least one hydrologist, Brian Mclnerney, anticipates that in the Wasatch there will be no snowfall by 2100. Again, where's the logic. Why create
permanent infrastructure that will take people up to an area that provides terrible skiing opportunities. Please reject all proposed alternatives and go back to the
drawing board. Its a travesty that this gondola has been considered and approved.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
32.1.2B; 32.2.2E

A32.1.2B

28535

Bandera, Gus

The gondola will ruin the beauty of the canyon. Electric busses for everybody that is going to ski up the canyon are a better solution.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.6.3F

31168

Bandera, Gus

Do not destroy the beauty of the canyon!!!

32.2.9E

31169

Bandera, Gus

Do not destroy the beauty of the canyon!!!

32.2.9E

28981

Bangerter, Deborah

The first round of the comment period | added my support to the gondola project. But | have learned more about this project and have learned that despite tax payer
money being used to build the Gondola, there would still be a charge to use it and it would probably only run to the ski resorts (thus benefitting them only). | like the
idea of a gondola as long as it benefits all people of Utah without excluding any groups and as far as it allows access to all parts of the canyon - not just the ski
resorts. Otherwise they should be the ones to build the gondola themselves. Please make some adjustments to the gondola project so that it benefits all Utahns.

32.1.2D; 32.2.4A

36829

Banks, Connie

Please dont destroy our canyons. Even if it costs us the Olympics we dont care. Please dont.

32.2.9E

25645

Banks, Micah

The decision to move forward with the gondola is clearly against public opinion and only serves private interests. Even in Snowbird and Alta were paying for the
entire thing it is an absurd idea. Please go forward with ANY other plan besides the gondola!

32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E;
32.29N

A32.2.9N

30550

Banks, Trevor

The gondola will be destructive to many of the climbing areas that inhabit the area, which is definitely a negative. This is accompanied with the fact that the bus
parking lots will need to be expanded anyway during construction which makes it an unwise decision. | think actually incentivizing the use of the busses is a better
option.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

37119

Bannon, Amy

Please do not install a gondola in LCC. Instead, listen to the majority who have suggested much more efficient alternatives. This would be a devastating loss for all.

32.2.9E
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31858

Baradaran, Hediyeh

| sincerely hope we can attempt alternative methods for decreasing traffic before spending millions on a gondola. Other ideas have not been fully explored including
creating a toll or fee system. Please try these more cost effective methods first before committing to an expensive and unappealing gondola option.

32.29R

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

30767

Barber, Anjee

PLEASE do not support this gondola. As a resident to lives at the base of Little Cottonwood Canyon and has been snowboarding at Snowbird for 25 of my 44 years-
| can assure you this is not the solution our community needs or wants. | don't want to live in nightmarish constructions for years while this project takes place. Our
canyon crowding is AWFUL and have made it almost impossible for us to take weekday laps like I've done every winter since | was 16.But the solution is not this
horrendous gondola. Please consider variable tolling and tire traction requirements to be enforced by UPD first. Every year we have had enforced tire traction laws
except for the last two and you can see the direct consequences it has had. Irresponsible, often out of town, drivers sliding off canyon road and causing massive
delays, pile ups and dangerous conditions for other drivers. It also adds to the congestion in the canyon. Whatever happened to enforcing traction laws? Now we
just let anyone up with any tires and without four wheel or all wheel drive. This is a massive issue.Also consider variable tolling. It would be less invasive and less
costly than the gondola. It could restrict traffic by deterring those not willing to pay the toll but they could still access the canyon by using the busing
system.Additionally why not use some of this funding and contribute to the UTA bus system? They recently announced they will be cutting and eliminating ski bus
routes which is exactly what we don't need right now. They claim driver shortages so why not give them a healthy chunk of this funding to help attract more drivers?
| take the bus as often as | can but won't be able to with it now running at 30 minute increments.It's incredibly disappointing the private businesses such as Alta and
Snowbird are putting the burden of canyon traffic on the citizens of our communities. They refuse to cap pass sales. In addition to this creating massive traffic issues
it also creates a less than desirable experience at the resort. For the last two years both Snowbird and Alta have sold parking passes and Snowbird has also used a
parking reservation system. This has drastically helped canyon traffic, is free and also incredibly efficient. The parking reservation system is also much more
affordable. | am guessing the reason Snowbird and Alta don't want to rely on the systems is because it might impact their ability to over sell passes. Please help me
understand how a canyon traffic issue created by these two resorts is suddenly now everyone else's problem? Why aren't we looking to these resorts to help restrict
the flow of traffic up the canyon in the first place?Additionally, we need to be mindful of the fact that little Cottonwood Canyon is a watershed. We must protect our
limited water supply which is becoming more and more scarce with climate change as the years go by. Inserting a gondola into this fragile environment will put her
most precious resource at risk and that's a risk we can't afford to takeLastly, | am begging you to be mindful of our Canyon. Of course increased population in
development has put increased pressure on our beautiful canyons. But is the answer really getting more people these canyons and in a short amount of time as
possible? Do we really want these resources destroyed for future generations? The canyon experience that we have now is not even close to the one | grew up with
and | feel bad for my stepchildren who will never experience the solitude of a beautiful drive up or down the canyon. We are now constantly plagued with people
poorly prepared for variable Utah weather patterns because there is zero enforcement of responsibility before these people head up the canyon during storms. It
would be a true travesty to ruin these beautiful resources for the sake of two greedy resorts. Please honestly consider saying NO TO THE GONDOLA.

32.2.4A; 32.2.2M;
32.2.2Y; 32.2.9A,
32.2.2K; 32.12A,;

32.20C; 32.20B

A32.2.2K; A32.12A,;
A32.20C

31577

Barber, Brent

If you have to pay to park at the ski resorts now why should we have to pay a toll to use the road? You're charging people twice. And if they don't build the gondola
and widen the road the problem of shutting the road down during snow days will not go away.

32.2.4A

26077

Barber, Diane

| am COMPLETELY OPPOSED to putting a gondola in either big or little cottonwood canyon. The amount of days that traffic is a problem is very minimal and not
worse a huge cost and ugly impact that a gondola would cause. | do not want to see a gondola when | am going up the canyon to enjoy hiking or biking etc.

32.2.9E; 32.1.1A;
32.1.2B; 32.4B

A32.1.1A; A32.1.2B

28890

Barber, Jenica

| am opposed to the Gondola B Option. There is no reason federal or state money should be used to benefit two businesses. Any money spent should benefit all
people who recreate in the canyon, not primarily skiers. | am particularly frustrated that a former legislator who worked to set this up is going to benefit financially. It
erodes the confidence of people in our state government. Implement the Enhanced Bussing Service and let the ski resorts provide their own private busses (and
better locker facilities) if public busses are just too utilitarian for their taste. Busing can spread out the traffic with more park and ride lots distributed further from the
mouth of the canyon. Developers and Snowbird can still try to make money off their La Caille speculation scheme, but they can do it without any public money.
Finally, given the changes to our climate, how many ski days will there be when the gondola is finished?

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A,
32.2.2l; 32.2.2E;
32.2.7A; 32.2.9N;
32.2.2PP

A32.2.21; A32.2.9N

36535

Barber, Paul

We need to get going on the gondola. It is clearly the best choice

32.2.9D

29088

Barber, Presley

The little cottonwoods Eis should not have a gondola through the land, because we do not want to destroy all of the habitats in that canyon.

32.2.9E

31379

Barber, Ryan

I am 100% for the Gondola. There has been way too much traffic up the canyon to the point that | almost avoid it and cease to go up as much as | used to. The ski
season is misserable because of the lack of enforcement of the 4wd requirement on behalf of UPD. This will create a much safer environment and help ease the
traffic and consequently reduce emissions. 100% for it!

32.2.9D

32830

Barber, Thomas

| am an outdoor enthusiast, a climber, and your constituent. I'm writing today to oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 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.

Little Cottonwood Canyon is a special place. Building a gondola through it would compromise its iconic natural character and aesthetics. It undermines climbing and
other forms of dispersed outdoor recreation that draw people to live in and visit Utah. And it would block climbers from accessing world-class climbing areas there
through years of construction.

The gondola is a fiscally irresponsible project. Regional expanded electric bus and shuttle service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be
tried in earnest that include dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent landscape changes are considered.

If the gondola gets built, | will have to leave the state. | cannot stand for such a gross misrepresentation of what the people of the state of Utah want. | will not let my

32.2.9E; 32.29R;
32.2.21

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.2.2l
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hard earned tax dollars fund a fiscally irresponsible and environmentally unfriendly gondola. | with this was a joke, just as | wish the legislation to build a pipeline
from the Pacific ocean to the GSL is. Sadly this is not the case and most of our legislators in the state are corrupt and paid off by these corporations making millions
off of the taxpayers.
I hope you will consider opposing the Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola in favor of better solutions.
27980 Barbero, Cris Please_don t waste taxpayer dollars on the gondola that will only benefit 2 ski areas and not alleviate traffic congestion for other users of the canyon. This proposal is 322 OF
short sighted and wasteful.
26911 Barbier, Lucette it find too bad to invest so much money and utililzing f[he g_ondola in the summer, even if just on weekend. 322 6.5F
Also, summer weekends show hundred of car at White Pine.
34078 Barbury. Julian Hello! My name is Julian | have lived in Utah all my life and still spend a huge portion of my time in the cottonwood canyons. A gondola in either of these canyons 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E; A32.2 9N
Y, will only add twords the destruction of these beautiful canyons! Please reconsider the plans to put one in! Thank you and have a good day! 32.2.9N -
| was extremely disappointed to see that gondola "solution" was chosen as the preferred solution for the issues with traffic in LLC. This is quite simply not a
transportation solution at all but a give away to the ski industry. This only reveals the enormous amount of corruption in the entire review process and makes a
mockery of so many people that made good faith efforts for a solutions.
The gondola will be extremely unsightly and mar the visual beauty through the canyon. Additionally, many great places in the canyon will become effectively
36430 Barcikowski, Elliott industrial zones. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
The straightforward and obvious solution to the actual traffic issue would be run many buses, eventually expanding a bus lane.
Sincerely,
Elliott Barcikowski
Please do not allow this to be built. | do not believe it will improve the canyon, and instead will lead to more crowding without improving the road or parking.
34800 Barco, Sam Additionally | do not think tax money should be used unless it will be free to the public. It also bypasses many great parts of the canyon and would not be useable for | 32.29D
transportation to these locations. Thank you for reevaluating this plan.
So incredibly disappointed that the tax payer (me) is being told that | have to pay for a special transportation system to PRIVATE businesses. The gondolas are ) )
. L ) . . . ) : ; ) 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E;
expensive eyesores that help a few skiers in one canyon and two very profitable ski resorts. | noticed this topic was completely avoided in the presentation. Yes, | . .
25417 Bardon, Dawn . : . . ) R . . 32.2.6.5F; 32.2.7A; A32.1.2B
reviewed the plan and saw proposed trail parking lots but that does nothing to decrease congestion on the road. Instead it will likely increase congestion due to more 327G
vehicles filling more parking. The trails and canyon can only handle so many hikers. '
25318 Bardwell, Noah Please do not do this. This is not the right solution. It will destroy a lot of climbing and outdoor access. 32.29D
Just a quick comment against the proposed gondola in little cottonwood canyon. NO!
It will not solve the traffic congestion, just shift it to the bottom of the hill. It won't remedy the wait times of skiers to enter or exit the canyon.
Certainly an antiquated idea. 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5E;
37509 Bare, Frank The only real solution to congestion in both little and big cottonwood canyons is a train system. 32.2.9F A322.6.5E
Yes it will cost a bit more, but will definitely solve any current or future transit issues.
Please don't waste taxpayers money with the ridiculous idea of a gondola
| am not sure, how with a straight face, and in light of overwhelming community support for the option that is NOT the gondola, UDOT picked the Gondola. There is
no funding for the project. Snow totals are on the decline. Extended bus service is needed right now AND the gondola does not allow for non-resort users in the 322 ON: 32.2.9F
winter to access trail heads. The gondola just moves the traffic problem down the canyon and will create traffic delays getting into and out of the 2,500 parking spots 32.2-6 5’G' e A32.2.9N;
30829 Bare. Stac for the gondola station. UDOT also should not have cancelled / lowered bus service during the comment period. This project looks like a tax payer funded land grab 32.2-6.30'7 A32.2.6.3C;
’ y by private resorts to support private resorts that shifts the traffic problem down valley. The gondolas will impact the view shed and water resources in the Canyon. It 32.2-6.5E" 3229 A32.2.6.5E;
also does not impact traffic problems in Big Cottonwood Canyon. Expanded bus service throughout the Salt Lake Valley that allows for skiers, riders, and other PR A32.2.21; A32.1.1A
. . ) X : . ; 32.1.1A
public land users to access bus transit well before they get to the canyon is what is needed-electrify the buses and support all canyon users in both canyons-not just
the corporate owners of Alta and Snowbird.
A taxpayer-funded gondola that only drops off at private ski resorts and only is useful in winter traffic is not a good solution. There are other trailheads and parking 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D; A32.1 2B:
25581 Bareiss, Daman area through both summer and winter that are utilized. Expand the current bus system, funding it partially through making the road a toll road during high-use 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32-2.6 3,C
periods including drop-offs throughout the canyon. The canyon is, and should be, multi-use. It's not for skiiers only to be funded by the rest of us. 32.2.6.3C A
33670 Barfuss. Medan WE DO NOT WANT THIS GONDOLA. IT IS A TERRIBLE IDEA. There is no justification for the negative impacts that this will have on the beauty that is LCC and on | 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32 1 2B
Vg the climbing walls/boulders. Please do not go forward with this. Please. 32.4B; 32.6D o
37067 Barg, Stephen No gondola, use buses. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9B
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Installing a gondola would be devastating to the character of Little Cottonwood. It is an outrageously expensive solution to a problem that is only present a small 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
25796 Barghahn Bill time of the year. Public funds should not be supporting this. The impact on the environment is negative for the climbing community. Another important user group in | 32.2.7A; 32.4B; A32.1 2B
9 » By the canyon. Boulders will be destroyed and access to climbing routes will be limited. Skiers should not be considered most important users in the canyon. They are 32.6D; 32.2.9A; T
creating the traffic issue, and it's unfair that they will negatively affect others with this unnecessary gondola. Increase bus services and widen the road if necessary. 32.2.9Q
. . . X . o X
26462 Barkdull, Christopher There s_hould be no tax payer money used for. this. Let the ski companies pay for it as well as the skiers. | am 100% opposed to my tax money being used for 32.2.7A: 32.2.9E
something | do not use nor do most Utahns will use.
Hi,
| strongly oppose the Little Cottonwood gondola as many residents do. The project would cost us Utah tax payers millions of dollars and would serve only a small
section of people. Additionally, the strongest supporters of the project seem to be the two ski resorts that the gondola leads to as well as those wishing to make
millions off of the construction project, at the expense of Utah taxpayers.
The gondola would do lots of harm to the environment as well as destroy the stunning natural beauty of Little Cottonwood and it's mouth. The towers, lines, and
cabins will disrupt the beautiful views that the Cottonwoods are known for. This is also after the gondola is already built. The construction of the gondola will cause 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
even more irreparable damage to LCC as trees will need to be cleared in order to get construction equipment in to set the foundation and install the gondola towers. | 32.2.2PP; 32.2.7A;
33570 Barker, Andrew 32.2.9B; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B; A32.13A
Traffic up and down LCC is something that absolutely needs to be addressed but the gondola would end up doing more harm than good to the canyon to be 32.2.9Q; 32.6A;
warranted. | think that widening the road leading up the canyon to allow for more lanes. Another thing that could be done with more lanes is to have designated bus | 32.13A
lanes so that public transportation can still be provided while being able to travel freely, unburdened by regular car traffic.
All'in all, the gondola would hardly provide a solution to a real problem and would be a burden on taxpayers and damage the environment. There are other possible
solutions that should be explored.
Thank you,
Andrew
30634 Barker, Anna The gondolg will de;stroy ||"1valua_ble aspects of the canyon. | support more buses thh more bu_s stops. As well as, increased private vehicle regulations. | think a 32.2.9A; 32.2.2B
system similar to Zion NP's busing system would be more cost effective and the simplest solution.
31436 Barker, Chris | am opposed to the gondola. It is too resort focused and too expensive. Use electric buses and charge drivers to pay for bus service instead. g;gj}i 32.2.9A;
| oppose the proposed gondola for the following reasons: -It only benefits a small portion of the population for a limited number of days per year. -It only services ski . .
. X : , : 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
- resorts since it does not stop anywhere else. -There are less impactful and less obtrusive methods that would benefit canyon access year round -Taxpayers should : ;
35760 Barker, Christine . ' . : ) s . o . : ' 32.1.2B; 32.2.7A; A32.1.2B
not fund a project that benefits and enhances the operations of private commercial entities UDOT is unfairly influencing the evaluation of proposed phasing by 3226 5G
eliminating some of the existing ski bus routes T
. , I . . 32.1.2B; 32.2.7A; .
26837 Barker, Rachel I resist UDOT's proposal for a gondola as it will tear up our little cottonwood canyon and use millions of our taxpayer dollars. | vote no! 322 9E- 32.9 9N A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
34630 Barkley, Naamah No more environmental degradation for the sake of greed. 32.29D
25351 Barksdale, Caleb | don't support a gondola in the canyon. 32.2.9E
| am against the Gondola because:
Irreversible & Rushed Decision
There is simply no reason to invest $550 million in a permanent project with so many unanswered questions.
. . . . . . . . 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
If common sense could prevail, we would implement cost-effective and environmentally-friendly options such as enhanced busses, tolling, reservations and ! ) i .
32378 Barlage, Brad enforcement of traction laws 322.2K; 32.2.2M, A32.2.2K; A32.2.9N;
ge, ' 32.2.9N; 32.2.4A; A32.2.6.5E
As Salt Lake County Mayor Jenny Wilson said, these are "common-sense solutions that are fiscally sound." 322.6.58
Tax-Payer-Funded, Serving Private Resorts
Why are Utah taxpayers footing the $550 million bill for a problem two private businesses created and for a solution that will only benefit those two businesses?
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As we know, resort executives stand to gain the most from a gondola and have been behind the majority of pro-gondola messaging.

They view the gondola as a tax-payer-funded marketing ploy to increase visitation to their businesses.

UDOT's EIS states, "The [gondola] would provide an economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing more users to access the resorts." [Ch. 6]
Ignoring Local Public & Political Opinion

80% of Utahns oppose the gondola, according to a Deseret News/Hinckley Institute of Politics poll.

Salt Lake County Mayor Jenny Wilson, Sandy Mayor Monica Zoltanski and many other elected officials agree.

"Rather than rip up the canyon with a half-a-billion-dollar price tag, let's invest in common-sense solutions. Parking hubs in the valley, electric busing with regular
routes, carpooling and tolling, reservations, common-sense solutions that are fiscally sound," Wilson said at the Truth About the Proposed Gondola event in June.

With no trailhead or backcountry access, the gondola is far from a solution that benefits all of LCC's users throughout the year.
Not a Convenient Solution

If the gondola is built, your ski day will consist of parking off-site (or paying a premium for one of the limited parking spots near the base), taking a bus to the base
station then riding the gondola 31 minutes to Snowbird or 37 minutes to Alta.

And then doing it all in reverse order at the end of the day.
How can it be assured the gondola will be used and actually reduce cars in the canyon?
For the gondola strategy to be effective, there will need to be a major change in public habits.

With no plan by UDOT to limit cars (it is our understanding they plan to implement bussing until the gondola is built but not continue the program afterward) or any
analysis of demand, the original issue of traffic is not being solved. It will simply funnel more visitors to the resorts.

Increased Visitation Stress on LCC

If those invested in the gondola are so interested in preserving Little Cottonwood Canyon, the first thing they should do is support a capacity/visitor management
study to better understand how many visitors LCC can support.

As our friends at Students for the Wasatch pointed out, if the gondola is implemented, the number of cars visiting resorts will remain the same while skier visits will
increase by 20%, per UDOT's EIS.

The EIS states, "The [gondola] would provide an economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing more users to access the resorts." [Ch. 6]
What Will it Really Cost?
The proposed budget to build the gondola comes in at approximately $550 million. But many estimate that number would ultimately come in closer to $1 billion.

We know projects of this size tend to go way over budget. Our new airport (which could use a gondola from Terminal B) was budgeted for $1.8 billion and ended up
costing more than $4 billion.

If the gondola is built, it would cost $10.6 million annually just to operate. Plus, UDOT estimates an additional $12.5 million in capital costs, expected by 2037,
followed by $16.5 million by 2051, according to the Deseret News.

How much would a gondola trip cost - likely much more than most customers would be willing to pay.
Is a Gondola Even Necessary?

How many days per winter are you in a complete standstill in Little Cottonwood Canyon? No doubt the red snake is real. But real enough for an expensive,
permanent gondola?

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project Page A1-74 June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the
Final EIS

See Responses in
Appendix A of the
ROD

Plus, the gondola will not run when howitzers are active during avalanche mitigation in the lower canyon from Lisa Falls to Monte Cristo.

And we can't even think of an argument for the gondola to be operating for the other eight months of the year.

Preserving the Beauty of LCC

Little Cottonwood Canyon is a true treasure of our local environment and attracts skiers, climbers and hikers from around the world to enjoy its beauty.
Constructing more than 20 towers reaching 200 feet tall and stretching eight miles through the heart of LCC would destroy the canyon's natural beauty.
Altering the canyon's footprint will also destroy popular climbing and hiking areas including Alpenboch Loop Trail.

Push Traffic onto Wasatch Blvd.

The gondola will not solve traffic issues.

It will simply push traffic out of Little Cottonwood Canyon onto Wasatch Blvd, I-215 and surrounding neighborhoods in the Cottonwood Heights community.

Please discontinue consideration of the gondola project. Instead, small steps such as a toll booth, or a continuation of LCC employees using public transport/carpool

34292 Barlow, Kjersti policy seem to be the best approach. The amount of taxpayer money the gondola would require is outrageous, as well as the issue of severe damage to the canyon. | 32.2.2Y; 32.2.9E
Please, please listen to the majority of Utahns--we do not support this project. Thank you!
I am very concerned about not only the direct environmental impact this will have but also concerned about how it will change the mountain itself. If construction . ) . .
. Y . e . : X 32.1.5C; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.5C; A32.20A;
32249 Barlow, McKinley does proceed not only will this be an expensive but long process that will just cause more issues and devalue our gorgeous landscape. Please reconsider or find an .
) . ) 32.20A; 32.20F A32.20F
alternative way to make it up the mountain
Please no gondola. | would rather see a trap system with tunnels run in both canyons over to PC so that it can operate similar to a subway system with no need for 32.2.9E; 32.2.2C;
28656 Barlow, Scott . X : o ;
clearing roads. Tunnels are safe and the trains can run with minimal people and last a very long time. 32.1.5B
| do not support a gondola in Icc. It does not serve the greater community and should not be tax funded as its only delivering people to two private resorts for 5
months of the year. You should expand bus services (despite the increased cost) as these are the most scalable and once electric they will also reduce emissions.
We want the cottonwoods to be green and not marred by steel towers that only work when not windy not even in the summer. If avalanche days are only a minor
inconvenience according to Alta mayor, then we should focus on solutions that match, like expanded bus services along Wasatch front. So you can allocate more 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
36490 Barltrop, Greg buses to wherever they are needed in the valley. Gondola is too limited in its approach and destructive in the trails and climbing areas impacted. Since snow sheds | 32.2.6.5F; 32.2.6.3F;
mitigate the avalanche delays, stick to reasonable solutions even if they won't be perfect in your spreadsheet. We want solutions that don't change the view and are | 32.2.9A
scalable. Especially since the great salt lake is so low and we expect lower snow years in the future. What if we don't get all these visitors in the canyon and the
gondola goes un used? At least you will always use buses somewhere.
Thank you and listen to what the people want.
33171 Barman, Jake T_hg gondola isn't a solgtlon to the red snake - it is expensive to build and will be expensive to ride. The wasatch f_ront needs to remain accessible to all locals and 32.2.9E: 32.2.98
visitors. The gondola will be an eye sore and not accessible year round. Expand the road - look for more economical solutions first.
| believe constructing a gondola is too dramatic of a solution without first trying and implementing alternatives that do not have such a significant cost and potentially
irreversible damage to a beautiful natural resource. | believe tolling, additional bus/shuttle service, or entirety bus/shuttle service would be options to implement and 322 OF: 32 29R: A32 29R: A32.1 2H:
34453 Barnard, Katie only AFTER those are proven to be unsuccessful should a gondola be constructed.| believe this is also extremely shortsighted considering the project will exist and 32.2'9A, ’ ’ A32.2 68’ e
impact the canyon in ALL seasons, even though winter is the only season with such high traffic as to need an alternate solution. | do not think a gondola is the right - -
solution for our community at this time.
38509 Barnardt, Clara Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3. 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
2SI M
38510 Barnardt, Sara Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3. 32.2'9.C' ?”2 2.2K' ’ A32.2.6.5E;
3226.3F; 3224A | N32:22K
. | would like to offer another option for the Canyons ski season that won't cost anyone each day- let's build a parking structure at each ski resort. 2 or 3 story to give
31559 Barnes, Angie more room for parking. Can be decided hours by resort. PARKING STRUCTURE, yes! 322.2K A32.2.2K
31561 Barnes, Angie Parking Structure for each Resort. 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
27864 Barnes, Cade Save the canyon 32.29G
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37400

Barnes, Clayton

My name is Clayton Barnes | am a 61 years old native Utahan and | am very opposed to the gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | have hiked, explored and skied
in this canyon hundreds of times and | truly love this canyon as did my dad. What God has created in this canyon needs to be protected for future generations.

Regarding the EIS, it is my understanding that the coordinates of each supporting tower are unknown. The natural features of this canyon are extremely diverse and
the rugged conditions will make constructing support towers extremely challenging. In my opinion every proposed tower site deserves a separate environmental
assessment that takes into consideration ingress/egress, construction area, land survey/site development plan, geotechnical investigations are needed to determine
foundation depth and design, staging area for materials also need to be considered. All towers will require FAA evaluation and towers over 199" will require lighting
and tower marking. How will this affect the mammals, reptiles and birds that call this canyon home? The animals in this canyon must be protected.

Utilizing a gondola for moving people is a primitive outdated solution that will ruin the canyon views and potentially put animal populations at risk.

32.2.9E

27885

Barnes, Jacquelyn

Please don't put in a gondola. It's the wrong thing to do. Period.

32.2.9E

37780

Barnes, K

You will ruin the beauty of the canyon with a gondola! If i go to the canyon to hike or picnic, | am not going to lug all of my gear onto a gondola to get there. Also your
idea for a $30 toll is VERY unreasonable. The canyons don't belong to you and you have no right to keep people out of them by making it unaffordable to go there.
A yearly pass at a reasonable amount or a $6.00 per visit cost i would be a lot better.

32.2.9E

26142

Barnes, Matt

| am firmly against the gondola, please improve bus and tram system instead, works great in every other ski town

35872

Barness, Ronald

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.6.4

| have been a resident of_since 1975. | currently work in the development of large-scale utility solar energy projects in Utah. | currently have four
projects, 500+ MW ($1+bn) apiece, in various stages of development in Utah, Montana and Washington State.

| am opposed to UDOT's gondola preferred solution for the following reasons:

1- Economic benefits: enriching two private entities is UDOT's mission or responsibility and that applying taxpayer dollars to that end is a reckless use of public
funds

2- Expense: From my experience working in the utility scale solar sector, $500m is lowball, so | call. on that. Even if it could be built for $500m, that it is a unwise
us of public funds to build a taxpayer funded chairlift for two for-profit ski resorts in a rapidly growing state with many other transportation needs.

3- Unknowns: There are too many unknowns about the preferred choice gondola such as how much it will cost, what sort of traffic congestion issues will it bring to
the mouth of the canyon, seasonality, impacts on gondola from avalanche control and whether Utah will have a winter ski season in another decade because of
climate change.

My work in the solar energy sector is about finding the right places to construct industrial-scale solar facilities that are far away from highly recognized world-class
mountain and desert landscapes such as Little Cottonwood Canyon. Building a gondola up the middle of Little Cottonwood Canyon would be forever destructive to
the wildlife habitat and to the mountain vistas which we value and enjoy.

| urge UDOT give up the proposed Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola. Let's implement the less-expensive, less-intrusive pragmatic solutions such as tolling
(especially in high-impact days), promotion of carpooling, and expanded bus service that would serve all canyon user groups. There are much more effective and
immediate solutions available to us than the permanent construction of a industrial-scale gondola in the canyon.

Sincerely,

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
32.2.2E; 32.1.2F;
32.1.2D; 32.2.6.5F;
32.2.6.5E; 32.2.9A

A32.1.2F;
A32.2.6.5E

33937

Barnett, Betty

The gondola should not be publicly funded, then restricted to only those who can afford it. This is not a solution! It is once again catering to the wealthy and | am
completely against it.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E

25540

Barnett, Doug

The maijority of Utah residents that use this canyon are not going to the ski resorts, they are accessing all areas of the canyon for recreation; hiking, biking, snow
shoeing etc. Please explain how a gondola helps the majority of these residents access the canyon? A gondola helps skiers and the ski resorts only. This solution is
100% subsidy for private businesses!!!!

32.1.2B; 32.1.4E;
32.1.2 D; 32.6A

A32.1.2B

34126

Barnett, Sara

I've been enjoying little cottonwood canyon since | was 3 years old and learned to ski at snowbird. Since then, I've had a season pass every year. It holds such a
special place in my heart for it's true, genuine beauty. | also love to hike, mountain hike and rock climb in LLC outside of winter. The gondola would undoubtedly
destroy LLC, it's beauty and all of the recreational opportunities utilized by people near and far. It would serve only the ski resorts, and while | love Snowbird, it's just
not right. Please do not build the gondola!

32.2.9E

37621

Barnett, Tim

Who are the people paying for this? | can tell it will be like the 2002 Olympics, the local tax payers will. | don't want to see this built.

32.2.7A; 32.2.9E

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-76

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the

See Responses in
Appendix A of the

Final EIS ROD
I grew up in Cottonwood Heights and use both Big and Little Cottonwood canyons regularly. | am an avid skier and literally no one | know who frequents the
37871 Barney, Jake canyons on the most crowded days wants this that doesn't have a vested interest in the project. The people you will be forcing to pay for this don't want it because 32.2.9E
it's not needed. This is a clear example of socializing the cost for private profits. This is not in the public interest.
The gondola option is not the answer guys. $550 million (which we all know will go way over budget) to fund a funnel that will deliver customers right to the ski
resorts (private businesses) front door? 99.9 percent of the time there isn't a back-up of traffic congestion in the canyon. This option is literally to alleviate traffic that
happens less than ten days a year! Skiers are only one demographic that uses the canyon, what about the rest of us climbers, hikers, the wildlife etc etc etc. This
monstrosity you have recommended as the "best option" is only the "best option" to get people to the resorts. There are literally two stops, Snowbird and Alta! There | 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
29414 Barney, Jared are many other options that would leave less of an impact on one of our most treasured state assets. The fact this has been approved is lazy. Why not have a 32.2.2K; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
ticketing system at the mouth of the canyon on those days we know will be a problem where you must have your pass scanned to be let in and once the parking lot | 32.2.9E
at the resorts are full, you MUST ride a bus or you can't enter. What about LIMITING the amount of people that can ski at the resorts on those days. Oh the resorts
might not make as much money if that were the case? WHO CARES? A Let them suffer a little bit for 10 days a year so that the rest (including our wildlife) don't
have to suffer for 365 days a year. Do the right thing!
This is obvious what is going on. The vast majority of people that live in the area want nothing to do with a gondola, but you are shoving it dowp our throats to
26257 Barnev. Jared appease snowbird. Something is so fishy about all of this. They "secretly" buy the land and now udot magically decides that's the best option? jjii§. There is money 32.1.2B; 32.2.9N; A32. 1 2B: A32.2 9N
Y, exchanging h in a back room somewhere and it will eventually all come to light, but not before you guys deface our canyon with your 15 story towers. This 32.29D; 32.6A T -
whole thing is
The gondola is not my preferred solution and would like to be counted amongst the local residents against it. | believe that heavy traffic during the winter season 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
29475 Barney, Jason doesn't justify having an eyesore year round. Please consider other alternatives like charging tolls on high volume days. This idea does not serve those of us who do | 32.2.2PP; 32.2. 4A; A32.1.2B
not ski. Please don't scar the gorgeous view | grew up loving. 32.2.9E
This should NOT happen. The gondola will only allow the laziest of people to get outside-my experience is that those who put in little effort don't care for the
environment. If you increase the accessibility you have to come up with a solution to the littering. If the goal is to decrease emissions this won't help. Not everyone in
29001 Barney, Madison Utah even ski's, smog levels on cars should be assessed not a giant piece of metal that's just going to scar the environment. 32.2.9E
Please listen to the people who actually live in Utah and enjoy LCC. Not to the tourists who don't care about the environment itself. Please..
37007 Barney, Shawn The gondola would ruin the natural beauty of the canyon, please do not build this. 32.2.9E
26599 Barnhart, Tyler | do not support the Gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. There is a better solution for the traffic 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E
| really don't know why I'm bothering to comment, as it is very clear that the opinions and wants of taxpayers are not of any import to you. However, be advised that
30764 Barnhurst, Marie we do vote, and will vote out any who are in favor or pushing for this gondola project. The taxpayers should not be saddled with the bill for this travesty. It benefits 2 | 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
ski resorts and that's all! Let them figure out for themselves how to handle the customers they want and leave our tax money for more important needs. Please.
It seems that no matter what the public thinks about this project, our opinions do not matter. We love Little
28190 Barnhurst, Marie Co’gtopwood Canyon. We are not skiiers. We V\{|II n_ot be benefitting at all from this d_ec_|5|on, just like the 322 9N A32.2 9N
majority of Utahns. But you want us to pay for it with tax moneys. The general public is as always powerless
in the face of special interests. It leaves us as always powerless.
This is futile | know. No matter what the majority of residents comments here or on Facebook, the people with the money who want this monstrosity will prevail. We 32 1.9B: 32.2 2PP:
29752 Barnhurst, Marie do not want this overpriced gondola project. It is a travesty to use taxpayer funds for something that so few will even use! What a terrible idea. No! to this gondola 32.2.9E: 32.2.9N ’ A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
travesty!!! 2.9E; 32.2.
. It does not matter what anyone says who is not in favor of this gondola project. It will go ahead anyway. No one listens to or cares about what we the people really 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
28473 Barnhurst, Marie want anyway. NO GONDOLA! 32.2.2PP A32.2.9N
30766 Barnhurst, Marie See? It doesn't matter what the public wants, does it? 32.2.9E
37376 Barnish, Lillie _Please do nqt use tax payer money to mstall a gondo_la thgt negatively |mpa_cts the environment and mainly benefits users of ski resorts. There are better ways to 32.2.7A: 32.1.2D
improve tourism in Utah without destroying the beautiful view of our mountains.
. . . . . . . A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
30618 Baron, Clark | support the decision to move forward with the gondola and to use the bus system during funding and construction. Good alternative! 32.2.9D; 32.29R A32.2 6S
34427 Baron, Joyce | support the decision to use the gondola as part of the solution of canyon access. 32.2.9D
28334 Baron, Rudy Love the gondola!! 32.2.9D
At first | was in full support of a gondola......but after considering a gondola would only serve two ski areas.
26367 Barone, Mark | am strongly believe busses are the answer (without widening the road) 32.2.9A: 32.2.9E

the future of little cottonwood canyon is only going to get more crowded and busses will ultimately be needed for all visitors, lets be proactive with the better bus
solution!
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30921

Barone, Mark

No Gondola......
Keep the road the same, use More Busses!

32.2.9A; 32.2.9E

34575

Barr, Anne

No...please look at other traffic options. Charge more for the Epic/ Icon passes to fund busses. One way lanes during morning and afternoon heavy traffic.

32.2.2PP; 32.2.2K;
32.2.2D

A32.2.2K

35556

Barr, Craig

| agree something needs to be done but | don't believe the Gondola is the correct answer. While new technologies are available over time and better solutions are
near. Add all the busing needed to get the skiers up the mountain. Perhaps even a lite rail to get the skiers to the parking and slopes, | just don't believe the Gondola
is the end all answer.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

26307

Barr, Robert

| have a cabin on the Brighton loop. | have been driving these canyons for over 50 years. The motivation for all of this(outside of the ski resorts interest) is to reduce
impact in the canyons by changing behaviors . | suggest starting with a virtually zero impact and significantly lower taxpayer cost.

In conjunction first with the resorts do a sliding scale toll that could be worked by the resorts. And adjusted by day and season. They all have several employees
working their parking areas. Start by enforcing a prohibitive sliding scale toll. Say $50 for a single occupant in a vehicle (driver only) progressively diminishing to $0
for 4 in a vehicle with a reduced price pass as an incentive for the driver and preferred parking spots reserved for fully occupied vehicles. Of course this would still
need ( to be reasonably attractive to the general public) a park and ride lot located near the base of the canyons. The fees at the resorts would offset the reduced
passes and also allow more skiers access to the resorts and ultimately sell more passes. Also by sliding the scale due to day of the week or season it encourages
more skiers to ski during weekdays and lower use periods and again boosts the resorts overall bottom line without contributions by taxpayers. Ultimately a similar
program could be run in summer months to abate traffic and impacts on the canyon. And ultimately the toll may want to be handled prior to entrance to the canyon
at the base. But still at incredibly reduced cost and impact than the current proposals. Of course it also impacts those that are hoping for financial gain from the more
expensive proposals from the builders, property owners , politicians and possibly even UDOT employees. But not implementing and trying at least some form of this
would be absolute proof of the motivations.

32.2.2Y; 32.2.4A;
32.1.2C; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.9N

A32.2.9N

37575

Barral, France

| find it telling that this decision has been tearing our community apart. While some opposition is to be expected, the large amount of pushback is an indicator of a
concerning lack of consensus. Could it be because the solution chosen does not make as much as sense as expected?

| am disappointed because the most onerous (by far) solution was chosen. Will we be surprised when the cost overruns cost taxpayers double the original cost? |
will not be. But UDOT will not be held to account.

The solution chosen only caters to 2 destinations and none others. Yes, it could be the case that 95% of the traffic goes to the end of the line.... then have the resort
pay the price! This is a public transportation project that will benefit private enterprise.

The bus solution, charging fees to vehicles with few passagers are immediate solutions that could be pursued immediately at a much less costs. Why is UDOT not
pursuing them, leaving it to the resorts to do their best?

Sadly, UDOT is not account e public. The taxpayers will be left with a "larger than expected bill", scandal, corruption, but that's OK, because the project will
have moved, democracy bew

32.2.7A; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E

37232

Barratt, Kyle

Gondola ? is best solution long term.

32.2.9D

27655

Barraza, Joshua

| feel that we don't need this at all, we are hurting our earth more than we know we don't need to be taking out more natural habitats we are affecting our earth with
stuff like this, changing our canyons like that will make things worse for our environment and our precious earth

32.2.9E

34952

Barrell, Arleen

Hi | am not for the gondola up Little Cottonwood Canyon. | do not think taxpayers of Utah should pay for this as it only services Snowbird and Alta ski resorts. | do
not think that we have tried any of the other solutions. | am in favor of many of the other solutions proposed.

1. Enhanced busing subsidize by ski resorts who charge for parking.

2. Fee for traveling up the Cottonwood Canyon.

3. Traction devices throughout the winter. That would mean people need snow tires to be in the canyons or in forced on the day it snows. Even if it snows in the
afternoon people would be ticketed for not having snow tires.

3. Snow plows at the top of the canyons.

4. Enhanced busing using electric and smaller buses during non-busy times.

5. Using license plate and have even odd days during high traffic days Friday Saturday Sunday, holidays

5. Ridesharing

6. Parking garage in the valley that would pick up skiers.

We have a small canyon the gondola would ruin the natural beauty of little Cottonwood Canyon. At some point human people will have to be restricted in our
canyons. reservation systems implemented in the national parks have enhanced the experience for all involved. We need to protect our natural beauty and
watershed. | vote no for the gondola.

Arleen

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.2K; 32.2.4A

A32.2.2K

38116

Barrell, Dan

We all know about the problem. | think there is a good solution, but we have to get it RIGHT the 1st time. Also, we CANNOT allow head of snowbird and/or alta
to make the call. Let them do their job (running a resort) and you guys do your job, getting people there. Its hard and a pain in the , but there is a good, viable
solution. However, the gondola solution is not a good one. Its like, I'm staying up there . . you need to drive, I've got these kids and their gear . . you need to drive,
I'm hiking white pine . .you need to drive, I'm delivering stuff . . you need to drive, etc. It is only going to be used by skiers and some employees. It can't be used
during a storm (lighting), can't be used after a snow storm (avalanche blasting). You will need to have a full time maintenance crew there (like the resorts have). You

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.6.5G; 32.2.4A;
32.2.6.3F; 32.2.9A
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will need to have a full time evacuation crew there, when it breaks down (and it will break down). Windows will have to open for ventilation, who is going to pick up
the litter coming out of the windows? (The resorts hire people to walk the hills under the lifts each year, will you?). On the icon pass, | go to several resorts each
year. There isn't one (except for Jackson hole if | pay 30.00) that | do not have to ride on a shuttle bus. Ok, so the cottonwoods are a long shuttle, that is our
physical situation. Electric busses capture most of their energy on a round trip, so they use NO FUEL. They do not have to return to the hub each night for fuel or
maintenance. We don't have enough seasonal drivers; pay them more! - give them a season pass! - let some of them ski for 2-3 hours in the middle of the day!
Come on . . get creative. Here is what | envision; you NEED A PASS to get up the canyon in a car. Someone at the Gravel Pit or maybe jiffy lube or maybe at the
base inspects your car (for snow tires) and charges you for your pass. Single riders pay 20.00 - Double riders pay 10.00 - Triple pay 5.00 - 4 or more pay nothing!
Get busses from the Biden admin for free (Inflation Reduction Act funds). They are good for a million miles. Take the canyon toll funds and pay your drivers; well! -
and give them a ski pass. DO NOT cut them when you need drivers in town! We need busses every 10 - 15 minutes in the am rush and every 10 - 15 minutes in the
pm rush. The fuel is free and the busses should be free. Then (and this is the hard part), make a single bus lane. Buses travel up in the am (come down with traffic
on the return) and at 1:00, busses travel down in the pm. The people who need/want to drive up in their snow tired vehicle, must pay or ride up on a bus for no
charge. Vehicles who get in a wreck must be pushed to the side by a cop car with a massive front bumper (make a larger shoulder) and MUST be retrieved AFTER
midnight (ok; maybe 10ish). How about this: on snow days, after the canyon has been cleared of avalanches; the busses get a 2 hour head start of the cars. We
know the problem. The solution is and will always be mass transit on busses. The gondola is a Disneyland solution. Its like a snowbird's roller coaster extension.
Don't get distracted. Put in parking at the gravel pit, put in booths at the canyon bases (yes, big cottonwood needs help as well). Get electric busses only! Put in a
bus lane; you can do it. And hey, put the ski racks on the outside of the busses, please. Thanks for allowing me to comment about this problem. | did my job, now it
is time to do yours. Dan Barrell

38024

Barrell, Daniel

As a native Utahn and a frequent user and lover of Little Cottonwood canyon it was devastating to learn that UDOT chose the Gondola for the transportation
solution.

Here are the reasons why this is a mis-guided choice:

1) The Gondola will be MUCH SLOWER than the enhanced bus. Why would anyone ride something that takes 1 hour each way (via bus at the gravel pit)....outside
of snow days and the occasional novelty ride? Due to this extremely long travel time, | believe no one will ride it and we will still suffer from the same crippling traffic
problems (only after wasting a half billion dollars and ruining the canyon view in the process).

2) The Gondola offers nothing to other users in the canyon and is essentially a half billion-dollar giveaway to the ski resorts.

3) Itis not versatile and cannot change based on changing circumstances.

4) It COMPLETELY RUINS the canyon viewshed through this industrialized massive monstrosity cutting up the middle of the canyon...it will never be the same.

5) This outcome and rationale provide make me question how independent the process was. Despite these obvious significant flaws listed above and public lining
up in staunch opposition to the Gondola, it seems that influential stakeholders (key congressmen, resort owners and governor) who wanted the gondola were able to
pull strings behind the scenes to ensure that they overrode the will of the majority.

To offer constructive feedback | support the enhanced bussing option or the expanded existing bus service. This service could utilize the gravel pit parking structure.
| would even support a train that goes up Little Cottonwood, tunnels to Brighton/Solitude and eventually Park City (returning down 1-80), but I'm sure this is not on
the table.

| hope that UDOT gives the community ample time to demonstrate that they can reduce traffic through less costly means (expanded bussing / 4-wheel drive / tolls),
but know that | will be fighting the legislature tooth and nail to ensure that my hard earned tax dollars are not wasted on such a poor transportation solution.

Thanks for taking my comment,

Dan Barrell

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9A

29558

Barrell, Jeff

My name is Jeff Barrell and | have been backcountry skiing in the Wasatch since 1985. I'm now living in Boston area and visit Utah 1-3X per year to visit family and
bring friends to ski. For the past several years | have avoided driving either Big or Little cottonwood alone - either car pooling or riding the bus. The bus service has
improved the last couple years - it was really bad before that and that reputation still exists for other skiers | talk with. There is still room for improvement as buses
are jammed in the mornings and evenings.

| am disappointed in the decision for a gondola in Little Cottonwood. The entire EIS process ignores similar traffic issues in Big Cottonwood. Will this be addressed
in another EIS?

| wrote in prior comments that this alternative does not help backcountry skier access to White Pine or summertime access to Tanners flat, a popular picnic area.
The gondola alternative spends a lot of public money which greatly benefits only Snowbird and Alta resorts. What are these resorts contributing?

One concern not addressed in the EIS is the person-capacity of these two resorts. The gondola and enhanced bus service will greatly increase the capacity to
deliver people to these areas which are currently very crowded on busy days. Reducing cars is desirable, but increasing the number of people (and ticket sales) will
make already crowded conditions worse and increase their impact in the canyons. Once out-of-state skiers like myself see these crowds, we easily take our
business to other less crowded resorts like Colorado or British Columbia. Thus this huge public investment might bring an initial surge of interest followed by a drop
back to current levels.

| do like the fact that operating and maintenance costs are lower with the gondola and can operate with green electricity - important for a 2050 plan. However, my
concern is that once this gondola is in place, then Big Cottonwood and Park City can easily be connected with gondola extensions. This is simply Ski Link in
disguise.That plan was supported by ski areas and very unpopular with the public - this plan appears to be similar.

32.1.1A; 32.1.2B;
32.1.2D; 32.1.5B;
32.20B

A32.1.1A; A32.1.2B

31407

Barrell, Keith

Taxpaying local says HARD NO TO GONDOLA!!

| feel that the proposal for the gondola has been rushed and not thought out. Considering it will be publicly funded, it does not serve the public/tax payer interest, but

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A,
32.1.2D; 32.2.6.5E;

A32.2.6.5E;
A32.1.1A
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rather puts benefits of Snowbird and Alta above common sense public transit options that are better for the public. 32.2.4A; 32.2.7A;
32.2.6.5K; 32.1.1A

It is not scalable, flexible, or able to be customized. It chiefly servers private companies who are not paying for the project. Continual maintenance will be expensive
and have long lasting environmental impact on our watershed.
Answers to vital questions such as:
-Parking for the gondola and traffic issues at mouth of both canyons
-price per ticket
-environmental impact of construction as well as continued maintenance
-Costs of continued maintenance
-Rescue resources and associated costs
have very uncomplete and unsatisfactory answers, or not answered at all.
This also does not address BCC traffic issues at all and is unable to incorporate into a larger transportation plan for both canyons.
A TOLL BOOTH SUBSIDIZING A BUS SYSTEM WITH A BUS LANE up both canyons makes the most sense.
-Is customizable, scalable through various seasons, able to serve all users (not just private ski resorts).
-The resources can be incorporated with and contribute to transportation in both Cottonwood canyons.
-It can be updated and optimized as we learn from our mistakes.
Again:
HARD NO TO GONDOLA
YES TO TOLL BOOTH SUBSIZED BUS SYSTEM WITH LANE
| wholeheartedly disagree with and strongly object to the construction of the Gondola as an attempt to fix the Canyon transportation and traffic related issues. This is
a horrible idea that will both negatively impact the natural beauty of the canyon and simultaneously not solve any traffic/congestion issue in the canyon. My main
thoughts | would like to express:1) Large towers and gondola lines will be visible throughout the entire canyon and will have a serious negative impact on the natural
serenity and beauty of the canyon. Not everyone using the canyon are going to the resorts, and those of us trying to enjoy the canyon for its natural beauty, will be
having to look at this development built exclusively for the resort access. The back side of the Wasatch (PC/Deer Valley/Canyons area) have already developed just
about every inch and we know what that looks like. What separates the Front Wasatch (BCC/LCC) from PC/Deer Valley/Canyons is that the Front Wasatch has a
reasonable amount of development in designated areas. Wilderness and natural resources for public recreation is still the priority for the area. This very exposed
and elevated development will taint the experience for everyone trying to use the canyon for something other than the resorts. 2) This will not solve any traffic or
congestion issues in any substantial way. Many issues arise at the base, or even well before the base. Even with the current traffic and congestion issues, driving is

36522 Barrell, Scott and will still be a preferred mode of transport to the Canyons. People like to drive because they strongly prefer to have their car. | assume the gondola isn't going to | 32.2.9E 32.2.7A
be free? | assume it will be fairly expensive. This will not add any convenience and people will not be incentivized to drive.3) I. Do. Not. Want my tax dollars to fund
this insanely expensive absurdly hair-brained transportation scheme. How is this supposed to benefit anyone but the resorts? | view this as essentially another
chairlift to the resorts, and why the hell should | have to pay for a solution that will only deliver people straight to the resorts? (assuming anyone actually rides it).4)
This is permanent and not scalable. | heard that expanding bus lanes would cost just as much as building the gondola. Regardless if this statement is actually true
or not, the vastly superior advantage of a bus-based program is that you can instantly scale-up or scale-down a bus program depending on demand. Perhaps
buses/bus lanes only need to be active during the winter? There is no way to scale a Gondola based infrastructure. Once the gondola is there, it will be there for
good. Sure, you decide to turn it off because people aren't using it, the gondola will still be hanging overhead, casting a shadow over the entire canyon. | strongly
urge you to Not. Build. This. Gondola. Something obviously needs to be done to help fix congestion in the Canyons, but this is not the answer. we as a society can
come up with a better solution.

. Please please save our canyon. | am against a gondola. It will not solve the traffic problems. It will make more and it will destroy our beautiful canyon to only serve 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;

37090 Barrett, Elise . : ) .
the rich. Please consider other alternatives. Increased busing and tolls 32.2.4A

30387 barrett, frank Fix the bus system and fix traffic instead of wasting money and destroying nature 32.2.9A
Greetings,
| have some comments and questions about the interpretation of the EISI have a few questions about the EIS that | hope you can explain.

35482 Barrett, Mark 32.2.9E
Increase in impervious surface
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high and ruin the views in the canyon. Taxpayers should not subsidize the resorts and former legislators who are involved and stand to benefit with the gondola
base location.

32.2.7TA; 32.2.9A,
32.2.9E

Final EIS ROD
Enhanced Bus Service in Peak-period Shoulder Lane Alternative: 35.2-38.8 acres
Gondola Alternative B: increase of 22.6-26.2 acres
Wildlife habitat impacted
Enhanced Bus Service in Peak-period Shoulder Lane Alternative: 44-48 acres
Gondola Alternative B: increase of 24-28 acres
In regards to above numbers, are they not talking about acreage beside an existing road vs land in the middle of the canyon? | don't think that you can compare the
two as being the same in regard to the ecosystem. It seems it would be less impact to destroy 44 acres of land adjacent to the road than it would to destroy 24 acres
of the middle of the canyon.
Visual change (primary alternative/supporting element) - Visual change includes landscape character change at key observation points. The visual change is for the
primary alternative and supporting elements such as snow sheds.
Enhanced Bus Service in Peak-period Shoulder Lane Alternative: Negligible/high
Gondola Alternative B: High/high
This hits home with my main objection to the gondola. It will permanently affect the natural beauty of this stunning canyon. As | said earlier, because of its small size,
the Wasatch is not the Alps.
In regard to snow sheds, assuming they are necessary, could architects not design them to blend in better with the slope. Do they really need to look like a steel
box? | am not a civil engineer, but just asking.
\
Do the right thing
Thank you,
Mark Barrrett
32993 barrett, mark The gondola option is a terrible option that will certainly negatively impact this very small ecosystem and will only benefit a few politicians and developers. 32.2.9E
For the love of god and anything sacred, and by that | mainly mean LCC. Do not build this gondola and ruin the natural beauty of one of the most special places on 322 OF: 32.2 7A:
25434 Barrett, Myles earth. Anyone who has ever claimed to love LCC would be a cheap sellout to foolishly condone this monstrosity. | hope you get zero funding for this natural disaster. 32'2'9N’ e A32.2.9N
,uaorlie -
Many reasons for no gondola there never would be enough to solve traffic problems it would ruin view we have earthquake s the distance to great combinations of
solution reasonable toll fees, Suttle bus , UTA bus , reservations, limitations on verticals ,gondola expensive repairs changes of people being such hrs. Yes gondola 322 OF: 32.2 4A:
36841 Barrett, Roberta used all over world but not the distance this one would be UTA excuse cutting service to force people to vote for gondola project and if UTA PASS PRODICTOR 32'2'9Af 32-2.2K’ A32.2.2K
THAT GONDOLA PROJUST COST MORE NEED TO PUT MONEY IN TO BUS IMPROVING ROAD AND TOLL BOOTH AND RESERVATIONS SET UP THINGS T Eee
THAT CAN BE ADDRESS WITH OUT HARMING VIEW OF CANYON AND UNNESSARY BURDON ON TAX PAYERS THANKYOU
The decision to build this gondola is against the wishes of the overwhelming majority of the citizens of Salt Lake and its surrounding counties. This incredibly costly
37218 Barrett, Ryan endeavor is being pushed through by a small group of individuals that stand to gain from it financially. | will continue to oppose its construction at every opportunity, 32.2.9E
including challenging every piece of legislation directed at its funding, and the election of anyone responsible for allowing it to move forward.
| am writing in opposition to the gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. This option is devastating to anyone invested in the well-being of the canyons. From an
30848 Barrett, Shannon gnwronmenta! standpo_mt it will de_stroy |mpor_tant water_ shec_j areas and d|r_ectly impact the_surroqndmg areas. The parking lot alone will have a huge environmental 32.2.9E: 32.4B
impact. The discontinuing of bus lines is negligent at this point. It is our obligation to try options with less impact to the canyon. The gondola also stands to remove
countless world class boulders that bring climbers in from around the world. These are irreplaceable and need to be preserved for future generations.
| object to the gondola option. 32 1.9B: 32.1.2D"
A bus option using 2 lanes up bound until 1 pm alternating with 2 lanes down canyon after 1 pm would require some additional road construction but would not 32.2-2D,' 32-2.4A:
29532 Barrett, Stephen marginalize other canyon use . The gondola would be expensive for users, require extensive and expensive facilities at the base and terminus. The towers are very o an e oA, A32.1.2B
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37124

Barrett-Caston, Even

No Gondola. The environmental impact is tragic. The cost does not belong to the community but to the resorts who will profit most. Please reconsider this mistaken
approach to solving the traffic problem up LCC Thanks

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

33848

Barrigar, Larry

I've enjoyed Little cottonwood most of my adult life and don't downhill ski. In fact most Utahns don't. | don't feel we should add the infrastructure of a gondola and
ruin the beauty of the canyon just to help accommodate the business of the ski resorts. The canyon should be there for us all to enjoy.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

35355

Barron, Daniel

Let's build a road specifically for bus-use only - no gondola!

32.2.9E; 32.2.9B

27743

Barron, Ronald

| can appreciate all the aspects of this project you folks said to have considered. | understand that just because UDOT wants to build gondola B plan it may not
happen due to funding issues. That being said, the phase in approach can still have a big impact on the issues surrounding Little and Big Cottonwood Canyons.

To that end, as a user that would currently be very happy to take bus transit up either Little OR Big Cottonwood Canyons, | can comfortably say the canyon bus
system needs to be significantly enhanced. There needs to be MANY more parking spaces near the mouths of the canyons, making the trip on the buses as short
as possible. There needs to be MANY more buses, just up and down the canyons as well. Non resort users must be considered also by providing trailhead bus
stops/shelters, or on-demand stops. It is very dangerous for a winter back-country user to exit a drainage only to have to wait a half an hour along the road for a bus.
I won't do it. | wouldn't expect anyone else to do it. No shelters, in the cold? NO way. | hope you'll address ALL these issues soon.

Thanks.
rb

32.29R; 32.2.9A

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

31154

Barrus, Greg

| oppose building a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Doing so will permanently and negatively alter the canyon experience. | prefer expanded bus service.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

33636

Barrus, Paulette

Please do not choose the gondola! It is bad for the environment, scenery, and it's permanent damage! Let's try buses, ski parking reservations, micro-transit, and
rideshare programs! UDOT should prioritize cheaper, successful solutions before jumping to the most expensive and definitely harmful alternative. Please!

32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N; 32.29R

A32.2.2K; A32.2.9N;
A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

31666

Barry, Eileen

| am against having a gondola system in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Don't use taxpayers money to benefit the few. Don't let the ski resorts ruin the beauty of the
canyon. Don't build a transportation system that will be too pricey for most people. There are other better options.

32.2.9E

31593

Barson, Sandy

$20-$30 toll for big and little cottonwood is way to expensive! Hiking has improved my health. After covid | had heart flutters and breathing problems. Hiking has
strengthened my heart and lungs and the flutters have improved. Nature should be free for EVERYONE to enjoy not just the rich!

32.2.4A

32687

Barta, Charlie

APPOSE GONDOLA! | love to Wasatch mountains and LCC is a place of endearment and love and the gondola will destroy important ecology, and truly ruin a place
that human contact has already greatly effected. The gondola is not the solution, the users of this canyon oppose it, please. Life is not about what money opportunity
you can make for yourself, make the right choice. You know this isn't ethical

32.2.9E

37674

Bartee, Barbara

Please do not put not put the overpriced eyesore of a gondola in my backyard. Please try other ideas like reserved parking, timed entry, increased bussing, fees for
cars to access they canyon, etc. ideas that are working for our national parks. There is no reason to waste so many of our tax dollars on a gondola that will ruin the
look of our canyon before trying to alleviate congestion in the canyon using less invasive and more cost effective means. | personally don't know of any person in
favor of the gondola. Because of it's unpopularity | believe it's important to try other alternatives. Thanks you

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
32.2.9A; 32.2.4A

A32.2.2K

36708

Bartee, Roy

| am sure | am echoing what others have probably more eloquently written. The gondola will be the biggest waste of tax payer money since the Great Salt Lake
Pumps. The gondola does not solve any of the other problems in the canyon: Trailhead over crowding, Bicycle safety, access to world famous climbing. Please
scrap the gondola and use tried and true methods such as fees to enter the canyon, by all modes of transportation (foot, bike, vehicle); use time entry permitting, for
access to ski areas, trail heads, just driving through. Go ahead and building the parking lot, but use shuttle and extra buses. Pay the bus drivers a living wage and
you'll have enough drivers. Shuttle at national parks work great. There are so many examples of things that work, you don't need to reinvent the wheel. The gondola
should not be built!

32.2.9E; 32.2.4A;
32.7A

32530

Barth, David

I think the gondola is a great idea and will reduce canyon traffic, air, and water pollution. Throughout Europe and the rest of the world, large gondolas are a proven
method of transportation with low impact and higher efficiency than individual vehicles or busses. Busses are limited by road conditions, traffic, and the availability of
drivers (as seen by the reduction of routes this year due to staffing issues). Long term costs are lower than road and bus expansions, also.

| believe the gondola itself would be an attraction to tourists and locals during both the winter and summer. The gondola could help keep intoxicated drivers off the
road after a few too many drinks during apres ski or Oktoberfest. While the gondola isn't invisible, its path is no more distracting visually than the existing road. If
anything it is quieter. I'd rather see a gondola than have to breathe the emissions from the road.

The one issue | have with the proposal is the tolling of the road. | believe this makes the road a class exclusionary, taxpayer funded resource. It reserves the road
for those with the means to pay for the road while making others second class citizens for a resource they pay to maintain. The only fair way to manage the road is
to close it to all car traffic unless you own property/housing in the canyons, are delivering goods, are an emergency/service vehicle, or have a reservation for
lodging. This is done on other roads through the world including roads to resorts like Beaver Creek and Breckenridge Peak 6-8 in Colorado (who also uses a
gondola from a far lot to access the mountain). Those with money should have to ride the bus (or future gondola) with the rest of us. | approve of the Gondola
Alternative B with minor tolling modification.

32.2.9D; 32.2.4A;
32.2.2L
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35347 Barth, Henry Build the gondola. 32.2.9D
35532 Barth, Jonathan Seems Ilkela good idea. But, it will really benefit privately owned ski resorts. A huge cost to tax payers, environmental damage from construction, and permanent 322 9F
loss of habitat.
| do not believe that building a gondola in the LCC will improve the quality of transportation or natural beauty in the canyon and is NOT the solution for providing
34717 Barth, Kirby more, pollution-free access to the wilderness. Extra busses with bathrooms and express lanes for public busses will do more to improve the visitation of the canyon | 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
than a gondola would.
The proposed gondola is still a horrible solution. The gondola will only meet the needs of specific tourists that want to ski the resorts and will damage the beauty and
views of our canyon. The gondola provides huge funding to the ski resorts it not valued by any of the local communities. Increased bus service and large parking
27019 Barth, Kurtis centers further from the mouth of the canyon would be a much better solution for the seasonal, pulsed nature of the traffic. The gondola does not benefit anyone for | 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3C A32.2.6.3C
the summer who wishes to park along the road and would be a huge waste of money 3/4 of the year to taxpayers. A bus system would much better meet the needs
of seasonal commuters or the swell of skiers that all need transportation between 7-9a and 3-5p
UDOT should be considering options that are less destructive to the environment, cost less, and serve everyone - not just ski resorts, like incentivizing carpooling, 32 2 9E: 32.1.2D"
36616 Barth, Mia increasing public transportation, etc. The gondola is an expensive, destructive idea that will decrease the beauty of the canyon and increase the already high flow of 32.2-9A, e
traffic and do little to actually help the congestion. -
30742 Barth, Mia ngtrrgéssupport the gondola being built. We should focus on alternatives that will not be destructive to the canyon, serves more people than just the resorts, and 32.2.9E: 32.1.2D
Trashing of the Canyon is not a viable alternative to anything. Once this kind of activity starts, it will become a beacon for destruction of all our beautiful mountainous 32 1.9B- 32.2 OE:
33954 Bartholoma, Gaylord beauty and outdoor activities. The answer is quite simple. The ski resorts do not own the mountain and cow-towing to their supposed needs is not in keeping with 32.2'9N, B A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
any consideration for the people who live and enjoy these mountains. -
. No Gondola. The gondola would only service two stops up the canyons and surveys have found that would only be 30% of the canyon traffic. It sounds like money, 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
32031 Bartholomew, Alexis o ; . X S
greedy politician and businesses are trying to push this through and make the people pay for their wishlist item. 32.1.2D
How is this the conclusion after the public who is funding the project is against it? We would prefer nothing over the gondola. The gondola will inflate to $700m, only | 32.2.9G; 32.2.9N;
25338 Bartholomew, Landon benefit skiers, and not contribute to other tax payers. We are talking about hundreds of millions of tax dollars to alleviate 15 days of bad traffic, for a select group of 32.1.2B; 32.2.7A; A32.2.9N; A32.1.2B
people that can afford to ski. I'm an avid skier, and this makes no sense whatsoever. 32.2.2PP
28252 Bartholomew, Ross No Gondola! A gondola serves relatively few people. Leave the canyon alone. 32.2.9E
1. Spending $550 million to remove 30% of the cars for two ski resorts for 100 days of the year does not seem to be the best way to spend this money. Can you
justify this use of funds for this small benefit? 322 9E: 32.1 2B:
27233 Bartilson. Evan 2. @30% of cars removed from the road, there are ~1000 gondola riders per day (2011 data) to pay only for O+M it will cost $44 to ride the gondola. To amortize 32'2'4A: 32'6;0\' ’ A32 1 2B
’ the $550M in capital costs over 25 years, the ticket price should be $182. What do you factor for ticket price? Will summer riders be charged differently? 32'6'C PEmT T
3. There have been reports of Snowbird officials having purchased real estate that has been slated to be sold to the gondola production company. Can you please '
provide a conflict of interest investigation between the Gondola company and the ski resorts?
25484 Bartke. Erin The public does not want a taxpayer funded gondola that will only profit two private businesses! This gondola does not take into account other users of the canyon 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
’ or locals who live at the bottom of the canyon. This gondola would be paid for by the many and used by the few! 32.2.7A
37314 Bartlett, Landon | don't bellevel this is the rlght answer tq t.he problems in thls canyon. There are many other options to fix this without leaving lasting impacts in the canyon. Why not 322 9F
try other solutions before using half a billion dollars to realize this won't actually fix the problems.
The Capstone Design Students at the University of Utah completed an alternative/feasibility study to explore alternatives and features that would help reduce traffic
congestion in LCC during peak times while improving safety throughout the Canyon. After a review of the data, compiled from several prior studies, we noticed an
average of 1.8 people in each vehicle are entering the Canyon. This alarming low occupancy rate per vehicle lead us to review an intelligent transportation system
that would have the ability to: (1) incentivize visitors to increase occupancy, (2) incorporate autonomous vehicles that could communicate with signals and improve
traffic flow, and (3) develop a multimodal hub in the Salt Lake Valley to allow space for Canyon visitors to meet and carpool. In this study, we also discussed the
importance of reducing the number of vehicles traveling within the Canyon, while allowing an increased number of people to enjoy recreational experiences in LCC.
Additionally, we discuss the need for snow sheds due to LCC's high avalanche activity. The snow sheds allow Canyon visitors to safely traverse the roadway during 322 4A: 32.2 6H-
31393 Bartlett, Steven avalanche control while traffic continues to move, therefore reducing roadway closures. Other roadway improvements that were recommended included: (1) resort Sl am 4 ~n A32.2.21; A32.1.2B

ingress/egress redesign to allow for free flow traffic, (2) minor alignment changes along the roadway to improve sight distance, merging, and passing, and (3)
shoulder adjustments to improve cyclist safety.

During our discussion with stakeholders and the public, we understood the importance of cyclist and pedestrian safety within the Canyon. After reviewing two path
alignments for this user group, our team decided a path within the lower limits of LCC would benefit this recreational activity. Allowing a portion of this trail to be
paved and constructed for ADA accessibility would support more user groups within the Canyon. The results of the proposed features are to: (1) increase occupancy
per vehicle, (2) increase public transit utilization, and (3) increase safety throughout the Canyon. The successful implementation of these features will allow Little
Cottonwood Canyon to continue to provide a natural and inviting destination for people with diverse interests and hobbies. We believe this could be accomplished by

32.2.21; 32.1.2B
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protecting the Canyon's sensitive ecosystem and by minimizing the footprint of future transportation system operations within the Canyon boundaries.

Because of this study and its conclusions, | believe that a Gondola is not necessary for the Canyon. The existing transportation footprint should be used and
enhanced.

Regards,
Steven Bartlett, Ph.D. P.E.
University of Utah

40 poles, each 15 feet in diameter, serviced by new roads big enough for huge trucks, will cut through the wilderness of Little Cottonwood Canyon. The exact price
has not been revealed by UDOT but it will be expensive to ride the gondola. (Between $50- $110 per trip) It only services two sites. It won't run in the summer. It's

32630 Bartley, Vanessa paid for by taxpayers but only benefits Snowbird, Alta, La Callie, The Tree Farm, and Chris McCandless and Wayne Niederhauser. It's taken from transportation 322.4A;322.9E
money meant for the entire state.
30846 Bartlev. Vanessa Hello. | am pleading for improved bus service in our canyons to resorts and our many wonderful backcountry trailheads and front country recreation amenities. It's 32.2.9A,; 32.2.2I; A32.2 9
Y time we invest in real ideas that actually solve the problem, like electric buses and regional transit hubs throughout the valley. 32.2.6.3F -
As an employee up little cottonwood canyon and a lifelong skier in the canyon | think this proposal would be catastrophic. Not only to the environment of Little.
Cottonwood Canyon but to the people as well. On average there are 11 days a year in which there is bad traffic in the canyon, therefore a gondola is not necessary. 32 2 9E: 32.20C:
29035 Bartlit, Sophia Not only that | know for a fact the gondola would only attract more people to go up Little Cottonwood Canyon and not prevent the traffic. Locals will still drive, and so Sonr ’ A32.20C
) . . o . ) . . ; 32.2.2M
will the tourists. The best option to to have someone monitoring the base of the canyon 24/7 during the winter months. This way we can prevent people in unsuitable
and unsafe cars to go up the canyon, preventing any crashes that cause the traffic backup.
The proposed gondola doesn't solve the problem and creates a whole lot of other problems. The gondola only serves 2 ski resorts. Why should public funds be used
to essentially pad the pockets of 2 ski resorts. The gondola doesn't help traffic for anyone going to trailheads or any other place along the canyon. There are other
33051 Barton, Daniel methods to help traffic such as electric bus service, tolls and other things that don't require destroying trails, historic rock, or other elements of nature. This service 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
would really only be used during peak snow months. Close to a billion dollars of public funds to benefit 2 ski resorts for 3 months out of the year makes no sense
and is no where near a "solution" to this problem. | am a voter here in Utah and strongly oppose this action.
Please don't move forward with the gondola option. Per the Salt Lake City department of public utilities, it will impact our watershed. Our water and air are our
33133 Barton, Hannah MOST important resources. Without them, nothing else matters. There will be no residents, tourists, skiers, hikers, or climbers to use the canyon if we do not protect | 32.2.9E; 32.1.5C A32.1.5C
our water and air and sustain them as much as possible. Anything that threatens those natural resources should be stopped.
. . . . . 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
36205 Barton, Katie Please do not do this. It will be catastrophic to landscape, watershed, not to mention cost taxpayers. 329 7A
. -y . . .
25587 Barton, Kelly SPIIC()asss don't build a gondola! It is going to destroy so much nature, having to build more roads to get to the towers, etc. Better to make everyone bus up to the 32.2.9E: 32.2.28
| disapprove of the use of taxpayer funds to build a gondola. There is nothing equitable about this as a form of public transit.
Widening roads and adding parking does not alleviate congestion in the long term. If you need a car to get to your public transit, your public transit is a failure. The
29067 Barton, Mary . . ) o . . ) 32.2.9E
gondola being low impact doesn't matter if it requires cars to get to it. Cars are not sustainable.
If we have $5.5m to spend, use it to save the lives of pedestrians and cyclists getting run over by cars.
33021 Bartsch, Erik Best low environmental impact and practical solution. Fully supported. The canyon doesn't belong to local residents whom have dew problems with access. 32.2.9D
$550,000,000 is a lot of money! Okay, now that | have your attention: Please don't build the gondola. It is destructive and expensive, and it is especially
unnecessary in light of the staggering cost of the operation.
In the unlikely event of this comment reaching anyone's eyes (besides, of course, the poor sap UDOT tasks with reading through all these complaints, if indeed they
care enough to do that much), | invite you, dear reader, to ponder: how exactly do you think UDOT plans to secure $550,000,000 (wow, look at all those 0's...) in
funding for the initial construction, in addition to the $7,000,000 PER YEAR required for the gondola's operation? Those aren't abstract numbers, funds that UDOT
30658 Bartz, Philip can simply pluck out of thin air. No, this is REAL MONEY we're talking about, $550,000,000+ of it, earned by and taken from YOU AND ME, hard-working taxpayers 322 OF

from around the state, the vast majority of whom will (a) never know how the ever-increasing taxes deducted from their paychecks are being used, and (b) never in
any way benefit from this colossal waste of their money.

But you know who does stand to benefit from this? The multimillionaires in charge of the corporations running the ski resorts up canyon, who are throwing all their
substantial weight into backing this project, heedless of its monetary consequences for everyday taxpayers like you and me. If they want a gondola to the bottom of
their resorts, let them pay for it! It is not the government's purpose to toil away at their construction projects for them; it is not the taxpayer's responsibility to fund it;
and frankly we can all see that UDOT's got enough on their plate as it is, muddling their way through the multi-year construction projects on 215 and 1-80, in addition
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to countless other equally dismal and inefficient traffic projects around the state.

For heavens' sakes, UDOT can hardly be trusted with our money to fix a pothole. But now it's proposed that they take over half a billion bucks from us to build a big
ole ski lift up the middle of Little Cottonwood Canyon to ferry tourists to winter resorts, and no less, resorts you're telling me will be devoid of snow in a few short
years? Do | need to elaborate further? If all goes as predicted by the infallible "experts" (who am | to contradict them, anyway?) and the ski resorts are shortly
crippled by climate change, then what exactly is the point of throwing $550,000,000 of our money into an alternate method of transporting people to them?

34802

Base, Samantha

| invite you to go for a hike in the canyon

32.29D

34710

Bass, Bonnie

| am strongly opposed to the recommendation to implement gondola service through Little Cottonwood Canyon.

I am a regular user of both Big and Little Cottonwood Canyons, visiting approximately 40 weekends a year in additions to occasional weeknights. | have rarely
encountered traffic in the canyons since traffic congestion is not an issue for most of the year, or even for most of the day on snow days. A gondola is a permanent,
expensive, and environmentally destructive structure that is overkill for the scale of the problem.

| am also concerned that the gondola will not actually reduce canyon traffic. A gondola ticket will be expensive. Unless subsidized by the ski resort, in the best case
scenario a gondola ride will cost around $40 a person (based on current gondola sightseeing tickets at our resorts). This is not a feasible cost for a family with kids
to pay in addition to ski passes, so families or groups that would otherwise carpool will continue to use their cars. | fear that once the novelty of the gondola wears
off, it will be purely a tourist attraction and not used by season pass holders and others who routinely use the canyon. This is not acceptable for a project of this
magnitude. In order to be successful, any solution implemented for traffic control needs to be cost-effective and convenient for the user.

| agree with some forms of the suggested alternative such as implementing tolling and vehicle occupancy restrictions. My suggestion would be to have the resorts
reserve out their parking spaces ahead of time. Anyone without a reserved parking space would then be required to take the bus to the resort. This would do far
more to reduce congestion than a gondola. Recreationists that do take their cars into the canyon should then be charged a toll, which could be used to offset the
costs of the buses and other more impactful capital improvements like parking lot construction for trails that don't have them, or improvements to existing lots like
trash can installation. This combination of buses and tolling would do far more to reduce congestion than a gondola would, and at a lower cost. It could also be
implemented immediately, rather than after a long, expensive, and irreversible construction project, all while preserving the natural beauty of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

32.2.9E; 32.2.4A,
32.2.2Y; 32.2.2K;
32.2.9A

A32.2.2K

34704

Bass, Brian

| am disappointed in UDOT's recommendation for a gondola service through Little Cottonwood Canyon. | do not believe this is a good solution for many reasons.
First and foremost, Alta and Snowbird are not the main attractions of Little Cottonwood Canyon. The canyon itself is the main attraction. According to An Estimation
of Visitor Use in Little Cottonwood, Big Cottonwood, and Millcreek Canyons prepared by the Utah State University Institute of Outdoor Recreation and Tourism in
2016, only 22.8% of vehicles using the canyon throughout the year were visiting the ski resorts. Hiking, sightseeing, camping, rock climbing, mountain biking, and
backcountry skiing account for a far larger share of canyon usership through the course of the year, and yet none of these recreationists will experience benefit from
a gondola. In fact, they will see a diminished experience as some current trails and recreation areas will be destroyed by the gondola towers, and the viewshed of
other recreation areas will be negatively impacted. Next, | do not believe the gondola will work well to reduce traffic issues. Most people currently prefer to use their
own cars over public transportation to the ski resorts, and by far the most common reason | see for this online is that "they 'need’ their cars at the resort, so they can
have their ice chest, change of clothes, etc... right there at the resort. If they were to take the bus, they wouldn't be able to carry all this stuff to the resort.,” The
gondola does not solve this problem, and therefore | only see people using it in large numbers once the canyon is already backed up. Therefore, the gondola might
not actually reduce any congestion, it will only force more people into the resorts, creating longer lift lines, causing more on-mountain accidents and injuries, and
diminishing the customer skiing experience.Traffic congestion is also not an issue 90% of the year. There is no congestion in the summers or winter weekdays.
Even weekends when it hasn't snowed in a while see very little traffic congestion. It is debatable how urgent some kind of traffic congestion solution is and rushing
into an irreversible half-billion dollar project seems rushed.But if a traffic congestion solution is to be implemented, there are many reasons not to choose the
gondola right away. The first is cost, as the gondola alternative is far more expensive than other options that could be explored first. The gondola alternative was
estimated at $550 Million dollars in 2020, which would be equivalent to about $600 Million now. Looking at our big project history, the Salt Lake Airport construction
was initially estimated to cost $1.8 Billion and now estimates are upward of $4.1 Billion. The longest gondola in the world right now stands at just under 9 km. At 8
miles long, this would make the LCC gondola over 33% longer than the world's longest gondola. A construction project of this unprecedented magnitude would bring
many unknowns, almost certainly causing the gondola budget to creep upward over time. Right here in Utah we have a perfect example of what is known to reduce
traffic congestion, as we have seen Zion National Park implement mandatory bussing over the last 20+ years. Zion recently received a grant for $33 Million that will
replace their entire bus fleet with electric buses. The enhanced bus service considered in the EIS here is $200M cheaper, plus it could be scaled as needed, which
could further reduce costs. The gondola alternative has no flexibility or scalability. Looking at the EIS data, over the last 20 years the road has been closed an
average of 56 hours a year for avalanche control. This is not very much per year, but the trend is what | am more concerned with. 4 of the last 6 years have had less
than 30 hours of closure. Our world is trending in a direction where there is less and less snow each year. To lock ourselves into a full gondola solution at this point
in history, without trying a scalable option first, is unwise. Finally, this is not a project that has Utahns in mind. From what I've seen, the majority of elected officials in
Salt Lake are not in favor of the gondola alternative. The resident public that lives near the canyon are certainly not in favor of the gondola alternative. The people
that benefit from this project are the owners of Snowbird and Alta, some of the wealthiest people in America who hardly need a government handout. If Alta and
Snowbird were truly worried about traffic congestion, they could stop accepting the Epic or Ikon pass and traffic would improve overnight. The highest priority should
be to preserve the land for use by all Utahns and guests. Intentionally increasing the capacity of Little Cottonwood Canyon beyond its limit is unacceptable.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
32.20C; 32.2.9A;
32.2.6.3F; 32.2.2K

A32.1.2B; A32.20C;
A32.2.2K
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Increasing ski resort capacity beyond what the road can handle will negatively impact the watershed and recreational user experience. Increased capacity will also
inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures, which will only further reduce public access to what once was public land available to all.l agree with
some forms of the suggested alternative such as implementing tolling and vehicle occupancy restrictions. My suggestion would be to have the resorts reserve out
their parking spaces ahead of time. Anyone without a reserved parking space would then be required to take the bus to the resort. This would do far more to reduce
congestion than a gondola. Recreationists that do take their cars into the canyon should then be charged a toll, which could be used to offset the costs of the buses
and other more impactful capital improvements like parking lot construction for trails that don't have them, or improvements to existing lots like trash can installation.
This combination of buses and tolling would do far more to reduce congestion than a gondola would, and at a lower cost. It could also be implemented immediately,
rather than after a long, expensive, and irreversible construction project, all while preserving the natural beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon.

28998

Bass, Jim

As a non-Utah resident who skis at Snowbird, | believe the gondola solution would be an ideal solution to the problem of traffic, safety, and reliability of transport in
Little Cottonwood Canyon. In addition, it would be a breakthrough example for our country of how "ropeway" systems can address innumerable congested traffic
problems (especially in highly populated urban areas) throughout our country. | have traveled throughout the Alps for many years where ropeways (and railway
systems) have been used for over 75 years to address the kind of problem faced with car traffic and safety in Little Cottonwood Canyon. It has worked well for
European countries and it is a low-CO2 emission solution that would be a good contribution to addressing the challenges posed by considerable global warming.

32.2.9D

29356

Bass, Laura

As someone who skies at Snowbird every winter, | am thrilled about the idea of a gondola. It is the most environmentally friendly solution for sustainable mountain
recreation for the next 30-50 years. The development that Utah is considering is inspiring.

32.2.9D

37488

Basso, Matthew

| oppose the gondola. | don't believe that it makes sense for the wide range of recreational users in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Because it will only stop at Alta and
Snowbird that does not allow backcountry skiers snowshoe ours and others in the winter to use the gondola. Likewise it would be ideal to have a solution that also
offered non-winter users mass transportation. Hence | suggest either going back to the drawing board and reconsidering a cog railway. Or choosing a electric bus
option. That of course would be in addition to whining and snowsheds. | should add that the gondolas visual impact as a second reason that | oppose it.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.6.5F; 32.2.6.5G

26854

Bastar, Brooke

The view up the canyon will be forever ruined. It services 2 locations only. Where will cars park? You going to dig more into the mountains to create it further
destroying what we need, vegetation to cool the already heating city. Please reconsider this horrible idea! Electric buses and more of them like Zion National Park

32.2.2B; 32.2.6.3F

36623

Baste, Alma

| do not support putting a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. As a climber, and more specifically a boulder, | am concerned about access issues as well as the
overall experience- | go climbing to enjoy nature and get away from the city, and | do not want that tainted by a gondola floating about my head. Furthermore, | am
concerned about the impacts this would have on air quality. On the off chance that this gondola and the tolling does decrease traffic in the canyon, by building a
parking lot further away you are concentrating more pollution in the valley and pushing traffic back into neighboring communities. This money would be better spent
funding FREE public transit THROUGHOUT the valley which would do more to alleviate congestion issues (across the board) as well as improve air quality, than a
gondola. Increasing and funding busing in the canyon throughout the year and providing numerous stops, would also do more for both of these issues. Incentivizing
carpooling, would, again, do more for these problems than wasting tax payer money on an absurd capitalist adventure. Little Cottonwood Canyon is more than just a
tourist trap for rich people, it is a beautiful destination and recreation space for everyone.

33973

Batcheck, Lauren

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5E;
32.2.21

A32.2.6.5E; A32.2.2I

Hi there, My name is Lauren Batcheck and | am a resident in _ and registered voter in Utah.

As a resident, I'm amongst many other locals who are opposed to the proposed gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. I'm a frequent and year-round visitor to LCC
and this would destroy the beautiful nature Mother Earth has provided for us in this canyon. Not only will it devastate the irreplaceable local vegetation and
habitation but also the scenic views for all visitors. And it creates additional opportunities for safety hazards in the canyon.

I'd love to help in any way with alternative solutions, whether increased bus service, mandatory carpooling, tolling, etc. Let's find a better suited solution together!

Thank you, UDOT, for helping solve this challenge while also prioritizing the preservation of nature in Utah. It's so important to our lives and generations to come.
Appreciate you and your efforts, thank you!!

Lauren

32.2.2Y; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N; 32.13A

A32.2.9N; A32.13A

38098

Bate, Alex

| am a resident of salt lake and frequent user of LCC during all seasons. | oppose the proposal to install a gondola as a solution to the traffic problems in LCC. There
are many other options that are less invasive that should be tried and tested before such a drastic, expensive and environmentally unfriendly gondola is installed.

Expanding parking options below the canyon, funding UTA so adequate busing can be utilized, installing a pay system for single cars going up the canyon are all
viable option that should be explored and implemented.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
32.2.4A

35094

Bated, Erika

As a Utah resident | am strongly against the Little Cottonwood Gondola Project. In this comment | will outline the potential negative affects the gondola could have
as well as some alternatives to consider before the start of a large project such as a gondola.

To start off, some negative affects a gondola project will have include:
Environmental:

- noise pollution during construction for wildlife that call LCC home.

- habitat encroachment during and after construction on wildlife.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9B;
32.2.2B
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- Construction will inevitably seep into the water in the canyon, which is a water shed.

- The gondola placement will negatively impact little cottonwood creek which is public land.

- There is critical habitat in little cottonwood canyon, once critical habitat is destroyed or altered the wildlife (plants included) that rely on the critical habitat will also
suffer.

Recreational:

- During the construction of the gondola, there will be limited access to the entire canyon. Climbers, fisherman, hikers, bird watchers, and so many more hobbies will
be interrupted during this construction.

- After the construction, there will still be limited access to recreation activities as well as interrupted beauty by the gondola.

- The gondola will not service other activities, only skiing. This is not helpful for the people on vacation with many bags. It also is not inclusive for other recreation
users.

With all of that being said, | am in favor of widening the road with enhanced bus service and limited access via cars. Think Zion National Park style. | am also in
favor of tolling during peak seasons, where residents, employees and busses get a barcode to put on their window and have a lane to drive up through where a gate
opens and the other lane(s) are tolled or have a guest system in place. This also provides more jobs whereas the gondola takes away jobs and takes taxpayer
money.

Thank you for taking this comment into consideration.

33469

Bateman, Mallory

This will likely be repetitive of my comment on the draft EIS, but crafting a purpose and need to suit your predetermined outcome is a pretty terrible use of the the
NEPA process. | understand it happens frequently, but deciding to go with the option that almost solely benefits private entities with federal and state funding is
incredibly misguided. This does not serve the public in an inclusive way, it does not serve the canyon in an inclusive way, and this decision does not consider
residents and taxpayers of Salt Lake County. Great work on continuing to degrade public trust in processes like this.

32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.7A;
32.2.9N

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

25670

Bates, Adam

Glad to see the Gondola chosen. Given both options this is the best choice for the environment and for those who need transportation. | remember Provo Canyon
before the road expansion and 4 lanes would destroy LCC canyon. Snow on the road is the cause of all the problems. Bus's still uses the road and would be prone
to all the same problems, so it will NEVER be a logical solution. Gondola is like a wind turbine, it may have a visual impact but its better for the environment than a
fossil fuel burning power plant built all pretty. This is no different than a TRAX stop with stations at Jordon Commons or downtown businesses. Transportation
growth needs to reflect where/how people are going. People are going to hate on Snowbird/Alta because that is where the stations are going to be. But as a
transportation engineer you design stops where people go. Just like there are no TRAX stops at parks. Don't let passion overrule reason, think, and leave politics at
the door.

32.2.9D; 32.2.9C

34569

Bates, Dawn

Many of the projects that the State and/or private citizens and companies think are a great idea are only a great idea because money can be made, not because it's
necessarily a good idea. Economic growth is important but not the most important. One of the reasons my husband and | made Sandy our home 43 years ago was
because it was close to the canyons and afforded us an inexpensive form of recreation for our family of 5 children. We camped at Spruces and Redman, hiked the
trails and enjoyed Cottonwood Creek and all the beautiful scenery that the Canyons afford. | don't know what the statistics are as to how many Sandy ( and other
surrounding cities) citizens ski, but feel that this project is targeted to those who come from out of state, not local skiers. Sometimes it's better to underdevelop, keep
nature the way it is and just not focus on $$$. The State of Utah is going to overdevelop to the point where it's citizens will not be interested in living here anymore.
Consider less invasive solutions to the traffic issues and please don't TOLL us out of being able to afford enjoying our own canyons.

32.2.2K; 32.2.4A;
32.2.2PP

A32.2.2K

27001

Bates, Hank

| believe that in order for the gondola to work at all you cannot have it start at the mouth of the canyon. If the gondola were to start at or near rio tinto soccer field it
would have easy freeway access on 115 from both directions (north and south) and there is already a massive parking lot that only gets used in the fair weather
seasons during games. Putting the base station at the mouth will be a complete waste of money and will not relieve pressure on cottonwood heights and sandy, it
will probably make it worse.

32.2.21; 32.2.3.5E

A32.2.21

34195

Bates, Hank

Just get it over with and build it

32.29D

27440

Bates, Michael

Having lived in Salt Lake for multiple winters, | would love to see the project move forward. | remember a couple times trying to make it up the canyon stuffed in a
buss elbow to elbow with as many people the buss could hold. Then having to sit in traffic stuffed with all the people for up to an hour or more. | have been to Lake
Tahoe and rode the gondola there and it was a very pleasant experience.

32.2.9D

34740

Bates, Mike

I am for the gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | think it would provide an attractive alternative for people to explore the area for all seasons. The alternative for
more buses has been implemented and has not helped out with traffic. | have personally been stuck on several busses during peak season and sitting in a pack
buss elbow to elbow for an hour our more is a horrible experience. One other alternative | would like to see is making it possible for the TRAX to run up the canyon?
Thanks

32.2.9D

28386

Bates, Oskar

These plans simply make it clear that your government doesn't believe in, or refuses to make any changes in the face of, the climate crisis in which we find
ourselves. These discussions of pursuing the skiing industry into exponential futures are ridiculous in the context of the future as it stands. We could change things
but only if we invest our energy in concepts that change how we relate to nature. | would love to know where you are going to build this 2500 car lot, it is going to
destroy the existing forest and hills at the mouth of the canyon. Everyone will still be waiting in line, | don't see how waiting at the bottom will make people happier
than waiting on the canyon road. Cringe.

32.2.2E; 32.2.6.5E;
32.2.6.2.1C; 32.7B;
32.7C

A32.2.6.5E;
A32.2.6.2.1C
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terrible waste of taxpayer money. No gondolas paid for by the public.

Final EIS ROD
36534 Bath, Whitney | vote no for the gondola. 32.2.9E
No gondola! Extra busses up and down the canyon, parking garage at the base, or specific bus stops with parking near shopping centers below the canyon. Cut off | 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
30467 Batt, Sara . ; . . A32.2.2I
non-canyon residents from accessing the canyon, and require bus transportation. 32.2.21
32492 Battaglia, Mark Limit the total number of vehlcles_ that can go up the canyons on a daily basis. Once capacity is reached it's closed. If the ski resorts don't like that they can pay for 322 9K A32.2 2K
an alternate solution not the public again!
The Final EIS does not contain enough information to reasonably conclude that Gondola B will actually accomplish the purpose of reducing traffic and congestion on
SR 201 and other roads on peak travel days in winter. According to the EIS, peak winter use in 2017 was 14,000 vehicles per day, and that number is expected to
grow to 18,000 by 2050. With a parking capacity of 2500 vehicles, the gondola will reduce peak daily traffic by no more than 18% currently, and 14% by 2050. There
is nothing in the EIS to show that these reductions will be enough to prevent congestion on peak days. Although the EIS concludes that Gondola B will reduce
average vehicle travel time in the canyon from 80-85 min to 43 min, the report does not show how these numbers were arrived at, nor is it clear whether these
numbers represent average peak days or some other average. The report needs to be more open and transparent in showing how an 18% reduction in daily traffic
can lead to a 50% reduction in travel time.
Moreover, the report fails to consider whether a reduction in road congestion resulting from gondola use will merely stimulate additional demand to replace the traffic
diverted to the gondola. It is well known that many people choose not to travel to the ski resorts on peak days because of congestion in the canyon and long travel
times. If congestion and travel times are reduced, some of those people will choose to travel, and will continue to do so until unacceptable levels of congestion are
36452 Battle, Cullen again reached. The report should have considered the degree to which this phenomenon will offset the benefits of a gondola. 32.1.41; 32.2.4A
Another major flaw of the report is speculation about how tolling might suppress private vehicle travel demand if the gondola is built. Tolling is not part of this project
and there is no way to ensure that tolling will accompany a gondola. The report admits that the amount of any toll is unknown. Therefore, it is impossible to reach
any reasonable conclusions as to whether and to what degree tolling will drive traffic to the gondola or will discourage other vehicles from replacing that traffic.
The same is true with parking capacity at the resorts. There is no way within the scope of this project to guarantee that the resorts will limit parking. If the resorts
expand their parking capacity, this will stimulate additional demand that could more than make up for the traffic diverted to the gondola.
Finally, the report contains no meaningful analysis of the cost of using the gondola and how that will influence travel behavior. These costs are unknown and any
discussion of them is sheer speculation.
Given these unknowns, it is impossible to reasonably conclude that one alternative is better than another in reducing travel times and congestion, or that Gondola B
is the best alternative in that regard. For all we know, Gondola B, at a cost that could approach $1 billion, will accomplish nothing more than providing an express
service for ski resort patrons seeking a faster trip up the canyon.
33557 Battle, George We don't want the gondola! This is a horrible idea for the betterment of salt lake and Utah as a whole. Stop the gondola! 32.2.9E
On the handful of days that traffic is really bad it is backed up all the way to the hwy. do you honestly expect someone to wait in their car for an hour in traffic just to 322 OF: 322 6.5E:
27201 Bauer, Julie get to the mouth of the canyon then unload and get in a 55 min tram? Of course not. At that point they are almost there and will stay in their car for the duration of 32.2.4A’ B A32.2.6.5E
the drive. It's as if you people have never actually been there when the traffic gets bad. -
. This is an outrage! I'm a local small business owner, home owner and season pass holder of Alta/Snowbird. The traffic issue is not everyday and | do not want my 32.1.2B; 32.2.7A;
25622 Bauer, Julie . . ; . . A32.1.2B
tax money going to this nonsense! It will be ugly and an absolute show that will solve nothing. 32.7C
25632 Bauer, Julie There is no way I'm S|tt|r!g on a gondola with my two children for 55 min just to get to the mountains with all our gear and lunches. That is absolutely insane to 322 OF
expect families to use this!
30763 Baughman, Zachary I am_agamst the gondola beca_use it would destroy the natural beauty of LCC and it would crowd the resorts even more than it already is. | support the improved 322 9A
public transportation alterenative
30250 Baum, Nicole | don't want a gondola that will only cater to the resorts and create a huge impact on the people who live in the area. 32.2.9E
30868 Baum, Randall Please, please, please do not pu_t in a gondola in LCC. Other means from alleviating traffic exist. Many user groups frequent the canyon. Please do not destroy a 322 OF
resource so many love and cherish.
As a climber, snowboarder, outdoor educator, guide, and ski shuttle driver, | am appalled by UDOT's decision to move forward with the gondola. To make such an
irreparable impact to one of the most beautiful locations in the Salt Lake valley is a shame. This is especially true considering that the traffic in LCC is only an issue 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E;
25671 Baum. Sam for a small fraction of the ski season. The decision to build the gondola only serves the ski resorts and their patrons. It neglects the other users in the canyon. This 32.2.9A; 32.1.1A; A32.1.2B; A32.1.1A;
’ decision is clearly pandering to the wealthiest and most privileged users of the canyon and only serves to widen the inequity that is far too common in outdoor 32.2.9N; 32.1.2D; A32.2.9N
recreation. For a city that has some of the worst public transportation | have ever experienced in a large urban area, | would think that this would be an excellent 32.2.2PP
opportunity to build up the bus system both in the canyon as well as in the valley at large. | hope that UDOT will reconsider other options in the coming months.
36880 Bauman, Beth If.you build it, they won't come! The project is very flawed. Too high a price tag and it doesn't move enough people in a timely manner. Never mind, the giant towers 322 9F
will be an eye sore! Who wants to look at that!
38163 Bauman, Beth Gondolagate. Follow the money. Utahns say NO GONDOLA. 32.2.9E
35186 Bauman, Gene Please take my comment as a no go for a gondola in Little Cottonwood canyon. Using a half of a billion dollars or more as a benefit for ver few people. This is a 322 9F
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36103

Bauman, Sandra

| am very much opposed to the proposal to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood canyon. Aside from the scarring to the canyon, the cost is an unfair burden to the
vast majority of the public. It benefits the two ski resorts, which are private enterprises, at a tremendous cost to the public. It is not a year round operation, and in
fact, as our climate changes still more, what guarantee is there as to how many years Utah can count on being a ski destination? Bus service, and possibly fees for
use would be a better and more equitable solution.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
32.2.7TA; 32.2.2E;
32.2.9A; 32.2.2Y

31848

Bausum, Kelly

I've only just seen the Big and Little Cottonwood Canyons, and this mountain range for the first time in my life this month, and already | feel deep in my heart that
these landscapes need to be protected from the industrial greed of humans. There are fewer and fewer undisturbed wilderness area in this country, and as a climber
and environmentalist, it breaks my heart to see untarnished nature be made so ugly with unnecessary construction and human intrusion. And once one project like
this is allowed, more will follow, and in seven generations time there will be nothing left of our sacred spaces where we feel we must go to heal from the wounding
touch of society. Save Little Cottonwood from being spoiled, please.

32.1.2A

36113

Baveda, Igor

Hello, I'd like to start with | imagine there are people, UDOT employees, with degrees and high-paying positions that came up with the gondola decision on their
own, with the public opinions taken in place and no external factors such as lobbying to influence your decision.Who am | kidding, right?I'm going to say something
that has been repeated probably 80% of the time in the comments.The public does not want a gondola.The public does not want their canyon destroyed with your
feat of engineering.The public does not want their climbs and boulders destroyed.l have a high suspicion that the only reason there's a comment period is because
of NEPA.If UDOT could, you guys would just bring the bulldozers and yell get out of the way.But, unfortunately to you, and fortunately to us, the taxpayers, you have
to go through the NEPA process.What really hurts my brain to understand is the fact that UDOT decided against a pedestrian bridge at Cardiff Fork due to its impact
on the viewshed but considers it okay to build the longest gondola in the world in LCC?And as a taxpayer, | really don't see why | should pay for an infrastructure
that will benefit 2 private businesses only. And charge people to use the gondola.My apologies in advance for my rather foul mood, but | have no faith that UDOT
can come up with a solution that will actually benefit the public.Which begs the question, who will benefit from this?NO GONDOLA.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.7A

28640

Bawden, Bc

In 1889 the first electric trolleys began operation in Salt Lake City. By 1941, trolleys stopped running and tracks were torn up.

UDOT should plan ahead and NOT do any irreversible damage to LCC by building a gondola or widening the road. Let the resorts handle their own parking
problems. The parking reservation system works.

Save the taxpayers a lot of money. Save the canyon. Don't build a gondola.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
32.1.2B

A32.2.2K; A32.1.2B

27351

Bawden, Beverly

During the 2021 ski season, there were less than 5 days that there were any significant traffic delays in LCC. The parking reservation system was a successful
resolution to previous traffic delays.

In fact, it was so successful that Park City will implement the reservation system for the 2022-2023 ski season.

There is no need to build a gondola.

Furthermore, increased parking to accommodate ski traffic and reduce road congestion should be the responsibility of the resorts, not the taxpayers.

The canyon is used by many people including boulderers, climbers, hikers, mountain bkiers, trail runners, and campers whose outdoor experience will be
diminished if a gondola were constructed.

Moreover, taxpayers across the state don't want to pay for a gondola in LCC.

Finally, Governor Cox has said that he wants to protect Utah's great outdoors. He said, "even actions that feel like a light touch can damage or even destroy a site
forever," Adding a gondola to the delicate environmental balance of Little Cottonwood Canyon must not happen. A gondola would, in fact, create catastrophic and
irreversible damage to the canyon.

Additionally, Alta Ski Resort general manager, Mike Maughan, told my state legislative representative that the parking reservation system has been a tremendous
win. Everyday, skiers told him that it had improved their experience. The 2021-22 season Alta was one of their top revenue seasons on record.

We certainly don't need a gondola. The majority of locals and taxpayers don't want one.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K

A32.2.2K

27406

Bawden, Beverly

A gondola would ruin the recreational and aesthetic enjoyment of LCC for boulderers, climbers, hikers, trail runners, mountain bikers, naturalists, and campers. And
we don't need a gondola because the parking reservation system is working so well. In fact, Park City is implementing parking reservations this year.

Furthermore, Governor Cox wants to protect Utah's great outdoors. He said, "even actions that feel like a light touch can damage or even destroy a site forever,"
Adding a gondola to the delicate environmental balance of Little Cottonwood Canyon must be included in his thought. It would, in fact, create catastrophic and
irreversible damage to LCC.

Additionally, the parking reservation system is working. Alta Ski Resort general manager, Mike Maughan, told my state representative that the parking reservation
system has been a tremendous win. Everyday, skiers told him it has improved their experience. This past season Alta had one of its top revenue seasons on record.
We certainly don't need a gondola. The majority of locals and taxpayers don't want one. The expense cannot be justified when there are so few days each year that
Snowbird skiiers are vying for the first run down powder. UDOT would do well to put its money toward rebuilding/repairing flood destroyed/damaged roads in
southern Utah.

Please do not spoil our canyon and add to our taxburden.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K

A32.2.2K

37366

Baxter, Hannah

The proposed gondola is an unrealistic and harmful option for several reasons. First, the gondola would only stop at Snowbird and Alta, but over 3/4th of canyon
users don't go to those destinations when they go up the canyons (source: An Estimation of Visitor Use in Little Cottonwood, Big Cottonwood, and Millcreek
Canyons, written by Chase C. Lamborn and Steven W. Burr). This means that the gondola would not be improving access and will not be cutting down on the
majority of traffic. In order to offset the $600 million spent to build the gondola, the gondola will likely cost money to use, with no estimate cost released, whereas
public transportation is free, and even the ski buses are only $5 (Deseret News "What Now? Will New Buses or a Gondola be the Answer to a Congested
Canyon?"). UDOT has itself admitted that the gondola will not reduce traffic, but instead get more people to the ski resorts. According to EIS 8.4.3.2, with the
increase in resort visitation from UDOT's proposals, "daily traffic volumes would be similar to the existing conditions in 2020", but "the [gondola] would provide an

32.2.9E; 32.2.7TA;
32.2.9A; 32.2.2I,
32.2.2K

A32.2.21; A32.2.2K
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economic benefit to the ski resorts by allowing more users to access the resorts" (UDOT's EIS Ch. 6.). This shows that even UDOT is aware the gondola is not
actually meant to improve traffic and accessibility, and that it is instead simply a way for those who already have more than enough money to increase their wealth
at the cost of the citizens of Sandy and the health of the canyon. In other words, UDOT says the gondola will increase resort visitation and profit while using public
funds and not reducing traffic. Using public funds to increase the wealth of ski resorts, which are private companies, is governmental corruption. Those in the
government who support this plan will be know as corrupt politicians who harmed instead of helped the people they were supposed to be serving.

Beyond affecting canyon users, proposed construction of the gondola is harmful to the health of the citizens of Salt Lake Valley. On average, 90% of SLC's water
supply comes from the Wasatch. UDOT construction projects have polluted streams before (KSL - concrete spill in Mill Creek).

In total, the pros list for the gondola is short, and the cons list is very long. The pros are that it will increase resort profit (by using public funds, yippee for
corruption!), increase profit for private developers (who obviously need all that extra money), will be a tourist attraction, and will get more people to the ski resorts
(who, just like the private developers, are in dire need for more money). The cons are many. It will irreparably damage the canyon's beauty, will require $600 million
in tax dollars to build, will not address traffic, will not improve accessibility, only services the resorts, will require years of construction in our very sensitive and
crucial watershed, will require dispersed users to pay for access to their public lands, and will not address Big Cottonwood Canyon traffic.

Let us remember that this whole issue originally was meant to address canyon traffic and accessibility. What would be the best solutions for those? Adding bus
stops around the valley that could take anyone straight to the canyons. Buses that stop at ski resorts AND hiking trailheads and climbing approaches. Buses are the
best solution. They are already cheap, could be incentivized to increase ridership, and can be implemented far quicker than a gondola, and do not affect the beauty
of our canyon. Those who have proposed the gondola are corrupt and greedy, putting personal monetary gain over the needs of the community and the health of
the canyon. The intertwining of UDOT with the private gondola interests shows that UDOT has lost sight of their purpose and is no longer interested in helping the
citizens of Utah. Instead, they are concerned only with helping those with private interests. If the Utah Legislature ultimately decides to support the gondola, it will be
a sad day in the history of our state. It will show a government that is corrupt and that does not care about the health or opinions of its citizens.

No gongola! Put it on the ballot and let the taxpayers vote.
With the Great Salt Lake drying up, how can we guarantee snow in the future without the lake effect? It doesn't make sense to put an expensive gondola with the
climate changing. It also doesn't make sense to put it in to fix a problem that occurs a handful of times a year.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2E;

33337 Baxter, Joelle Add more buses. Please make Snowbird only buses and Alta only buses, they would get more riders that way if riders didn't have to go to both resorts. g%ggé ggggﬁ A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
Toll the canyon. e T
I'll take bad traffic any day over the gondola.
25807 Baxter. Lance A TRAX line makes so much more sense in the longterm. This allows people to not use a car at all and the canyon from all across the wasatch front. It might | 32.2.9F; 32.2.21; A32.2 9]
’ be more expensive, but it integrates into what UDOT has been developing over the past 20 years. This gondola is just a huge mistake 32.2.9E -
36292 Baxter, Stevan | am against the gondola. It is a waste of taxpayer money and a harm to a natural environment and habitat. 32.2.9E
35788 B ; The gondola is an innovative solution that will create opportunities for Utah as a whole. The vocal minority will loudly proclaim how terrible it is to try something new.
ay, Dusin They should be ignored. The gondola will have minimal envi tal impacts and will be cost efficient and a tourist attract 32.2.9D
ey should be ignored. The gondola will have minimal environmental impacts and will be cost efficient and a tourist attraction.
37215 B | don't think we should have a gondola going up the canyon. It is going to ruin the beautiful site of the canyon and is not enviromentally healthy. | love to go up there
ay, Hazel . . . : ) 32.2.9E
and climb, ski and just enjoy the wonderful nature we have. We should not ruin that for a gondola.
| am against the Gondola option in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Building a gondola in the canyon would be destructive to our precious watershed, the habitat for the
flora and fauna, as well as compromise and, in some places, destroy areas of decades old recreation. The visual eyesore alone would be detrimental to the value
that Little Cottonwood Canyon currently offers to so many varied user groups. The gondola would change the serene beauties of the natural canyon to one likened
only to an amusement park. This canyon is loved dearly, and almost to death by so many. If the gondola were to actually move as many people as it claims to be
capable of, and there are that many that would fork out the fees to ride it to the ski resorts, the end result would be more miserably crowded than it already is. How
many is too many? Remember, this is a canyon, not a city that requires trains, subways and gondolas. Relevant perspective seems to be lost on this issue.As the 322 9E: 32.1.2D"
cost for the gondola listed in UDOT's EIS is much less than is currently being reported in the news, it is not as cost effective as the other options. | do not support 32'260’32 2 6 3|’:_
37363 Bay, Natalie the gondola option as it will be limited to only those that can afford to pay for parking at the LaCaille Base Station as well as the fee to ride the gondola. This cost on 32'2 QB,' 32' 2 4'A_ ’ A32.20C; A32.1.2F
top of the cost for a ski pass is even more limiting. Those that currently ride the UTA buses up the canyon pay for a bus pass that benefits them every day of the 32'1 '2F’ B
week anywhere along the Wasatch. The fiscal benefit of the gondola benefits the owners of the proposed base station location and Alta and Snowbird Ski Areas U
only. To expect the tax payers to pay for an option that is exclusive and not benefitting the majority is egregious.Other options without the large environmental
impacts that the gondola option brings with it should be implemented first instead of going straight to such a detrimental and exclusive option. | support funding with
my tax dollars enhanced (electric) buses and appropriated lanes, widening the road where necessary for peak period driving. | support tolls (similar to Mirror Lake
Hwy format) as well as incentivizing those that carpool as well as locals that steward the canyon. Ultimately, | support preserving the natural canyon as best as we
can and that should be the top priority. Following that, providing transportation up the canyon that is available and feasible for the majority is key.
| am against the Gondola option in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Building a gondola in the canyon would be destructive to our precious watershed, the habitat for the 322 OF: 32.1.2D"
37379 bay, ruby flora and fauna, as well as compromise and, in some places, destroy areas of decades old recreation. The visual eyesore alone would be detrimental to the value A am A A AL A32.20C; A32.1.2F

that Little Cottonwood Canyon currently offers to so many varied user groups. The gondola would change the serene beauties of the natural canyon to one likened

32.20C; 32.2.6.3F;
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only to an amusement park. This canyon is loved dearly, and almost to death by so many. If the gondola were to actually move as many people as it claims to be
capable of, and there are that many that would fork out the fees to ride it to the ski resorts, the end result would be more miserably crowded than it already is. How
many is too many? Remember, this is a canyon, not a city that requires trains, subways and gondolas. Relevant perspective seems to be lost on this issue.

As the cost for the gondola listed in UDOT's EIS is much less than is currently being reported in the news, it is not as cost effective as the other options. | do not
support the gondola option as it will be limited to only those that can afford to pay for parking at the LaCaille Base Station as well as the fee to ride the gondola. This
cost on top of the cost for a ski pass is even more limiting. Those that currently ride the UTA buses up the canyon pay for a bus pass that benefits them every day of
the week anywhere along the Wasatch. The fiscal benefit of the gondola benefits the owners of the proposed base station location and Alta and Snowbird Ski Areas
only. To expect the tax payers to pay for an option that is exclusive and not benefitting the majority is egregious.

Other options without the large environmental impacts that the gondola option brings with it should be implemented first instead of going straight to such a
detrimental and exclusive option. | support funding with my tax dollars enhanced (electric) buses and appropriated lanes, widening the road where necessary for
peak period driving. | support tolls (similar to Mirror Lake Hwy format) as well as incentivizing those that carpool as well as locals that steward the canyon.
Ultimately, | support preserving the natural canyon as best as we can and that should be the top priority. Following that, providing transportation up the canyon that
is available and feasible for the majority is key.

32.2.9B; 32.2.4A,
32.1.2F

Before deciding on a long term project like the gondola, we should first try a few seasons with other ideas like expanded bus, toll, and other incentives to manage

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

31646 Bayat, Ben canyon traffic 32.29R A32.2.6S
. Gondola idea is the worst public works idea ever proposed. It only benefits very few people. A toll road is a far more economical alternative that would provide .
32590 Bayerlein, Karl revenue to shore up the overused infrastructure in LCC and lessen traffic and usage. This is what occurred in Millcreek canyon when the toll was implemented 322.9E; 32.2.4A
27754 Bayles, Jean Against the gondola construction. 32.2.9E
29048 Bayles, Maren We as a comr_numty don't V\{ant .’[hIS. We need to preserve the canyon as is for this and future generations. The gondola will ruin much of the existing beauty and 322 9
wildlife and will have a horrible impact on our environment.
35741 Bayles, Maren Plea_se don't Qestroy little cottonwood. You can't get back what you destroy. You'll be unnecessarily impacting natural habitats, our watershed, ecosystems, and 32.2.9E: 32.1.2D
public recreation/enjoyment.
34184 Bavless. Brant A gondola ruins for everyone the entire canyon's rugged beauty and character while only serving a precious few resort customers. It's a permanent scar on the 322 9E
y ’ canyon that doesn't seem like it has any chance to be the savior that AltaBird seems to think it will be. Please just drop it. -
I am NOT in favor of the Gondola, in very strong terms. | believe a much simpler solution exists such as tolling in some fashion (weekend, <2 people, etc.). As a
skier, climber and mountaineer, | see no benefit to a gondola only serving two ski resorts. The space needed for thousands of parking spots will take away from the 32 1.9B: 32.1.2D"
33760 Bavli already limited housing market and the gondola towers will ruin the canyon valley. The cost is much higher than the problem's worth in my opinion and does not 5 ov. a0 0 o, )
aylis, Jacob . . ; o . 32.2.2Y; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
seem to be supported by the majority of the public. | personally do not know anyone in favor of the gondola and am very concerned the entities with the most sway 3292 9N
in this decision are being influenced by money and greed. Please listen to the majority of people who utilize the canyon, the locals, and concerned organizations -
voicing their opinions.
You actually make it seem really easy with your presentation but | find this matter to be actually one thing that | feel | would by no means
understand. It seems too complicated and extremely broad for
30287 Bayly, Sadye me. I'm taking a look ahead on your next submit, | will try to get the dangle of 32.29D
it!
| am opposed to the gondola option for LCC. 32 2 9E: 32.7C:
1) This solution seems like a big tax subsidy for Alta and Snowbird. | do not want my tax dollars spent this way. 32'2'4A: 32'2 6’5E' A32.2 6.5E
29017 Beacco, Mary 2) 1 don't think this option will work in easing the traffic congestion. Because the gondola trip takes so long, | feel few people will choose this option. 32'2'2K: 32'2'7A_ ’ A32'2.2k ’
3) The parking structure proposed for the gondola will make traffic congestion on Wasatch Blvd. worse, in my opinion. 32'7i3 PEmTm -
4) Finally, one thing that might help is to have Alta and Snowbird stop selling IKON passes! '
Ashley Liewer said it best: | oppose the gondola's construction. Not only is it detrimental to our environment, but it also is not equitable. To me, equity in recreation
means that all citizens of the county have the opportunity to access recreational opportunities. The current proposal for the gondola is a threat to our watershed and
environment. This impacts the equity for individuals in our county to access clean and safe drinking water and access recreational opportunities that allow them to
experience what our canyons have to offer.
36849 Beacham, Syd Our canyons should not be for the well-off or a profit-making commaodity for a couple of ski resorts. They belong to all of us and need to be protected. 322.9E;32.1.2D
We need leaders who understand what equity means and stand with the constituents they represent. We need leaders who do their research and take the time to
understand the issues they are being asked to address. We need leaders who will represent the constituents they are elected to serve and not their own personal,
partisan interests
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| ski frequently in Little Cottonwood Canyon and am therefore very aware of the issue. This is not the proper solution and | would rather take the bus or carpool or
anything else than add more infrastructure into this precious canyon. Utah's wilderness and environment advocates have long been ignored by public officials. | urge
you to understand that the impact of this project will have repercussions for decades. The exact reason why Utah is so beautiful and does bring in money will
eventually be destroyed if we continue like this. Skiing, climbing, hiking, and fishing all thrive in the Wasatch Front. The wildlife has a haven deep in these
mountains, and they are a drive for people to visit and spend time here. This is their home first, not ours. We have already destroyed the valley, Utah Lake, and the

27445 Beadner, Olivia Great Salt Lake is rapidly drying up. Please put money into harm reduction for the residents of Utah first before beginning a lengthy construction project that very 322.9A;321.2B A32.1.2B
few want. Listen to the voice of the many, not the money of the few. This is the whole reason you exist, isn't it? Do you remember that you are to serve the people of
this great state? | love being a recent resident of Utah, but | am devastated by how this land is taken care of. While there is still snow, | would love to ski. It won't last
forever, and while that is devastating and will lead to less money put into the economy, a gondola will only make it worse. Please let us enjoy the land while it is still
here.
38071 Beaird, Emma Please leave our canyons wild and free! The people of utah don't want this!! KEEP OUR CANYONS WILD 32.2.9E
28603 Bean, Adam | would like to know more about why the gondola is chosen for the best option and why Snowbird was allowed to buy the land under a different company. 32.2.9N; 32.2.9W A32.2.9N
| adamantly oppose the construction of a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. This is a huge expense to Utah taxpayers, and it will only benefit the relative few . .
. o - . . 32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y;
. who ski at two resorts. It is ridiculous to spend more than half a billion dollars on a gondola when we haven't even begun to exhaust the far more cost-effective . .
27276 Bean, Erin : . . . . . . . : ) . 32.2.2PP; 32.2.4A; A32.2.2K
options available-increased busing, tolls, and paid parking at the resorts, to name a few. It is unconscionable to spend this amount of money to benefit the relative )
) . 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
few who would benefit. Please put the burden on the people who ski, not on the backs of all Utahns.
| am going on record as being against the Gondola | any way, shape or form. The devastation to the canyon will be permanent. If the Gondola is approved it should | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
35730 Bean, James o :
be 100% paid for by the resorts and developers 32.2.7A
Why not close the canyon to cars and use buses, so that no additional infrastructure is needed, or replace the road with a train - which seems to be the most 322 92B: 32.2 2|
26950 Beardsley, Margaret environmentally friendly option because of train efficiency. This solves the traffic problem without destroying any of the canyon or ruining the natural look of the 32'2'Y 52 2 2PP A32.2.2|
canyon that people love. o Ee
I love Little Cottonwood Canyon and have been a consistent visitor in all four seasons for nearly 25 years. Please do not destroy what makes this canyon so
amazing by putting in this insane gondola. | love to ski, I've been a season passholder in LCC for many years, and | am 100% opposed to this gondola. Please - try
31115 Beasley, Ben ; . . . 32.2.9E
some of these commonsense, simpler solutions first! Listen to the people that as a government agency you are supposed to care about, rather than well-connected
developers simply looking to sell off our mountain beauty to make a buck.
The gondola option is the last option that should be looked at. Twenty-two lift towers in the canyon will destroy the backcountry feeling of the canyon. It doesn't help
31119 Beasley, Suzannah people access the canyon anywhere other than at Alta and Snowbird. Widen the road. Require payment to enter the canyon. Provide more bus services. Don't 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
waste money lining the pockets of a few people.
Do not do this!!! Here's 5 reasons. Many of us are scared of heights. Gondolas will be cold and if they mail function could kill people. A broken bus can easily swap . .
. e . . . S . 32.1.2B; 32.2.2B;
. people to a new bus. Gondolas can't. It's a single point of failure for many systems. Sudden wind issues can shut it down and strand people. Just force people to ) .
29876 Beattie, Brandon . o . ; I 32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.5K; | A32.1.2B
take buses, cheaper and more reliable. Also 99% of the year the gondolas will not be needed. Make the resorts fund busses. I've been skiing in this canyon for
L . ; . 32.2.9E
nearly 40 years and this is obviously being pushed not by people who use the canyon or care about cost, or have a fear of heights.
I'm firmly opposed to the use of a gondola in Little Cotonwood Canyon. | am a resident of Cottonwood Heights, but would oppose the gondola choice no matter
where | live. It would only serve the users of the ski resorts, not those who wish to access other parts of the canyon. It would also destroy the open view, both up
35230 Beattie, Cliff and down canyon, of the mountain vista or view of the Salt Lake valley. | would much rather see improvements to the existing road (such as adding an additional 32.2.2D; 32.2.9E
lane with that lane being an "UP" lane in the morning and a "DOWN" lane in the aftternoon) (also snow roofs in appropriate areas); use of reduced or zero emission
bus service; tolling for private vehicles during peak traffic times; and other improvements that could be added incrementally and at a more affordable cost.
| feel strongly that a gondola in Little Cottonwood canyon would be a very bad idea. What would happen if an avalanche took out a tower? How long would it take to
rescue people from gondolas if for any reason they got stopped and could not move. It is one thing to have persons turned back either down or back up the canyon
35765 Beattie. Dou to safety with only a few caught in a situation, but don't strand the whole group of those on a non-movable gondola system. | think the ad showing a dirty bus versus | 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5K;
' 9 a clean gondola is only propaganda to convince stupid people that the gondola is a better way to travel. Don't insult us with such ads. I'd prefer to simply leave travel | 32.2.9A
the way it is with possibly more buses to make it easier for those who are concerned about parking or road conditions to have that choice. Do NOT consider a
gondola system. The only thing a gondola system will help is to put money into a few developers/investors pockets.
27100 Beaufort. Alex Are you kidding me??? People don't want this. We don't need a gondola. There are more financially responsible first steps to mitigating traffic problems, like 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K; A32.2.2K; A32.29R;
’ mandating buses,increasing prices of parking, etc. but a gondola won't do it. 32.29R A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S
| do NOT support having a gondola built in little cottonwood canyon. | would prefer to see an improved bus/shuttle system that can be utilized year round, and can
33026 Beaumont. Chelae offer more stops to support the entire community-not just the resorts. 32.1.2C; 32.2.9E;

Thank you.

32.2.9A
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| am a resident of-. While | support the gondola a million times over than the enhanced bus alternative, | am very concerned over what sort of impacts this
alternative will have on the lower canyon, traffic, and public transportation leading up to the base station. Very careful, comprehensive planning NEEDS to be done
to ensure we don't create another traffic nightmare. I'd also like to see road tolling and reservations continue to help fill the VERY large pot that will be needed to

32.2.9E

36259 Beck. Allison build this gondola. | would also like you to engage residents of LCC so that our voices may be heard as design and other changes move forward. | think that 32.2.9D; 32.2.2K; A32.2.2K;
! something needs to be done to save the canyon, and CARS and other pollution emitting vehicles are not the solution. I'd like to see a sustainability element to the 32.2.2Y; 32.2.6.5E A32.2.6.5E
footprint of this gondola (green energy? natural gas power? wind based electricity feeding the gondola), because this is the way of the future. This is a huge
opprtunity for us in LCC to lead the way with an innovative solution. Rushing or cutting corners as we do this is not the way (and I'm a little worried about our
development-minded friends on the Hill with this one).
My Name's Andy Beck, | own a home in Cottonwood Heights and | am opposed to the gondola.
| am a Utah voter and | use Little Cottonwood Canyon multiple times a week, summer and winter. This is a place where my son, my friends and all their families
come to enjoy nature and the beautiful canyon. | feel that the gondola may be the worst option available for the future of the canyon.
| believe the best solution is more buses and bus stops, or possibly tolling .
35290 beck. and 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
’ y Thank you for looking into these options, | hope you can represent what the community wants as opposed to what's best for the two ski resorts. 32.2.4A
Sincerely,
Andy Beck
32917 Beck, Brooke Do not put in a Gondola. It is a terrible idea ar_1d will do irreparable damage to the environment and canyon! Not to mention there isn't going to be any snow in 5 32.2.9E: 32.2.2E
years because of global warming. Do not put in a gondola!
The proposal put forth by UDOT is just plain bad for Utah. We would all really like to see our State agencies shift their focus from trying to attract money, tourism,
30190 Beck. Havden and industry from other parts of the country and focus on improving life for the average Utahn. Building a multi-billion dollar gondola that will run during limited times | 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32 1 2B: A32.2 ON
» ray of the year does nothing for Utah skiers. It only provides a novelty experience that tourists will be attracted to. To whomever is actually reading this comment, thank | 32.2.9N T -
you. | doubt that you have much say over the actual final decision, but | know that there is someone who has to read these and categorize them.
This comment is in opposition to the gondola. It is total overkill to solve a minimal problem that only benefits Alta and Snowbird. It will forever ruin the majestic views
38211 Beck Mike of the canyon and will be useless for all others wishing to recreate in other areas of the canyon besides the resorts. Unlike a better bus system, it will do nothing to 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B; A32.12B: A32.20C
’ ameliorate the traffic problems in big cottonwood canyon on those same high traffic ski days ( only 23 days a year!). It will overcrowd the ski resorts and raise the 32.1.2D; 32.20C T ’
price of skiing significantly. Other options exist before permanently destroying the canyon.
31359 Beck, Pamela ;\//Ieysunderstandmg is that the gondola would be a similar cost to widening the canyon road. | prefer the approach that has worked in europe for decades : gondola 322.9D
My skiing experience is only related to cross country, so the problems | see are only related to the health of
the canyon and the cost related to establishing this monstrosity. This is recreation we are talking about; a
choice not a necessity. It is almost impossible to address such frivolous use of public funds. Even more
28180 Beck, Susan upsetting is the pressure this activity will bring ’Fo this critical, fragile enV|ronr’r_1ent. How_ many people can be 32.20B; 32.20C; A32.20C
allowed to enter this spectacular place at one time and how can one expect it to remain a place dependent 32.29G
on careful management. The time of freedom for all, especially those who can afford it, is over. The time is
now to protect places that we all depend on to remain healthy. Because we need this critical environment
for all of us to benefit from the important resources these wild places provide, less is more.
Are we really going to spend all this money on a project that will only benefit a privately owned company. | guess that is business as usual. This is a fragile canyon 32 29G: 321 5C:
28651 Beck, Susan and part of our drinking water. Given the issues we have with the environment already, this seems like a foolish idea. This is for recreation not for sustaining the life 32'1 2B" 32' 2' 2P’P A32.1.5C; A32.1.2B
and health of our city!!! Aim to reduce the activity in the canyon; there are number of ways to do this. Time to get creative and put the health of the canyon first. e e
Why is part of this canyon for sale. Why is it being used to make money for individuals. The most important function of our canyons is to provide this community with .
34955 Beck, Susan water. The second is to provide respite from a hectic world. We are obligated to make choices that keep it healthy. Gondolas do not contribute to that goal. 32.12A;32.2.98 A32.12A
You absolutely cannot destroy the cottonwoods for this gondola especially with the decreasing snow volume. It's not a valuable investment because snow tourism is
35363 Beck, Todd gonna die when there's no more snow. Our govt needs to make a comprehensive investment into the future of our natural resources in Utah and act for the future 32.2.9E; 32.2.2E
generations of our people. The gondola is a cash grab.
33870 Becker, Bruce No Gondola. No road widening More busses. Implement toll. 322.2Y; 32.2.9A;
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Please no gondola. | ski the canyon all the time and it's really only bad traffic a few days a year. Reservations at the resorts have made a big difference. The
gondola is too expensive for just serving two resorts and a limited population. So many other road / transit issues in utah to address that would benefit many more

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;

maintenance for something which will last for ten years? Yes, the gondola will run year round, but most people who use the canyon other than for skiing, do so for
hiking and climbing. The gondola will not make stops at any of these areas on the way.

| can only hope the legislature will not support it , but with their love of"economic development" with little concern for the environment, | doubt that will happen.
Imagine, now we will give visitors a front row seat to our dirty air as they gaze into the valley and increase tourism to support the ski resorts. There are more viable

32.2.2K; 32.7C;
32.2.6.3F

37518 Becker, Kelly people than the rich skiers. | BBC f D I think a toll would encourage car pooling. Don't ruin the pretty canyon for the resorts - there are other options and honestly 32.2.2K; 32.2.4A A32.1.28; A32.2.2K
traffic is not that bad with resort reservations.

This gondola plan caters to the tourists of our city, not the residents, and further harms our AIR QUALITY! Please get your head out of the sand and your hand out 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; )

27388 Becker, Kyla of resort co pockets and do the right thing. This is idiotic and disgraceful. 32.2.9E: 32.13A A32.1.28; A32.13A
31752 Becker, Margo | strongly oppose a gondola! 32.2.9E
32.1.1A; 32.1.1C;
32.1.5C; 32.20A;
32.20C; 32.20D;
32.20H; 32.20L;
32.1.2H; 32.1.2N; A32.1.1A; A32.1.1C;
Josh,l've submitted these comments through your form and below, but the formatting seems to be screwy, so I'm attaching a document below for your consideration. 25?62%;_32'2'2'; ﬁgg;bsg;pﬁgszz'gzooﬁ;
If you or your team has a desire to discuss any of these comments further, | welcome any communication.Thank you for your incredible investment of time and 32'2'6 2’ 2A: A32'1 2I—i' A3é 2 2I"
38719 Becker, Ralph professionalism in approaching your PM job, Ralph 32.1.2C: 32.1.20: A32.2.6.2.2A:
) . . o . 32.2.3B; 32.2.9DD; A32.2.9DD;

Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3. 32.2.2CCC: 32.12A: | A32.12A; A32.12K:
32.12J; 32.12K; A32.1.2F; A32.20A
32.2.9F; 32.26E;
32.1.2F; 322.9N;
32.2.6.5F ; 32.1.2C;
32.20A; 32.2.6.2.5A

31928 Beckett, Robert I'm concerned that this transportation benefit would serve two private resorts at the expense of public funds. 32.2.7A; 32.1.2D
34984 becking. iohn the gondola only moves 1050 people per hour. Over 10,000 want to on first chair by 9am on a powder day. The gondola does almost nothing to help this. You still 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5D;
9 have the same problem as before. A waste of my tax dollars. Why should the public fund the ski areas ? 32.2.4A
30301 Becking, John Only running during the winter, not busy at the bird if it doesn't snow. Only serves Alta or Snowbird, should be privately funded by the ski resorts not the tax payers 32.2.7A
The gondola isn't a real economic solution to the problem of traffic jams on sr210. A couple of reasons | see is that people are still going to have to drive their cars to
the bottom of the canyon and park their cars. Currently, there is also no land or parking there. This will just back traffic up outside of the canyon and that doesn't
30452 Becklev. Alex help the problem. Also, both 210 and 190 have traffic issues, why spend 500 million to potentially fix one of the canyons? Increased bus service is what | think 322 9A: 322 6l
Y, should happen. UTA suspending half of the bus routes is the exact opposite thing that needs to happen. Take the money proposed to the gondola to pay drivers e T
more, create an incentive to attract drivers. This would also stimulate the economy more than outsourcing construction to some out-of-state companies to build a
gondola. The drivers would be spending the money they have in the valley, creating more economic growth.
30386 Beckner, Joshua I do not support the gondola. | feel it will have a negative impact to the environment, make LCC less accessible to certain users and is not a cost effective option. 322 OF

Thank you. Josh BEckner

Please count this comment as negative against the proposed gondola project. The cost is to high for the benefit of an affective return. The gondola will only be 32.1.2B; 32.12A;

29751 Beckstrand, Gary needed a few days per year by a very small user group. This is not a good use of tax dollars. The impact to the water shed is negative and not worth the risk as well | 32.2.2Y; 32.2 4A; A32.1.2B; A32.12A
as the towers and cables impacting the canyon view. Increase bus service and limiting single use vehicles and/or a toll road should be better solutions. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E

26076 Beckstrand, Reilly | cant behe_z_ve .tk_ns is ac’fually being approved. Little thtonwood is so much more than just a s_kl destination! So much of the year is spent doing numerous activities 32.1.2B: 32.1.2D A32.1.9B
besides skiing; it doesn't make sense to permanently impact the canyon for the powder day pile ups.

37071 Beckstrom, CJ No gondola. 32.2.9E

It was very disappointing to hear of UDOT's determination that the gondola is the best option. | doubt this comment now will hold much sway since | would bet most

of the 144, 000 comments you received opposed the gondola.

Yes, it will be a tourist attraction and seems fun to have a gondola, but the reality is that taxpayers will be saddled with $550 million bill for something they did not 322 OF: 32.2 2F:

choose and most will never be able to use. Riding the gondola, if we base it on Park City numbers, will be expensive. It caters to the ski resorts which is a rich man's 32'2'9N" 32'2' 7A’-

25627 Becnel, Patricia sport. Researchers predict we will only have snow for another 20 years. So are we spending millions of dollars, not only in the construction costs, but with 32.1.2D: 32.2.2Y. A32.2.9N: A32.2.2K
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options than a gondola: increased electric busing, carpool incentives, limiting the number of people in the canyon, and so on. Unless you block all traffic from going
up the canyon and force people to ride the gondola, it will not eliminate all the problems you are trying to eliminate, but cause additional problems and costs.
Patricia Becnel
August 31, 2022
Thank you for all your work but | oppose a gondola. Not only will it damage the canyon but it is not fair to burden tax payers with the expense especially when it will
- not benefit everyone who uses the canyon. By the time UDOT gathers the money to build. Our snow pack is predicted to be in decline and the chances of having an
35144 Becnel, Patricia . : TSR . ; . 32.2.9E
i ncomplete structure marring the mountainside is great. The gondola is a toy for the wealthy and there are many other more equitable solutions that have been
proposed . No to the gondola.
Please NO! This only helps us a few days (lets say 25 at most) out of the year when things are bad. The other 340 days it's a permanent eyesore. Right now chain
controls are not enforced and single occupancy vehicles are common. There is no way skiiers are going to wait 35 minutes to get up the hill when they can drive in 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
27696 Bedard, Josh . . Z : ; A32.1.2B
15. Parking lots for the bus service are too full. More busses = more people seated which makes people happy. We need to actually execute conservative measures | 32.7A
first! Please please please do not build a gondola.
| am totally opposed to a gondola system being installed in Little Cottonwood Canyon. The initial cost, yearly maintenance cost, plus the estimated price of a ride are
31639 Bee, Carol all too much. We are in a recession, which is expected to get worse, perhaps even a depression, so now is not the right time to spend kind of money. A better use of | 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
the money might be in securing our schools.
The proposed toll prices are exorbitant, and they will prohibit many people from accessing the canyons. Why not issue a small fee for parking at the ski resorts and 322 OF: 32.2 9A:
31638 Bee, Carol establish a parking reservation system in the winter. And provide more buses, especially for Little Cottonwood Canyon. We are in a recession, so don't get so 32'2.4A: 32.2.2K’ A32.2.2K
greedy. T e
28401 Beecher, Leo | understand that funding has no? been determined. If taxpayers are expected to pay so a small minority in the state can use the canyon, the matter should be on a 32 2 9N A32.2 9N
ballot for the whole state to consider.
| a strong supporter of the Gondola B prefered selection by UDOT. This is the most effective solution offerred with the most minimal impact on the canyon with only
2 acres of disturbed surface verses 50 acres with the added lane option, not to mention the tremendous impact that would happen to the north side of the road with
36789 Beecher. Lvle the widening solution. There would be multiple areas with 30' gunnite walls up the canyon similiar to the Provo canyon walls but even more than there. This is a 322.9D
Y proven fact documented by the Civil Engineering group of Ensign Engineering. Added and Enhanced Bus solution only puts more rubber on the road which has o
proven to be an inadequate solution already. The Gondola is the best solution for this challenge and will provide such an enhanced experience that has been proven
worthy solution over time in Europe in so many ways. Thank you for your consideration of the Gondola as a Preferred Solution and now let's move forward with it.
29865 Beeler, Jacob ;I;g;i%%ndola project is a pointless endeavor fueled by corporate greed that will only make the canyon less accessible. The solution to the "transit problem" is to do 3229G
37852 Beeman, Caren | think this is a bad idea. The canyons can not handle that many people. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
27450 Beeny, Kole LEAVE OUR CANYONS ALONE. this is entirely a money making process with little to no support from the general public. LEAVE NATURE ALONE.... 32.1.2B; 32.2.9G A32.1.2B
35391 Beers, R There's no need to ruin the aesthetic of the entire canyon to satisfy the greed of the resort owners 32.2.9E
28323 Beers, Rob No gondola possibly the worst solution available 32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP
This gondola program should not be implemented as proposed. The study shows at best this moves 900 people per hour up the canyon and ride times are 322 9B: 32.1.2D"
28297 Beesley, Benjamin significant. The proposed gondola only makes 2 stops once at each resort. The gondola will be utilized at best 50 days a year. Flex lanes and Avy sheds which wild 32'2'5 5’C e
allow more people up the canyon along with ability to pick more than 2 destinations. o
Hello, my name is Daniel Beesley, and my phone number is_. | would like to raise my support against the gondola. | actually as my final year of college
for an economics class did a survey of skiers and snowboarders in Little Cottonwood Canyon and the results that | found were that people would be willing to ride
38661 Beeslev Daniel the bus and to carpool if there were some sort of monetary like fee for not carpooling and | just think that using five hundred million dollars to fill up a canyon with 32.2.9E; 32.2.4A;
Y, metal and gondolas for the few days when during a few hours, there's traffic is insensitive to the rest of everybody else who's using the canyon and I'm strongly 32.1.2D
against the gondola, and anybody who | don't know if this is a political thing, but | would not vote for anybody who supports this and thank you for all that you do and
| appreciate your guy's help and | hope you guys have a wonderful day. Take care, and thank you so much.
Please do not build the gondola. There is so much natural beauty in LCC and it would be a disgusting travesty to spend 500 million dollars to fill it with gondola 32.1.2B; 32.2.7A;
33450 Beesley, Daniel towers and noise in order to alleviate traffic during a few hours of a few days of the year. | strongly oppose this and will not support or vote for any representative 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
who supports the gondola. Thank you for all you do! 32.11D
The proposal for gondola which will only service Alta & Snowbird less than 15-20% of the year. Why should the the public be tasked and burdened with paying for
30968 Beesley, Robert this rather than the beneficiaries, Alta & Snowbird? Also a further stipulation should mandate that if the state pays for this project Alta should no longer be limited to | 32.2.9E; 32.29I

a skier only resort but a ski/snowboard resort similar to Snowbird.

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-95

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the

See Responses in
Appendix A of the

Final EIS ROD
| absolutely agree with enhanced bus and would also do tolling during this period. We may not really need the gondola which [ still think is a terrible idea that would 322 9A 32.2 9E:
28687 Beesley, Sarah ruin the canyon during construction and is not practical to get skiers up. If it is going to get enough skiers up then it's certainly way too invasive. Please try to avoid 32'7'0_ éz 2' 7A ’
the gondola if at all possible. I'm happy to hear there isn't funding for it and hope the other solutions of enhanced busing and tolling will address the issues T
37765 Begin, Pascal No to gondola 32.2.9E
26421 Behr, Ryley Please don't follow through with this. The overwhelming voice of the public does not want a- gondola in any of our canyons. 32.2.9E
The gondola should absolutely not be built. This would be very detrimental to this area's natural resources, putting the profits of few over the benefit of the whole
30415 Behrend, Mike public. Public lands should not be viewed as a tool for a small number of people to profit from, degrading the land in the process. The long term longevity of this 32.2.9E
project's benefits to the whole public are questionable at best.
37718 Behrman. John | grew up skiing at Alta my first day | was 3 years old. Little Cottonwood Canyon is one of the most Beautiful National Treasures in our State and Country. It would 322 9F
’ be absolutely Trajic. To Ruin the natural beauty by constructing this gondola! Please keep our Canyon free from the steel and cable. Sincerely John Behrman -
To whom it may concern, | am writing to express deep concern at what has to be ill-thought reasoning to justify the construction of a gondola up little cottonwood
canyon. | am one of those who loves skiing in the winter and have myself been frustrated with the long lines of cars and winter road closures. The fact however
remains that the road, as it is, is already putting more people on the mountains and slopes that the mountains and slopes have capacity to absorb. There is only so
37581 Behrmann, Luke many acres and so many ski I|f_ts. Putting even more peop!e up in the m_ountalns via a gondola when there is no more space just makes no sense! The unfortuna_te 32.2.9E: 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
reality is we need to be protecting the mountains be reducing our footprint, not putting ghastly eye-sour of a gondola that only for a hand full of days each year will
put more people into the canyon than what any logical person could expect the canyon to be able to hold. It's not worth the cost. The simplest approach is to simply
limit traffic with a pay booth at the bottom - you could probably buy one at home depot for a few thousand dollars. | have struggled to find people who support the
gondola and am not sure why this is being forced on those whose mountains these are!
37419 Behrmann. Nicole I do not support the idea of the gondola. Terrible economic waste, eye sore, environment harm. | ski up at those resorts and would not use the gondola, seems 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
’ unconventional and inconvenient. | would rather take buses, use tolls on the canyon, have a paid pass etc. Please no gondola!! 32.2.9A; 32.2.2Y
UDOT's Gondola proposal is a JOKE!!!!! You will take hundreds of millions of TAXPAYER dollars for a "solution" that will directly benefit private entities - businesses
that will probably not even be in business in another 10-20 years due to climate change of lack of snow. Why not take 500 MILLION DOLLARS to incentivize bus 32.1.2B; 32.2.2E;
driving as a job, update busses, etc. Limit the number of cars up the canyon on peak winter travel days, and add a toll. Make anyone with a Utah license discounted | 32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y;
33623 Behuniak, Tim fees, or free, while those without a Utah license have to pay to go up. Use this money to help fund and incentivize bus travel and careers. Get your head on straight, | 32.2.2PP; 32.2.4A; A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
uUDOT! 32.2.7A; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E
Also, the people don't want your gondola. It doesn't benefit all people .. .watch this: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d2w77nWIPC8
No Tram for these reasons. Spending would be better used to improve roadway and create a PATHWAY like Provo canyon which would benefit all the public like 32 1.9B: 32.2.6.3F
. biking, walking, hikers, climbers, etc. Next, | think the tram visually scars the landscape more than roadway n path. My vision is a dedicated third lane for busing and S an s an.
33416 Behunin, Trenton . ; ; . . . 32.2.6.4,32.2.9B; A32.1.2B
the lane would alternate to accommodate busy times and use electric bus. Most bus stops would be express but some would stop for hikers, climbers, sight seeing,
. . ; . . 32.2.9E
etc that are along the way. Please consider everyone and not just skiers and not block the visual awesomeness of the canyon with a tram.
The gondola option is awful, serving only the wealthy ski areas, while trashing the natural beauty of the canyon with towers, cables and cable cars. Even a 3rd bus
35867 Beifuss, Jefferson lane would not be as visually disturbing as this option. Please find another way and consider all the potential users of the canyon, not just the wealthy, connected 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
ones.
| do not believe that the gondola project would be beneficial for LCC or the community of people that uses it. It is simply too expensive to be a viable option for the
majority of prospective users. The canyons should be accessible to all cimmunity members regardless of their socio-economic status. Instead of the gondola, UDOT | 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5D;
could improve the bus system--preferably an electric bus system--to minimize traffic in the canyon. The gondola would also be more harmful than a bus system to 32.2.4A; 32.1.2D;
25973 Bekker, Katharine the LCC ecosystem. Long story short, the gondola is a greedy, capitalist-based project that would be harmful LCC. Moving forward with this project would indicate 32.5A; 32.2.6.3F; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
that UDOT is more concerned with money than with community or sustainability. Furthermore, it would show that you are not taking the input and opinions of 32.1.2B; 32.2.9N;
community members into account, as the vast majority of people in the Salt Lake Valley are not in favor of the gondola. Please make a wise, sustainable, and 32.2.2PP
community-minded decision.
32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
25975 Bekker. Kath | don't like the gondola option because it only allows access to the ski resorts. If you chose a train or bus option you could put in more stops that would allow for 32.2.6.3C; A32.1.2B;
’ y people to enjoy different parts of the canyon. This one is cheaper than the train, but so limited in scope, | don't feel it meets the needs of the canyon. 32.2.6.6A; 32.1.2D; A32.2.6.3C
32.2.6.3F
. . . . . : . . . : 32.2.9G; 32.2.2PP;
25967 Bekker, Matt Please don't do this. Let the ski resorts solve their own parking problems. There are so many better alternatives with less of an impact. Consider electric shuttles! 322.6.3F
: : . - : .
29063 Belcher, Lorrie Regarding the gondola. We are in a severe drought. Where will we get the water to run the gondola? There is no grid. 32 29D

If | cant even water my lawn how can we run a gondola?
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Since we're in a drought where does UDOT plan to get the water to run the gondola.
33922 Belcher, Lorrie We're in a drought 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
We're in a drought
We're in a drought
26270 Belka, Ed | say don't mess with Mother Nature. 32.29D
36869 Belko, Frank Absolutely support Gondola. Live in East Sandy and on snow days tired off dealing with long lines of cars down 9400 S. Good option for future congestion. 32.2.9D
-increasing the number of people that can access the canyon is not a solution. It is a new problem. There has to FIRST be measures in place to control the number
of people. Alta and snowbird implementing reservations for parking has basically solved this issue (I ski every single weekend so I've seen the difference it made). 32 1.9B: 32.2.2K:
: -There has to be some incentive for locals to use the gondola. More time and significantly more money does not make me want to use it. Why would | spend $200 NN an o aN A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K;
26256 Bell, Angie . - X A I 32.2.4A; 32.2.9N; !
and plan an extra hour to take my family skiing where we will end up standing in ridiculously long lift lines? 3220C A32.2.9N; A32.20C
-This feels completely motivated by land development to generate more tourism and create more revenue. That doesn't have to be a bad thing, but let's call a '
spade a spade.
37241 Bell, Brent | am against polluting the pristine view up and down the canyon with gondola towers. 32.2.9E
28942 Bell. Debbie no gondola...it's the most ridiculous thing I've ever heard. Do you care what that's going to do to the canyon. | drive up there all the time year round. It's only busy 322 OF: 32.2 6.5K
’ about 8-10 days a week. Have you thought about all the wind up there in the winter? What are you going to do with the swinging gondolas? Think...think...think.. e T
I'm against gondola construction. It's too expensive and will be destructive to the canyon. Better less expensive alternatives such as parking passes, mandatory car | 32.2.9E; 32.2.2Y;
32100 Bell, Don . : A32.2.2K
pooling, and others exist. The problem needs further study. 32.2.2K
28756 Bell, Kevin Rich skiers should pay for anything related to transportation to their elite playground. Otherwise you're stealing from the poor to benefit the rich. 32.2.7A
The gondola proposal has unacceptable impacts on Little Cottonwood Canyon. Access to climbing, hiking, running, and biking areas will be compromised during
years of construction. The gondola equals the destruction and/or removal of irreplaceable and historic world-class outdoor resources and views that are unique to
SLC and drawn people from around the country and world. Furthermore, the traditional owners of the lands should be consulted and all areas of cultural and
31553 Bell, Leila gistorical significance should be identified and protected. The gondola is designed to serve only ski resort users, ignoring dispersed use recreators and other year- 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
round canyon users. The gondola is fiscally irresponsible, with half a billion in initial construction along. There are other options such as tolling and increased busing
that are backed by the majority of people and Utah residents. Listen to the people, not special interest groups out to make money with no regard for the unique and
incredible areas in which we are lucky to live and explore.
The gondola proposal has unacceptable impacts on Little Cottonwood Canyon. Access to climbing, hiking, running, and biking areas will be compromised during
years of construction. The gondola equals the destruction and/or removal of irreplaceable and historic world-class outdoor resources and views that are unique to . .
. : . ! . ; 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
; SLC and drawn people from around the country and world. The gondola is designed to serve only ski resort users, ignoring dispersed use recreators and other year- ’ )
31495 Bell, Lisa o . . . o S . . . . 32.1.2F; 32.5A; A32.1.2F
round canyon users. The gondola is fiscally irresponsible, with half a billion in initial construction costs, alone. The gondola is not an equitable solution and 322 9A
perpetuates outdoor marginalization in SLC. There are other options such as tolling and increased busing that are backed by the majority of people and Utah -
residents. Listen to the people, not special interest groups out to make money with no regard for the longevity of the community.
| know this is a resource used by many (outside the ski groups). It would be good to get a solution (e.g., more buses, tolls, etc.) that help meet the needs of all
31500 Bell, Mark . . X e 32.1.2D
involved (the short ski season) and helps preserve over 200 world class bouldering opportunities.
| oppose the Gondola project for the following reasons: Gondola Project risks: - Earthquake prone area - One of the most active avalanche areas. Look at how the
Provo canyon Bridal Veil Falls Gondola project works. Oh wait you can't; an avalanche wiped it out in 1996 - High winds - Longest 3-cable gondola system in world
(8 miles) - Will require 20+ towers; 10 of which will be over 200' tall. (Each tower will need a road built to access the tower for construction and ongoing
27792 Bell. Michael maintenance), so lots of additional permanent roads - The proposed system is designed in Germany; so all the maintenance and parts have to come from there - 322 OF
’ What is the solution for passenger rescue when the gondola breaks down? Or loses power? - Given all these risks, the proposed budget | think vastly understates -
the construction costs. | would not be surprised to see a DOUBLING of the construction costs. Preferred alternative: - Toll road with variable tolls (with exemptions
for local residents). - Or shut the road down entirely and force everyone to use the bus (as is done in, for example, Zion's Park) - Free bus (paid for by the tolls) -
Almost no risk. - No idea how the "claimed" 48 busses will be needed. If | did the numbers correctly, that means 1 bus every 1/3 of a mile?
I live on _ where the gondola would literally be overlooking our house. This is too important of an issue to not be on the ballot. Too much money and 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N;
30143 Bell, Michael dedicated special interest involved and UDOT is actively participating. Phased approach first to truly see if it works, not just a timeblock to seek funding. LCC is too 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
important to let a slow overpriced transit option ruin it forever. Please stop it at all cost. 32.29R A32.2.6S
34799 Bell, Taylor I currel_'ltly dlgagree with the gondola proposal. | am concerned about it's overall environmental impact relative to other solutions as well as the lack of public support 322 OF
| am witnessing.
36268 Bellaccomo, Bryson The gondola does not have the ability to adapt or to scale to changes in demands and conditions. There are better options that consider a longer timeline along with 322 OF

lower costs.
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Please don't build the Gondola. It will ruin so many beautiful trees and plants and animals homes. Also there are so many better solutions for the traffic. Increase

32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;

- Waste of tax payer's money. Why do we have to foot the bill for what the ski resorts and La Calle are obviously pushing for?

- Very unpopular. | have not had one conversation with someone who likes the gondola idea who lives in our neighborhood at the base of Wasatch and Little
Cottonwood.

35866 Bellante, Carrie busses and allow shuttling only up the canyon similar to how Zion national park runs. 32.2.2B A32.1.2F
Please preserve the beauty of Little Cottonwood and do NOT put a tram through the heart the majestic Wasatch Mountains. It does not make sense with limited
return on investment for helping with the congestion in the canyon. It would be much more prudent to utilize more buses and limit POV use in the canyon.
32367 Bellante, Gabriel 32.2.9A
sincerely,
Gabriel Bellante
, | . . . . )
29074 Bellantino, Stacee I don't want the gondola! Its not fair for us tax payers to have to pay _for _sqmethlng we don't want. Also | think If the resorts want it they should be the ones to pay for 32.2.9E: 32.2.7A
it. They make enough money for what they charge to ski nowadays its ridiculous!
It's pretty clear that nobody wants the gondola! We shouldn't even have to waste our time commenting about this! If this goes forth It's pretty clear that it's only about 322 OF: 32.2 9N:
28528 Bellantino, Travis money and we all know money always wins! We as tax payers shouldn't have to pay a dime for something that only benefits the ski areas and serves no benefit to oA A A oD A32.2.9N; A32.1.2B
32.2.7A; 32.1.2B
backcountry users of all types!! NO GONDOLA
. : The gondola has got to be the worst idea ever! The only ones bengfiting off of this is Alta and Snowbird! | absolutely refuse to pay for any of this and if you think us 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
25839 Bellantino, Travis . . )
tax payers should have to pay for this my family will gladly get the out of here!! 32.6A
31568 Bellotto, Kalehua Just build the gondola ? Americans are so slow. We want but we don't want. If that's the case then leave them in grid lock. 32.2.9D
28161 Belman, Matt More busses! More Parking! Mandate no single drivers! A Toll! No Gondola!!!!!!! ggggé 32.2.4K
30675 Belman, Matt No to gondola . 32.2.9E: 32.2.9A
Yes to more parking, tolling, more busses
I've lived in CH since before it incorporated and | do not feel that spending $1 Billion+ to service a small number of local and state residents is a proper use of out
tax dollars (etc). | would like to see a STOP to promoting Utah tourism until we can get our air quality in check. We have quite enough people visiting and with the
27572 Belmore. Michele granite pit and Hillside developments, | can think of far better ways to spend $1 Billion+. Who will bear the burden of upkeep, maintain/replace the canyon ripped 322 9F
’ out? Personally, | feel that no matter we--the citizens of Cottonwood Height want--that this is a already a done deal and somebody in the know will be benefiting -
monetarily from it being built. (Much like the sponsors of the prison moving who are getting even wealthier than they already are). NO to the Gondola, a moratorium
and ALL drive-thru businesses in our valley. Let's put clean air, affordable housing and water conservation back on the table as or #1 priorities.
This is a terrible idea and waste of tax-payer money as it just kicks the can down the road. and solves nothing for BCC or traffic along wasatch blvd and surrounding
areas. I've lived here all my life. I'm a rock and ice-climber and the ecological, environmental, and visual impact of this option is not what I'd hope UDOT was 32.1.1A; 32.2.9F;
25801 Belnap, Jared capable of approving. Get federal funding please, spend more money and solve it in the only way this could possibly work long-term. A COG-WHEEL TRAIN 32.2.2C; 32.7C; A32.1.1A; A32.2.9N
SYSTEM connecting via tunnel to Heber City, Park City and BCC. This would attracct tourism from all over the world in a sustainable way to handle this increased 32.2.9N
traffic, with sizably lower impact in the long-term. Please do the right thing and turn this project down!
36162 Belnap, Kayla Please reconsider the transportation alternative! Would hate to see the gondola impact our beloved canyon. ggfgip 32.2.9E;
Just adding my voice to the citizens of SLC adamantly opposed to this project. | do not ski, but visit Snowbird and/or Alta at least a couple times a year. | would hate 32 1.9B: 32.2 9E: A32.12B: A32.2 ON:
33667 Belnap, Spencer to stop that entirely for years on end while this gondola is being built, destroying various wildlife habitat and water and blighting out amazing views. Please listen to ANl e Aaan o B
) ) = 32.2.9N; 32.13A A32.13A
the everyday and common people of this state and area and not the rich elitist developers. Thank you!
Increased bus services, including better parking at and near the base, is a far and away better option than a gondola. Its flexible, cheaper, and better suits the needs
of both locals and tourists. As not only a Utah native, a skier, and a climber, but also a scientist - the data backing the gondola makes no sense. It does about the 322 9A: 32.2 2K:
38078 Belova, Nika same amount of good allivating traffic as increased bus service, but comes with a whole host of bad - limited capacity, limited ability to run in bad weather, Sac. a4 o A32.2.2K
) X ) . . . . 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
destruction of natural habitats, destruction of wilderness recreation areas, more congestion at the base, and more. It makes no sense. Increase bus service and
institute a toll for passenger car instead.
My family and | moved here from California, in large part, to get away from these massive government spending boondoggles.
The gondola would be:
30325 Belsheim, Douglas - Unsightly to Utah's natural beauty 32.20R: 32.2.9E A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

A32.2.6S
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Please start with tolling/buses to see how that works before making a choice to spend what will most likely cost the taxpayers in excess of a billion dollars, devalue
our homes, mar the landscape, and only help to proliferate big business, big government and big wastes of tax payer dollars.

26037

Belshin, Bryce

Dont build the gondola, it will destroy the canyon. Nobody wants it

32.2.9E

38795

Beltran, Erin

Subiject : Little Cottonwood Canyon y nuestra comunidad merecen respect! Dear Utah Department of Transportation, I'm writing to you because | believe winter
transportation in Little Cottonwood should serve all members of the public, not just those who can afford to recreate at Alta and Snowbird. | do not support a gondola
because it prohibits me from having improved access to snowshoeing, walking, and enjoying nature anywhere else in Little Cottonwood Canyon during the winter.
UDOT's recommendation to build a gondola will leave me with no way of enjoying Little Cottonwood Canyon throughout the winter and spring seasons. UDOT
should exclusively support the Enhanced Bus option with no road widening to support full recreational use of all trailheads and recreation areas in the Canyon
throughout the winter. Without exclusive support for this option, | will have no way of enjoying Little Cottonwood Canyon throughout the winter and spring seasons. |
recently moved to Cottonwood Heights near the mouth of BCC from SLC proper. Our opinion hasn't changed about this maddening, insulting gondola idea. NO ONE
up here wants the gondola! You've already been shown that by referendum! Stop pretending that this is of any benefit or justice. It will benefit only a handful of
businesses at the top and bottom of the canyon and its construction/engineering. | even know an engineer on the project who hates it but can't say so professionally!
The engineers want our tax dollars but not the gondola itself! Arghhhh. | know a nail technician who worked in LCC who couldn't get to work already because the
busses didn't run at her shift times. These are real people's lives. The gondola will also mar the aesthetic of the canyon for ALL recreators, residents, and other
users. | REALLY don't want to have to look at it while I'm hiking, backcountry tour skiing, etc. Ugghh. It won't be able to run in high winds! It's ridiculous! Busses can
run in higher winds than gondolas because of their lower ground profile. Ski resort employees already get stuck up there, away from their families and obligations,
too often during season for storms. Don't give them a fake option that would run even less frequently; just increase bussing! If it's snowing so hard that even the
busses with chains can't run, then, okay, no one should be traveling in any way at all. It denies communities of color and Utah's low-income communities access to
physically and mentally healthy recreation, exercise, and therapy opportunities. It's so racist! Latinos, for example, have half as many cars as whites to getto a
gondola station. We need more busses! They need to stop at every major trailhead and campground, not just businesses (like ski resorts), in LCC (and BCC). They
need to run year-round, not just in winter! Bicycles, backpacks, and skis/snowboards need space on them, too. We need these bus networks to also extend
throughout the county so that people, say in West Valley City, can actually get there. No one should be driving cars so much up the canyons or to them, and
everyone should be able to navigate there via excellent public transit from anywhere in the county. This is HUGE for our county's traffic, accident safety, and AIR
QUALITY. Poor air quality diminishes public health along the Wasatch front, especially among residents of color and low-income residents who are more exposed
to air pollution than white or affluent residents. The Gondola Alternative will not take many vehicles off Salt Lake County roads since you need a car to access the
gondola station to access the canyon in a reasonable amount of time. UDOT can improve air quality for everyone and significantly increase public health among

Wme with no road widening. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, Erin Beltran

32.1.2B; 32.2.4A;
32.2.2Y; 32.2.9A;
32.2.6.3C; 32.5A;
32.2.21; 32.10A;
32.29E; 32.2.6.5K;
32.2.3A; 32.2.6.3C

A32.1.2B;
A32.2.6.3C;
A32.2.21; A32.2.6.3C

33327

Ben Reuven, Yotm

Don't do it! You're just destroying such a special place with such a special community! Please have a second thought and stop it!

32.29D

34182

Benak, Michelle

Absolutely no gondola!!. This will impact the canyon and all of our homes around it. The thing that is the most frustrating is UDOT/gov't knows public opinion, acts
like they are considering and do what they want anyways! this is all about money and politics not what the community wants. Why ask if you are going to do what
you want anyways? Money talks.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.9E; 32.2.9N

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

27913

Benak, Michelle

Please listen to the people!! We don't want a gondola !

32.2.9E

32051

Bench, Andrew

A gondola is a horrible, terrible, no-good idea. What you really need is a 1-seat ride from the airport to the ski resorts!! Light Rail all the way!

32.2.9E; 32.2.2l,
32.2.9F

A32.2.2I

30051

Bench, Brittani

Please lower the speed limit on Wasatch Boulevard from Fort Union Boulevard south to the High T intersection (where Wasatch turns into Little Cottonwood Canyon
Road). For those of us who live in the neighborhoods along Wasatch, safety is top of mind. As it is now, the 50 MPH speed limit is just too fast. People consider it a
highway and disregard the safety of the bikers and pedestrians who also have access to the roadway. This has led to many accidents that could have been avoided
but for the high speed of vehicles involved. Lowering the speed limit to 35 MPH would signal to motorists that it is a residential roadway and will be much safer for
those of us entering and exiting from the residential access points along Wasatch. Please restore the safety of our community by lowering the speed limit to 35
MPH.

32.29D

34269

bench, karsten

The gondola is a low volume solution. The only time a cable car system makes sense is where you are dealing with terrain that is not suitable for a road or train.
Given there is already a road and bus infrastructure, we should focus on expanding bus service. Also bus services should run in the summer. Anyone who actually
thinks a gondola will reduce traffic has not done the basic math and certainly has not investigated the results other cable car systems in dense urban environments
globally, re the Metrocable in Medellin. | honestly can't believe this is actually something | have to put in the EIS thing. The gondola should not be on the table, and it
should not take experts to figure that out. The amount of money and time being wasted that could be put back into bus services is negligent at best, blatant
corruption at worst. You all should be ashamed of yourselves.

32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.5A;
32.2.6.5C; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9N; 32.7C

A32.2.9N

32546

Bench, Robert

Taxpayers should not fund the gondola. It will benefit two privately owned resorts. The gondola would be of use primarily on weekends during the winter.

32.2.9E

35721

Benda, Chalis

No to the gondola! UDOT needs to exhaust all other options before. (more buses, toll into the canyon, etc). The gondola will only benefit the two resorts in that
canyon. Little Cottonwood canyon will be destroyed and never be the same. It not only is for skiers - it is for hikers, climbers, photographers, etc. It is universal in its
beauty. The gondola will take years and years to complete, wont there be congestion then? Taxpayers will be funding this. As one, | do not want to be taxed on

32.29R; 32.2.9E;
32.1.2F; 32.1.2D

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.1.2F
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something that | will never take/benefit from.

You are making the wrong decision. Exhaust all other options before. THIS IS WRONG.

| am a resident of Sandy who lives off of Wasatch. We are a skiing family. We have noticed a great increase in traffic on Wasatch and the canyon. | am OPPOSED

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;

fixture in a beautiful landscape

35635 Benda, Chris to the gondola! | feel there has not been enough research in other options - bussing for out of town visitors, passes for locals, etc. | am OPPOSED to paying for the A32.1.2B
. ) X ) . . - 32.1.2B
gondola for Snowbirds profit. It will only attract more traffic to the area. Our valley is at capacity. Please reconsider the gondola.
| grew up at the base of Little Cottonwood, spending much of my winters traveling to Snowbird. There is no question that outdoor recreation has seen a dramatic
35877 Benda. Jake increase in the number of participants. From my observations of those traveling in the canyon, myself included, many are single passenger vehicles. We do this 32 29R A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
' because it is convenient. This needs to change. Please encourage public transport and carpooling before venturing down a large endeavor such as building a ' A32.2.6S
gondola. Who knows, maybe the simple steps could encourage the way people look at caring for the earth.
29942 Bender. Noa Please do not choose to ruin the canyon by building the gondola. It does not help at all with parking outside of the ski resorts and will destroy the beauty of the 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.9B
’ canyon and the climbing as well. | am very much opposed to this solution! 32.2.9E; 32.4B T
31447 Bender, Noa We do not want the gondola. It ruins the canyon and the climbing and only serves the ski resorts. Please don't ruin this geographic beauty with our taxpayer money | 32.2.9E
| want to preface this by saying that safety should always be the first concern and | appreciate UDOT doing what they do to keep us all safe in LCC on a daily basis.
That being said, | strongly believe that the gondola is an unconscionable alternative and requires excessive alteration of this incredible natural landmark. | don't
really understand why none of the onus is being put on the ski areas. Why are they continually allowed to profit off of the degradation and alteration of public lands
and now off of taxpayer money? Why is it so egregious that they should cap ticket sales or limit guest access to the resorts? Are their profits so much more 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A; A32.2 9K: A32.29R:
: . important than public lands? | totally support more busses, totally support tolls for non-carpool cars, but this is extreme to a huge degree without even taking 2.2K; 32. ; ! .
25515 Benedict. Kai i rtant th blic lands? | totall rt b totall rt tolls f I but this is ext toah d ithout taki 32.2.2K; 32.29R A32'1.2H’ A32.2 68’
’ mitigating measures first. Why commit to this plan now? | understand that it is a tiered rollout but try something else first! This kind of land management that just 32.1.2B; 32.2.9A; A32'1 .ZB’ e
bends over to the financial interest of corporations is honestly enough for me to leave the state over. Hard to think of a move that shows more of a lack of 32.2.2Y; 32.2.2PP T
commitment to local residents. | get wanting to support the tourism generated by the ski resorts but this goes a step too far in sacrificing local lands enjoyed by
locals at the expense of wealthy out-of-towners. In a larger sense, seems to contribute to the unlivability of salt lake area to all but either long-term residents or those
not looking to establish a community here. Tough to see myself staying if this is approved.
Please do not build the Gondala. There are other alternatives. The people, overwhelmingly, do not want this.
27115 Benedict, Paul 32.2.9E
Thank you.
As a resident of Cottonwood Heights, a voter, taxpayer, and frequent user of LCC | strenuously oppose a gondola in any form. This plan benefits very few (namely,
two resorts and a bunch of visitors) while burdening many, including property owners and residents, drivers, and recreators in the canyon. That is to say nothing
about the tremendous fiscal waste, which could and should be spent in ways that would benefit many more people.
Further, the process of building and maintaining a gondola and the parking areas to serve it will ruin our national forest land, including trails and climbing areas (land | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B; A32 1.9B: A32.29R:
33157 Benegas, Elizabeth which is so fragile it cannot even accommodate dogs), and mostly for the benefit of visitors. It will also destroy the aesthetic of LCC, one of Utah's most picturesque | 32.2.2Y; 32.2.9A; o ' :
A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S
landscapes. 32.29R
This poorly designed and unjust plan should be withdrawn. There are many other solutions to decrease traffic in the canyon, including tolls, permits, and improved
bus services, that UDOT has never even tried. It only makes sense to start with the least invasive options first before jumping into a half billion dollar project with
very limited returns and so many drawbacks.
Little Cottonwood Canyon is an iconic destination, and a gondala will destroy the beautiful landscape that exists. The last thing | want to see looking at the
32967 Benatzen. Sabrina mountains is a massive, man made attraction that claims it will limit traffic and congestion concerns. Locals don't want to ride in a gondola and the implementation of | 32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP; A32.2 6.5E
9 ’ it will only cause increased confusion and more traffic. Now the roads can be clogged and the gondola too. | think there are other solutions that are more efficient 32.2.6.5E e
and less expensive. Please don't destroy our canyon.
34131 Benhoff. Shane Thanks for listening to us. The gondola is a very large, expensive project and should not be undertaken until other actions are taken, including tolling. Increase bus 32.2.2Y; 32.2.9A; A32.2 9N
' service and increase tolls to very high prices (50$) and see how traffic changes. Please try something else instead of jumping to billion dollar conclusions. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N -
| am saddened by the fact that the costly vision of the gondola is the one that my government has decided on. It's hard as a canyon employee who loves nature has
25992 Bennett, Amanda tp see such change that doesn't make sense. The publ!c has_ spoker_l Qut against a gondola for many reasons and_l feel t_hgt my government off|C|aI_s have_ not . 322 9N A32.2 9N
listened to those they say they represent. It does not align with my vision and | feel my representatives are not doing their job. | feel unheard and disappointed in the
future of Little Cottonwood Canyon.
32206 Bennett, Brianna Please don't build the gondola it would really suck and some things are more important than money 32.2.9E
25502 Bennett, Brodin Please no gondola! Can we at least try less permanent and invasive solutions first. Why does the first option that we try have to be a permanent 550 million dollar 32.2.9E: 32.29R A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

A32.2.6S
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Please do not ruin our beautiful mountains by putting a gandola in. It is not a good use of money or how we should be regulating traffic. There are better solutions.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;

30202 Bennett, Jamie Please listen to the citizens! We DO NOT want a gandola! 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
For days with excess traffic, a reservation system and varying tolls depending on the historic traffic patterns would be preferrable to a gondola system. As a 322 9 32.2.7A:
35448 Bennett, John taxpayer, | have no interest in subsidizing a gondola system. With the projected cost of the system, there is no way the proposed fares would cover much more than A an Ay A32.2.2K
) . ) ] . . , 32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y
the operating cost. If this was a business, it would need to pay for itself or it would not be built.
| very much support the gondola. As someone who has had to continue to get up earlier and earlier to ski, only to find the traffic unbearable, | think a gondola would
be a huge win. Not to mention improve the safety of those traveling up and down the canyon- those winter roads are treacherous! Finally, reducing the people that
are driving in the canyon is better for the environment and wildlife protection. For those who are strongly opposed to the gondola | have not heard any good reasons
34786 Bennett, Katherine except "looks," which frankly is short sighted and selfish. | encourage UDOT to build the gondola! 32.2.9D
Thank you,
Katherine Bennett
Absolutely 100% opposed to the gondola. Eyesore to a stunning canyon, perfect by nature... please don't ruin it forever! I'm a former Cottonwood Heights and now
27359 Bennett Mark Millcreek resident. | work at Snowbird, for ten years now... | hope | don't get fired for my position here. If, sadly, this goes through, MAKE ALTA AND SNOWBIRD 322 7A 32.2 OF
' PAY FOR IT, as they are the ONLY beneficiaries. Certainly not general Utah taxpayers. If the gondola gets built, | can no longer in good conscious work at e T
Snowbird, a resort that | love.
The gondola option for Little Cottonwood Canyon is ill conceived and exists primarily to benefit land owners at the base of the canyon. These land owners include
former members of the Utah legislature and Snowbird ski resort. The gondola would permanently scar the canyon and it's beauty. The occasional traffic problems in 32 11A: 32.1 2B:
the canyon would be better solved by an increase in existing UTA bus service along with enhanced parking facilities in the Salt Lake valley for those riding these ol e o A A32.1.1A; A32.1.2B;
34117 Bennett, Rob . . - . : . ; N . 32.2.2K; 32.2.7A;
buses. Ski resorts can contibute to enticing people to ride buses by expanding their number of ski lockers at the resorts. Also limiting the number of skiers (and 322 9A 32.9 9E A32.2.2K
snowboarders) per day as per Deer Valleys model. It is not the taxpayers responsibility to promote the endless gluttony of the ski resorts, primarily Snowbird. There e T
is no need to widen State Road 210. No gondola.
The gondola only serves a limited amount of people at a time so it really won't affect traffic flow a lot and then will have to be shut down for high winds or snow 32.1.2B; 32.2.2L;
33637 Bennett Sam storms so it will be shut down a lot during ski season when it is supposed to help the most but it doesn't help with traffic either to other stops in the canyon so in 32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.5C; A32.12B
’ reality it will impact traffic very little but cost millions of dollars to build which could cause traffic problems while building. There are cheaper, more efficient and better | 32.2.6.5K; 32.2.9E; o
for the environment options than the gondola. It should not be put up (just do bus only during ski peak season) 32.7C
to solve traffic issues in the cottonwood canyons UDOT and UTA need to work together to optimize busing up and down the canyon- year round! Alta and Snowbird
each need a buses going to the separate resorts. IT would also be beneficial to have more stops up and down the canyon- i.e. LDS vaults, Lisa Falls, Tanner Flat, .
30818 Bennett, Terrasa White Pine trail area. The gondola will NOT solve these issues. It feels like UDOT and UTA are working against each other rather that working together to solve 32.1.2C;322.6.3C A32.2.6.3C
traffic issues.
The Gondola may help with some traffic issues but create a whole lot more issues at the mountains than it will solve. The better options are expanding bus service- 322 9A: 32.2 6.3C: A32.26.3C:
25637 Bennett, Tracy year round and by adding more stops in the canyons such as Lisa Falls are, Tanner Flats camp ground, White Pine trailhead along with Snowbird and Alta. The 32'1 'ZB: 32'2'9N ’ A32.1 ZB A32 2 9N
issue is so much greater that winter traffic. My hope it that UDOT will address some of the other canyon traffic issues and NOT just resort traffic issues. CoeT T e -
34125 Benney, Tabitha Please do not move forward on this - we need to preserve this land as long as possible. 32.29D
This is atrocious. Taxpayer money you should not be used for A gondola the only serves private corporations. Furthermore putting in a solution that is not only an
eyesore but also affecting the recreation of Little Cottonwood Canyon that does not run year-round or provide any access to public trails before the resorts just
shows how Corrupt this option is. If you truly want to help congestion along Wasatch Boulevard and LCC you should have a centralized bussing locations from the
city that goes directly to resorts. Investing in busing and common sense solutions is what we need. The people in charge of this project should feel ashamed of 32 1.1A: 32.1.2B:
themselves that they are looking at only the resorts best interest and not what the people need or want. It's another level of that you think that there will not be 32'1 .2D" 32.2.2P’P'
33672 Benning. Alex congestion to the gondola from every direction and widening Wasatch Boulevard will not fix this it's just another way to pave paradise. | really hope we could recall 32'2'7/_\_’ 32 '2 -9E' ’ A32 1 1A: A32.1 2B
9: the EIS board. WE NEED BUS , AND WE NEED BUSSES FROM ALL OVER THE VALLEY. The fact that it takes four hours to go from the University of Utah to 32'7i3_ 3’2 7C ’ e T
LCC on a bus is a travesty. No people don't use public transportation. 32'2 ?;A T
invest this money into putting more buses on the road that come from locations such a Sugarhouse Park Westminster College, the U downtown, Murray etc, so -
people to don't need to drive half the distance to then wait for multiple busses to get on and up. Resorts should invest in this too, taking a section of parking lots and
making them into lockers for a season pass holders So people can take the bus up without all of their gear would be a common sense solution. Use your brain and
think of the people when using taxpayer money not private corporations interest.
. : This is the dumbest thing that | have ever heard of. No wait lets pump water from the coast to save the Great Salt Lake. Both are equally stupid ideas. Just widen
35733 Bennion, Dennis the road and let the ski resorts deal with the parking at their resort. Or close them down altogether. 3229
Why not increase the amount of buses. Have buses that go directly to each of the resorts. Instead of having a bus go to snowbird and Alta. 322 9A: 322 6.5E:
30638 Bennion, Jill That is the big reason why | don't take the bus. Do not want to waste time waiting for room on a bus. Then having to go through all the stops at snowbird. N A A A e A32.2.6.5E
. . 1 . 32.2.7A; 32.2.6.5H
Parking lot for gondola will be even worse. There is not enough room at the mouth of the canyon to accommodate all the cars. Plus, the roads in that area are all
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small two lane roads.

Gondola and parking garage are a little too late.

Should have planned this when the big nursery in that area closed down. Could have used that property for a parking garage.

Resorts should also have been more proactive in planning for parking they should be the ones to cover the cost. To have tax payers foot the bill for a few months of
use is ridiculous.

What is the plan for when an avalanche hits the area? Loss of power and damage to the gondola???

I do not think the gondola is a good idea. There are so many cheaper ways to solve the traffic problem including bussing and carpooils. | also really like the idea of

the main reason that people come to use the canyon. Please reconsider and find another solution.

32312 Bennion, Sara having a sign at the bottom of the canyon showing how many parking spaces are available. this will be so much less expensive and less invasive. Thank you for 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
taking all options into consideration.
No! No no no no no!
25582 Bennion, Tim 32.2.9E
No gondola! No one wants it! Well, besides the people lining pockets.
34632 Benoit, Nick In am not in favor of ’Fhe Gondolg. Pr|mar|ly due to it's |aneX|b.|I|ty to solve traffic issues outside of peak wm_ter trafﬂ_c._ Itis clear spendm_g .t|_me in little cottonwood in 32.2.9E: 32.2.6.5G
the summer that traffic and parking issues are present at all times of year. | am in favor of enhanced bussing due it its far superior flexibility.
By the time this is completed electric and driverless vehicles would dramatically change the potential outcomes of this investment. Furthermore, there are significant
economic problems that could be solved through a better plan including the potential to link Park City and SLC so service workers could commute and a faster
connection between all SLC and PC resorts would improve tourism dramatically. 32 1.1A: 32.1 5B:
30170 Benowitz, Joe e~ T A32.1.1A
32.2.2C
Reconsider a tunnel solution that can tap into the future of self driving electric vehicles.
The gondola is a poor option for Utah. As a local who doesn't ski at Alta or Snowbird, | will never use the gondola, but | would benefit from a designated bike lane on
the LCC road in the summer. So | have motivated reasoning for preferring the current alternative. However, the price tag for either option is so high. Did UDOT
31124 Benson, Aaron consider expanding bus service while severely restricting private car access to the road? It seems that an increase in busses with a stiff disincentive to drive (along 32.2.9B
with the avalanche sheds) would cost a lot less but would achieve UDOT's objective of reducing traffic on those two dozen or so days a year when traffic is a serious
concern. The gondola option is overkill to achieve that goal. Please don't ruin LCC with the world's longest but least used gondola.
While | understand there is no option that will please everyone, | hope there is an awareness that this process seems performative-that regardless of comments the
decision has been made. The people who will be negatively impacted the most seem to be cast aside for those who will benefit the most financially.
36866 Benson, Annor I am very upset that UTA is as cut this winter instead of doing a full trial run of the bus option; it seems to me there was an opportunity to test an option and see if it 32.2.7A; 32.1.2D
was viable which is a rare gift. Instead there is no test and now a created "crisis" that would seem to artificially support a gondola.
If gondola is the way, | would hope Alta and Snowbird pay their fair share and are encouraged not to pass the cost on to customers.
Do not build the gondola without several years of trialing very good bus access and tolling to get up and down the canyon.
It would be simple to run a toll on the road to discourage driving and offer buses. Then all you need is several bus terminals outside of the canyon, spread across
the valley. Toll every car that drives up to Bird/Alta in peak times (or deny car access outright in peak times (except for employees or people staying at the
. mountains)), and run buses continuously from the base of canyon parking lot. Jackson Hole basically does this and it keeps traffic down. 32.2.4A; 32.2.9A; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
30227 Benson, Danielle .
32.7B; 32.29R A32.2.6S
It's clear that this is a big ol' bonus to Alta and Snowbird's pockets while killing the skier experience.
To say that busses aren't i ithout developing the infrastructure to reliably allow people to leave their cars down canyon is completely disingenuous to me.
This is going to be an epic of traffic and parking dystopia at the base of the gondola.
31768 Benson. Joan | am opposed to the UDOT recommended "gondola solution" to Little Cottonwood traffic. | cannot imagine a more intrusive plan. With unacceptable impacts to the 322 OF
’ look, environment and wildlife inhabitants of the canyon. | honestly cannot help but laugh at the absurdity of the plan, though it is anything but funny. -
37163 Benson, Mark I am NOT in favor of this transportation system being built. 32.2.9E
26473 Benson, Richard | am opposed to the Gondola. Too much money to spend for a select group of people.. 32.2.9E
30690 Benson, Sheila | am against the gondola to benefit 2 businesses for a few busy ski months out of the year. It will not benefit locals , as it is expensive to ride on a regular bases. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
33032 Benson, Stephanie I've used the canyon as a skier and a hiker and | vehemently oppose the gondola. It only serves a small portion of the canyon and will destroy its beauty, which is 322 9
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No gondola!! Infrastructure that will taint the canyon that only serves the ski resorts yet is paid by the tax payers is a terrible idea. Let's try low hanging fruit solutions

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

35615 Bentley, Logan first like bussing or tolling solutions before we do something so drastic like putting a gondola of that size in the canyon. 32.2.7A; 32.29R A32.2.6S
Please do not put up this giant, expensive piece of infrastructure that will only benefit the resorts. This has absolutely no use in the majority of the year. Those of us
that live in the area near the bottom of the canyon do not welcome this infrastructure and increase of traffic to our neighborhoods. | do not want my tax dollars going
35265 Bento. Hale to this. As a skier in little cottonwood canyon, | think this will absolutely kill the resort experience as these resorts are already overcrowded and getting more people 32.2.9E; 32.20C; A32.20C
’ y up there is not the answer. Further, when conditions are bad and the road is prone to closures, the absolute last thing we need is more people up there. This will 32.2.9A; 32.2.2QQ '
cause me to stop skiing little cottonwood canyon resorts where my family have been skiing for 50 years. This makes me so sad to see it getting to this point. Please
switch to more busses, few systems for driving up the canyon and improving parking in the canyon.
The gondola would be a disaster both environmentally and to the recreational opportunities in LCC. Additionally, the gondola would an eyesore that would further
degrade the experience of all canyon users. Improving and increasing transit options is by far the more effective solution. Buses are infinitely scalable, and by 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
35032 Benton, Josh . . . R . . . )
discouraging single-occupant or low-occupant individual vehicle travel through a toll or increased enforcement of the traction law, congestion would become a 32.2.2M
problem of the past. There is no public support for the gondola, and if this plan goes through, it will be a disgrace to UDOT and the state of Utah as a whole.
25615 Bentson, Braden Very disappointed with UDOTSs decision on the gondola. If this can be reversed it should. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N A32.2.9N
37305 Benzon, Ethan No gondola 32.2.9E
31079 Beppu, Steiner | support the Gondola 32.2.9D
35739 Berardy, Alexandra | DO NOT support the proposed gondola. Please DO NOT do it. 32.2.9E
35742 Berardy, Jordan I DO NOT support the proposed gondola. Please DO NOT do it. 32.2.9E
33620 Berbert, Josh Why dump a ton of money into a gondola when you could spend a fraction of it making the bus system more reliable? 32.2.9A
- . I . . . . . 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
I ! ? ? ' ’
26232 Bercaw, John You h_ave got_to be klddlng. me! A g_ondola. Ca_n you say corrgptlon, spema! interests” Wr?y is the tax payer bailing out corporations? This whole project reeks of 32.1.2B: 32.2.2PP: A32.1.2B: A32.2.9N
doubling dealing and nefarious motives. As a life long Alta skier they can kiss my season's pass goodbye. 322 9N
30361 Bercaw, John | am ag_amst the gondola installation proposal and am appalled that UT taxpayers are being asked to pay for what can only be described as corporate welfare. If 32.2.9E: 32.2.7A
Snowbird and Alta want a gondola let them pay for it.
| oppose the gondola. It is not right to use public money to promote transportation to only 2 stops, both of which are privately owned resorts. Buses and enforcement 322 9M: 32.2. 9A:
26730 Berets, Robert of winter restrictions would suffice. Also , the canyon could utilize bus service in the summers as well, with frequent trips and enough stops to trailheads in an effort 32.2-9E’ e
to curb crowding on canyon roads and parking areas. -
| grew up near the mouth of Little Cottonwood and have seen the effects of growth & have been personally affected by the transportation issue on a regular basis as
a skier, hiker & nature enthusiast. This topic is very near to my heart, as this canyon is a one of a kind sanctuary that benefits everyone who enjoys it.
I am 100% completely opposed to the gondola for the following reasons
1- it serves corporate ski resort interests far more than the public
2- it only serves ski resort users(which | am one of) and not everyone else enjoying the canyon
3-it tears up & permanently changes & destroys the canyon & its quiet unobstructed views
4-it is unethical how ski resort owners from snowbird have been allowed to purchase plots of land for the gondola location & personal property next to the proposed
download location to benefit their corporation & personal interests & they should be investigated for legality since this is supposedly a public project which should not
benefit individuals & be done in secret to benefit corporate interests
Sounds extremely corrupt
32336 Berg, Bridget 5- there are easier, quicker, cheaper & less destructive alternatives-increased busses & tolls 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
5-if there is $ for a gondola there is $ to increase bus drivers pay to accommodate increased bus services
6-increased busses& tolls could be implemented much quicker & help substantially with the issue
7-Save our canyons has done their research & proposed a much better plan which actually serves the public
That said-i support an increased bus system as well as tolls for cars, especially single occupant cars. If there are 4 people per car, charge less to carpool. If we run
busses up & down every 15 minutes or so then it would be easy to use, like Zions park.
We can gradually convert to electric busses to help with the environmental impact
In my opinion the canyon will be destroyed & never the same again should this corporate gondola project be approved
This is not what the public wants
32459 Berg, Natalie Let's keep taxes low. Please rethink the gondola idea. It sounds way out of our price range and | have a hard enough time paying taxes as it is. Thanks for listening! 322 9F

-Natalie Berg
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| support the gondola plan. It makes better sense than widening the road, tolls dozens of noisy, smelly,and crowded busses. | have visited the Alpine areas in
31687 Bergan, Rich europe and fully enjoyed the gondola trips. like many people | am unable to hike or purchase special gear to enjoy our beautiful canyons. Gondola is the only many | 32.2.9D
people can see the beauty and enjoy winter sports without polution and noise.
| think that this is a damaging idea, the canyons natural beauty will be effected. This canyon brings in many people but a gondola doesn't provide any more added
27271 Bergen, Stephen benefit than the buses that already exist. The resorts are already crowded with people from just the cars and buses, it would make the skiing much less enjoyable 32.2.9E; 32.20C A32.20C
and feel more like Disneyland where you spend more time in line than actually skiing.
33352 Bergman, Kenny Please do not go forward with the gondola. It is a subsidy for the massive ski resorts that should foot the bill instead. 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
33548 Bergman, Matt NO TO THE GONDOLA. NO IMPROVEMENT NECESSARY gg;gg 32298 | A321.2B
29402 Bergman, Matt No gondola! 32.2.9E
| feel that the gondola does not benefit the community as a whole. While it will contribute to growing the ski areas and bringing in more revenue for Alta/ Snowbird, it
does not seem to offer fair compensation for the people of the community of Alta, nor the people who own homes at the mouth of the canyon. The gondola will
impact the community in a negative manner.
| propose increased bus routes, and tolling on the road at which vehicles will be checked for proper tires/ chains. The tolling will provide revenue for the community
as opposed to the community paying for a gondola that only benefits the ski resorts monetarily. 322 9E: 32.2 9A:
29148 Bergman, Thomas 32.2'9N, e A32.2.9N
It seems quite apparent that the majority of people, especially those impacted due to their close vicinity , are against spending 600 million dollars on the gondola. It -
is our taxpayer dollars, and we should be shown the respect of choice by listening to the majority. To build the gondola goes against what the majority of people
want.
Please listen to the people. It is simply unjust to make a decision against the large majority. It highlights a lack of empathy and consideration for those it will directly
impact.
No to gondola. Too much $, impact on environment too high for low percentage of comparative users. More frequent buses, larger buses, utilize parking at existing .
33386 Bergmann, Shannon bus stops on weekends. My kids hated the bus cuz didn't come often enough & always full. This can be solved by frequency increases. 82.2.9A;32.2.9E
The gondola proposal is appalling. It will destroy countless classic climbing problems that people enjoy every day. It will be useful for as many years as the canyon
34476 Berlin, Caroline still get skiable snow and with the way we are treating planet, that could very well be in my lifetime. It only serves the ski area ownerships pockets. Stop trying to 32.2.9E
solve a problem by creating an even larger one. No gondola.
35221 Bernal, Peggy | feel that the impact of puttmg the gondola up the canyon is a bad idea. It will costs millions and will take trees and the beauty of the canyon away. There must be a 32.2.9E: 32.2.2PP
better way to move traffic up the canyon
35204 Berndt, Marshall The entire outdqor commL_lnlty is clearly and opwously against this. '_I'hfa community that uses_and_ cares for the area the gondola will be in. What is making anyone 322 OF
move forward with an obviously bad plan that is opposed by the majority of the people that will utilize it.
| completely disagree with the proposed plan of installing a gondola to provide access up Little Cottonwood Canyon. First of all, | don't know why the tax payers
should have to pay to provide the resorts with an increased revenue stream. This is unexceptable. Secondly, the disastrous blight of this piece of infrastructure will 32 2 9E: 32.17A:
34986 Bernhard, Rory forever mar the beautiful canyon. In the interest of sustainability and protection of lands, we shouldn't be trying to figure out how to shoe horn more people into a A ’ A32.20C
. o ; . ) ) ; 32.20C
canyon. LCC is not a clown car and the profit driven interests of private ski resorts and money hungry politicians should be more than enough to shut the entire
project down.
The gondola is not necessary. There are less invasive ways to address this problem, which have been spoken about at length throughout this process, so | will not
35922 Berrett, Dianna list them here. Additionally, it is 100% wrong to expect the taxpayers to foot the bill for some thing that will benefit gondola private interest parties and two privately 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
owned ski resorts. It is unfathomable that this is even a topic of conversation and shows a great lack of integrity within the state.
37607 Berrett, Jake Terrible use of funds. Benefits few and will not be efficient. Not a good idea. No to the Gondola! 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
. . . . . . . . . A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
35992 Berrie Rounds, Bree | am a longtime Sandy resident who loves the mountains, and to boulder - we need a less invasive option BEFORE spending millions on the gondola. 32.29R A32.2 6S
As a salt lake county resident my whole life and a user of this gorgeous canyon for 60 plus years, | strongly disagree that the expenditure for the project for Little
32766 Berrv. Brvn Cottonwood Canyon is the best viable option. This project clearly only caters to the ski industry, not benefiting the hundreds of hikers and backcountry users in all 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
ry. Bry seasons. In the decades to follow we could likely have very abbreviated ski seasons or no ski seasons in my children's and grandchildren lifetimes, yet they will be 32.2.2E
stuck with this blight on the landscape. These precious canyons are why we live here. Do Not Mar Them in This Fashion
33527 Berry, Jack It appears that UDOT in partnership with the resorts and those who stand to gain significantly from the government pork barrel, have chosen the least popular LLC 32.2.2D; 32.2.2K; A32.2 2K

transportation solution. During the EIS process the long term slow build-out of three lanes was never really considered. Countless people have suggested two lanes

32.2.2P; 32.2.6.5H
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up and one down in the AM, switching to two lanes down and one up in the PM. This alternative was rigged and doomed to failure by UDOT requiring moveable lane
wall with the alternative. What nonsense! The smart highways and technologies on the cusp exploding this decade will allow for tremendous advancements driver-
roadway communications. We just nead 3 lanes long term, with a slow master-planned build out. We are almost there! Oh and did UDOT ever consider the
simplicity heard of a "rejection loop". When the parking lots are full cars just turnaround or Mom's drop there kids off , vehicles just get routed back down that 3 lane
smart highway - lot of signs and lane signs, wi-fi communicating road conditions and lane switching. By the year 2030 every-ones devices and cars will have chips in
them that 1000 times faster. The problem with the canyon road is flow, not parking capacity. The road is a mess only when it doesn't flow. When cars get stuck, or
traffic is held up, that when the canyon road becomes a mess. It is that simple. There has never been enough parking and there never will be. With parking
reservation systems, rides shares, small buses, designed drop-offs and a three lane 'smart 21st century" roadway design that FLOWS, the problem is mostly solved.
| have lived near the mouth of LCC my whole life, skied at Alta for 59 years, and my family has lived on the Wasatch front since 1853. Its always going to be a little
crazy in LCC . It comes with the terrain and SLC is not a ski town, SLC is ski capital city. We have maybe 60 "PAC 12" powder days each year. That's the design
point!! Lets build three lanes, designed for the 21st century with a reasonable build-out time line that works all year, and provides service for the rich and poor and
flexibility. While many may deride the three lane smart design alternative, this alternative provides for compromise. The three lane smart alternative acknowledges
that the population is growing, our electric age is advancing rapidly, and little by little we can design and upgrade the canyon road at a reasonable cost to improve
the FLOW not capacity. In closing, just to state the obvious, Mother Nature is in charge with regard to avalanche conditions, the gondola alternative will do nothing to
alleviate congestion during periods of avalanche control, and during inter-lodge when nobody is going up. Please reconsider the three-lane smart roadway
alternative.

33820

Berry, Kevin

I'm opposed to the gondola. While it may help ease congestion for 50/365 days it will leave its mark every single day. The canyon is used for more than just winter
activities and focus should be placed on how these activities, and the nature of getting out of the city, would be impacted by a structure so obviously seen and out of
place.

32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

33569

Berry, Matt

As a Cottonwood Heights resident and Little Cottonwood Canyon recreational user, | am opposed to the implementation of a gondola. The obvious and significant
changes to the landscape are unacceptable. This will destroy climbing access and permanently change the look and feel of this canyon which is a jewel of the
Wasatch. This canyon is one of the reasons | moved here to Salt Lake City. Developing the canyon in this way may help with traffic to the ski resorts but completely
overlooks all of the other activities and users of the canyon. Runners, backcountry skiers, climbers, bikers, anglers, etc. The implementation of a gondola will only
have a negative affect to these user groups and will only benefit the king pin ski resorts. This is a mistake and it needs some serious consideration before the city
allows this canyon to be permanently altered forever changing the canyon we all know and love. Other options such as implementing tolls like we use in Millcreek
canyon and using dedicated bus lanes / priorities (forcing people to use public transportation) all have less environmental impact and can be used to affect the traffic
in the canyon. Why take such drastic measures which will have significant negative environmental effects when we live in one of the most beautiful states in the
country just to serve the ski resorts. We should be protecting our wilderness and not destroying it.

32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2B; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E;
32.4B

A32.1.2B

26813

Berry, Nicole

While | know elements of the gondola are less than ideal, it is STILL better than more buses and road congestion! Many beautiful mountain cities in Europe have
option for very tasteful and gorgeous gondolas to complement the scenery. | believe we can accomplish this!

32.2.9D

32964

Berry, Scott

| am an east bench homeowner in Salt Lake County, and skier with more than 50 years of history at Alta and in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am deeply opposed to
the "gondola" proposal. As proposed, the scheme primarily benefits the private owners of Alta and Snowbird, neither of which have made any commitment towards
financing the scheme. Only a small fraction of Salt Lake County residents use LCC in winter. Why should Utah taxpayers subsidize a project too benefit corporate
interests, at the expense of the Canyon environment? The idea is so preposterous one can't help but wonder what has happened in the "back room", attended only
by UDOT and the ski resort owners. Alternating canyon access on winter days to odd/even license plates would solve the traffic problem instantaneously, at no cost
to the public, and virtually no cost to UDOT. Why has this obvious solution been ignored? Simply because it might "cut into" the profits accruing to the resort owners.
This is embarrassing and shameful.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K

A32.2.2K

34494

Berry, Sean

I'm submitting this comment today because I'm very concerned with the current plan and the potential impact that it could have to a canyon that | have learned to
love. While the alternative options provided are a good start there are many other options that could be used to enhance these such as charging the toll to single
occupant vehicles only in order to promote carpooling, building another park and ride at the base with bus access, and adding addition bus routes to more locations.
There are so many better solutions that use the current corridor instead of permanently altering the canyon for the service of private ski resorts using taxpayer
dollars.

The Gondola is the worst option in so many ways. Not only would it forever alter the canyon and destroy the natural beauty of it, it would cause a myriad of other
issues. For one the gondola is not even funded yet and if history tells us anything it would cost far more than the outlined budget putting further burden on taxpayers.
| also don't believe that it would reduce traffic but rather increase the amount of people that visit the canyon overall. It serves only these private ski resorts and no
other public areas which turns this project into a publicly funded project for only the benefit of the owners of the resorts. This can also not be said enough that it
would destroy a significant amount of natural beauty in the canyon and cause damage to a protected watershed with the building of new road for access and the
pylons of the gondola itself.

The public opinion is clear on this. The gondola is not the way and the funds can be used in far better ways such as increasing driver pay to attract more drivers and
funneling the money into more public transport rather than cutting ski buses like the UTA just did. That is a clear attempt to engineer a crisis in order to make the
gondola a more attractive solution. Do the right thing and do away with the gondola idea.

32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
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Do not build the gondola. Increased electric bus presence would carry way more people through the canyon than the gondola. The Enhanced Bus Service

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F;

36252 Bertagnolli, Isabella alternative is much preferred to the building of the gondola. 32.2.9A
31634 Bertoldi. Kod Do not put a big ugly gondola in that canyon. All the land its going to ruin for each supporting tower you have to build along it's destination. It's way expensive. | don't 322 9E: 32.2.9A
’ y want to be trapped in a cube box up in the sky full with of other people. There's no parking for a thing like this. Just widen the road an extra lane and do the busses e T
Other countries go to the future we go back, UDOT is old school they need to hire innovative people, widen the roads, put a tunnel, making it start at a private
31569 Beseiso, Sam resturant and go up to 2 private resorts..... that sounds like corruption in my opinion someone's getting paid to push this. Add bridges to make traffic flow instead 32.29D
look at othe countries go to Japan.
As a longtime resident of Sandy and a frequent enjoyer of LCC trails | wholeheartedly oppose the proposed gondola solution. The impacts to the environment and
33163 Beseris, Ethan outdoor recreation far outweigh the benefits of the gondola. | support finding alternative solutions to alleviate traffic and congestion in LCC that are not as invasive 32.2.9E
as the proposed gondola.
Our family is strongly opposed to building the gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. We are voters and residents living in Salt Lake county and close to the canyon.
We feel that UDOT should look at a phased approach with the least impactive alternatives for a 2 to 3 year period and then reevaluate and determine if it has 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N;
33774 Beseris, Wendi improved traffic flow. To consider the gondola as a total solution to the problem is short sighted. There are many other options available. Our Family treasures little 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
Cottonwood Canyon and we spend many hours recreating in the canyon. This is a resource that needs to be preserved and not destroyed for the sake of Business 32.29R A32.2.6S
interests. Thank you for your kind consideration. Save LCC. Please.
34790 Betancourt, Kellie | am for the gondola. As long as there are no long term impacts to the watershed, the gondola is the best option for the environment and it is a solution that has 3229D
been proven to be succussful in other countries.
30350 Betchell, Bryan Do not build the gondola! Where is half a mllhon dollars going to come from if the UTA can't pay e_nough. to retain drivers! This is ludicrous and irrational. Preserve 32.2.9E: 32.1.2D
the beauty of the canyon for future generations. There are more user groups for the canyon than just skiers!!!
Hello -
I am a frequent user of UTA buses and trax. | appreciate the way our public transportation system has been able to adapt to the growing needs of the community. |
have every confidence that UTA will be able to serve the needs of the community to reduce the volume of traffic in little cottonwood canyon.
The gondola will serve only a very limited set of users in the canyons and is only necessary on a limited number of days each year. The gondola is a very expensive 32 1.2B: 32.1.2D"
Beth Vogel-Ferguson, public funded project that significantly benefits Snowbird and Alta financially without considering the needs of others using the canyon. Please do not add to the A oBb. 2 o A
33651 . . . . L ; 9 . . 32.2.2PP; 32.2.7TA; A32.1.2B
Mary damage we have already done to our environment by introducing this additional human intrusion into our beautiful canyon. | dare say MOST Utahns will never 322 9F
experience a single benefit from this project but will be taxed to pay for it. -
No - stop - there are better ways to solve this periodic problem. Please think again and do not build the gondola!
Thank you for listening,
Mary Beth
27042 Beth, Kely Pleaselhsten to us. The users, the passionate, and the wallet. Gondola does not resolve the issues. It does not cater to the overall safety of the users. Please 32.1.2B; 1.32.2.6.5K; A32.1.9B
reconsider 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E
25949 Bethel, Ryan Please try do use buses before a gondola 32.29R ﬁggggg\é A32.1.2H;
| was fortunate enough to enjoy working at Alta during the 2018-2019 season. | could not have imagined the way this season turned out for me; This was a year for
the record books. | enjoyed two "country club" days with one resulting in the most spectacular power day imaginable. No COVID, no parking rules and no decision
on a gondola. The biggest concern from everyone was that powder days seemed to be skied out faster then they could remember. | can say | did not share the 32.2.9D; 32.20C; A32.20C:
28721 Beucher, Zachary same concern. A day at Alta for me is getting up the canyon, viewing the beauty of the scenery, getting to enjoy a few turns of the greatest snow on earth and sitting | 32.2.6.5E; A32'2 6 éE
down at the end of the day enjoying a nice cold drink. I'm in no hurry to get on a lift and no hurry to leave. This canyon has snow for everyone to enjoy any day, any | 32.2.6.5C; 32.7C o
time. If this gondola makes it easier to enjoy a day at Alta with less headache of finding parking and dealing with road closures I'm in support of it. But to be honest it
seems like this gondola is just funneling traffic congestion to gondola line congestion.
The gondola option is short-sighted and detrimental to Utahans who enjoy Little Cottonwood Canyon. | was born and raised in Utah, and have spent every winter
since | was 3 years old skiing in Little Cottonwood canyon, and every summer hiking and enjoying the beauty we have in our backyard. | understand that recently
the canyons have become crowded well beyond what they used to be, but a gondola is an expensive solution that degrades the beauty and natural wonder of the
canyon. We need increased bus/public transportation options, or a dedicated shuttle, and incentives for individuals to change their behaviors to utilize these .
27704 Bevan, Rachel 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

transportation options. A gondola will still require extensive infrastructure updates to accommodate park and ride options for individuals utilizing the gondola, plus
the extensive cost of the gondola construction and maintenance. That cost should be reallocated to improving public transportation or shuttle offerings including
clean energy and electric vehicle investments, not permanently changing the visual impact of the entire canyon, particularly since UDOT does not have the funding
currently to move forward with the gondola. The gondola option feels like an extreme overreaction to the increase in demand to recreate in the canyon over the last
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3-5 years, and feels punitive to those of us who have responsibly recreated there for over 30 years. Please reconsider the gondola construction and consider

investing in better, cleaner, more reliable services utilizing the existing roadway infrastructure.

Enhanced Bus Service Alternative:

I'd like to propose ideas to build off of the "enhanced bus service alternative" plan that will be effective this winter. As an employee of the canyon, | feel as if my

biggest barrier in getting up and down quickly is the lack of buses and long bus times. For example, a bus wouldn't come to the Wasatch 3500 E Park and ride for

hours after 2 pm. When skiing ends at 4 pm, skiers want to get there as quickly as possible. UDOT also has many other routes throughout the valley that restrict the

number of buses up / down the canyon. Is there any way UDOT, Alta, and Snowbird can work together on a solution where there are specific ski buses for each ski

area? Many other resorts like Big Sky and Aspen do this. Where, there is an Alta or Snowbird-specific bus that only runs up and down the canyon. Then, at the base 322 9]- 322 9A:
28753 Bianco, Annalise or near Bell's canyon area, create a parking system that allows cars to park there to catch the bus. If a bus ran every 15 minutes from the base and back to the base PO A32.2.2]

. ; . L ) . . : : 32.2.4A

until 10 pm, employees and skiers would be more likely to take the bus. This is especially because it makes the most sense economically with gas prices and the

wear on cars. How can UDOT, Alta, and Snowbird incentivize this? Maybe there can be a way where people can receive "green credits" every time they use the bus

instead of driving their car up the canyon. "Credits" can eventually build up to discounts at Snowbird/Alta shops, and restaurants, or even can be applied towards

next season's pass. | am passionate about a bus solution to the traffic problem. Please feel free to contact me if you would like to discuss this further.

Thank you,

Annalise
32662 Bianucei, John A|th0L!gh thg Tram may be the least expensive and invasive | oppose it becau_se. 1)it will be mare costly to run and maintain 2) will only serve the ski resorts 3) is 322 0B

only viable in the Winter. Use buses or bite the bullet and add lanes to the erxisting road.

My name is John Bickerstaff and | strongly oppose the Gondola "solution" to the problem of transportation within the canyon. | am a registered voter in Utah and |

would never vote for this expensive, destructive approach to the problem. Increased busing or other alternatives are far better solutions. The gondola is going to ruin

irreplaceable views and damage irreplaceable climbing and hiking within the canyon. 32.1.2B: 32.1.2D:

. . . . : N 32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.5A;

A gondola can only serve a few people at a time and is a huge expense. It does nothing to solve crowding at trail heads and other types of crowding in the canyon. It 322 6.50:
33539 Bickerstaff, John only serves two resorts at the top of the canyon and is not a fair and equitable way of approaching the problem as it favors only those who are going to the ski 32.2'6.56,' 322 9A- A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

resorts. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;

PLEASE do not ruin the canyon with a Gondola that is a huge expense and can only serve a few people at a time. 32.48

Thank you.

The local community does not want a gondola and the impacts it would have on this beautiful canyon are devastating. Little cottonwood is one of my favorite places
31066 Bickley, Brittany and the most beautiful canyon for climbing near Icc. The gondola would cut right through those areas and ruin the beautiful view. | also worry about impacts from 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

construction and maintenance. The community wants increased bus services. A gondola feels short sighted and selfish.

Thank you for all the work you put in to draft the EIS.

As an employee at Alta, backcountry skier, climber, hiker, and user of LCC, the gondola is NOT an option to preserve the wilderness. The best part of climbing,

camping, and being in the Wasatch mountains is feeling like you are the only one there. With the gondola, it would be seen from many of the climbs and camping

spots. It also doesn't stop at trailheads and only caters to the ski resorts.

The logical things to do ASAP to improve the roads is:

1) Snowbird and Alta implement reservation systems to limit users to the resorts.

2) Snow sheds get built (road closures and avy danger is one of the main reasons for congestion)

3) Strict policing of cars going up canyon not just when it is snowing, but on days it is predicted to snow. | see way too many cars up canyon on snowy days that 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
36852 Bicknell, Ashleigh shouldn't be up there, and many end up sliding off the road and causing more delays. 32.2.2M; 32.2.9A; A32.2.2K

4) Improved busses with stops at the TRAILHEADS and an Albion basin only bus up for Alta and the grizzly parking lot. | know many Alta skiers that would ride the 32.2.4A

bus if there was an Alta express bus.

5) If there is a toll it should ONLY be for cars with two or less people.

6) Improved trailhead parking

7) If busses won't stop at trailheads, support local backcountry programs with rideshare vans.

Please reduce construction, get rid of the gondola plan, and make changes ASAP.

I hope you truly consider these options and can get things moving to improve the road not just to LCC but to BCC as well.
26524 Biddinger, Scott I'm 100% against the gondola and so is most of the wasatche. Don't do it. Use tolling. 32.2.2Y;32.2.4A,

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-107

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the

See Responses in
Appendix A of the

Final EIS ROD
29070 Biddinger, Scott Don't do it. Tolling is the best way to preserve the canyon 32.2.2Y
37030 Biddle, McCall | oppose the gondola proposition. 32.2.9E
Vans every 10 minutes. No cars. Skiers, hikers and snowshoers can be transported. Road does not need to be improved for this. Taxpayers who do not use the 322 OF: 32.2 2
31554 Biel, Sandra resorts should not have to pay for the resorts to make money. Global warming is real. Why develop gondolas with such a limited future. Only those with money 32.2-2K, B A32.2.2K
already in this will profit. -
The little cottonwood canyon gondola Is, in my opinion, an awful idea. Not only am | (a Salt Lake City resident) going to have to pay for this in taxes, | won't even
34245 Bielicki. Brvan use it as | do not ski, same with a high percentage of other Salt Lake City residents. It is a waste of tax payer dollars. Secondly, it will be a scar on the canyon. One 32.1.2D; 32.2.7A;
» BTy of the amazing things about Icc is the skyline and the ridges of the mountains. If a gondola goes in, it will mare what was once a very beautiful canyon with pristine 32.2.9E
views into a glorified power line. The view will be ruined. PLEASE do not ruin Icc.
36228 Bierce, Jeff Build a roof over road in avalanche areas, instead of gondola.. the gondola idea is not good 32.2.9E
25531 Bigatti, Martin No gondola. Stop it. 32.2.9E
A gondola in of itself is not a terrible idea. But the amount of money that would be dedicated to this small subset of the population is ridiculous! Where is UDOT
when it comes to funding transit options that benefit the common person? There are so many projects that deserve the funding instead of this: FrontRunner double
tracking and electrification, light rail in Utah County, long distance rail to St. George.
36549 Bigelow, August ALL of these are far more important than the gondola and | will absolutely not support this until the common person in this state is attended to. This is a project for 322.9E; 32.2.7A
the well-off. And the people in this state need freedom of transportation and clean air way before the wealthy need a gondola.
Stop building so many wasteful roads, proposing a wasteful gondola, and realize that T in UDOT needs to provide for all of us.
This whole thing is very lll conceived.
Environmental issues, fowl issues, cost issues, destroying the beauty of the canyon, doesn't stop where anyone other than skiers want to stop, cost cost cost.
36046 Bigelow, Julie Why isn't there a referendum yvhere folks who live here get to vote. Who is making these decisions? Why don't you trust the adults here to be able to decide whatis | 32.1.2F; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2F: A32.2.9N
best for them. Remember majority rules? 32.2.9N
Incase you couldn't tell, | am very much against the gondola!
Please do not destroy our canyon(s)
26740 Bigelow, Julie No! 32.29D
| am opposed to the gondola approach to solve traffic issues up little cottonwood canyon. It is just too expensive, | am not willing to pay out tax money in that way, |
32660 Biggs, Susan think buses electric could be a better alternative. As a close neighbor to the canyon | could never afford to take Gondola after it was built to enjoy the canyon as | do | 32.2.9A
now. | could s bus if needed.
| disagree that the gondola should be built. | do not agree with the cost and annual maintenance. | do not believe tax payers should be providing this service. If the
32691 Biggs, Thomas ski resorts want better access, then they should fund (at a minimum) 50% of the total building cost and its annual maintenance. Right now, ski resorts are getting a 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
free pass, as always, to benefit from the tax dollars of patrons who don't ski or visit that canyon.
28247 Bigler. Jan How could you possibly approve a gondola (!) for this problem? Are you out of your minds? How will the thing suppgrt itself in the future? What happens on non 322 OF
gler, busy days when no one takes? Who will pay the operating costs? Just lump it on to the tax payers? Are you totally crazy? -
26622 Bianev. Nadia I do not support building of a gondola in any of the cottonwood canyons as this will only add more stress the the actual land that we hold so dear as back country 322 OF
gney. athletes. This does not adequate solve our problem and further adds construction and access roads to our shrinking back country. -
The preferred gondola option B is not an acceptable use of my tax dollars and public lands! As a concerned citizen, climber, skier and canyon user | find the impact 32.12D: 32.2 7A-
. of the preferred option to be to great, the cost too steep and the disruption to the environment, scenery and activities too great. Please reconsider in favor of a lower Nar. A Ao, A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
30185 Bigwood, Noah ) . . : L ) . o . ; . 32.2.9E; 32.4B;
impact and less costly alternative. The gondola will not benefit all canyon users equally and is primarily a benefit to the "for profit" private ski areas while causing . A32.2.6S
. 32.6A; 32.29R
loss of access and loss of aesthetics to all other canyon stakeholders.
UDOT should continue pursuing enhanced bussing solutions and tolls, should enforce rules that make the canyon less accident prone, and should not proceed with | 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
the gondola option in any form. The gondola is not a clear winner from a budgetary perspective (especially when you consider the overruns that are almost certain to | 32.2.2M; 32.2.2Y;
34236 Biittner, Libby occur), will only relocate traffic instead of actually alleviating it, does not meaningfully serve canyon users other than ski resort customers, and will irreversibly 32.2.2PP; 32.2.7A; A32.1.2B: A32.2.9N

disfigure our iconic canyon.

| have skied in Little Cottonwood canyon for 30+ years and understand well the traffic problems, but | have also seen how little common-sense action has been

32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N; 32.7B;
32.7C
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taken to mitigate these problems. How many days of gridlock per ski season year could be avoided just by reducing the number of accidents (or other incidents
where a tow truck is needed) in the canyon? There needs to be earlier implementation and better regulation of chains/4-wheel drive only, as it is currently far too
easy to circumvent that poorly enforced guideline. Delivery trucks should never be in the canyon in peak hours or during storms. Busses need to be better
maintained so they don't break down.

We have sat in the red snake for many years in the canyon, yet a toll has never been tested. Carpooling has never been meaningfully incentivized. On every
weekend powder day, someone gets stuck or goes off the road in their 2-wheel drive car with bald tires and requires rescue. Busses have always been slow, late,
crowded, and break down too frequently. These basic wintertime issues need to be addressed before imposing something as drastic as the half billion dollar year-
round eyesore (without summertime operations) that the gondola is.

What would UDOT's recommendation be if the loud and greedy voices of ski resort executives were removed from the analysis? Snowbird stands to gain too much
from the gondola, and it is hard to believe that the UDOT decision has not been unduly influenced by them. Especially when their shady and presumptuous land
purchase is considered.

Please stop considering options that will visually destroy LCC forever, won't actually fix the congestion, and will give corporations even more power over our ability
to recreate in the canyon.

26652

Billings, Richard

| find this approach very sensible. The aesthetics of a gondola far outweigh any bus system.

32.2.9D

38511

Bills, Michael

Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3.

32.1.2F; 32.2.9E;
32.2.6.5E; 32.208B;
32.2.9C; 32.2.2K;
32.2.6.3F; 32.2.4A

A32.1.2F;
A32.2.6.5E;
A32.2.2K

38512

Bills, Michael

Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3.

32.2.2PP; 32.2.6.5E;
32.20B; 32.2.9E

A32.2.6.5E

34565

Bills, Rachel

I do NOT support the gondola. It's a lot of money to spend on a solution that doesn't help with year round traffic and public access to the canyon. It does not include
transport to trailheads and other areas of the canyon the people use all year long. The ski resorts are the only ones that benefit from a gondola. A bus system,
designated bus lane, avalanche sheds and increased parking at the base of the canyon are the best solutions for year round accessibility for everyone.

32.2.9B

27248

Biltoft, Christopher

If the Gondola B alternative "best meets the project purpose and need," then the project purpose and need require reexamination. On what basis is it supposed to
provide the "highest travel reliability?" If safety, mobility, and reliability are issues on S.R. 210, then traffic engineers should concentrate on addressing those issues.
The gondola is just an expensive waste of time and resources. Please consider the following:

1. The gondola will take years and much more funding than fixing the road and expanding parking alternatives;

2. The gondola lets people off only at Snowbird and Alta, while expanding parking alternatives and fixing the road would make trailheads along the entire Canyon
available;

3. Few people want to cram into a crowded gondola for a 1-hour ride;

4. No one wants to be stranded in a gondola during high wind events that happen frequently in the Canyons;

5. ltis likely that Canyon use will change over time, and the gondola alternative will likely become a "white elephant" soon after it is built.

If large amounts of public funds are to be spent on transportation alternatives in the Cottonwood Canyons,

those funds should be used to enhance accessibility, watershed protection, and sustainability, not just serving the desires of the wealthy few to more conveniently
access ski resorts.

32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C;
32.2.6.5K

A32.2.6.3C

31954

bindrup, cassady

Hullo,

Do the words "ANY massive infrastructure plan implemented to create a Gondola up little cottonwood canyon will be opposed by the climbing community,” mean
anything? It doesn't matter what letter preceeds the plan for construction WE DON'T WANT IT. Bus schedules can be disrupted, business can we waylaid as a sad
ploy to alter public support but the fact remains that construction of a lift of any size will not only visually impact the canyon forever, it will leave scars in the earth and
change the zone for worse and therefore it will be opposed on site as adamantly as it has been in the online space. Our community has spoken out against it. We
know we are together on this. Any climber who has touched the drilled scars across faces and aretes understands the history of quarrying and industry already
worked upon LCC and has developed a desire to preserve these blocks and pinnacles at any cost. Promises of not affecting bouldering areas have been made, but
these cannot be kept if construction goes forward. Neither side is deceived on that point. The entire swath of land from col to river valley is strewn with granite which
has, over generations, been intricately mapped and recreated upon. What can be built without affecting it you ask? Nothing. People have not only written and
rewritten the history of the canyon, t nyon has b written into people's minds, their memories and their developement. Crystals of quartz monzonite leaves
impressions in more than fingertips. your plan, your plan B and every forthcoming plan which involves massive construction efforts requiring heavy
machinery to demolish people's relationship with wildernesses.

Thanks for listening,

-C

32.2.9E
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32393 Biner, Juli4 | am AGAINST a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | would like electric buses. 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F
32396 Biner, Terry AGAINST THE GONDOLA in little cottonwood canyon!!! 32.2.9E
Thank you for considering comments before making a final decision. As a life long user of LCC, | am concerned about the current gondola proposal. It seems to be
and extremely expensive endeavor that won't actually solve the problem.
Some of my specific concerns are:
> Permanent infrastructure that will forever scar LCC,"s one of a kind scenery.
> The "clean," the gondola will be powered by COAL-fired power from RMP.
=% The gondolas base station with 2,500 "premium," parking spots will just create new traffic issues on Wasatch Blvd.
—> Because the gondola only stops at Snowbird and Alta, non-resort canyon users will likely continue to drive in the canyon in the winter. 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
34580 Bingham, Ashley 32.2.6.3F; 32.2.2]; A32.2.2K; A32.2.2I
Instead of the gondola | would urge you to please consider more common sense, much less expensive solutions like: 32.2.2Y; 32.2.4A
=Y Parking reservations. These work! Look at how these reduced weekend traffic at Snowbird in 2021 and Alta Ski Lifts this year. =Y An enhanced system of
regional natural gas and/or electric buses that run directly to the ski areas. This should include smaller vans that stop at trailheads for dispersed users.
=) Tolling at peak times to further reduce traffic. This simple process has been effective in other Utah canyons and states.
| urge you to hit the pause button and reconsider the current plan.
Thank you.
Prima facie, the gondola system would seem to be workable. However, it is generally assumed that the more people you can get to a location (and quicker) will also
mean that commerce will follow eventually to exploit the resulting growth. Restaurants, hotels, golf courses and other amenities to support the growth would need be
developed to support the extra traffic of people. That would require destroying the natural beauty of the area as those venues would need to be built adjacent to the
25814 Binaham. Brandon location. Secondarily, it is possible with the current drought and possible continuation of the drought, there would be no water to make snow and therefore lose 32.20C; 20.20F; A32.20C: A32.20H
9 ' attractiveness for skiers. Lastly, it would be like another Park City, affordable only for those without financial restrictions. | do not have a solution for the situation but | 32.20H; 32.2.2E ’ ' '
perhaps we should make minor adjustments as current resources and technology will allow. If we cover the entire area in ski runs, transportation hubs, parking,
restaurants and hotels, there would be nothing to distinguish it from just a plain, ordinary mountain in the end. (This comment may be very short and overly
simplified but it is intended to get the onus on a situation that may not really have a comprisable solution.
| think this is a waste of money and time. There are a lot of alternatives such as bus stops/shuttles that could take skiers to their destination. 22 towers would ruin
27140 Bingham, Cadence the view of the canyon in my opinion. The process of building the gondola would also disrupt nature and increase the risk of avalanche so there would also need to 32.2.9E
be precautions for that.
. | am not in favor of a gondola. Pay more on roads, better bus system, 32.2.2K; 32.2.9E;
36411 Bingham, Mary Limit cars is what | want 32.2.9A A32.2.2K
The cons outweigh the pros.
*The infrastructure
*The animals
*the beauty of the canyon
*The fact that only a few people will actually use something so expensive but the whole state pays for it?
*The individual cost of riding and parking adds to the overall cost of a ski day. Too expensive.
*| believe the novelty will wear off and the ridership won't make it worth it.
*| believe this idea was brought forth by some rich people to make them richer at the expense of the all of Utah people. (Snowbird secretly bought the property at the
. . bottom?) .
34553 Bingle, Terri | just came up with this list in the last five minutes. | know there are many other cons. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
PLEASE DON'T RUIN OUR SMALL CANYON. | know this kind of thing has worked in other area, but | believe our small canyon could not survive the damage it will
do.
There are so many other alternatives that could be tried first.
*toll at the bottom of the canyon
*reservations like they are doing now.
*effective bus routes. (I have seen buses pass by stops where people are waiting and not stop. Marked as going up the canyon and very few people on the bus).
PLEASE DON'T RUIN OUR CANYON JUST TO MAKE THE RICH RICHER.
26476 Bingman, Derick Such an environmentally disruptive gondola is just another Utah boondoggle where taxpayers support the already rich at the expense of public education 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
36892 Binjour, Matt | don't think the gondola proposal will be as beneficial as expected. As inflation has caused many things to increase, | also believe that the proposed cost is 322 9E

extremely low and gives an even larger tax burden to the community. I'm putting in a formal comment to say | do not approve the proposal. Thank you for your time
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| can't think of many projects that are a bigger waste of taxpayer dollars. Taxpayer dollars are meant to be used for the public good, not to benefit a privately owned
: . company so they can profit. That is all this project is. To be able to carry more skiers to Alta and Snowbird so they can make more money. The visual aesthetics of
32424 Bintz, Brian . . i . o o 32.2.9E
the gondola its self isn't very pleasing. When | go up the canyons from Salt Lake | want to see trees and mountains and wildlife. Not a gondola wizzing by from mast
to mast. To put it in a nut shell. | vote NO.
The proposed solution of a gondola will NOT solve the congestion problem in LCC, and will likely increase traffic instead. There are no busses to the base station,
therefore more people will drive to the mouth of the canyon on basically two surface streets, causing more congestion. Once parking spots fill up, those that did not 32 2.65E: 32.2 4A:
26655 Birch, lan et a spot will have no other choice but to drive up the canyon. Fees to use the gondola will discourage groups from riding because it will be cheaper to drive. Travel A~ T A32.2.6.5E
g p p Yy g ge group g p 322 6.5G
time is too long on the gondola, so people will opt to drive anyways. The gondola will not stop at trailheads, so winter recreationalists will be forced to drive. Increase B
bus service with meaningful parking availability and widen the road, that is the solution to ACTUALLY solve congestion.
37470 Birch, Jack Way too much tax payer money when there are only two ski resorts to profit from it. Electric busses please 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F
Please reconsider the department's plans to install a gondola in Little Cottonwood canyon. This costly option will result in an eye sore that interrupts the People's
view and enjoyment of the canyon from top to bottom. Development at this scale is best suited for metropolitan areas--not wilderness. This unnecessary 322 9E: 32.20C:
25542 Bird, Chaunceton development will also contribute to the already decreasing enjoyment of the resorts at the top of the canyon. Crowds are already making a day at a ski resort a da P ! A32.20C; A32.2.9N
y g enjoy Y/ y g y y
A S i , ) ) : ; . o 32.2.9N; 32.2.2PP
of waiting in line, and finding a way to jam more people into the resorts will exasperate the problem (obviously). A gondola is a unduly costly, ineffective at alleviating
accessibility issues, and would only decrease the public's enjoyment of the ski resorts. In sum, it is a bad idea.
37729 Bird, Everett Do not move forward with the gondola. It is a horrible idea, will ruin the natural atmosphere and feel of the canyon. 32.2.9E
There are alternative low-cost solutions that will reduce canyon traffic congestion that can be implemented this ski season. These alternative solutions have been
effective around the nation, including:
- parking reservations,
- priority parking for carpooling, . . A32.2.2K;
32351 Bird, Kenzie - reduced fare UTA ski buses all season long, ggf?ﬁ 32.2.6.3C; A32.2.6.3C;
- regulated hitchhiking at the designated pick up/drop off spots, T A32.1.1A
- digital signs at the base of the canyons indicating number of parking spaces available.
While the Gondola would only serve Little Cottonwood Canyon, these solutions can address congestion in both Big & Little Cottonwood Canyons!
Here are my red flags:
1. UDOT does not have the funding for the $550 million dollar price tag. So who is going to pay for this? Surely | don't want to pay for longer lift lines at two resorts. 322 7A: 32.1 2B
35485 Birrell, Bob 2. There is no timeline on how long the project will take, considerina they still need money, land approval,etc.. 32.2-2K’ T A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
3. $550 million to help alleviate traffic for 4 months per year. | would rather spend this money on raising teacher's wages! -
4. Just widen the road and add some more parking at Snowbird and Alta, that is a much better solution.
| do not want to see towers and gondolas going through the canyon obscuring part of the mountain side. These things never go as planned or cost what they say
35806 Birrell, Doug they will. They never stay on budget. | do not want to see the public being tax for other peoples recreational purposes. | am retired and pretty much live on a fixed 32.2.9E
income and everybody always wants to have a part of that.
26364 Birrell, Sharee Has anyone considered the feasibility of an electric cog railroad? 32.2.9F
| was born in Las Vegas, NV, in-,while my ed in the Air Force. Both my parents were bo rai i Riverton and Bingham
Canyon. Upon his discharge, we moved back to . My parents built their first and only home in on at the base of Little
Cottonwood Canyon. | love that Canyon! In the 1970's skiing was considered expensive but not out of reach. My dad and youngest sister skied every Sunday. My 32 1.9B: 32.2 2PP
33888 Birtcher, Susan dad was not a weathly man, he worked on KCC as a electrician. But now, everything has changed. Greed has taken over, only the very weathly can afford the e an o ’ A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
" " ; ; X . i \ . ) 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N
Greatest Snow On Earth". So let them pay the price. Ruin our canyon for generations to come just so the elite won't be inconvenienced for less than 2 months?
Ridiculous! | beg you to not let this project be accepted. Please think of the majority of the residents of this great state of Utah who want to preserve this beautiful
and pristine canyon for everyone forever. Sincerely, Susan Birtcher
Please reconsider the gondola. The environmental impacts cannot be undone. This is a poor use of tax money as it primarily benefits the ski resorts and the people 322 9 32.2.9A:
26704 Birth, Monica (many from out of state) who are using this road on a dozen or so prime days. Consider building a parking structure and limiting traffic to buses and certain oD e AA
’ ; : : . X . ; o o 32.2.2B; 32.2.4A
permitted vehicles during peak times. This would alleviate the need for either expanding the roadway or building a tram. Thank you for considering my comment.
No on the gondola! Public money should not be spent on getting more people to 2 businesses! There will still be jams on the canyon road, but the gondolas only
29780 Bischoff, Jon purpose is to get more people to 2 businesses to sell more ski passes. This is ridiculous. 25;828323§£2)EZPP A32.12B
The pristine view of the glacial carved canyon will be destroyed with 200' towers sticking up. Crazy. Why this is even being considered is beyond me.
34394 Bishop, Blake The Gondola seems like the most inefficient and most expensive way we could solve the problem. A simple larger parking lot with more buses would be much 32.2.9A: 32.2.9A

cheaper and actually solve the traffic problems.
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The gondola option is the best option available if the goal of the project is to line the pockets of resort owners and destroy the beauty of LCC. In comparison to the
29056 Bishop, Eric expanded bus option, this option is more expensive, slower, more destructive, and less versatile. The bus option is a year round solution and services more canyon | 32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C A32.2.6.3C
users including those not going to the resorts.
| ] H H H | [} . . . ' .
37576 Bishti, Omar Hey! Let's not build this thing! We don't need more Gondolas... we need to preserve precious wild spaces as much as possible. We don't need more beauty spoilt. 322 9
Spend the money elsewhere! Please!
26333 Biskupiak, Anya | think the this is the worst idea on earth and | hate it. NO GONDOLA. 32.2.9E
36510 Bistline, Landon | think it will greatly reduce the carbon footprint in the canyon because of the reduction in traffic. 32.2.9D
| stand with most residents of Sandy AGAINST the building of an expensive and unnecessary gondola. This proposal only benefits the ski
ird | am an avid user of this canyon during all seasons as a hiker, biker, snowshoer, and climber. | am up and down this canyon, 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
30206 Bithell. Candice throughout the year and have NEVER experienced a problem throughout the 28 years that | have lived here. Some congestion when the snow falls heavy | 32.2.2Y; 32.2.4A, A32.1.2B; A32.29R;
' and the canyon is closed? Maybe once or twice a year. MAYBE. This proposal is ridiculous and |, and my family of 5, are all against it. Please please don't do this to | 32.2.6.5K; 32.2.9A; A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S
our beloved canyon or our wallets! | was shocked to learn that the gondola wouldn't even run in bad weather and that it will cost a fortunate to park and then to ride! | 32.2.9E; 32.29R
Please please start with more affordable solutions like tolling and busses and NO GONDOLA. The impact is HUGE and NEGATIVE.
29163 Bitner, Kimball Build the gondola 32.2.9D
37457 Bitton, Jeff Gondola is a great idea. 32.2.9D
26216 Bizek, Lucy Not the move. 32.29D
37563 Bjorklund, Jay Little cottonwood no gondola 32.2.9E
Gondola B should be rejected. 53 yr resident of SL County, current resident of Salt Lake City, past resident Midvale and Sandy. The gondola benefits Snowbird and
37458 Biorklund. Todd Alta directly, and as private businesses, they should pay for it if they want it. They should also pay any canyon tolls. Public funds should not subsidize private 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;
J ’ businesses like this. This project is not in the public interest, it is in the interest of two private companies. I've skied many days at both resorts, and believe strongly 32.1.2D
that they should pay for this themselves.
38146 Bjorkman, Kai Please, please do not further irreversibly damage little Cottenwood canyon. There are other options that are less intrusive, cheaper, and more intuitive. Buses only 32.2.9E: 32.2.0A
on weekends and avalanche tunnels to name a couple.
. . I'm an avid skier and | don't own a car! | have been an avid bus user and | can tell you it works! Please increase bus routes on the weekends, and do NOT waste our .
36225 Bjornson, Claire . o ) L . . . ) 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
tax dollars on an environmental catastrophe that will in no way fix our transportation issue. The answer is much simpler than the gondola- simple, usable bussing.
Please do not build a gondola and instead pursue other transportation methods to deal with canyon congestion. | have grown up at the base of the canyon and love 322 9E: 32.2 9A:
30449 Black, Briton the view, and accessibility to some of the world's most premiere climbing locations, and resorts. | do believe that other transportation methods such as a bus lane, a 32.2-2K’ e A32.2.2K
toll booth, parking fees, etc. would more efficiently/effectively resolve the issues that we are seeing in the canyon today. -
28277 Black, David There needs_ to b(_a a large parking lot at the base of LCC, with camera's and security. Then regular shuttles up the canyon. Stopping at all the locations people need | 32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C; A32.2.6.3C
to stop to ski or climb. 32.2.6.3F
30363 Black, Dawn I do not want to see our wildlife and natural surroundings disturbed because of the gondola. | vote against the gondola. 32.2.9E
35187 Black, Elias NO GONDOLA 32.2.9E
33799 Black, Katrina A gondola will be an eyesore, just like the sky resorts. do not cater to the out-of-state rich skiers with our state tax money. An ugly gondola, get real. 32.2.9E
- . . . _ 32.1.2B; 32.2.2K;
26713 Black, Kenneth Please _do_ not construct gondolaslln Little Cottonwood canyon. It will be a eye sore to one of Utahs most scenic areas. It |s_also unnecessary. Meter traffic if you 32.2.2Y" 32.2.2PP: A32.1.2B: A32.2.2K
must. Limit the number of cars using the canyon per day if necessary. Add a day use fee just to enter the canyon or make if toll road. Gondolas never! 322 4A 32.2 9E
The gondola option is a terrible plan. It is very costly. Will only operate during the peak ski season. It also will only take 20 to 30% of cars off the road. This will do
32833 Black, Kenneth ] ; e . . o ) ; 32.2.9E
nothing but add an ugly eye sore to the canyon while accomplishing nothing but spending money. This is a bad idea. Do not do it.
27500 Black, Kenneth The only responsible and equitable choice is the Gondola, however it should continue over to the resort's in Big Cottonwood 32.1.1A; 32.2.9D A32.1.1A
31860 Black, Kenneth It is the best thing for the canyons 32.2.9D
You are not goi g to solve the traffic problem with the gondola , you will just relocate the traffic jam to cottonwood heights. Have you ever tried to ride the buss out 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5E;
25662 Black, Kordel here. What a joke. Public transportation shouldn't be a disservice. 32.7B; 32.7C A32.2.6.5E
34493 Black, Kordell Preserve the nature people are coming to see. 32.2.9G
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| oppose Gondola Alternative B. | think so much taxpayer money should [not] be spent to service two ski resorts so few days a year. Also, | would like to see just a

27491 Black, Matthew fraction of that money spent on other conservation projects in the canyon. Watershed and wildlife protections should be prioritized over increasing human use. As 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
our population continues to grow, | would support limiting and capping access to the canyon.
. I'm disappointed to hear that UDOT has chosen to ignore the overwhelming local consensus against the gondola. | would encourage UDOT to reconsider and listen | 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E;
25283 Black, Will . o ' A32.2.9N
to the locals who care about the canyon and represent the diverse user groups who enjoy it. We don't want a gondola! 32.2.9N
31535 Blackburn, Barton | fully support the Gondola. 32.2.9A
| don't see why we would put in a gondola-which can never be undone when we really haven't tried any other solutions... once gondola construction starts, that A32 29R: A32.1.2H:
34708 Blackburn, Beth canyon will never be the same. | don't understand why we can't be a little more conservative and try out some other solutions first. Seems like a few people stand to | 32.2.9A; 32.29R A32-2 68’ DR
make a lot of money off this project. Typical. Profits over common sense and profit at the expense of the environment. o
| do not support the Gondola alternative selected by UDOT. The permanent destruction to the natural aesthetic of the canyon is unacceptable and unjustified,
31878 Blackburn, Fiona espeqlally to those who recreate year roun(_j and in the_lower portion c_)f the canyon. All users experiences in the canyon will be ne_gatwely impacted to improve the 32.2.9E: 32.2.2Y
experience for only select users on a few high traffic winter days. Tolling and other alternatives that specifically target the congestion concerns on busy winter days
without causing irreversible harm to our treasured local canyons is the only acceptable solution.
26766 Blackburn, Rachel | do not agree with this as the solution 32.29D
Please consider the terrible environmental impact a gondola, a 2500 space parking garage and widening the road in the small, tight, little area surrounding the
entrance to Little Cottonwood Canyon.
All neighborhoods in the Cottonwood Heights and Sandy areas would be impacted for years by construction, blasting, pollution, and delays, to MAYBE
accommodate two weeks worth of powder days for powder skiers and snowboarders. The cart is being put before the horse!! We have been in a terrible drought for
years!! If something isn't done about the condition of The Great Salt Lake we will stop having great powder days.
Also, why is blasting and all of this invasive construction being considered so near the Wasatch fault line and major water supply area for the growing Salt Lake area
30827 Blackhurst, Shawna and surrounding areas. There are very many more less costly, environmentally friendly, much safer solutions for everyone. 32.2.9E
This looks like big promoters needing to fill their pockets with no consideration for our community and the environmental impact on our states beautiful Little
Cottonwood Canyon.
Please stop this devastating choice to build this gondola and parking monstrosity. Please stop the widening of Wasatch Blvd, and please lower the speed limit to
make our neighborhoods safer and more healthy for all.
Sincerely,
Shawna Blackhurst
. . . . . . L 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
. | fear the degradation of the canyon resulting from the installation of the gondola. | also fear its vulnerability to mechanical issues, weather, and even sabotage . .
36091 Blackner, David o . . L . . : . . 32.2.6.5K; 32.2.9A; A32.1.2F
(recent BC incident). As much as | personally resist the idea, | think increased busing and fees during high use times is a more prudent course. Thank you. 3299y
$550 million dollars to put in a gondola that is used for 4 months out of the year is ethically wrong. If you were to put that money towards the public transportation
that is already in place you could improve the buses to be electric, make them more comfortable, add more buses at a time, pay employees better, hire more bus 32.1.2B; 32.2.6.3F;
27154 Blackwell, Hanna drivers, provided them with benefits! And all this would be more effective and beneficial for the community and also cost A LOT cheaper. The only people who want | 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B
the gondola in LLC put in place are those who are making money off it. Quit feeding the rich and this to your community and the people who live in the community. 32.6A
Citizens quality of life and happiness are a lot more important than a damn gondola.
26251 Blaine, Tyler Absolute dumb- idea and a terrible use of funds. You all should be fired for suggesting the notion. Absolutely disgraceful. 32.29D
| am writing to express my disapproval of the proposed gondola up Little Cottonwood Canyon. The sole purpose of the gondola appears to be to appease the
desires of the ski areas in the canyon to funnel more and more people to their businesses. The gondola does not take into account the many other users of Little
Cottonwood who are not going to use the ski areas. Some examples are rock climbers, hikers, backcountry skiers, and snowshoers. The gondola is not oriented
31733 Blair And toward these user groups and will certainly have an impact on their experiences. This, coupled with the extensive environmental impact and mitigation on the 322 OF
' y canyon ecosystem combines to make this look like a complete boondoggle oriented to enrich the few at the expense of the many. The gondola appears to fly in the -
face of the multiple use principals of the Forest Service, which administers much of the Wasatch Mountain Range. This gondola should not be built.
Thank you for your time.
Please reconsider. | am strongly against the gondola option, as are the majority of my friends and neighbors here in Cottonwood Heights. It benefits the ski resorts 322 9K: 32.2.2Y"
29494 Blair, Cynthia ay the expense of the tax payers. A am o A32.2.2K
; . . 32.2.4A; 32.2.9E
| would prefer reservation, carpool, and bus incentives
| disagree with the gondola proposal. It does not make sense to me to have infrastructure like that tarnish the canyon view, only have 3 points to enter/exit and be 322 9A: 32.2 6.3F
28280 Blair. David infrastructure that remains all year to solve a problem that only exists in winter and mostly on fresh snow days and weekends. | would rather see restriction on cars 32.2-6 3’C' ?;2. 1.281' A32.2.6.3C;
' when needed and supply a solution that is flexible like electric busses. That would also provide options for the many people that are not stopping at the two for-profit o T A32.1.2B

ski resorts the gondola will support.

32.2.9E

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-113

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the
Final EIS

See Responses in
Appendix A of the
ROD

The proposal for a publicly paid for gondola to solve the problems of two over solicited businesses at the top of Little Cottonwood Canyon is preposterous. A $1
billion dollar project to run people with the top 1% of incomes up to two PRIVATE ski resorts, not with my tax money. The answer is simple. 1. Force the ski resorts
to offset their starting hours. (Just like in Big Cottonwood). Based on my observations in BCC this will solve 75% of the problem. 2. Charge a per trip toll for all cars
with less than 4 people. If there are still too many private cars then only allow buses from 7:30-10:00. 3. Buses (UTA's cynical ploy to cut busing to the ski resorts

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;

30918 Blake Quintonn, Joseph this season, are you kidding). Increase bus frequency. Make individual runs to all 4 ski resorts. 4. Use the toll to fund three lane wide avalanche sheds. 5. Expand ggf?ﬁ 32.2.9A; A32.2.2K; A32.1.1A
the road to three lanes with one lane alternating, if necessary (it won't ever be necessary, the ski resorts and back country are already beyond full).The gondola will o
take too long to ride. Will take too long to get to (one pick up point, rather than disbursed pick up points). Will destroy too much of our water shed. Won't operate in
heavy weather. The gondola stinks of corruption and will be a publicly paid for boondoggle of international fame.Stop the LCC Gondola!
. | don't want the gondola at all. I'm an avid snowboarder. I've been riding and skiing in these mountains often since 1984. The most awesome thing about the
31454 Blake, Chris : . . . . 32.2.9E
Cottonwood canyons is that they haven't sold out as much as resorts in Park City, Vail, and others.
We do not want the gondola! This will not help the problem at all. Why don't you start charging for parking instead? Or invest in electric busses? This is a HUGE 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
28811 Blake, Jennifer j ' ’ ' 32.2.6.3F; 32.2.2K; A32.2.2K; A32.1.2B
waste of money and resources. .
32.1.2B; 32.7C
Spending over $500 million on a gondola to service a single canyon is a bad idea. Building the gondola is a bad idea. This decision smacks of special interests and
31082 Blake, Kathy ; . ; o . SO L N . . 32.2.9E
ignoring public opinion. It's a terrible idea. | am against it. Please don't build the gondola and come up with another alternative.
Hello, | think we should find another solution that meets the needs. Austin, tx was going to a similar project and ended up. It completing it as it would not move
36969 Blake, Robert . " Co . . 32.2.9E
people on volume & effectively. In addition, | think it would detract from the beautiful canyon views.
This Gondola is not the right option!!
My name is Sarah Blake, I'm a Utah voter and we ski at snowbird all winter. This Gondola does not seem like the right option. With having a family of little kids, it
would do nothing more than create a big headache for all families that ski up there. It seems it would be long waits and not not time efficient- and disturb the natural
beauty of the canyon and climbing areas. Let alone, the cost it takes to fund this project is CRAZY. That money could be used in such a better fashion. | believe 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
35340 Blake, Sarah : . L . ; :
other options are a better choice for our community like better bus service, no single driver cars, tolls etc. 32.2.4A
Thanks for you time,
Sarah Blake
28223 Blake, Todd | am an avid skier. Building a gondolg is a terrible idea. Th_e resorts are already too fu_II to_ be considered safe. The resorts don't need more people. Furthermore, the | 32.2.9E; 32.20C; A32.20C: A32.1.2B
traffic is only bad at open and close times. The gondola will never get enough use to justify the cost. 32.1.2B
27959 Blanchard, Anna The gondo_la is does not make sense for a traffic solution. We need different solutions that don't have a huge impact on our environment as well as our tax payers 322 9E
money. This is outrageous.
Have you ever stood in a long line to wait for a gondola? It's maybe even more annoying than waiting for traffic. Please please please don't let this porky boondoggle
29718 Blanchard. Kristin of a project mar the beautiful canyon. There are myriad things UDOT should try before even considering a gondola, including enhanced bus service. As a skier and | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.9B
’ outdoorswoman | dislike the traffic but this option to address the traffic issues is ludicrous and everyone who isn't set to make money off of the gondola knows it. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E T
Please do the right thing.
34558 Blanchard, Kristin Please please please do _not _spenq my hard earned taxes on this stupid gondola. There is no feasible way this boondoggle can fulfill the needs of the traffic in the 322 OF
canyon. Any other assertion is foolish.
30931 Blanco, Robert | support the gondola alternative 32.2.9D
I have lived in SLC since 1988, and regularly recreate in both Little and Big Cottonwood canyons. The proposed gondola "solution" is a solution to a problem that is
minimal at best. The negative impacts far outweigh the perceived benefits. The main beneficiaries are to the ski resorts and to the construction companies who
receive the contracts. And, | suspect, to the government officials who give out those contracts. It would be of no benefit to me or anyone | know, in fact since my tax | 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
33763 Bland, Bob dollars will be used, it would be at a cost to us. Not just financial, but also in our access to our PUBLIC recreation lands. This canyon has a long history of use by 32.2.7A; 32.2.9A; A32.1.2B
many, many people for many different activities. Because these are public lands, our access to our preferred activities has every bit as much importance as the 32.2.9E
proposed "improved" access to the resorts. Do the right thing here. Show that you represent ALL area constituents, not just donors and politicians and the
construction companies who are given the contracts. Why not try more buses?
; Please commit to fees, increasing bus service, and limiting the amount of people who can enter the canyon first. See if those things work. Please do not build a 32.2.2K; 32.2.4A;
29630 Blankenship, Wendy gondola before trying all other options that are less impactful on the environment. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E A32.2.2K
Please think about generations to come and the threat this gondola poses to a water shed so crucial and valuable to a state where our water source is not abundant
36011 Blanton, Ally as is. This gondola in no way provides an environmentally sustainable solution and it is unethical to pitch it as such, especially because skiers and traffic are not 32.1.2F; 32.2.9E A32.1.2F

restricted to using the gondola instead of driving up the canyon. This is solely for the purpose of ensuring the profitability of 2 privately owned resorts, because Dave
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Fields made a reckless financial decision to allow the partnering of snowbird and Alta with Alterra, and now he's scrambling to net that lost revenue. If this wasn't for
the sole interest of Snowbird, Snowbird wouldn't have quietly purchased the land the base of the gondola is to be built on. The people see it. We're not stupid.
Please, | beg, please do not destroy such a beautiful canyon and deplete our water supply for the financial interest of one ski resort. PLEASE THINK ABOUT
GENERATIONS TO COME.

37288

Blanton, Victor

Your "options" ignore local seniors. The gondola, which requires multiple times loading, unloading, and transporting between boarding, seating, and exiting while
lifting and carrying skis, poles, boards, and bags, is only practical for the younger, more physically capable patron. The bus, which you encourage as an alternative
to the gondola, puts Americans with Disabilities Act and Amendments (ADAAA) protected individuals with compromised immune systems at considerable risk of viral
and bacterial infections should they choose to ignore doctors' advice to refrain from using public transportation. Only the private vehicle is practical for said senior
and/or immune-suppressed population, yet you threaten its use with an outrageous suggestion to impose upon the driver a toll of $25 to $30 per day if he or she
drives up the canyon. Among locals, its highly possible that he or she has driven the canyon for much of his or her lifetime, to gain access to the reason they made
their homes here.

No less troubling as it pertains to local seniors is the seemingly seemingly willful intent to force a senior or immunosuppressed person to carry at least one other
occupant in their vehicle else pay a higher toll or parking rate.

Otherwise, as for the gondola, it will not run when the canyon is closed for avalanche danger; it likely will not get any serious powder skier or boarder to Snowbird or
Alta in time to enjoy a morning of fresh powder; it will cause long term degradation to the water shed (from setting and continuously maintaining the base towers,
cables, etc); and it will be an eyesore that takes from the canyon's beauty. It will be an attraction to tourists from around the world, and it will compound traffic
problems on Wasatch Boulevard and 9400 South.

| believe that traffic problems in both Little Cottonwood and Big Cottonwood Canyons are overstated by the local "visionaries." | drive LCC more than 100 days per
year, mostly during skiing season. Yes, there are days when the canyon is appropriately closed due to risk of avalanche danger. Loyal locals take the good with bad.
And October fest will cause a parking lot on the road for those who set out in mid to late morning. The load of traffic on the road has come and gone, peaking in later
years largely due to the IKON PASS. But many old-timers will remember when travel up the canyon was slowed to less than 10 miles an hour behind tour buses
that, when parked in Alta's Goldminer parking lot, could number more than 50 or 60. This sometimes caused a 30 to 40 minute lift line when the resort opened. The
merge lane at the canyon entrance has helped the uphill flow, and changes routing traffic exiting the resorts has lessoned exit difficulty and improved safety.
Nothing's perfect. The road is fine without making changes that could invite more harmful development in the canyons.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5E;
32.1.2B; 32.2.2K

A32.2.6.5E;
A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K

34751

Blaszczak, Matylda

As a lifelong Utah resident and frequent Little Cottonwood visitor, | oppose the gondola. | feel that the gondola would be a poor use of tax payers' money as many
Utah residents, particularly those living in and around the Little Cottonwood area, do not support the gondola. | also fear for its environmental impacts as big projects
like this can have detrimental effects on the environment. This is especially important for Little Cottonwood's watershed. Finally, | believe that there are more
sustainable options that have far more public support. Such as the continued development of bus routes.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A

29921

Blattenberger, Beth

Improved bus service and parking are all that is needed for both winter and summer. No need to widen the road if frequent busses are available serving all Canyon
destinations.

32.2.6.3F; 32.2.9A

26053

Blauch, Jason

No to the LCC gondola.

There are other solutions that have precedent and are much more pragmatic. See Zion Cny bus system as an example. A gondola makes zero sense. Who is being
pandered to with this plan? Definitely not the majority of residents in the Salt Lake Valley.

Hard NO to this imprudent and destructive idea.

32.1.2B; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9N; 32.2.2B;
32.2.2PP

A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N

28529

Blauvelt, Pieter

| sincerely hope that implementation of a toll along with limited road improvements (snow sheds) and an improved bus system is seriously developed as part of a
phased approach. Along with the toll, UDOT should allocate resources to enforcement of the traction law. | believe that these developments, if implemented, could
vastly improve the situation today and for a very long time into the future. A phased approach should be implemented which evaluates the effect/improvement of the
early phases before committing to a final phase - implementation of the gondola. The gondola solution sounds good at a high level, but when you study the details
there are serious flaws in the current proposal that need to be addressed: 1 - Most skiers will not want to put on ski boots in the lower gondola parking garage/base
station, more than an hour before they have actually arrived to load one of the ski lifts at Snowbird or Alta. The exit points for the gondola stations at Snowbird and
Alta are not conveniently located near any existing lodges. This will require additional transport solutions and time to travel to the lodges. 2 - Same issue as (1),
except with return trips down canyon at the end of the day. There need to be accommodations made for skiers to remove boots/gear in one of the ski area base
lodges and prepare for the gondola ride back down the canyon before entering the gondola station. 3 - Avalanche mitigation activities at Alta and Snowbird will
continue to prohibit individual travel outdoors for periods of time in the morning (INTERLODGE). This will be most effectively managed by NOT allowing gondola
loading to occur until avalanche mitigation activities are completed. Thus gondola loading will be delayed on heavy snow days regardless of UDOT avalanche
mitigation activities. This will result in a backup of people waiting to load the gondola. Waiting in line with ski boots/gear on will not be desirable, many will opt to wait
in their idling vehicles. A solution needs to be developed that allows the gondola to operate during avalanche mitigation activities with upper station capacity to allow
INTERLODGE enforcement while the gondola operates with passenger arrivals. 4 - The Gondola B option is designed to encourage car traffic going directly to the
base of LCC. The parking garage capacity has been increased to 2500 with Gondola B option. The parking garage structure has been increased to a much taller
structure Gondola B option. Yet it was apparently determined that these changes are not significant in terms of environmental and community impact. This is a false
determination and further study should be required regarding these changes. | believe that these changes are significant and detrimental. Also, these changes
detract from achieving a long term goal of incentivizing public transportation use rather than increased individual automobile traffic.

32.2.9A; 32.29R;
32.2.6.5H; 32.2.9E;
32.2.2M; 32.2.9K;
32.7B

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S
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| am a murrayite concerned about the gondola project. | like everything in your phased plan except the gondola. Please do have tolling. Please do expand bus

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

32398 Blaylock, Joe service and go to electric buses. Please do improve road maintenance, while protecting the environment, recreation, and ensuring bicycle access. Please do explore | 32.2.9A; 32.29R
. ; ) PN . A32.2.6S
other alternatives. But lay off the magic flying sky box, | don't think it's the right way to move people around.
. | am opposed to a gondola in Little Cottonwood canyon. )
29754 Bleeker, Kurtis It will destroy the canyon. And the taxpayer will end up paying for the destruction. 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
What is the point of comments if they are not being read or considered? Over half of the citizens of Salt Lake do not want the gondola. Climbers, hikers, and bikers 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D,
30159 Blenkhorn, Sarah . . . . ) ] S . ; ’ ’ 32.2.2PP; 32.2 9E; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
who travel to this canyon for their world-class routes and trails will not come here. People will move away. This is not the best option, just a greedy one. 322 ON: 32 4B
No Gondola! We live in Cottonwood Heights and have been carpooling for years to ski and hike in the canyons, BCC & LCC. Education and less intrusive 32 1.9B: 32.2 2PP"
29327 Blevins, Jill environmental impact options must be given their chance to suceed before we built something we reqret. Sound reason must prevail; use this time wisely to rethink 32.2-9E’ - ’ A32.1.2B
better solutions for our canyons and our communities. -
Hello, my name is Quinton Block and | am 15 years old. | love skiing. My mom has been both a mountain host at snowbird and a nurse at snowbird. | have skied
Alta and snowbird since | could barely walk and they are my most favorite places in the state. | ride the bus up or drive every weekend to ski. However, when the
snow gets good the traffic gets bad. Something needs to be done, and the gondola is not it. I'm sorry but the gondola is quite simply a horrible idea. For many
reasons. Given how much snow we get, it would require constant maintenance and a large workforce just to keep it running which costs a lot of money that should
be put elsewhere. Also, there would be avalanches which could easily take down towers and that would cost a lot to fix. Not to mention the cost of building the thing.
The cost of electricity would be stupendous. It would take much longer than a bus, and it would not be more efficient. No matter which way you look at it there are
blaring problems. | could sit here and type out all of the reasons | hate it. However, that would be a long and boring email and I'm not about that. I'm sure other
38371 Block, Quinton people have done that and | agree with them and their reasons. | want to be able to access my favorite resorts, but | will not do it via a gondola that takes forever 32.2.9E
and will waste a ton of money that could be used for literally anything else. Hope you realize what you are doing because everybody hates it.
Lots of love,
Quinton Block
P.s. - Do humans actually read this? | hope so.
Good morning! After reviewing the information above, i am very against the gondola. it does not seem like a solution for all users of the canyon, and creates a very
32682 Block, Vanessa unsustainable plan for the residents of Utah. This appears to only benefit and serve the tourists looking to ski, and does not create a long term solution for the use 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
and needs of the canyon. i am in favor of regulating use days, NO GONDOLA
25543 Blomgren, Anamika Lets not ruin the canyon scenery and ecosystem with a horrible gondala. Thanks 32.2.9E
I live at the bottom of Little Cottonwood Canyon and am against the gondola. It only benefits the resorts and wealthy visitors to those resorts. Locals will not pay to 322 9E: 32.1.2D"
35881 Bloom, Kim still drive to the bottom, to park, and ride the gondola. Electric busses are a much more practical solution....or retrofitting the existing railroad tracks for a Trax-style 32.2'6 3,F e
train. This is the rich getting richer on our tax-payer dollars. B
29838 Bloom, Laura I _do not support the _gondola p_rOJect. Doesn't matter to me who is footing the bill, | do not want a gondola. S.kl rgsorts are already overcrowd'ed. P|p|n_g more people 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32.1.2B: A32.2.9N
via an ugly gondola is only going to make matter worse. Please listen to the taxpayers who have been making it clear for years that we don't want this. 32.2.9N
25553 Bloom, Pamela I suppor_t the gondola option. | feel it will enhance and provide stunning views, less impact and an elevated access to resorts that can be found in a world class 3229D
destination.
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? 32.2.2BB; 32.20B; A32.15C:
38952 Bloom, Samuel 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 32.2.6.5G; 32.1.5C; N A e

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

32.2.6.5E; 32.2.21

A32.2.6.5E; A32.2.2I
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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,

Please do not build a gondola. The public is overwhelmingly against it and it is unjust to use taxpayer dollars to fund a project that will only benefit private resorts.
There are many faults in the design including that it only serves these resorts, it doesn't account for inevitable low snow years when it is not possible to scale

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A;

28956 Bloom, Samuel whereas bus service is. Additionally, it will be unlikely to get used at a high capacity on any day where traffic is not serious, therefore, it is a huge scar on the canyon A32.1.2B
. . i 32.1.2B
to solve a problem that occurs for at most several hours each year. It cannot be reversed and will permanently mar our beautiful public lands that make the wasatch
S0 special.
Please do not build a gondola in LCC. It will not serve any other canyon users other than those who patronize the ski resorts, it is a short sighted plan, and it will
30749 Bloom, Samuel permanently mar the beautiful canyon. It is imperative that resources be allocated to relieve the traffic issue prior to any construction in the canyon. Please do not 32.2.9E
build a gondola.
. : . " ) o . . A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
34525 Bloom, Samuel This proposal is short sighted and adequate attempts should be made to mitigate traffic before any construction in the canyon takes place. Do not build the gondola! | 32.2.9E; 32.29R A322 6S
Preferred alternative does not address BCC, which is the busiest 2 lane highway in UT.
30709 Blot, Philippe Also, UT taxes should not be used to grow Alta nad Snowbird businesses over their competitors. 32.1.1A; 32.2.2E A32.1.1A
And there may not be any snow to ski on by the time the gondola is built.
27751 Blot, Philippe Why should the Utah tax payer pay for Alta and Snowbird business growth plans? 32.2.7A
32381 Blow, Joe The gondola sounds like a gift to the ski resorts at the expense of tax payers!!!!! 32.2.9E
The natural beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon is a precious recourse that cannot be replaced. | am horrified that UDOT wants to use tax payer funds to desecrate
the canyon by building a gondola. Generations of Utah's will be harmed by building a gondola. There is already a very simple solution to the problem of traffic in the 322 9E: 32.2 9A:
28254 Blum, Harold canyon. -Charge a $20 toll for entering the canyon (or make resorts charge $20 for parking) -Use the funds from the toll to pay for expanded bus service and 32'2'4/_\’ e
building parking structures outside the canyon. | find it ridiculous that UDOT wants to build a monstrosity with my tax payer money, rather than implement the -
above common sense solution.
30879 Blum, Mary Despite the public opposition to the Gondola, UDOT made a done deal with the developers. Who on UDOT got paid off to do this? 32.2.9N; 32.6A A32.2.9N
| am against building the gondola. It will not deliver more skiers to resorts than buses. It puts an undo burden on tax payers to support a problem that ski resorts
35360 Blumenthal. Kate creates and need to solve themselves. It will ruin recreation for climbers, trail runners, hikers, and mountain bikers throughout the canyon. | am concerned about the | 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A; A32 1 2F
' y construction impact on our watershed and ecology. Why not work on multipronged solutions with lower impact first? The gondola will forever scar our already 32.1.2D; 32.1.2F o
abused canyons. The gondola is sure to be a failed solution.
' nse. We need sustainable integrated transportation solutions that include BCC and Wasatch Blvd. _
. We need to capture ski traffic at the gravel pit and get people on buses. Having people drive to a gondola loading 322 9E: 32.2 7A:
31683 Boardman, Kelly station on Wasatch will make the area congeosnd take away from the aesthetics of Cottonwood Heights. BCC has gotten really congested over the past few 32.2-6 5’E' 3;2'2 9’A A32.2.6.5E
seasons and the gondola does nothing to address this while destroying the beauty of LCC. The gondola is also resort centric and should not be paid for with tax e e
payer dollars.
Please re-evaluate any decision to build a gondola to transport seasonal skiers up Little Cottonwood Canyon. It is such an extravagant, unrealistic solution to a
complex problem. How much time will a skier need to get up the canyon? Drive to the lot, park car, take shuttle to the terminus of the gondola, board gondola
(waiting for a turn with others to get on), travel up the canyon to the resort, ski for the day & then repeat to get back - at the same time all the other skiers want to get 322 OF: 32.7C:
home too. How practical is this? How much will it cost, on top of lift tickets, for each skier? What has happened to supporting our local kids & skiers? Who can afford SN o AaK.
30473 Bobbe, Cathy - , , . . . . 32.2.4A; 32.12A; A32.12A
this in time & money? (not the tax payers...) We can't destroy our canyon for the benefit of out-of-state Epic & Ikon pass skiers. Visually it would be a travesty. A 329 9F
carnival ride in our natural beauty that will break down & eventually need to be torn down. What about our watershed? Can you guarantee no destruction to this -
limited resource, especially in a drought? For what? Who benefits? Who pays? Why destroy? What happens when our snow disappears because of climate
change? Please re-think this terrible idea! It only benefits a few - if anybody. Sincerely, Cathy Bobbe
| want to state that | am strongly against any proposed gondola for Little Cottonwood Canyon transportation. | feel that a gondola does not solve the transportation
needs for myself or many members of my community. Furthermore | would like specific details about how the half a billion dollar project will be funded and how
Utahns can be certain that the proposed budget will be enough to see the job is completed within the budget perimeters and on time. | can't help but think of the
26603 Bobetich, Greg story of the Californians bullet train to nowhere that was never completed, which was a project for a high-speed rail system in California that was not able to raise 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E

the capital needed to complete the job after it was started. | strongly feel that implementing solutions that reduce traffic in the canyon is the answer for the short and
long term, especially when the proposed solution is so expensive, publicly funded, and does not run 24/7 or even year round.
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If this project is to move forward, | would like to the ski resorts to pay for it. Not the government, which is responsible for funding never ending construction projects,
or any members of the community which opposes it.

Sincerely,
Greg Bobetich

The implementation of Gondola B would be a massively destructive project serving the interests of a few while ignoring the wishes of the majority. Little Cottonwood
Canyon as well as the ski resorts at its end are unique and wonderful places and should be left as they are, as much as possible, and without the exorbitant impacts

28943 Bock, Olivier and expense currently proposed. It is possible, with methods already discussed (such as permitting and reservations) to manage traffic in the canyon without going 322.9E;322.2K A32.2.2K
to the extreme. Gondola B is extreme and would be a disaster that could never be undone. | am opposed to Gondola B.
One of the very few positive developments that resulted from COVID was that both Alta and Snowbird instituted parking restrictions. These worked beautifully at
25846 Bocock. Alex reducing the traffic jams into the canyon. It is clear that a combination of tolling and parking restrictions will solve the traffic problem. These solutions would cost the | 32.2.2K; 32.2.4A; A32.2 2K
’ tax payers nothing. In fact, a tolling system in the canyon would be net positive to taxpayers. Please re-evaluate the need for a gondola based on traffic data 32.2.2Y; 32.2.2PP -
gathered over the last winter.
25855 Bocock. Alex I'm glad to hear that there will be a phased approach. | hope that UDOT will maintain an open mind. If Phase 1 (enhanced bus service and tolling) are effective at 32 29R A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
’ reducing traffic jams, | hope it will consider extending Phase 1 in order to collect enough data to possibly revisit the whole gondola question. ' A32.2.6S
30742 Bocock, Alex The_ _fact that t_he four |mpacteq muplcpahhes (Alta, Sandy, Salt Lake _C|ty, a!'ld Salt Lake Cognty) are all opposed ought to carry significant weight. These are the 322 9N A32.2 9N
entities that will have to live with this mistake for decades. Please weigh their concerns heavily.
| have changed my opinion on this. | don't think the gondola is the best option. | think there are a few key elements which have contributed to this change. First, the
time it takes to get up the canyon is the most prohibitive. There are several days each winter where | just want to go for a quick ski run and running 15-20 minutes
33370 Bodell, Brandon . . . X . . 32.2.9E
up the canyon is super easy and quick. Second, | really think the towers, cables, etc are not great to look at. | think we should do everything possible to preserve the
beauty of that canyon. Last, the cost burden. | just simply don't think it's worth all this money.
| am against the gondola. Check out the photo of LCC on this website. It is of a sweeping canyon with no manmade objects in sight besides a small road and a
parking lot. Do we really want to add more urban sprawl to one of the last remaining pieces of undeveloped land in the area? Who wants to ski, hike, or climb in this 32 2 9PP: 32 2 9E-
25744 Boden, Jacob canyon with views of wires, towers and other man made objects obstructing the view? Once we put that stuff in there is no going back. | want my kids and grandkids 32.1-7A e
to enjoy the majesty of this canyon in the same way that | have been able to. There are other ways to cut down on traffic and | think those ways should be explored '
and invested in. What makes our canyons wonderful to recreate in is the natural beauty. If we loose that then we loose what makes our canyons great.
It is a mixed bag of worms but a big concern to the environment and also all the citizens living in Salt Lake County and especially the majority of we who seldom go
up little cottonwood canyon. Yet our taxes would fund an elephant that mainly is used by skiers. Many people who use the canyon would be negatively effected. |
26041 Boehme, Sheryl e . o . o . . . 32.2.2PP
would hope that the decision will be a win-win for we who live and pay the taxes verses those who benefit without paying any taxes. Please rethink your decision
UDOT.
Please do not put the giant eye sores in Little Cottonwood Canyon. The number of people who would not benefit from the gondola, far out weight those who would.
36625 Boehme, Sheryl The gondola is not for 32.2.9E
Utah. End of discussion.
26935 Boer, Olivia It's simply a stupid idea. Let's leave nature alone. Please don't ruin the beautiful views. 32.29D
| am opposed to the gondola in Little Cottonwood canyon. | no longer ski and like to hike in the canyon. The gondola will be of no use to me. | am opposed to 32 2 9E: 32.1.2D"
27567 Boes-ingraham, Margret | supporting Snowbird and Alta ski resorts with my tax money. The gondola only running during the ski season and not stopping at any trailheads is criminal. Skiing [
S - : : 32.2.7A; 32.2.6.5G
has gotten so expensive it is unaffordable for families and many Utah residents. Please do not build the gondola.
| live by Wasatch Blvd which is the only north-south corridor along the east bench and serves as a busy commuter route. So why would you consider spending $500
million on a stupid gondola to solve an intermittent seasonal traffic problem that affects few county residents before you widen Wasatch Blvd? Answer. You should 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B;
28682 Boettger, David not. Furthermore, that money would be a nice start to establishing an east-west freeway mid valley. UDOT seems to want to completely ignore this issue which 32.2.9A; 32.2.2Y; A32.1.2B; A32.1.1A
would benefit far more travelers by 10,000 X. 32.1.1A
Work on these priorities, promote more canyon car pooling and bus ridership, consider a toll for big and little, but otherwise leave the canyons alone.
As a Sandy Utah resident | am opposed to the Gondola due to cost (550 million), unsightly infrastructure (towers, etc.), construction impacts, and only benefits some 32 1.9B: 32.2.9A:
33974 Bogardus, Lisa skiers and it only serves 2 private ski areas on a seasonal peak basis. | would prefer enhanced bus service to address peak needs during weekends, holidays 32'2'9E: 32'6A ’ A32.1.2B
during the winter. e T
33656 bogart, henry STRONGLY OPPOSE GONDOLA! Why destroy the canyon when traffic is only a real problem for some user groups, and only on the snowy weekends. 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E A32.1.2B
31321 Bogart, Nash The gondola is not the solution to canyon congestion and caters far more to the resorts than the skiers living in the valley. 32.2.9E
29931 Boggan, Pierce While | appreciate the hard work that went into crafting this proposal, | strongly oppose this project. First, it destroys the natural beauty of the canyon. Despite being 322 OF

right next to a major metropolitan area, LCC feels and looks wild. A gondola ruins that. Second, if the real aim is to solve the transportation issue, this is not the
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solution. The throughput of the system is not high enough to significantly alter the traffic situation in LCC. Additionally, most of the load will be coming early in the
morning and around closing in the afternoon, so there won't be a steady stream of riders. Thus, from a traffic perspective, it doesn't really solve the problem. Finally,
why does this problem need solving at all? Yes, it's not fun to sit in traffic, but the good thing about LCC is it doesn't get torn up from human use because there is a
natural limit to how many people can transport up the canyon and park. A gondola ruins that. This is not a good use of our tax dollars, and only stands to benefit two
major private resorts. Keep LCC wild.
28318 Bogin, Eric YES! Gondola is the only relatable answer. Thank you for making the right choice and not submitting to political pressure. 32.2.9D
| am an outdoor enthusiast, a climber, and your constituent. I'm writing today to oppose the plan to build a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. 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 32 2 9F: 32.29R:
effective.Little Cottonwood Canyon is a special place. Building a gondola through it would compromise its iconic natural character and aesthetics. It undermines 32'43_ ?;2 2'2|_ ’ A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
34516 Bogusz, Sylvia climbing and other forms of dispersed outdoor recreation that draw people to live in and visit Utah. And it would block climbers from accessing world-class climbing 32'2 6 SC.' o A32.2.6S; A32.2.2];
areas there through years of construction.The gondola is a fiscally irresponsible project. Regional expanded electric bus and shuttle service coupled with tolling and 32.2'6.3F', 322 9A A32.2.6.3C
other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried in earnest that include dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent landscape changes are considered.| e Eeme
hope you will consider opposing the Little Cottonwood Canyon gondola in favor of better solutions.
| am opposed to the use of tax payers money to fund a gondola so private business can increase their profits. | am equally opposed to the destruction to the canyon
and the visual beauty of Little Cottonwood canyon so ski resorts can increase their visitors. This is a peak flow issue 20 data out of the year. This canyon is for more | 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
26633 Bohling, Josie than the ski resorts. It's a place of peace and beauty all year round for residents and visitors. Please do not support the destruction of such a treasure. 32.2.2PP; 32.2.7A; A32.1.2B
32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
How about the ski resorts pay for their own busses that are super durable for snow. They pay to increase their profits not the taxpayers
| do not support the Gondola. Using tax payers money to pay for the ski resorts private industry is criminal. Even if the roads are crowded the number of Utahans 322 9E: 32.2 7A:
31963 Bohling, Josie who actually can afford to ski dies not proportionally justify this cost. Let's use tax money to benefit all of Utah! Education, Homeless, Filling the Salt Lake, clean air 32'1 -2D, B
infrastructure. The list of priorities are huge and funding private industry dies not make the list. o
Where are the massive towers supporting the cables in the gondola renderings? The gondola project is nothing more than special interests and self-serving
politicians using government and public funds to enhance their self-worth. What is the personal costs of a family of five riding up the canyon in a vehicle compared to 32 17A: 32.17F
28447 Bohman, Robert parking and riding the gondola? Snowbird wants $40 per person to ride their much shorter tram. This is nothing but a special interest project that will change the ' an d A32.1.2B
. i ! , . ) . " 32.2.4A; 32.1.2B
character of the entire canyon, increase public costs to access the canyon, and increase the time and inconvenience to get up and ultilize the canyon over other
options.
The gondola is a benefit to the resorts so why aren't the resorts paying for it? Some resorts have been charging for parking as a windfall profit instead of contributing 322 7A 32.2 9A: A32.29R: A32.1.2H:
31140 Bohmholdt, Andrea funds to more buses. We should add buses, increase frequency and connectivity to routes and limit automobiles in the canyon by creating tolling and carpooling 32.2-9R PEmTm A32-2 68’ e
requirements before considering a gondola. ' -
Being a general contractor, | can understand the devastating environmental effects of construction on land. Our canyons are our crown jewels and it is our 32 1.2B: 32.2 2K:
27183 Bohne, Cleve responsibility to keep them pristine. We need to look at limiting traffic up the canyon, not expanding it. Do what is done up Millcreek Canyon and charge a fee. Limit 32.2'2Y: 32'2.9E, A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
the amount of vehicles like they do at National and State Parks. Building a gondola system is a waste of money and destroys the environment. e T
Biggest waste of our tax dollars ever for 3 months out of the year that there are "traffic problems" up Little Cottonwood. Here is an idea...Use existing bus systems
and limit the amount of people going up! You could make reservations. You could have people with the last name that starts with A-J on one day while the people
27175 Bohne. Sherri with K-Z the next day. You could limit the number of vehicles by having a guard station set up (a lot less expense than a gondola) whereby you would only have 100 322 9E: 32,2 9K A32.2 2K
' (or whatever is appropriate to not create too much traffic) cars a day go through, and once the quota is met, the guard station turns everyone else away, til the next e T -
day. You could also do priority parking for those vehicles that have 3 or more occupants in them. Little Cottonwood canyon is a treasure, let's not destroy it by
putting in a money wasting, land destroying gondola.
| am disappointed and in complete disagreement with UDOT's decision that a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon is the preferred alternative. | am a professional
biologist and an avid user of the Wasatch canyons in all seasons. Little Cottonwood Canyon is a treasure and one of the most beautiful places | have ever been. 32 1.9B: 32.2 2K:
The intrusive gondola would ruin it forever, and for what? To transport people to two ski resorts. Furthermore it is being financed with OUR TAX DOLLARS without a 32'2'2Yf 32-2.7A3 A32.1 2B: A32.2 2K:
34226 Bohs, Lynn vote or referendum. There are many other solutions to winter traffic congestion in LCC that UDOT itself enumerates in the phased implementation plan. These 32.2-9A: 32-2.9Ej A32-2.9N,' A32.2.9R',
’ include improved bus service, snow shed construction, widening the road for all or part of its length, limiting canyon visitors during peak usage times, and 32.2-9K: 32-2.9N,' A32-1 .2H: A32.2 68’
implementing fees or tolls. As UDOT explores these alternatives we will get a better idea of what measures are most effective in alleviating the traffic problems. 32.2-9Q,' 32' 2.9R, Y -
There is no need to construct an expensive and intrusive gondola when other measures have not been tried. The gondola is a terrible and selfish idea that will e
tragically ruin our beautiful canyon. Please give up on this plan.
Again, | would like to reiterate that a Gondola is NOT a smart, sensible, and long-term solution for LCC. I find it ludicrous that UDOT is implementing a phased
approach while they will try to scrounge up money from investors and the ski resorts to pay for the Gondola. If the gondola is the best solution, why are you A32.1.9F: A32.1.9B"
36342 Bois. Neah implementing buses and tolls? It's clear you think these solutions can work, so why is the gondola even on the table? You are clearly going against the will of the 32.2.9E; 32.1.2F; A32.2.9R',A32 '1 2H

people (the taxpayers who will be funding this scam to line the pockets of the rich) and are buying into the interests of the ski resorts and outside investors. Busses
and tolls CAN work, which you must know because you are planning to implement that. A gondola is not a viable option. It will destroy the canyon's natural beauty,
bring thousands more people into a watershed already on the brink, and catalyze the resorts to grow bigger and faster when they cannot handle that capacity.

32.1.2B; 32.29R

A32.2.6S
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Furthermore, this will make LCC a viable option for the Olympics, which is NOT in the area's best interest. Why is the state spending upwards of $500 million to fund
a gondola for ski resorts, but won't fund saving the great salt lake which makes it so we have such great snow? This is an absolute waste of money, money which
could be funding the advancement of electric busses, wage increases for bus drivers, toll booths/operators, and road widening. The gondola should and must be
taken off the table as an option. In 10 years if the canyon's traffic is still problematic, then maybe we look to other solutions. UDOT is putting the cart before the
horse and we are being run over by the cart. There are better solutions, solutions that will work and make a positive impact for all of us. Reminder, you are a state
entity and are responsible to the people. Do not lose sight due to the money symbols in your eyes.
Do not move forward with the gondola. Move forward with busses and tolls. Do the right thing.
32992 Bokelman. John Putting in a gondola would be a environmental bad move , it would only benefit the rich . NOT the Eviorment which needs to be persevered in these days , of losse 322 9F
’ of natural beauty . So do the right thing , an don't bow to rich capitalism which only want to benfit off our beauty land . Thank you for listen John Bokelman o
Kindly note, the outdoor recreation in LCC is the epitome of what makes Utah and each of our canyons unique. The large scale infrastructure that will ultimately
destroy many climbing and hiking routes will leave many like me devastated. Others will not have the opportunity to explore the variety of routes and trails those
areas offer. The gondola project will obstruct views and will displace many animals; it may relive ski traffic pressure during the winter, but i assure you the 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
26392 Bokinskie, Chloe environmental disturbance will remain forever. 32.2.9E; 32.4B; A32.1.2B; A32.13A
| encourage you to rethink and come up with alternative approaches towards the solution. Skiing brings in an ample amount of profit, however, climbing and skiing 32.13A
alike have allowed many of us to keep our sanity during these uncertain times in the world, and it's brought wonder and curiosity into the eyes of the youth. Consider
ultimatums for the children who haven't had the opportunity, and won't if you take it away. Consider the future.
36612 Boland, Henry No to the gondola. Please consider mandatory parking reservations for only the number of people that the ski resorts can accommodate. 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
We love the idea of the gondolas. We have seen how little the impact is in Switzerland, but how they are able to hand huge amounts of people. If you stay with
35436 Bollinger, Kelley buses, the roads will need to be widened and additional buses will be needed. There is already a problem in getting enough bus drivers. Gondolas are the only way | 32.2.9D
to go.
We love the idea of gondolas. We have been to Switzerland many times and we have seen how wonderful the gondolas are there and what little impact they have.
27581 Bollinger, Kelley We have seen how buses do not work. 322.9D
Ted and Kelley Bollinger
Gondola transportation is the only resonable alternative. | just came back from Grindelwald, Switzerland and it is the least impact on the environment and the best
35493 Bollinger, Ted way to solve the transportation issue. The thin cables, open frame towers, and 26 person sit down cars have very little impact on the mountain views. It also almost | 32.2.9D
eliminates the weather, traffic, and congestion problems.
37447 Bollow, Kelly Gondola is not the solution. Please no gondolal! 32.2.9E
28499 Boltax, Jon | am against the gondola. | do no_t think it will solve ’Fhe traffic problem in LCC. | am equally disturbed that Wayne nurse Haydee is the direct beneficiary of the 32.2.9E; 32.7C; A32.2 9N
gondola as he usher the plan while the senate president. 32.2.9N
30773 Boltax, Jonathan | am against paying for a gondola and do not want to see one in little cottonwood canyon. | prefer buses and high tolls as an option 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
25643 Bolton. Michael Gondola construction only serves the purpose of padding the pocketbooks of ski resort owners and transportation executives while costing taxpayers for a project 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B; A32.1 2B
’ they do not want. This gondola will damage a beautiful canyon irreparably when less drastic, and MUCH less expensive alternatives should be first implemented. 32.2.7TA; 32.2.2PP T
29375 Boltz, Russell A Gondola is an expensive gadgetbahn which will only really serve the resorts who will profit from public spending. 32.2.9E
| am deeply disappointed in UDOT deciding to prioritize corporations profits over the overwhelming opinion of Utah residents. It is really disheartening to be told to
provide comments, only for our comments to be ignored. | wonder if UDOT has considered the fact that this gondola would absolutely devastate our pristine canyon.
I wonder if UDOT has considered the fact that this will not reduce traffic, it will simply just get a couple more people to the resort while traffic remains the same.
28001 Boman. Emili Additionally, | am wondering if UDOT has considered the fact that this problem is really not that big of a problem, considering it only is an issue on powder day 322 OF: 322 4A
’ y weekends during a few months of the year. This is not a constant, every day issue. UDOT is seeking to force taxpayers to pay for Alta & Snowbird's pet project to e e
give them more profits, while tax payers do in fact not benefit at all. As a life long Utah resident, born here and still living here, this makes me so immensely sad.
UDOT could truly destroy one of, if not the most scenic and beautiful places in the entire country, just to make Alta & Snowbird CEOs happy and even more rich. It is
a sad, sad day for the state of Utah when our transportation department does not actually value what citizens want.
31528 Boman. Emil Hi, | do not support the gondola. Overwhelmingly, local public and political opinion is in opposition of the gondola. UTA should respect the citizens and politicians of 322 OF
’ y Salt Lake County rather than just do what the ski resort wants them to do. UTA does not exist to serve wealthy ski resort CEOS, it exists to serve the public. -
. The "solution" of a gondola is irreversible and rushed. This would be an incredibly visually and environmentally impactful decision that could jeapordize this beautiful
31529 Boman, Emily o gy ) : 32.2.9E
place permanently. This is not a decision that should be rushed through by eager ski resort executives.
31527 Boman, Emily | do not support the gondola. We should not be using tax payer funds to serve private ski resorts. This will not serve any land/uses other than the ski resorts. 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A
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36629

Bona, Shauna

Date: October 16, 2022
To: UDOT LCC EIS Consultant Team
From: League of Women Voters of Salt Lake City

Re: Comments on Final LCC EIS

Dear UDOT Personnel and Consultant Team,

The League of Women Voters of Salt Lake City (LWVSL) is disappointed in the final EIS that identified the gondola as the solution to transportation issues in Little
Cottonwood Canyon. This solution threatens to overwhelm the canyon with too many visitors to the detriment of this important watershed for the Salt Lake Valley
and the ecological balance in the canyon. In addition, the spectacular visual vistas in the canyon will be permanently altered by the presence of large support
towers.

We are pleased to see a proposal with a phased approach and urge the Department to undertake less impactful alternatives; incentives to promote mass transit use,
more frequent and efficient bus service (preferably electric), tolls to encourage car-pooling, restrictions on single-occupancy vehicles, and a parking reservation
system at the ski resorts. We encourage a systematic analysis of the effects of such measures before going forward with building a gondola that may not be
necessary.

Specifically, we have the following comments:

We believe that the proposed snow sheds are unnecessary when balancing the minor inconvenience of waiting for snow to be cleared a few days a year, with the
unavoidable environmental damage that will result from their construction and maintenance.

We support more and strategically placed bus access points that reduce congestion at the canyons and incentives to mass transit use valley-wide.

We support bus service that is fairly allocated to serve a variety of recreational areas and uses and not just the ski resorts; thus we support year-round bus service.
We support options and actions that increase opportunities for all recreational interests including those of underserved populations.

We support all efforts to more fully understand all canyon users and their expectations when visiting the canyons, and the current visitor use and management
studies being undertaken. They will provide valuable information that is at present, missing.

We believe the time has come to invest in solutions that prioritize the preservation and maintenance of a healthy canyon environment that is sustainable.

Our primary concern with the canyons is their environmental integrity, most especially the watershed we all rely on. As the climate changes with less snowpack and
warmer temperatures anticipated, our reliance on that incredibly valuable resource - the Wasatch Mountains and the seven creeks that flow through its canyons -
become even more vital to our survival and quality of life. The final EIS presented will have environmental consequences that cannot be mitigated. We support a
phased approach with incremental changes to achieve the positive results desired with the least damage, allowing time to adequately and thoroughly assess the
consequences of those actions before undertaking a permanent alteration to the canyon by building a gondola.

As you know, the League is a non-partisan organization which relies on study, discussion, and consensus before our carefully considered positions are announced.
Our comments here are based on our positions on protecting our environment and our invaluable watersheds.

Respectfully,

Shauna Bona, President, League of Women Voters of Salt Lake

32.1.2B; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3F;
32.2.21; 32.2.2K

A32.1.2B; A32.2.21;
A32.2.2K

31890

Bonanno, Anthony

Don't build anything! Close the road to POVs and offer an electric bus with a parking lot at the bottom.

32.2.2B; 32.2.6.3F

28755

Bonar, Bob

Thank you UDOT for moving forward with a plan that will improve transportation, improve air and water quality in the canyon and greatly improve safety on one of N
Americas most dangerous highways. The citizens of Utah deserve to have improved, safe transit in this beautiful canyon and it is critical we act to improve air and
our precious water quality whenever possible. UDOT has approved the only option that solves these long standing serious problems. Thank you, Bob Bonar

32.1.1B

30877

Bond, Kenneth

The more | look at it the more | feel that a toll access and more buses delivering skiers would be a better option than the gondola.

32.2.9A

26953

Bond, Parker

The Gondola is an unsightly, slow, expensive tourist attraction, and is not a serious transit solution for the canyon. It has limited capacity, limited stops that make it
impractical for hikers and other users of the canyon, and will mar the beautiful views in Little Cottonwood. There are also significant unknowns around making a
longer than usual gondola line and how high winds and inclement weather would negatively affect the Gondola. Additionally, if someone has a medical episode
while riding on the Gondola there is no way to turn the gondola around, stop the Gondola to let people off, or otherwise deal with incidents that may occur in transit,
which will lead to dangerous, preventable, incidents. Trapping strangers together in a small space with not even a bus driver or train conductor to facilitate things will
also lead to altercations with no means to deescalate or remove passengers who threaten others while in transit. | support enhanced bus service year round.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5K
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Why am |, as a tax payer, paying for infrastructure related to two private business? Alta continually blocks my access to public lands and now they want millions of

29774 Bond, Phillip Wom us to pay for a direct service gondola to service their resort?!!?!l What is their financial obligation as it relates to this project. | am 100% against this 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
|
30093 Bondaruk, Dale No Gondola 32.2.9E
36112 Bondoc, Valjean I hopg you g are really mallﬂng the correct decision and that ’ghat thogg who are benefiting by this l.e. ski resorts are also paying their fair share. Most Utahns will not | 32.1.2F; 32.2.7A; A32.12F
benefit by this. Please don't damage the natural beauty of this magnificent canyon! 32.2.9E
Do not build the Gondala. For the next few years, you should instead run a trial of a toll road, combined with increased parking lot space (which you would already
need to do for the Gondola) and significantly increased buses which would go a long way in decreasing traffic burden and increasing speed in and out of the canyon. | 32.2.4A; 32.2.9A, A32.20R: A32.1.2H:
30235 Bonds, Tristan Start there and see how it goes. This should be tried first because it is magnitudes cheaper than a multi billion dollar gondala and leverages the infrastructure you 32.2.9E; 32.7B; ’ y e
. 1 e . X A32.2.6S
already have (free buses) while also not causing any additional damage to the ecosystems and beauty of the canyon. Free buses would also incentive less people 32.29R
to take the toll road and lead to far fewer private citizen cars on the road which means less pollution to the canyon as well.
35389 Bondurant, Carter No gondola. Locals hate it. Our home is not a tourism playground. NO gondola 32.2.9E
For the gondola with the following caveats. Alta and Snowbird must share in cost burden and yearly maintenance of the gondola system. Senior rates and no skier
31958 Boner, Tom gg:\c?o{:tgzerlzﬁg;o be lowered. Summer rates should be lower than winter rates. Remediation after installation mandatory and ongoing. Any profit from ongoing 32.2.7A: 32.2.9D
should be set upln an escrow account and allocated per a oversee committee comprised of public, private and government officals.
Absolutely opposed to the gondola and wasting taxpayer money to benefit Alta and Snowbird. The goal of the EIS should have been to make public transportation
so convenient and efficient that people would only use that to go in the canyons year round. Instead Udot and the resorts are pushing for an expensive gimmick that .
28010 Bongard, Mat won't solve the problem of congestion in the valley and also would destroy the canyon. If Udot wants to spend half a billion they should use that for all public 322.9E; 32.2.6.5E A32.2.6.5E
transportation and make Salt Lake a cutting edge public transportation trend setter to help clean our air and water.
Dear colleagues;
| am concerned that the gondola plan (B) is not an appropriate for access to Little Cottonwood Canyon, and that continued research into options is needed. Clearly,
a solution is needed, but this is not the solution!
The reasons | believe the gondola option is not appropriate are:
1. the gondola only serves the ski resorts, and does not service other summer and winter destinations in the canyon, which are also a source of traffic.
30958 Bonkowsky, Josh 2. Because of the fees of traveling on the gondola, it will limit use by young adults and teenagers, and from those of less advantaged means (less well-to-do- 32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP
families, people from minority groups, etc.).
3. The gondola will have a major impact on the access and intactness, and use of the wilderness areas, particularly climbing areas and hiking and running
trailheads.
Thank you for consideration of my comments- | am happy to discuss more as well.
Sincerely,
Josh Bonkowsky
As a life long resident living near the canyon entrances for 40 + years | plead with you to reconsider the gondola solution as it will permanently destroy this beautiful
landscape with towers which do not enhance the natural beauty. We mismanaged the great salt lake, please find another solution to access which benefits so few.
37757 Bonnemort, Janene Our canyons are not a replaceable resource! Look harder for a better solution. We must save these canyons. 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
Sincerely
Janene Bonnemort
27240 Bonnes, lan a gondola is not the answer. no one but the ski resorts benefit from the gondolas and it uses tax payer money. total ludicrous 32.2.9E
28039 Bonnett, Tim I _do not th|n!< th_at a gondola is a good idea for the canyon. There should be other ways to mitigate traffic (usage fee , even / odd day access, etc). | am not for more | 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K; A32.2 2K
visual pollution in our canyons. 32.2.4A
I do NOT believe the Gondola is in the best interest of Little Cottonwood Canyon or the people who use the canyon. As a season pass holder at Snowbird for the
27550 Booqaard. Crai past 4 years, | have been a constant bus rider to the resort. | believe buses (especially electric buses) running on a frequent schedule, are a much more cost 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
9 ’ 9 effective, environment friendly solution. Let's try increasing the bus options for a couple of years and see how that works before we investing a ton of money in the 32.29R A32.2.6S
gondola option. Thanks, Craig Boogaard
Good evening,I'm Ryan, a local Utah resident. | frequently utilize Little Cottonwood Canyon for various outdoor activities including skiing, hiking, and climbing, and
the reason | feel so connected to the canyon is because of the current pristine nature of the environment surrounding it.I urge NO for the Little Cottonwood gondola
36945 Bookman, Ryan proposal due to its detrimental environmental impacts and negative impacts on the outdoor sports that | love.lts impact on wildlife is huge, and as someone who's 32.2.9E; 32.2 4A,

lived through global warming-accelerated wildfire evacuations, conservation to me (and the majority of my community) is huge.That said, we need to address
congestion on the canyon in other ways:We must toll drivers in the canyon. We must tax canyon users and employ this tax revenue into conservation. Every other
major ski area has such a toll (and reasonably exempts drivers without the means to pay from said toll).We must expand the bus system and further incentivize

32.2.9A

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-122

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the
Final EIS

See Responses in
Appendix A of the
ROD

public transit use.We must build snow sheds over the highway in high-danger avalanche areas (and plant native species on the sheds to minimize disruption).l'd like
to emphasize that nobody is in favor of the gondola other than the corporations constructing it. Thank you.

32091

Boone, Brooke

| believe the gondola is the best option. | Would like the ski areas to help pay for most of the cost, as they will receive the most benefit. There shouldn't be an
astronomical charge to ride the gondola. Maybe a season pass, too. Also, there should be considerations made for people that live in the canyon, and employees.

All of the evidence has been presented in other comments and issues
phases and the gondola is the best option.

32.2.9D; 32.2.7A;
32.29R

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S

32302

Boone, Therese

| am a resident of Holladay, Utah and | am AGAINST building a gondola to solve the traffic problems in Little Cottonwood canyon. Here are the reasons:
1. 40 poles, each 15 feet in diameter, serviced by new roads big enough for huge trucks, will cut through the wilderness of Little Cottonwood Canyon.

2. The exact price has not been revealed by UDOT but it will be expensive to ride the gondola. (Between $50- $110 per trip)
3. It only services two sites. Ridiculous!
4. It won't run in the summer. Again, ridiculous!

5. It's paid for by taxpayers but only benefits Snowbird, Alta, La Callie, The Tree Farm, and Chris McCandless and Wayne Niederhauser. NOT a good use of
taxpayers money.

6. It's taken from transportation money meant for the entire state of Utah.
7. There's new evidence (from Hawkwatch International) that the gondola would kill and injure birds during night migrations through the canyon.

Please DO NOT consider this option, especially with less & less snow every year, making skiing less & less viable. Thank you.

32.2.9E; 32.13A

A32.13A

33070

Booth, Jared

I am commenting against the Gondola. While | am a long time season pass holder at Alta and have skied cumulative thousands of days in the canyon, | am opposed
to the Gondola. We need a solution that allows more flexibility, accommodates travel DURING avalanche danger. A gondola is not heated, can't be operated in
winds, it is a poor choice, even if it costs less. Please consider an alternative that will accommodate more uses and solve the issues which primarily arise during
avalanche danger periods. A road with coverings over the slide paths would be much preferred, even if at greater cost or impact. Thank you.

32.2.9K; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E

37975

Borba, Mark

Me, advid skier, North Ogden resident, who owns 4 weeks of Timeshares at Snowbird. Against the gondola concept which is nothing more than a marketing gimic
snd attraction for Alta and Bird. Their arguement that avi slides close the road and a Gondola will keep on running is a lie. Godola's hang from a cable which is
supported by towers that exist within the slide fields. Should a slide come down its obvious that the Gondola would need to halt while the towers are inspected for
damage. Couple that with the fact the Gondola only benefits the resorts and the eyesore of the towers. A dedicated bus/HOV lane is the answer. Its cheaper and if
done right people will use it. Transit parking can be away from the lower canyon relieving congestion on the feeder roads. It's funding can be supplemented by the
resorts via season pass sales and a small levy . Yes, if there is a avi, everything stops, but most likely the resorts are buried as well.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5K;
32.1.2D

28348

Borba, Nickolai

No gondola. | don't want to see it in the beautiful canyon or pay for it. It will never make money, be ugly and a massive expense for a small problem. No hiking
access. The developers purchased the land already. Feels like a sham fir the tax payers. No no no gondola.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9N; 32.2.2PP

A32.2.9N

38963

Bordeaux, Tyler

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.

| truly believe we need to look at better and safer alternatives to our land and health. Do not build the gondola.

Sincerely,

32.2.2BB; 32.20B;
32.2.6.5G; 32.1.5C;
32.2.6.5E; 32.2.21

A32.1.5C;
A32.2.6.5E; A32.2.2I
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No to the Gondola! Would be an eyesore that critically damages the very essence of why this canyon is so loved. Enhanced bus service is the answer to traffic

27090 Borgenicht, Nate . 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
congestion.
26834 Bork, Richard | think the Gondala is a great idea and is the right choice. The Gondala serves everyone in the State that choses to go up LCC anytime of the year, not just winter. 322.9D
Plus, less cars running means les smog.
26308 Borla, John | am not oppos_ed t_o the proposed gondola, but am opposed to it be funded by the taxpayers. Snowbird and Alta will benefit the most from this project thus they 32.2.7A: 32.2.9D
should be funding it.
This project will be a big eyesore. The people who live near it don't welcome it. And it appears ridership will be voluntary. If people won't ride the bus they won't ride 32 1.2B: 32.2.7A:
26779 Borland, Cindy this either. | expect in the beginning ridership will be high because it's a novelty. But then riders will go back to driving. It will damage the wilderness and ruin the A A A A32.1.2B; A32.13A
; . . ! 32.6D; 32.13A
canyon for rock climbers, backpackers, and hikers. Please don't waste taxpayer money on this boondoggle.
25873 Borland, Nirvana Please DO l\_lOT move forward with this gondola propct. It is not the way to help traffic as it will impact the canyon in detrimental ways for the environment and 32.2.9E; 1">2.2.9N; A32.2.9N: A32.1.2B
future. Consider what they people want and not what is easy. 32.2.2PP; 32.1.2B
| agree there is a traffic problem. However, | have a few concerns with the suggested solution of building a $500 million tram.
1. Why should taxpayers pay the whole bill? This is a solution to help Snowbird and Alta. Let them pay for it---they will just charge users. 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
29544 Bornstein. Howard 2. The proposed tram will not help those who don't want to ski. Hikers won't be able to use the tram since they desire to "get off" where there are no stops. 32.2.2B; 32.2.2Y,; A32.1.9B
’ 3. Buses could be such a simple solution. Buy electric buses. Force people to use the buses. Make the bus schedules frequent. 32.2.6.3F; 32.2.6.4, U
4. Charging people to park will stop some people from driving up the canyon, but so many people will just pay the fee--no matter what it is because they have lots of | 32.2.7A
money. Force those rich folks to ride a bus.
Nobody with a brain wants the gondola in little cottonwood canyon. There are plenty of alternatives that you all are well aware of. This is not a viable solution to 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
25968 Borys, Ryan WINTER traffic.. 32.2.9E. 32.7C A32.1.28
29668 Borzea, Ryan Please, No Gondola! 32.2.9E
This is a terrible idea with limited utility. We should be extending light rail up the canyon replacing the road to minimize emissions and hold more people. It should be .
27775 Boschert, Mark linked to the other UTA lines as in Europe. This would be more durable and prevent traffic jams in the canyon. 322.9E; 32.2.9F
29732 Bosco, Andrew Can't wait for gondolas! Keep up the good work! 32.2.9D
32271 Bosgieter, Jenna No to the gondola! It's going to wreck our beautiful canyon for tourism. Please DONT! 32.2.9E
| don't see enough planning and research to support UDOT's recommendation for a gondola system - it's imperative to study increased bus service; tolls both to . .
) ) : : ) o) . . ) ; 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9A;
enter the canyon and at the trailheads; a more comprehensive reserved parking system; realistic data-driven capacity targets - in order to actually find the best . .
27544 Boskoff, Nancy . o . ; i : 32.2.9E; 32.2.4A; A32.2.2K
solution. The gondola project is not supported by enough professional evidence; there are too many complex issues to address and not enough measurement of the 329 9K
full impact of a gondola system now and into the future. -
I do not support Gondola B for Little Cottonwood Canyon and am aghast the UDOT selected this option. Rather than focus on the natural beauty of our geology of
region and strategically approach a problem that has existed for decades, it appears backroom agreements are "driving" this choice. Gondolas have been
37836 Boskoff, Susan successfully designed site-specifically; this one a design catastrophe. And the price tag outrageous. The traffic bottleneck at the base of the canyon has been raised | 32.2.9E
by the locals, and the outcome will only increase our valley's pollution, traffic and crashes. It is my understanding that the majority of those surveyed do not support
the Gondola Plan. Do better with new and different voices at the table; and start over.
33812 Boso, Alana PLEASE DO NOT PUT UP A GONDOLA THAT WILL ONLY SERVICE PRIVATE COMPANIES! 32.2.9E
33094 Boss, Heather This is not a good idea! Destroying views for a few people to get to and from a ski resort, there has to be a better option that serves everyone?!? 32.2.9E
30875 Bossard, Jeff The gondola is not the solution. It only helps the ski areas. $500 million for a solution that could be solved using technology (ride share apps) tolling, paid parking 32.2.9A: 32.2.2K A32.2 9K
and more busses.
35232 Bossart Abb Traffic in the canyon is being created be the ski resorts. Make the ski resorts limit parking and have the ski resorts pay for their own shuttle busses up the canyon. 32.2.2S; 32.2.2K; A32.2 2K
’ y We don't need the massive eye sore of a gondola destroying the canyon. It isn't even going to be needed for most of the year! 32.2.7A -
31357 Bossart, Evelyn Ib\é(i)r;cg lt;luO"tThe capitol cost of the gondola in LCC is an obscenity and political folly in an age of a diminishing winter ski industry and lack of snow fall- another Saltair 32.2.9E: 32.2.2E
31358 Bossart, Peter No gondola in LCC- pure folly 32.2.9E
26262 Bosshard, John | support the gondola as the preferred alternative. Great choice! 32.2.9D
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37461 Boswell, John | strongly oppose the Little Cottonwood Canyon Gondola, in any form; especially one that is paid for by taxpayers. 32.2.9E
. I'm very concerned about the cost of a gondola project both monetarily and to the environment with insufficient benefit to the majority using the canyon throughout
37527 Boswell, Vickee ) N LS . . . . . 32.2.9E
the entire year. Such a significant decision deserves more consideration to other less expensive but viable choices.
31256 Bosworth, Caleb With less and I_ess snow .per year, paying $600m for a g'ondola §Ioesn t seem Ilkg a smr_zlrt use of money. Especially when risk regarding the watershed and local 322 9F
ecology come into question; not to mention the gondola's questionable efficacy in the first place.
28316 Bosworth, Mark I am agalinstl my tax dollars for a gondola that benefits the owners of two ski resorts and still costs me more to use than carpooling with friends and will make already 32.2.9EE 32.20C; A32.20C
too long lift lines even longer. 32.2.7A; 32.2.4A
31173 Bosworth, Mark | am against a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon and will work hard to make sure that anyone who supports it will not get reelected. 32.2.9E
34086 Bosworth, Mark | don't want my tax dollars used to benefit two ski resorts - totally wrong. 32.2.7A; 32.6A
26685 Bothwell, Leah I do not agree with the decision to fund a gondola in LCC. It is not an efficient solution. 32.2.9E
35510 Bothwell, Max Do not build this gonqo_la. Not only is it bad for the environment but it is also disturbing the nature of the mountain range. Mountains are supposed to be raw and 322 OF
rugged not commercialized.
Born and raised in Utah and utilize the canyon multiple times a year especially skiing at all resorts. Absolutely do not approve of a gondola. Would much rather see
32933 Botkin, Kamie a designated bus lane. Money to ride a gondola are too cost prohibitive when | am bringing 6 people up to ski. Very few lifetime locals want a gondola. Don't ignore 32.2.9E; 32.2.9B
us!!!
26349 Bott, Connor this is a horrible idea. say goodbye to the"local" ski resort 32.29D
Please no gondola!!! It fails to serve the other canyon users, is too expensive, is too slow, and is an eyesore in our beautiful canyon. A phased approach to A32 29R: A32.1 2H:
30962 Bott, Steven increased bus service, and roadway improvements including avalanche tunnels makes more sense. A gondola is what the ski areas and developers want, but not 32.2.9A; 32.29R A32'2 68, e
the local population. -
Hello, | am writing in opposition to the proposal for gondolas. | strongly encourage the officials to consider alternatives that will not cause more damage to the
36441 Bottema, Natalie canyons or the environment. Please oppose and reconsider this option as not only will it ruin the beautiful scenery but will cause harm to nature and wildlife. Thank 32.2.9E
you.
Hi, this is Randall Bouca. R-a-n-d-a-I-| Last name is b as in bravo o-u-c-a. I'm an area code_ installing twenty two hundred foot Towers in Little 32 1.9B: 32.2 2PP"
29439 Bouca, Randall Cottonwood Canyon would be grotesque and obscene anybody that promotes such a installation, construction should be ashamed. Alta is a hallowed and sacred 32.2-9E, o ’ A32.1.2B
place, unique. It's sad that people would consider. implementing such a system. Goodbye. -
26797 Bouchard, Bryce Climbing is one of the fa§te§t growing outdoor sports in the world right now...you're going ts) destroy places for people to climb who travel to your city and spend their | 32.1.2B; 32.2.7A; A32 1 2B
money there just for a privatized business to destroy the natural land. Despicable people y'all are 32.6D
| used to proudly wear my UDOT hat while out hiking on the trails. Everybody loves UDOT. Not anymore. I've gotten so many negative comments that I'm ashamed
to admit | work here and | just leave the hat at home. Have you considered what the effect of the overwhelming public opinion is going to be? I've heard people use 322 9N 32.2.9E:
30860 Bouchard, Frank the phrase defund UDOT. That sentiment is going to stop talented people from wanting to work here. | think UDOT's going to get crushed with lawsuits from S on T A32.2.9N; A32.1.2B
! : ) I ) : 32.1.2B
environmental groups. And | think this project is just going to stagnate for the next hundred years, costing us enormous amounts of money. Forget about the absurd
gondola. There are so many more useful things to spend money on.
35159 Bouck, Brian ppnt ruin our canyon with a tram, put light rail up the bottom of the canyon to the ski resorts, there was a railroad there for over 100 years and leave the road just as 322 9F
it is for everyone else.
31613 Bouck, Brian Scrap the gondola and put in a light rail route, out of sight in the bottom of the canyon, where the old RR track went up to Alta. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9F
Building a gondola at first glance seems very intriguing, but as I've learned more about i, it seems like a very expensive option that will not guarantee less traffic up
the canyon. Why not start with something less extravagant like the toll booth at the bottom of the canyon. That way, those that are using the area will be paying for
the use of the area. Also, it would make no sense to put the toll booths at Snowbird or at the Spruces in Big Cottonwood Canyon as | have read might be an option.
That will only hurt the skiers. If the problem is traffic up the canyons, then anyone who goes up the canyon should have to pay like in Millcreek Canyon. The traffic in
31984 Boud. Maraaret Big Cottonwood Canyon is a problem all the way from the bottom to the top, especially at Lake Blanch and Cardiff Fork. If you charged everyone closer to the 32.2.2Y; 32.29R,; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
’ 9 bottom you wouldn't have to charge as much either. A toll booth is way cheaper, more practical solution and won't ruin the beauty of the canyons. 31.1.1A; 32.2.9E A32.2.6S
Going through the beautiful Alps | realized that those roads and towns have stayed small for hundreds of years. Why have they not been built up and overrun like
our canyons? It dawned on me, they don't accommodate the visitor. Visitors may have to put up with some inconveniences, but that is a small price to pay to keep
the natural beauty. They are being good stewards of their beautiful mountains. If we expand our canyons to accommodate anyone who wants to come then we will
end up destroying the very beauty that people are coming to see. The canyons are beautiful the way they are. Don't ruin them. Find less impactful solutions!!
26626 Boulter, Ethan I'm absolutely thrilled that the gondala option is being considered. | think that it will be the least impactful and best solution in the long run 32.2.9D

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-125

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the
Final EIS

See Responses in
Appendix A of the
ROD

It's disappointing that UDOT has only been trying to address the canyon transportation issue within the boundaries of LCC. The scope of this transportation issue
should be broader and pinpoint where the problems start, not just put a bandaid on the surface issue. | have submitted comments before about how UDOT should
be looking at expanding the Trax system down the eastern bench of the Wasatch. Still, | often get a response saying my suggestions are disregarded because they
are outside of the scope of the issue when in reality UDOT's scope isn't large enough in the first place to *actually* address transportation issues. Rather than
spending taxpayer dollars on a gondola that would only benefit specific people going up this one canyon, why not spend that same taxpayer money to expand Trax-
create a line along Foothill Boulevard, across the entrance of Parleys Canyon, and down Wasatch Boulevard to the base of Big Cottonwood and Little Cottonwood.
(Then have a highly efficient bus system to take travelers from the stations up the canyons.) Have a connecting line to Sugar House (and eventually add connecting

32.1.1A; 32.1.2B;

34114 Bounous, Ayja lines along 4500 South that could connect to Murray Station, and another along 9400 South that would connect to the Sandy Station). This would help alleviate 32.1.11; 32.1.2C A32.1.1A; A32.1.28
traffic problems YEAR-ROUND in so many different ways, including traffic along Foothill Boulevard going to and from the University of Utah. It would not only help
solve Wasatch Boulevard traffic on powder days, but provide a valuable public service that would benefit people who don't travel to the mountains. It would cater to
hikers, bikers and rock-climbers, and others who enjoy the mountains without going to resorts. It would benefit both Big and Little Cottonwood travelers. It would
provide a safe passage for folks to and from the mountains for the Oktoberfest at Snowbird. Rather than supporting a controversial option that would damage our
canyon, why not set an example of how public transportation can benefit all citizens while alleviating recreational traffic both inside and outside of the canyon? This
solution encompasses the true "scope" of the issue. The gondola does not.
Hi, this is Sue Bonunous. We live at_. Our phone numbers_. We are in agreement with the gondola b
29397 Bounous, Sue proposition info that we were just sent out we're supportive of it and just wanted you to know that we do think the gondola b solution is the best solution and thank 32.2.9D
you for all your work and time on this. Okay, Bye
Oct. 1 & 2, 2022 | was up at Snowbird, passing White Pine trailhead both days. The increased usage of LCC is profound. Any improvements to roads and busses is
only a bandaid. The trams & gondolas in Europe have solved these problems years back, take a page from their book. Yes, we will suffer now from the construction
of infrastructure - - but 50 years from now | believe the generations to come will thank us for actually fixing the problem and not kicking the can down the road to
30885 Bounous, Suzanne them. Gondola has to have more stops than just Snowbird and Alta and be better geared towards locals & local use - - otherwise it's not addressing the whole 32.2.6.5G
problem. There needs to be another station for White & Red Pine Canyons otherwise it's not a solution. Locals use needs to be scrutinized better and addressed
(not just resorts & guests of resorts.)
Suzanne
31376 Bounous, Tyndall NO to the gongo_la!!! | fully SUPPORT increasing anq ir_nproving public transportation! The bus lines are already SO LONG on the weekends. | would use it way 32.2.9E: 32.2.9A
more frequently if there were more buses so less wait time.
36304 B It would be a shame for a city with some of the most beautiful natural landscapes in the world right on its doorstep to denigrate its own value in this way. Especially 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
ourbeau, Deva . ; ) , . . ; A32.1.2F
when alternative methods such as increased bus service haven't even been tried yet. | stand wholly against construction of the gondola. 32.1.2F
Hello, my name is Victoria. | do Not support the LLC Gondola.
| am a frequent user of the little cottonwood canyon, for skiing, hiking, and climbing. 32 1.9B: 32.2 2PP
33392 Bourcier, Victoria While | think helping traffic in the winter could be of use, | do not think disrupting the beauty and out cherished trails, and rocks should be the expense. 32'2'9E: 32'4i3 ’ A32.1.2B
There are many other solutions that would be a greater service to the entire area. e T
Thank you UDOT for hearing us and representing us.
25508 Bourdaghs, Lynn Unbelievable. Total waste of money. 32.29D
October 10, 2022
Josh Van Jura, EIS Project Manager
Executive Director Carlos Braceras 32.17A; 32.17F;
C/O HDR via Email: LittleCottonwoodEIS@utah.gov 32.17M; 32.17G;
Utah Department of Transportation 32.2.2A; 32.40;
2825 E. Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200 32.4DD; 32.15B;
Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121 32.2.6.5F; 32.2.2E; A32.1.2B; A32.1.2F;
32.1.2B; 32.1.2F; A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
31945 Bourke, Margaret RE: Comment on Final EIS for Little Cottonwood Canyon of August 31, 2022 32.29R; 32.2.6.5J; A32.2.6S; A32.20C;

Dear Messieurs Van Jura and Braceras,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) prepared by Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) in August
2022. Thank you for allowing the public to comment now that UDOT has reached a primary preferred alternative. | hope that following these comments, any
changes to the FEIS will also be subject to public review and comment prior to a Record of Decision being made, although that step is not currently in the timeline
on the UDOT website for this area.

Information for the team to consider is included in this, my comment, before a final decision is reached. | share my thoughts on the selected preferred alternative,

32.2.6.5N; 32.20B;
32.20C; 32.2.2M;
32.2.2K; 32.20D;
32.2.7C; 32.2.6.5Q;
32.2.7F; 32.5A;
32.1.4B

A32.2.2K; A32.2.7C;
A32.2.7F; A32.2.7C
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environmental impacts and other transportation performance considerations contained in the FEIS. My comments, like all others, will be a matter of public record,
subject to public release. However, please remove my street, phone number and email addresses from the formal public release, whether on the project website, or
otherwise, absent written permission from me, ahead of any such release.

My comments relate to inconsistencies, analysis, diversity, inclusion and equity which do not appear to be adequately considered in either the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) nor the FEIS.

The FEIS includes several new Key Observation Points (KOP) which were not present in the DEIS. These new depictions are for residential areas at the mouth of
the canyon. Apparently this recognizes residential areas deserve special attention for impacts from the proposals. Despite Alta being a town with a residential
community, as well as the situs of a ski resort, UDOT still fails to provide any KOP's in Alta depicting the towers or cables over those residences, nor the change to
the iconic image of the sun setting down canyon, through the corridor in which LCC traverses. The gondola towers and gondola terminus will most definitely change
the environment, both aesthetically and functionally. Selecting the Catherine's Pass Trailhead as the KOP in Alta demonstrates an insensitivity to view and view
shed. That area is a parking lot for summer hiking, used as such only during July through October; 1/4 or the year, only 3 months! Further, sometimes the area is
closed because of snowfall restricting access to the area for vehicles, and pedestrians alike; usually beginning in October or whenever snow closes the roadway,
and continues until July when the snow leaves the roadway.And the gondola is not visible from that location, hence it adds nothing to revealing the visual impact of
this installation.

During the winter season operations of Alta Ski Resort (Alta Ski Lifts, Company, "ASL"), the Catherine's Pass Trailhead parking area contains equipment some of
which is not present in the summer. This includes avalanche triggering devices, and buildings/sheds used for racing operations. These items are visually prominent,
at that location. But they are on the same "ridge," but slightly down slope to the West of the KOP image used in the DEIS and the FEIS. Selecting an area where
folks typically do not congregate, or, if there, are not looking for a view in the direction of the image demonstrates a lack of appreciation of an observation point. One
does not go to a "scenic overlook" and fail to observe the "overlook" in favor of a view of the parking lot. If anything, people would be in that location looking south
towards Sugarloaf Peak or SSE towards Devil's Castle; where there is majestic view. However, this is not used for the DEIS nor FEIS as a KOP.

Further, the LCC Gondola B terminus/station in Alta, as well as 3 lift towers are not depicted in either the DEIS nor the FEIS. These selected locations are in fact
which impact view and view sheds in an enormous way. Nearly all structures built in the community have oriented windows facing West and/or at the resort terrain,
where the towers and station would obstruct an otherwise natural scene. These locations would therefore create the MOST visual impact to people in the town of
Alta, whether residents or visitors, as well as people in the backcountry. The visual images will be there year-round, and forever, yet no images or even concept
drawings are included in the FEIS. Is this omission due to the likely enormous size and negative visual impacts from a wide range of locations? These
infrastructures likely may dominate the view looking west, the very image on the front of the FEIS. That image was likely taken near the ridge in Grizzly Guich, high
above the Alta town yet the representations of the gondola in that view are not included.

From such a location, all 3 Alta gondola towers would be huge, out-of-scale, unsightly infrastructure, significantly affecting the otherwise dominant "nature" view of
majestic mountains, rocks, trees; Mother Nature's beauty and glory, more precious than any gem.

The gondola terminus in Alta, as well as many towers based on their suggested locations, and the number of people the system is projected to move on an hourly
basis. These towers would have to be illuminated under FAA regulations, making them prominent nighttime "features." gondola cabins, operating 30 per hour with a
projected 1050 people per hour arriving up canyon. The terminus infrastructure must be sized to accommodate their exit and entrance, as well as comfort amenities
like restrooms, drinking fountains and places to sit and queue to wait. Is there also a plan to add space for hundreds of people to hunker down, as a safety feature to
house people in the event of an "Interlodge” event occurring while visitors are in the canyon?

Alta continues efforts to become a dark sky community, and such safety tower illumination, is not the direction the community wants to go. There are many, many
locations that really are KOPs, and are viewed many more months of the year. Suggesting the visual change would be "high," is an understatement of the most
egregious nature and does not convey the enormous scar this would create. Like S. R.-210 and its avalanche rating is an order magnitude higher than ALL other
assessed roadways in North America, rating the "visual change" as "high", does not even begin to capture the true magnitude of the visual impacts from this
infrastructure.

At the same time, the primary preferred alternative includes not only the gondola, but also a new bus stop, remote from the largest parking lot in Alta to a new
position on the highway itself. There are no depictions of the acre of land to be acquired from the united States Forest Service (USFS) for this stop. Nor are there
depictions of the relationship of that enlarged and relocated bus stop with existing roadway traffic, current parking, access to the community center and post office
within Alta. This, despite these facilities involving relatively large quantities of pedestrians at many hours of the day and evening.

The FEIS concludes there will be no adverse impacts to cultural resources in Alta, despite disturbing 0.63 acres of an archeological site within Alta, and, adding to
that disturbance, now the FEIS, declares about 1 acre of additional land in Alta is impacted for the relocated bus stop. Mitigation from the 0.63 acre disturbance is
said to be adequate as "data recovery and construction mitigation" practices will be employed. However, the historic Thomas Moore Toilets, are immediately
adjacent to this area. Would "data recovery" adequately preserve this resource? (FEIS, Vol 1, Chapter 2, Alternatives, Table 2.6-10 @ 2-141.)
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How will the new bus stop situs interrelate with the planned, yet not depicted Alta gondola terminus? Will the bus stop be only at this new re-located area, or, will it
continue to the Albion parking lot, as is the current practice, winter and summer. Why establish the gondola as year-round, whereas the bus is planned to be winter
only? Visitation in Little Cottonwood Canyon (LCC) is year round, Snowbird operates a summertime Oktoberfest from August through mid-October with miles long
roadside parking on both sides of the roadway, as well as filling its parking lots. On a recent weekend, the roadside parking was from Hellgate cliffs in Alta, down
canyon, merging with the roadside parking at the White Pine Trailhead. Why, when every state, national park and recreation area has seen increased visitation, with
record numbers year-over-year, would a plan for future transportation fail to take visitation into account for all seasons? Why establish a preference for the gondola
and cog rail as year round, but the enhanced bus be winter only? Current operations of Utah Transit Authority (UTA) buses operate in the summer with a single bus
up canyon in the mornings and a single bus going down in the evenings to transport workers to the resorts. Would this service also be eliminated?

The new bus stop impacts an archeological site with a proposal to simply remove and preserve the artifacts. y. Congestion from buses turning around, people
parking, avalanche dangers on the downhill side of the roadway as well as snow plowing to push snow off the roadway and onto the downhill slope will all be
negatively affected and yet are not discussed.

There is no ski run nor indoor facility to accept the thousand plus skiers per hour the buses would bring. Where will they go, how will they haul their gear? How far
will they have to walk to purchase a ski pass? Where will they sit to don their gear and put on their boots? Are lockers or other building planned for the re-located
bus stop? What is the overall impact of this new, temporary bus stop: how will it affect Alta's community, residents, lodge guests as well as daytime visitors? How
will this location affect the summertime pond and wetland areas below the "mine dump" and the frequent wildlife at that location? What about the deer, moose and
other wildlife not infrequently seen walking and grazing along the Little Cottonwood Creek and willows which line its banks around the Alta town park; how would the
Gondola and associated infrastructure affect them?

What climate change considerations rate in the FEIS? How long is a lengthy winter ski/board season planned to be? When the season is primarily dependent on
weather patterns, not only snowfall, but even more so, cold temperatures to allow for snowmaking when it does not fall from the sky, how many days/weeks/months
is the planned "winter" gondola and enhanced bus" scheduled to operate? Overtime, the season has changed form being reliably starting in early to mid-November
and extending through mid-April; 5+ months. Now weather patterns bring colder temperatures erratically, sometimes in October, but sometimes no snow or even
warm temperatures mid-winter, and the season ending in April, with limited terrain in full operation. The gondola alternative analyzed a 5 month season, 150 days.

Similarly, the length of the winter ski/board season is assumed, but nowhere stated. What is the length assumed to be? How will the costs change when
temperatures warm and less precipitation in the form of snow falls? What reservoirs will need to be built to store water to make snow for the winter seasons, should
there be less snowfall than optimal to operate the two, private, for-profit resorts singularly set to benefit from the Gondola B proposal? We are seeing worldwide, less
and less snowfall and receding or melting glaciers, including the massive Thwaites glacier in Antartica.

Despite these effects, the drying of the Great Salt Lake to an all time low-level historically, and the increased salinity of the remaining lake making it difficult for brine
shrimp to survive and migratory birds being threatened by losses to brine shrimp and other microorganisms, a primary source of food during their annual migrations,
there is little emphasis on these current changes bringing harmful dust off the dry lakebed, higher and higher into the mountains. In September of this year, an article
in Science spoke to the "lowest level ever recorded" with greater salinity,"imperil[ing] millions of birds."

UDOT concluded it would be "unacceptable" for extended travel times of 80 minutes, for 50 days of a 150 day ski season. This is the "condition" which needed to be
remedied; that by spending 1/2 billion in 2020 dollars. Again, should the "problem" or mandate be given to an agency other than UDOT where the focus were not
mobility, one wonders if the preferred alternative would be vastly different with scalability and the ability to pivot when conditions change. Operating the congeal for
only 100 days in winter, what is the effect; will it still be $7M, or more akin to the $3M for summer operations? .

The historically low levels of the Great Salt Lake. Year over year, the level falls, making new historic lows. Lower lake levels are allowing wind driven dust (whether
toxic or not), to deposit on the Wasatch mountains, including the ski resorts. That dust coats the snow in a brown covering. Not only is it unsightly, but it causes the
surface temperatures of the snow to be warmer, and leads to earlier snow melt.

More and more trees are dying from weather driven changes, both in precipitation, length of freezing seasons, and new insect populations, not previously present in
the high alpine settings. Large rain storms are more frequent, washing out large boulders, creating new water channels high up in the canyon. Events that have
been rare, but experienced over the past 2 summers.

Change to the environment is inevitable and currently occurring, some by "nature" and others caused by man, over which we have some control. Despite some
elements being controllable, the FEIS shows a plan, over some unspecified period of years, to build structures both temporary and permanent, un-scalable for
demand or weather. We must be more aware rather than un-seeing of the environment.

While the "phased" approach sounds intriguing and some argue is a workable and even long term solution in itself. That "solution" is an incompatible "solution"
because in effect the "primary preferred alternative" combines both the gondola B alternative, AND the enhanced bus with expanded roadway. Would not the
environmental impacts be combined, when using employing BOTH "alternatives"?
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The phased approach includes widening Wasatch Boulevard as well as constructing snow sheds in LCC. In addition, mobility vehicle parking hubs are still listed in
the primary preferred alternative, at both the gravel pit and 9400 South/Highland. These proposed structures will be smaller than envisioned in the DEIS because
the parking garage at the gondola B base will be enlarged to accommodate the private vehicles. With the gondola operating, carrying 1050 people per hour, that
base station garage will be full in less than two and a half hours.

UDOT is not the best organization for this project. UDOT focuses on roadways, but even more so, the focus is mobility on those roads. Moving people expeditiously
is a stated and primary goal, hence that goal is placed first in the comparison tables in the FEIS. Resiliency, retaining an adaptable environment, maintaining the
outdoor experience for the people flocking to the Cottonwood Canyons to experience, is NOT in UDOT's mandate, nor emphasis. Population growth, as well as
planning high density at gateway communities, all contribute to increased negative impacts on nature from noise and pollution. This is evident in the analysis of of
the National Park Service and other agencies; documented over time.

The DEIS discussed establishing 2 new parking lots, 9400 South/Highland and at the Gravel pit, plus La Caille base station, with roughly 1500 vehicle spaces. Now,
the FEIS indicates smaller remote mobility hubs are needed, temporarily and a larger, permanent La Caille / base station parking structure. Capacity numbers of the
gondola have not changed. Much of the "Accessory" components are the same, snow sheds, prohibited roadside winter resort parking, and widening of Wasatch
boulevard. However, different from the DEIS, buses will not have priority.

The "capacity” of the gondola is 1500/hour, at a minimum. Operating limits are 5,500 people per hour, with the Doppelmayr 3S system , the system specified by
GondolaWorks, the promoters of the La Caille preferred gondola alternative. The parking planned for this alternative is wholly inadequate, leading either to lengthy
delays, people circling lots waiting for a spot to open, or abandoning the mode, and driving up LCC. The FEIS indicates the gondola will carry 35 people per car, 30
cars per hour, or 1050/hour. With this number, the planned parking spaces will be full, even at the newly enlarged La Caille base, within the first 2.5 hours of
operation.

There is no acknowledgement in the FEIS that uncontrolled numbers of visitors can threaten the very thing visitors have come to enjoy. The environment, the
ecology, the beauty, the tranquility, these are all potentially detrimentally affected when the number of visitors is not managed appropriately to the resource and
available amenities. Where is the visitor capacity analysis in the DEIS? What is the number of visitors LCC can accommodate without harming the watershed? What
is the number of people capable of being accommodated with the existing infrastructure in the ski areas? What is the number the backcountry can accommodate?
Are there adequate sanitation facilities for all visitors, resort and backcountry? Is there sufficient water available for residents of LCC and Salt Lake City, even in
extended droughts? What happens in the event of an "interlodge" conditions where all people present MUST be and remain inside whatever structure they occupy
when the event is declared? Where will these people be and how will their safety be assured?

Visitor management appears to assume that visitation is a winter issue as the preferred primary alternative is ONLY planned as winter transportation. Evidence and
local studies clearly demonstrate, year over year, that visitation has increased and shows no signs of lessening, particularly in the presence of population growth. In
the Trends and issues that define outdoor recreation in Utah, the Utah Division of Parks and Recreation as well as the Institute of Outdoor Recreation and Tourism
at Utah State University, authored a 2021 Report to the Governor on Utah's Land, Water and Air. That report concludes,

"The demand for outdoor recreation on Utah's public lands and waters has grown consistently over the past decade." And, "Over 2.5 million Utahns participate in
outdoor recreation each year, with visitation to Utah's public lands consistently reaching record highs each year. * * * The development of a comprehensive,
statewide inventory of outdoor recreation assets would enable more strategic investments by disbursement programs designed to invest state funds into the
development of outdoor recreation infrastructure"

Most significantly, even this report only discusses Utahans, not visitors from other states or countries. Where is the data about non-Utahans? There has been an
effort for a long time to attract visitors to Utah from outside the state. Isn't that why there be a website: visitutah, from the Utah Office of Tourism? That department's
mission is to "promote][] tourism into the state through advertising and media contacts.."
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Similar increases in outdoor recreation are being seen and felt elsewhere as well as consequential impacts, some adverse or catastrophic. The posthumous 2020
memoir, Requiem for America's Best Idea, by Michael J. Yochim, a 22 year national park ranger, wrote, our regenerative pleasures drawn from parks and national
recreation areas, may soon fall victim to our destructive impulses, related to climate change, including rising temperatures, larger forest fires, mega-droughts, as well
as global warming effects on vegetation patterns. Even before this book, in 2014, a study was published with authors from the National Park Service (NPS), United
States Forest Service (USFS), United States Geologic Survey (USGS), and academics at Montana State University and University of Montana.

This study evaluated impacts to the National park from land use and climate change from 1900 and projecting through 2100. This study concludes there is a need to
assess vulnerability across networks of protected areas, [so] those most at risk can have developed effective adaptation strategies. (Id., Abstract.)

"[] We first defined park protected-area centered ecosystems (PACEs) based on ecological principles. We then drew on existing land use, invasive species, climate,
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and biome data sets and models to quantify exposure of PACEs from 1900 through 2100. Most PACEs experienced substantial change over the 20th century
(.740% average increase in housing density since 1940, 13% of vascular plants are presently nonnative, temperature increase of 1-7=C/100 yr since 1895 in 80% of
PACEs), and projections suggest that many of these trends will continue at similar or increasingly greater rates (255% increase in housing density by 2100,
temperature increase of 2.57%-4.57C/100 yr, 30% of PACE areas may lose their current biomes by 2030). In the coming century, housing densities are projected
to increase in PACEs at about 82% of the rate of since 1940. The rate of climate warming in the coming century is projected to be 2.5-5.8 times higher than that
measured in the past century."” (Abstract)

Further, by 2100, more than half of the West's present vegetation will have become incompatible with its environment and will vanish entirely. This conclusion is not
new. A 2014 report co-authored by academics at Montana State University, University of Montana, USDA, Forest Service, National Park Service and USGS
referenced the 2008 idea of creating protected areas (PAs), citing the 2006 study calling PAs as cornerstones to protection and maintenance of biological diversity
as a global strategy to safeguard nature. Further the 2014 article recognized

"The rationale for the PA approach is that restricting human activities within protected areas will allow natural processes and native species to persist (Gaston et al.
2008).

There is abundant scientific evidence of human contributions or induced changes to protected areas ecosystems, from nearby land use changes, introduction of
invasive and exotic species, and climate changes. Further, evidence suggests that these effects may be cumulative or synergistic. This is documented from effects
due to increased human density over time, population growth, as well as human impacts due to impacts on bio-diversity due to poaching, pets and recreation. All of
this suggests that UDOT, and USFS have failed in the environmental analysis under NEPA in the FEIS.

Environmentalism is practiced at the resorts, involving leasing lands from the USFS. However, despite efforts to broadcast native seeds in construction disturbed
areas, such as when terrain is modified, snow making lines installed or serviced, this remediation effort is small in comparison to the current problems. While
perhaps inadequate, Alta Ski Lifts, Company, environmental efforts were recognized by the US ski industry. However, despite building LEED certified structures,
restoring wetlands destroyed by lift construction, and planting 40,000 tree saplings and seedlings, these efforts are not nearly enough to sequester the carbon
released by removal of hundreds of trees over the last 84 years of operation. The removal may have been due to age, disease, or, for expansion of lift served
terrain, and better skier experience from larger, faster ski lifts and re-routing or widening ski runs and access roads.

September 21, 2022, ASL General Manager, Mike Maughan, spoke to a gathering at the University of Utah, organized by the "Students For The Wasatch."
(Instagram@StudentsForThe Wasatch) Maughan's slide presentation provided statistics about bus ridership and resorts users. He also addressed travel problems
and solutions. Weather is the foremost problem because it can make roads slick. Problems develop on top of that from inadequate traction devices on vehicles and
snow on the roadway and no UDOT plows nearby to clear that snow.

At the top of his solutions list was establishing winter-long traction laws, installing remote avalanche devices, improving the traffic merge between Alta and
Snowbird and a plow station at the top of the canyon. These solutions are NOT part of the DEIS nor the FEIS, yet are far less costly and likely to be possible to
implement for winter 2022-2023. Statistics he cited also demonstrate electric buses would not be as slow as gasoline powered buses, however ridership over the
past 4-5 years as been only 5% of resort users and estimated to only be 8% of users. Vehicles in parking lots are 50% rentals with inadequate winter traction
devices. Further, he said resort skier's demand an experience different from other resorts with nearly 4 to 5 times more lifts. Finally, Maughan thought the interim
solutions might demonstrate the next step of going to a gondola is not necessary.

UDOT determined that the reservation parking system implemented by the resorts, including Alta Ski Lifts, Company for winter 2021-22 and winter 2022-23 is
not/will not be effective. Alta's GM disagrees and cites to evidence to the contrary.UDOT cites to "evidence" of afternoon downhill traffic congestion whereas much of
the FEIS is focused on uphill capacity and congestion during peak travel times 7 - 10 AM; NOT 4 - 7 PM.

In addition, the FEIS discusses the possibility of " tolling or other forms of congestion management." The FEIS declares the type of tolling system has yet to be
decided. Nor the cost for the tolling, but. The FEIS does declare that pricing would be variable to ensure reduction of vehicles by 30% and incentivize transit
ridership. The FEIS declares that if tolling were implemented in LCC, likely a toll would have to be implemented as well in Big Cottonwood Canyon (BCC). However,
a separate environmental analysis would need to be conducted for BCC, AND any tolling "would need to be authorized by the Federal Highway Administration in
addition to follow[ing] Utah [] requirements." (FEIS, Vol 1, Chapter 2 Alternatives, @ pp- 50-51, see also Vol 4, 7320.4.6, @ 20-20 for similar statements.)

In discussing tolling around the resorts, starting "just west of Snowbird Entry 1", and the combined Gondola B plus Enhanced Bus Service primary preferred
alternative, reiterates statements in the Executive Summary:

"Residents of Little Cottonwood Canyon, drivers of service vehicles, and potentially resort employees would likely be exempt from paying the toll or observing the
vehicle occupancy restriction." (FEIS, Vol 1, Executive Summary @S-20 and, Chapter 2, Alternatives, Travel Demand Management, 732.4.1@ p50: "Potentially
residents of Little Cottonwood Canyon, drivers of service vehicles, and resort employees would be exempt from paying the toll.") (Emphasis added.)

Implementing the phased approach includes improved bus service, constructing mobility hubs at the gravel pit and 9400 South, as well as new bus stops at
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Snowbird and Alta resorts. Vol 1, Chapter 21, Appendix @p. 2.) UDOT envisions, "tolling would be implemented with the start of the phased bus service...." In
addition, Wasatch Boulevard would be widened, snow sheds built, improved trailheads built, restricting upper canyon parking, all occurring as "construction funding
becomes available." (Id.)

"[E]xclud[ing] single occupancy vehicles from entering the canyon during busy ski days (typically Friday through Sunday and holidays)" from 7 AM to 10 AM, is
another mechanism mentioned to manage traffic congestion. If banning single occupancy vehicles did not achieve improved mobility, "during certain periods, both
single and two-occupant vehicles, might need to be restricted from Little Cottonwood Canyon." Once again the FEIS suggests exemptions might be part of said
implementation:

"Residents of Little Cottonwood Canyon, drivers of service vehicles, and resort employees may potentially be exempt from the vehicle occupancy requirement." (Vol
1, "32.4.2 Vehicle Occupancy @ 2-51.) (Emphasis added.)

In discussing the Enhanced Bus Service Alternative in Chapter 7, subpart 4.2, the FEIS also discusses tolling or a "ban on single occupant Vehicles. At section
7.4.2.2.1, the FEIS states:

"The enhanced bus service to the ski resorts would be the only option to not paying the toll. The toll would not apply to residents, resort and other business
employees, employees with the U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, or freight traffic.” (Id.) (Emphasis added.)

Later in that same section, the FEIS concludes:

"The only freight traffic that uses S.R. 210 in Little Cottonwood Canyon serves the ski resorts and other commercial businesses. Freight traffic would likely be
exempt from paying the toll, so the toll would not restrict freight traffic to these locations." (Emphasis added.)

UDOQOT's project manager, Josh Van Jura spoke to the Board of Central Wasatch Commission (CWC) October 3, 2022 about the FEIS. During that meeting, Mr. Van

Jura discussed tolling and vehicle occupancy restrictions. He said the technology for implementing vehicle occupancy restrictions did not yet exist, but he believed it
was "close." He saw the problem for vehicle occupancy restrictions was that per the federal Code of Federal Regulations, the only deviation was for motorcycles and
bicycles. Pointedly, Mr. Van Jura singled out Alta's mayor. Mr. Van Jura said:

"[1 Mayor Bourke, this is a part that interests you. You and your residents would not be able to drive up the canyon by yourselves. [] Even if you live up there. []
Wanted to make sure you were aware of that. That is a requirement as part of the Code of Federal Regulations...." (CWC October 3, 2022 Board meeting, recording
beginning at @ 0:36:20.)

This statement is in direct conflict with not one, not two, not three, but at least 4 places in the FEIS reaching nearly the opposite conclusion, as quoted above.
Another conflict occurs related to the climbing boulders in LCC. Sentences that immediately follow one another come to different conclusions. The Gondola B
alternative "might directly remove two climbing boulders in Little Cottonwood Canyon if they cannot be avoided during final design or relocated to a new location in
[LCC.] Gondola Alternative B would not reduce access to climbing or other recreation resources in [LCC.]" Which is it? (Vol 1, Chapter 2, 732.6.9.1.1 @ 2-137.)

How much of these restrictions apply only, because as part of the phased approach, UDOT intends to widen Wasatch Boulevard, requiring only high occupancy
vehicles to travel? What happens for the residents on the East side of Wasatch Boulevard with no other access save for Wasatch Boulevard? Must they work
together to have a shuttle to travel from home to work or hockey games or ski racing so that they meet the occupancy restrictions, even if traveling to a resort not in
either BCC or LCC?

For 50 days a year, UDOT is intending to spend more than $550M to construct, and then nearly $11M annually to operate and maintain, really? The mission to
reduce transit time below 80 minutes for those 50 days a year is NOT the right goal, not the right solution, not the right cost.

There remain many, many unknowns and considerations which were not factored into the decisions in the FEIS of the preferred primary alternative announced
August 31, 2022. Firstly, costs in the FEIS fall short of being true estima

30612

Bourke, Margaret

Dear Secretary Braceras,

Thank you for your service to Utahns and visitors alike with your strong environmental positions regarding clean air, clean water and a health environment and
ecosystem.

Attached is a letter | sent to US Secretary of Transportation Pete Buttigieg. | am also sending it to you as well as others leading Utah into the future in the hope that
that future will be a healthy on for my children, grandchildren, great-grandchildren, as well as the flora and fauna that we all cherish and enjoy seeing in so much of
Utah's natural landscape.

32.29R; 32.2.9E;
32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.6.5G; 32.2.2E

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.1.2B
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| urge you to change the format of the phasing process such that if the tolling and busing options mentioned provide adequately for transportation needs, that the
place will stop there, and not proceed with seeking funding for a gondola.

September 19, 2022

Secretary Pete Buttigieg

US Department of Transportation; engage@dot.gov
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE

Washington, DC 20590

RE: Reject funding Gondola B in Little Cottonwood Canyon
Dear Mr. Secretary,

Thank you for your service to America, and the people of both urban and rural communities, cities as well as towns. | write to fervently request you and your agenda
reject any applications for funding the Utah Department of Transportation's (UDOT) Little Cottonwood Canyon Gondola B, preferred alternative.

As you know, much of Utah is federal lands, whether national park, forest, wilderness area, preserve, or land under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land
Management. | live in Alta, the headwaters of the Little Cottonwood Canyon Creek, the top of the box canyon, a canyon named for that creek. While not South Bend,
nor West Lafayette, where | was raised, it has a character, which is due to its continued natural beauty, a feeling of calm, peace and tranquillity where solitude is still
possible.

UDOT's selection of Gondola B, in the September Final EIS, is NOT what ought to receive public funding.

This gondola...:

would benefit only the affluent, winter ski and snowboard communities;

would benefits 2 private ski resorts;

would provide no access to trails elsewhere in the twelve (12) mile canyon;

would create a noisy, less scenic environment;

would require dedicated, long-term infrastructure while climate warming effects demonstrate drought plus higher temperatures shortening the ski/boarding season.
There must be so many, many more equitable, beneficial applications for infrastructure and mass transportation dollars. In Utah, where you recently visited
Governor Cox and Mayor Wilson, more public transportation in the form of buses and low emission trams to national parks, forests and preserves would be ideal
and is needed. With the increase in outdoor recreation and enjoyment, spurred in part from the COVID pandemic, these public areas are in desperate need of
providing access, but not from gondolas nor private vehicles. These are "natural" areas and people are coming to enjoy nature, not scenes degraded by areal
tramways.l am sure, as a two-term mayor, you are well aware of the inequity caused by developers having an outsider voice in state and local actions. Please join
Senators lwamoto, and Riebe, as well as Representative Bennion, Mayors of Salt Lake County, Sandy, Cottonwood Heights and Alta, as well as other elected
officials and many citizens both affiliated and not, with non-profits such as:

Friends of Alta

Friends of Little Cottonwood Canyon
GreenlLatinos

Latino Outdoors Salt Lake City
League of Women Voters of Salt Lake
Salt Lake Climbers Alliance

Save not Pave

Save our Canyons

Students for the Wasatch

Wasatch Backcountry Alliance
Wasatch Mountain Club

| am available to speak with you or any member of your staff.

Sincerely yours,

Margaret Bourke
margaretbourke@earthlink.net
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(801) 742-9800

Cc

Governor Spencer Cox [via website comment form]

Utah Department of Transportation, Secretary Carlos Braceras
Senate President J. Stuart Adams and Majority leader Evan J. Vickers
House Majority leader, Mike Schultz and Speaker Brad Wilson
Senator Kathleen Riebe

Representative Gay Lynn Bennion

32801

Bourns, Vicki

| do not support the gondola option. It will not improve traffic for the general public. It appears it is only for one specific interest group. The environmental impact is
very important.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2F;
32.1.5C

A32.1.2F; A32.1.5C

34356

Bourret, Austin

This gondola does not benefit me at all. | am a backcountry skier and this will only fill the corporate coffers of Alta and snowbird while packing more people in lift
lines, further reducing the user experience. Additionally, it won't decrease canyon traffic because there isn't incentive not to drive. It's also far too expensive. Run
dozens of electric busses non stop and incentive people to take them.

32.2.9E; 32.2.4A;
32.2.6.3F

35955

Bova, Mikell

| am writing in opposition to UDOT's preferred alternative: LCC Gondola.

First, | don't believe the gondola will be sufficient in addressing the traffic issue. It does nothing to alleviate traffic in Cottonwood Heights since parking will only be
provided at the base of the gondola so people will still have to drive on Wasatch Blvd to board the gondola. Moreover, it doubles drive time so | don't think people
will use it even if you toll LCC. Skiing is an expensive sport; | don't think many skiers will flinch at paying $5-20 to drive up the canyon if it saves them an hour. The
gondola will only serve to pack more people into the mountains which are already at capacity as evident by long lift lines at Alta and Snowbird every weekend day
and holiday.

Second, it will be insufficient during the summer when traffic can still be bad as it doesn't serve the most popular summer trailheads, which also routinely fill up
during the winter.

Third, it won't be able to run during bad weather or during high avalanche danger which sort of defeats the purpose. Whereas, snow sleds over the road at crucial
slide paths would be more effective in protecting motorists and safely moving people up and down the canyon.

Lastly, it also ruins habitats and areas of high recreational use which would be detrimental to the outdoor community and the environment of LCC.

| proposed an enhanced year-round bus system in both little and big cottonwood canyon, an additional bus only lane, and snow sleds to help protect the road from
avalanche dangers.

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5G;
32.1.2F; 32.1.2D

A32.1.2F

36172

Bovard, John

Hello there, | am a resident of Salt Lake City. | am a strong supporter of the addition of public transit options in Little Cottonwood Canyon as well as the Salt Lake
Valley as a whole. | have previously been a supporter of the gondola option, but have since learned more details about the cog rail proposal made by Stadler in
2021. Since learning more about Stadler's proposal, | have a very difficult time supporting the gondola for the following reasons:1. Stadler proposed a south side
alignment which would be cheaper than the north side alignment and avoid avalanche paths. Yet it appears that UDOT has only considered a north side alignment.
The south side may not require snow sheds.2. Stadler estimates the total cost of the cog rail to be $488 million (excluding parking garage estimate and assuming
electrification). This is approximately 1.5 times the cost of the gondola option.3. Stadler proposed a $487 million rail connection to the Frontrunner along 9400 S
which could connect directly to the cog rail line with the same cars and track.4. A cog rail has the ability to make stops for canyon destinations other than Alta and
Snowbird, making the canyon more accessible for more than just resort skiers. This would benefit hikers, snowshoers, rock climbers, backcountry skiers, etc.5. The
cog rail proposal has an estimated capacity of 3-5000 riders.6. The operations and maintenance costs of the cog rail are approximately $1.4 million lower than the
gondola option. Though this would take a very long time to break even, it is still relevant.7. The scenic impact of a cog rail would be significantly less than that of a
gondola.With these points in mind, | believe the cog rail option far better serves the goals of public transportation. The cog rail would help increase accessiblity to
LCC for many types of recreation while reducing private vehicle traffic. Furthermore, | am strongly opposed to any road-widening or parking garage projects.
Research has shown that these do not help to reduce congestion but only encourage more drivers. Any infrastructure to support more cars would only serve as a
temporary bandaid instead of as a solution to the problem. There needs to be a stronger focus on helping recreators make the journey into the canyons entirely by
public transit than than more hybrid trips where they drive to public transit, i.e. park 'n rides. Furthermore, | would like to know more details as to why there are
differences between UDOT's estimates and Stadler's estimates, such as:1. Why does UDOT recommend snow sheds at a cost of $250 million while Stadler does
not? Is this because UDOT is only considering a north side alignment? If yes, why?2. Why is Stadler's estimate only $488 million for the cog rail including
electrification while UDOT estiamtes $688 million?3. Why are other rail lines such as one along 9400 S not been discussed more?Finally, it has recently come to my
attention that UDOT is considering a $25-30 toll for drivers going to Snowbird or further into the canyon. | am vehemently opposed to this option--even if it is limited
to specific times on specific days. This would make it financially impossible for myself and anyone else for whom money is not free-flowing to ski in LCC. | carefully
budget throughout the year to be able afford to go to Snowbird and Alta. | am also extremely busy with limited free time, so in order to make the most of those days
when | am able to go to the resorts, | try to spend all day there. Skiing is already an expensive hobby, though it has slowly been becoming more accessible. It is also
the main way in which | am able to engage with nature in the winter. Imposing a toll on resort-goers would only serve to make the sport more exclusive and an

32.2.9E; 32.2.9F

Record of Decision for S.R. 210: Wasatch Boulevard through Town of Alta Project

Page A1-133

June 2023




Appendix A1, Reproductions of Comments on the Final EIS

Comment ID

Name (last, first)

Comment

See Responses in
Chapter 32 of the

See Responses in
Appendix A of the

Final EIS ROD
option that is only for the rich. It would make nature less accessible to those with financial limitations, which has a dramatic impact on mental and physical health.
The accessibility to skiing is a large part of why | love the Salt Lake Valley and have chosen to build a life here.
| would like to voice my strong support for the proposed gondola system. Done properly, the gondola will enhance traffic flow regardless of weather conditions and
35817 Bowcutt, Troy provide secondary access to the canyon. Secondary access is vitally needed during the many times a year that the canyon goes in to "inter-lodge" or the roadway is | 32.2.9D
shut down. These systems are well done in other areas (Europe) and can be done to enhance the natural condition rather than take away form it.
A massive public debt that services two, profitable private ski resorts makes little sense. While | don't have a problem with the gondola itself, per se, this should be 322 9E: 32.2 7A:
32103 Bowden, Eric funded by the ski resorts, not the tax payers. Even then, a shuttle service similar to Zion National Park seems like a far more flexible and equitable solution that A an A AL
i” e - X - 32.1.2D; 32.2.2B
could help resorts and mitigate the lack of sufficient hiking trailhead parking in the summer.
NO! | don't like how this is to help with traffic but going to lead to traffic at the bottom. The price to build the gondola is a ridiculous amount and could be used for
37453 Bowen, Isaac something much more important. The amount of busy days are not enough for a 550 million gondola. Keep the peace of the canyon and rock climbing areas and 32.2.9E; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
don't disrupt this!! Please no!!!
25631 Bowen, James I I|_ve in thtonwood I-_|e|ghts and | remember the failed attempts for the Gondola in Ogden, one which made total since. | would love to see the fights and protests 32 29D
this will bring. Go for it.
| understand that the need to reduce traffic is very important in the cantons. However, this gondola will ruin cherished climbing and hiking areas, cost an
28112 Bowen, Jeff astronomical amount of money, and again not solve the issue. 32.2.9E
Please do not move forward with this plan.
If the ski resorts want to pay for the initial outlay for the gondola, and pay for it's operation and upkeep, | think | MIGHT think that it's a good solution. But otherwise, 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
27058 Bowen, Scott . e T \ . . A32.1.2B
no chance. My bet is if you took a poll, most people are against it...if that's the case, then why even consider it. 32.2.9E
36156 Bowerbank, William No to the gondola that will ruin the beauty qf the_ canyon. Please listen to what the citizens want and not the developer/government that only wants to make money. 322 9E
Remember who you represent (the tax paying citizens)!!!
- I am so not for this gondola. In spite of efforts to provide better alternatives, UDOT ignored them all and didn't allow the citizens to vote. | AM NOT IMPRESSED 32.2.9E; 32.2.9N;
28281 Bowerbank, William WITH THE ACTIONS OF UDOT!! 32.2.2PP A32.2.9N
| firmly believe that a gondola is not the answer to the traffic problem in LCC. It would only serve to move the line downhill, further impacting residents who live
where the proposed gondola station would be built. Other solutions must be studied, investigated and tried as have been suggested but surely there are more to
research in Europe, for instance, and in other areas that have mitigated similar issues successfully. The conglomerate passes have contributed largely to the
35000 Bowers, Erin problem and should be heavily scrutinized and revised on usage. Locals need to be considered with priority, particularly local residents who will be closely and 32.2.9E; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
heavily impacted by the base station. The gondola is simply ugly and exorbitant in cost when our snowfall is dramatically diminishing along with the Great Salt
Lake's lake effect which poses serious additional questions. The resorts care only for $$, not the wishes of the people who have lived and loved the canyon for over
60 years, like me. Please do not build this horrible eyesore of a gondola!
| am a long time bus rider to the ski resorts.
28070 Bowers, Joe Gondola is an eye sore and not effective. 32.2.9A
Provide parking and more buses.
| do not support the gondola. This solution primarily benefits the ski resorts and the already privileged user group who can afford to ski there. The gondola will also 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
33855 Bowers, Lisa PP 9 - IS S P ye y privileg group ! -1heg 32.2.9E: 32.2.9N; A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
threaten the world class rock climbing routes that exist throughout the canyon. Please do not approve the gondola construction. 32 4B
If the traffic problems during ski season are because of all the skiers then the ski resorts should pay for the problem to be fixed. The gondola has a way too hefty
32002 Bowers, Shari price tag to unload onto the tax payers. Other ideas, like 1)an electronic marquee at the mouth of the canyon saying when the parking lots are full. 2) dividing 32.2.7A; 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
season passes into odd and even days. 3) selling morning skiing passes and afternoon skiing passes but not all day skiing passes should be tried first.
35932 Bowes, Adam | am strongly in favor of the gondola! It provides a safe, affordable, and well though out experience for local SLC residents to access the canyon! 32.2.9D
28030 Bowler, Anita As a skier at Alta, | am against the gondolas. Would prefer increased buses and parking preferably where the old cottonwood mall was. gg.g.gE;F32.2.9A;
30922 Bowman, Jane STRONGLY oppose gondola 32.2.9E
37911 Bown, James I am m_favor of the _Go_ndola. | believe it is t_he best option for solving transportation problems going up and down the canyon. Gondolas are commonly use for such 322.9D
things in Europe, this is a well proven solution.
33631 Bown. Joel | have been an active user of Little Cottonwood Canyon since 1963 for skiing, hiking, rock climbing and simply enjoying the beauty of the place. | applaud the idea of | 32.2.2K; 32.2.2M; A32.2.2K; A32.29R;

phased solutions for the current traffic problems, but am adamantly opposed to the final phase of building a gondola.

32.2.2Y; 32.2.4A;

A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S
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The following list of phases developed by Mayor Wilson makes sense to me and if they are fully implemented, | don't believe further phases will be needed.
1. Enhanced electric buses with higher frequency and improved reliability, together with strategically placed mobility hubs;

2. Tolling infrastructure;

3. Parking management technologies and policies, such as ski parking reservations, micro-transit, and rideshare programs;

4. Multi-passenger vehicle incentives; and
Traction device requirements with expanded inspection hours and enforcement.

32.2.6.3F; 32.2.9A;
32.2.9E; 32.29R

| have appreciated the accessibility & beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon since 1978, including hiking, sightseeing, & skiing there. Like my husband Joel Bown
who's actively utilized the Canyon since 1963, | totally oppose a gondola in historic Little Cottonwood Canyon.| too support Mayor Jenny Wilson's list (see below) for
implementation but say "no, never to a gondola.," Respectfully, Marilyn Nowell-BownSent from Mail for Windows1. Enhanced electric buses with higher frequency

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F;

35514 Bown, Marilyn and improved reliability, together with strategically placed mobility hubs; 2. Tolling infrastructure; 3. Parking management technologies and policies, such as ski gg.g.gkw.z.%; A32.2.21; A32.2.2K
parking reservations, micro-transit, and rideshare programs; 4. Multi-passenger vehicle incentives; and Traction device requirements with expanded inspection -
hours and enforcement.
| do not support the gondola at any time. | favor limiting the number of skiers allowed up the canyon. . .
; N . . 32.2.2E; 32.2.2K;
29408 Boyce, Beverly Implement reservation system for canyon access each day, and or charge for access. The future of skiing is not guaranteed in our canyons. Clllmate change may 322 4A 32.2 9E A32.2 2K
’ make the gondola superfluous sooner than we think. It doesn't solve traffic problems, only moves them further up Wasatch. We need to limit daily use of the ski hills, 32.7-C S o
via limited number of reservations. Thank you '
28472 Boyce, Richard I am totally not in favor _of_the gongjola. Parking copgestlon is going to just move down the canyon. The base proposed parking garage is in the wrong location and 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5E; A32 2 6.5E
will cause massive fraffic jams trying to get to parking 32.7B
| support enhanced bus strategies (including electric) and snow sheds. Busses could have integrated brushed plows (once the first edged plow runs after a gap in
the bus schedule during a storm to remove heavy accumulation, the brushed plows on the front of the busses would keep the roads clear, as they'd be running
every 2-5 min presumably) and could use non-soluble traction agents to protect water (no salt!) (like Oregon does). Electric busses with brushed plows would be 32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3F;
31981 Boyce, Scott . . o
quiet and contribute no local emissions. 32.2.9E
I do NOT support tall gondola towers! | get that they can run during a storm but they irreparably destroy the pristine views in the canyon, all year long. They are
useless for 97% of the time they're not needed. The view is priceless!
You honestly cannot evaluate this project in its current form, including all impacts to the nearby community, and the costs to the taxpayers of Utah, and think this is
the correct solution. If so, then you are indeed a corrupt enterprise and should be removed from your positions of authority. The modified solution which removes
intermediate parking structures near Big Cottonwood Canyon (BCC) and the Sandy area is only going to make traffic down Wasatch Blvd between BCC and Little
Cottonwood Canyon worse than it is today. As a member of that community, that is an unacceptable outcome and one that will not be tolerated. This is an ill-thought
32699 Boyczuk, Jeff out., cost-cutting measure thgt does not solve any of th_e primary objectives of traffic easing and congestion and is a simple money-grab by the owners of the La 32.2.9E: 32.2.6.5E A32.2 6.5E
Caille property (aka. Snowbird), and the Alta & Snowbird ski resorts.
Now, those of you at UDOT may also be getting kickbacks, so I'm assuming this will fall on deaf ears, but if you can look past your own wallet, and look at what
makes sense for the community, then we have still have hope of a better outcome. Please do better than this, the people of Utah, Salt Lake County, and
Cottonwood Heights deserve as much.
Regards, Jeff Boyczuk
The answer to this problem is not the gondola. The gondola seems to favor privatization on public lands benefitting a few instead of the masses. It will be an eye 322 9E: 321 2B:
26155 Boyd Boyd, Meghan sore and the continued is used for much more than the 2 ski resorts. Make a smart decision for Utah and the fate of this state. No on the gondola. Retract the 32.2'2Pi3' 3'2 2 g’N A32.1.2B; A32.2.9N
approval. - e
. . o , " . . | . o .
25772 Boyer, Erick Who's paying fo_r this?? Tell me_that first. I.f it's paid for in tgxes, then NO! Absolu_tely not. People that don't use those facilities should not pay, ever. Figure out a way 32.2.7A: 32.2.9N A32.2 9N
to pay for this without taxes! | will be keeping an eye on this as | hope all of us will
NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO
27811 Bover. Nick GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. 322 O
yer, NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO -
GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA. NO GONDOLA.
To whom it may concern, 32.2.9E: 32.1.2F:
35798 Boyer, Steven 32.2.2K; 32.2.2Y; A32.1.2F; A32.2.2K

Please do not implement any gondola plans. The costs are astronomical financially, but unbelievably worse when we consider the visual damage and the permanent
defacing of the canyon walls that the gondola would incur.

32.2.9A
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Canyon throughout my life-in all seasons-for hiking, skiing, climbing, and sightseeing.l greatly appreciate that UDOT is searching for ways to improve transport and
public access to public land in Little Cottonwood Canyon-however, the scope of accessibility that the gondola proposal would provide is severely limited compared to
the needs of the public. We need increased safety and mobility in the canyon year round, not just in the winter. We need increased transportation options to multiple

32.1.2C; 32.2.21

Final EIS ROD
We ought instead to implement strict bus usage requirements in the canyons. Many places in the country require that license plates ending in a certain number or
letter only go on certain days. We could try that option. We could try tolling vehicles to further incentivize would-be drivers to ascend the canyon in a UTA bus. There
are so many options that are far superior to permanently destroying the canyon with a gondola.
Furthermore, while initial costs are estimated at $550 million, and winter operations at $3 million per year, those costs will only go up year after year.
Please, do not build a gondola! Preserve our beautiful canyons.
Sincerely,
Steven Boyer
35632 Boyle, Andrea The beneficiary of this Gondola is the Ski Resorts at taxpayers expense. They need to pony up! 32.2.7A
Response to gondola proposal.
| am not in favor of any of the current proposals and support leaving the canyons alone. | for one have weeded myself out of little cottonwood skiing except on
weekdays where no snowfall has occurred for 24 hours.
Here are my issues:
Destruction of the scenic view shed-I do not want the visual impact of this project during and after.
Possibility of years of disruption in vehicle travel.
Other (than skiers) recreation will be disrupted and in some cases destroyed. Access to the area and its trailheads will be curtailed and there will be destruction of
historical climbing/ bordering. Not to mention that the gondola does nothing to get people to trailheads and climbing areas
Capacity of the gondola will not make significantly impact car transportation-It is simply not cost effective ( at a 1000 people per hour), or in general, time effective
for many skier days and or use outside the ski season. to better access this | would like to see detailed data outlined below.The gondola is only really being
considered because of ski season at ski resorts.
32.2.9G; 32.2.9E;
29911 Boyle, Bill A thousand people an hours does not begin to cover the demand for early/peak time travel in the canyon 32.2.4A; 32.2.2Y; A32.1.2B
32.1.2B
Allowing people to weed themselves, out rather than the state setting boundaries, is a much better approach. Consider how much skiing ha changed in 10 years.
Many people have switched to multiple area passes, and don't, | for one, go up little cottonwood on snow days; and this will probably continue to be so regardless of
the existence of a gondola.
Levying a 20-30 dollar add on to access canyon is frankly not worth it and | believe that most people will agree. Put that levy on now and that may resolve much of
the traffic problem, | wont pay it. And then again consider the benefits of season passes to other resorts. | find that the ability to make a reasonable decision requires
significantly more data than has been presented, and data that covers the entire year or several years of all season use.
Some of the data | would like to see: Several years of road traffic that breaks out 1) daily skier populations at snowbird and alta, 2) daily uphill traffic, 3) relationship
to weather of daily count to weather, 4) number of days canyon closed 5) weather delays in road openings, 6) amount of time these delays are 7) hour by hour traffic
counts are factored, 8) data collection for the entire year that shows.
In conclusion, my personal observations are that there is a traffic issue with little cottonwood but this generally is related to weekends and snow days during the ski
season. | frankly have not seen the info | need to justify any costly process to make little cottonwood more accesible. From my point of view, little cottonwood is
being destroyed by overuse, and bringing more people up there, only adds to the problem. | don't see how the cost of this project justifies the myopic gains that
might be achieved; and | for one do not want to pay for something that brings about memories of the great salt lake pumps.The only real benefit | see is some
reduction in gas use and pollution, but if this is a substantive goal, the money could be spent elsewhere to get a greater effect.
To whom it may concern,| do not support the proposal of a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon to meet our community's transportation and accessibility needs to
access our public land. | ask that the department reconsider an expanded bus service to provide broader, safer, and more reliable transportation for citizens to
30577 Boyle, SaJatah access their land. My name is SaJatah Boyle-I was born and raised along the Wasatch Front and currently live in Salt Lake City. | have visited Little Cottonwood 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A; A32.2 2|
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public locations throughout the canyon-not direct transportation to privately owned resorts. We also need a transportation solution that will seamlessly integrate with
our transportation needs throughout the valley-not increase traffic and parking to the mouth of Little Cottonwood Canyon.Please reconsider the flexibility of an
expanded, electric bus transportation plan. This would increase safety and mobility in transportation year round; it could transport the public to numerous and
changing locations in the canyon depending on demand (sport, season, etc.); and it could easily connect with ever growing transportation hubs throughout Salt Lake
Valley and the larger Wasatch Front.Thank you for your consideration, and | look forward to your consideration of our comments and further discussions with the
public about our lands and transportation needs.Sincerely, SaJatah Boyle (Salt Lake City, Utah)

32722 boyle, shawn No Gondola, Wasatch will still remain to be the problem! build the train 32.2.9E; 32.2.9F
36913 bovnton. alexander IPlease explore other options. It will be an expensive eyesore, and it will go from bottom to top. There are many areas in between that it won't serve. | think improved | 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
y ’ bus service is a better option, and a sliding fee scale for cars. $x for a full car (4or more people) $2x for 3 people, 4x for 2 people 8x for SOVs. 32.2.9A
No. | believe the negative impacts of a gondola outweigh the benefits. | believe a combination of tolls, and increased bus capacity would be a superior solution 32.2.2Y;32.2.6.3F;
26993 Boynton, Alexander ' neg P 9 9 : ’ pacily P ' 32.2.4A; 32.2.9A;
Preferably Electric buses.
32.2.9E
28913 Boynton, Kathleen Opposed to gondola which will injure surrounding environment 32.2.9E
| do not believe that the gondola is in the best interest of Utah's future. From what | have read, it does not solve the problems it sets out to address. It cannot
accommodate the current volumes in LCC on peak days, it will still lead to traffic issues in the area around the canyon, and, most frustratingly, it will involve 322 9E: 32.2 9A:
36593 Boys, lan damaging some of the terrain that people visit the canyon to enjoy. | firmly believe that a comprehensive approach that leans on expanded public transit options in P
. L - . . 32.2.4A
the form of a ski bus and limits/fees on single or even low-occupant vehicles would be a more future-proof solution that would help preserve the canyon that we all
hold dear.
. . - : . . : . A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
32867 Brace, Bob Agree completely with the Mayor's position and alternative approaches as opposed to an expensive and impractical gondola. 32.2.9E; 32.29R A32.2 6S
So many unanswered questions.
The gondola does not seem to be a comprehensive plan. It wants to use taxpayer money to benefit two private corporations. Since the benefactor are the
corporations, they should pay for all of it. It serves them more than the general public. It feels like the public is getting fleeced.
Parking at the gondola base will be an issue. Currently, parking for bus use is a problem. Parking before you get to the canyon needs to be addressed first. Regional
parking hubs? 32.1.1A; 32.1.2B; A32.1 1A A32.1.2B:
33880 Brace, Stephen Is there a plan with funding from the resorts if said gondola plan fails? Who pays for deconstruction and revegetation? 32.1.2D; 32.2.2K; A32-2.2K, e
Both resorts in LCC need to have a real time parking reservation system. Make your reservation, scan to get into the lot and scan to get out so the public knows 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E -
what is available as well as UDOT. Parking would be free but to access the canyon is fee based. Fees go to UDOT for staffing and road maintenance. UDOT would
be the gate keeper at the mouth.
There are transportation headaches in PC, BCC and LCC year round. A comprehensive plan that includes all three areas should be on the radar. NOT a gondola in
LCC. The investment would have to be from all resorts and taxpayers.
' . | appreciate the efforts of everyone on trying to reduce traffic in little cottonwood, but this is not the answer. It doesn't really solve anything. | think that more busses 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;
35577 Bradfield, Josiah .
and/or a fee station would really help more. 32.2.2Y
26808 Bradford, Becky Thls project isn't in alignment with w_hat | feel uDot sho_uld be doing for the long haul. People who need/use public transit for everyday use (that's me). Please invest 32 19B A32.1.9B
in those who use your resources daily, and not for tourists.
I'm 72, Utah native and the Wasatch mountains, especially Little Cottonwood, are deeply beloved to me and most of my family. | do not hike or cross country ski or
ski there as much the past couple of years but | have studied this gondola debate much better than any of my family or close friends. If | wrote out all of my thoughts A32 29R: A32.1 2H:
32784 Bradford, Diane they would be remarkably close to those made by Jenny Wilson. She has the facts and | fully agree there must be much better ways to solve traffic problems in this | 32.2.9E; 32.29R A32.2 68’ e
canyon. | strongly believe other options could be more effective, more efficient more visionary in serving the greater good rather than a small number of people. | -
beg you to listen carefully to Jenny Wilson on this.
26962 Bradford. Jackson Don't put a gondola up little cottonwood. Instead, charge a toll for cars to limits the amount of people that drive up there. And if they do, you make money. Increase 32.2.2.Y, 32.2.4A;
’ the amount of busses and bus stations without widening the road. 32.2.9A; 32.2.9E
33545 Bradford, Misha | am opposed. Please don't use tax dollars to fund this very costly project that will have very limited benefit both to taxpayers and to the environment. It just doesn't 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
make sense.
35944 Bradley, Brian | support the gondola ?? 32.2.9D
. Please do not destroy the natural beauty of this Canyon with an eyesore that we don't even know will be totally utilized. There are many other steps to reduce
28193 Bradley, Caroline ; : . . ) . . ' 32.2.9E
congestion versus this option that many, many of the residents are openly not a fan of. | urge you all to please redirect your course and think of other solutions first.
37445 Bradley, Cathy NO Gondola of any kind, absolutely NOT! 32.2.9E
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30130

Bradley, Charlie

No gondola!!! Add a non-carpool tax or increase bus services or do nothing! Better than an ecological disaster

32.1.2B; 32.2.2Y;
32.2.9A; 32.2.9E;
32.2.9G

A32.1.2B

27393

Bradley, Justin

II'm so excited about the gondola. | live at the bottom of the canyon and worked up there for 10 years. Don't listen to the negativity, it's going to be great!

32.2.9D

35308

bradley, megan

My name is Megan rs. | am a registered voter and | am against putting a gondola in little cottonwood canyon. We choose
to locate our family because of the beauty and recreation it provides. The gondola is a solution that can't be undone and
an expensive option that is funded by tax payer dollars that benefits 2 privately owned businesses. Please consider tolls or expanded bus services as a cost
effective and less intrusive alternative to the gondola. | appreciate UDOT for considering other options before moving ahead with an irreversible decision.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.4A; 32.2.9A

31839

Bradley, Paul

| fully support the gondola alternative that has been put forward. This is the best approach for long-term solution of getting skiers up and down the mountain in a
timely way. Additionally, it makes the most sense from a safety perspective as well.

32.2.9D

28047

Bradley, Seth

I have lived at the mouth of little cottonwood canyon for 45 years and have chosen to live here because of the area and unique recreational opportunities it provides.
I ski, rock climb, mountain bike, hike and camp in the canyon. | understand that traffic is increasing, but building a gondola that impacts the canyon with irreversible
consequences and only serves 2 private business and is payed for with tax payer money is irresponsible and short sited. Please reconsider before permanently
impacting the canyon in a negative way.

32.2.9E

32376

Bradley, Tyson

I have for 40 years, and still do spend a great deal of my life in LCC. I'm lead guide for Utah Mountain Adventures, a Forest-permitted mountain-guiding company
operating primarily in the Cottonwood Canyons.

| oppose the Gondola. Its neither an effective solution to the crowding on SR 210, nor good for the environment.

Rather than rip up the canyon with a half-a-billion-dollar price tag, let's invest in common-sense solutions. A third lane, wherever possible in LCC, should be for
uphill traffic until noon, and for down hill thereafter. It should be for buses and carpools only. Instead lets implement parking hubs in the valley, enhanced, perhaps
electric, busing with regular routes, carpooling and tolling and reservations: common-sense solutions that are fiscally sound.

With no trailhead or backcountry access, the gondola is far from a solution that benefits all of LCC's users throughout the year.

Its simply a business boondoggle at taxpayer expense.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9B;
32.2.2B; 32.2.2],
32.2.6.5G

A32.2.2I

34681

Bradshaw, Ann

Yes there is a problem with traffic going up LCC. The gondola is the worst way to solve this problem. The only people that support it will benefit from it financially.
This is a terrible idea and extremely expensive for a hand full of powder days in the winter. It will take to long to get people up the canyon so no one will use it. We
need to sole the problem of the great salt lake way before even thinking about the traffic up the canyon. | am angry that any would think that the gondola is good in
any way. Please do not move forward with this plan. Ann Bradshaw

32.2.9E; 32.1.2B

A32.1.2B

26141

Bradshaw, Cody

I am not in favor of the proposed Alternate B gondola proposal.

This will just move the congestion down further into the neighborhoods, and the lift lines will start hours before the real lifts even start turning with folks lining up to
ride the gondola.

As a former Mountain collective pass holder | have seen the negative effects of the Mtn collective and ikon super passes, and can no longer support what they have
done to my favorite ski areas. It's not fair that the resorts take in the money these passes bring in, but yet the community and visitors have to pay even more to sully
the infrastructure to fund their coffers...

The LCC will always hold a piece of my heart, and will still chase powder up there, but these sort of changes will insure that | won't be doing that as often as | have,
and had hoped to continue doing so for the rest of my life...?

32.2.9E; 32.2.6.5E;
32.2.2K; 32.7B

A32.2.6.5E;
A32.2.2K

31574

Bradshaw, Danielle

The proposed gondola plan is a large waste of tax dollars that would cut into the visual aesthetics of the canyon, and harm natural resources. Not to mention it
would only serve a percentage of canyon users during winter months. Increased bus transit with multiple stops throughout the canyon (or other alternate solutions)
could serve not only skiers at the two resorts, but those who visit the canyon year-round and desire to backcountry ski, snowshoe, hike, bike, climb, birdwatch, etc.
The gondola only serves resort-goers and is a strenuous impact on the tax paying citizens of Utah as well as the natural environment of the canyon. Wouldn't it be
better to increase/improve bus operations and hours of the day for a much smaller investment while reallocating much of the proposed gondola budget to improve
mass transit throughout the rest of the Wasatch Front? Utah's governing authorities could provide solutions that majority of Utahns (not just those who support two
ski resorts) can benefit from -- especially as our population will begin to reach 4 million people by 2032. This seems like a narrow-minded proposal which aims to
benefit the few and privileged who can afford to ski at these two corporations, line the pockets of legislative landowners where the parking garages will be built,
impact the aesthetics and wildlife of the canyon, and not address/fix the underlying issue with overcrowded canyon use. Zion national Park runs bus/shuttle systems
to accommodate all who want to appreciate the beauty and recreation of the park, we could easily follow suit and preserve the canyon from unnecessary and
expensive damage to the canyon that a gondola would would provide, not to mention the eye sore of a gondola. For the reasons above, please reconsider and think
long-term about the impact of your decision to support on current residents, future generations, wildlife, water resources, erosion components, and sustainable
solutions. Kind regards,Danielle

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D;
32.2.9A; 32.2.2B

34599

Bradshaw, Erica

| do not support the gondola, | support people taking the bus up the canyons.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
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31332 Brady, Ann More buses, no gondola. 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A
The gondola is an incredibly expensive solution to a problem that really only exists on a limited number of days each year. | think a much more reasonable approach
37570 Bradv. Daniel would be to expand the public bus transportation system. If transportation issues become acute enough, perhaps a shuttle service similar to that operation in Zion 32.1.2B; 32.2.9E; A32.1 2B
Y National Park could be considered. That could be utilized in conjunction with a pass system that would allow those who work or live in the canyon to continue to use | 32.2.9A; 32.2.2B T
their private vehicles. Thank you for your consideration.
37939 BRADY, ELLEN | oppose the building of a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | believe that there are other more cost effective and less environmentally damaging options. 32.2.9E
LCC is an extremely special place to me. It's the place where | climb, | snowboard, & | reset after a long week. The gondola proposal is not only an extremely 32 1.9B: 32.1.2D"
inefficient solution to LCC's traffic problem, but it would destroy recreation within it (specifically climbing) and ruin the tranquil vibes we all enjoy. This is a vanity A an A ADb.
25779 Brady, Gannon . . . . X ) . L 32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP; A32.1.2B
project meant to increase the appeal of ski resorts, not to improve traffic or help out the local community. | am begging you not to give in. There are much, MUCH 32 4B
better and cheaper solutions available. .
The canyon is used by multiple other users besides skiers including climbers, hikers and nature enthusiasts. A gondola will permanently alter the area and make it
29228 Brady, James less beautiful, peaceful, and natural for everyone else. The only reason this is passing is because the users with the money are the ski resorts. We do not want this. | 32.2.7A; 32.2.9E
Please do not do this. Let the ski resorts pay $550 million for this if its so necessary. Put it to a public vote.
36723 Brady, Keith Please vote yes on the gondola! It seems expensive but makes sense over time. 32.2.9D
36179 brady, kiernan this plan is absolutely disastrous, and serves a very small user group at the cost of many others 32.2.9E; 32.1.2D
Gondola is a Horrible idea. Doesn't address the real issue. The resorts don't get unlimited guest. They may have to cap their daily uphill and it might not be the .
35606 Brady, Kyle number that they want. Public users of the canyons get screwed in this option. Shame on udot. 32.20E;322.2K A322.2K
26542 Bradv. Richard | don't believe you guys are thinking this through! 2 resorts are not a reason to put in a very environmentally invasive structure as a gondola. Those towers are there | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2B; A32.1.2B
Y, forever. Force people to take the bus. Pretty simple! Please don't ruin the natural beauty of LLC. 32.2.2PP T
| think a toll booth should be opened at the base of LCC and every car should pay $10 - $20 each time the go up the canyon. | feel that would push a lot of people to
29376 Brady, Scott ride buses and also motivate more people to carpool. Charging $10 to park at Alta for back country skiing reduced the crowds significantly last year and | think this 32.2.4A
approach would help lower traffic in LCC.
I am AGAINST the gondola option. A train & tunnel system connecting Big & Little Cottonwood Canyons is a sustainable long-term answer to the congestion 32.1.1A; 32.1.2B; A32.1.1A; A32.1.2B;
29985 Braeden, Barbara . ' 32.2.2C; 32.2.2Q; 5o e
problems in the canyons. - A32.2.21
32.2.21; 32.2.9E
Really disappointed in the narrowsightednesd of this entire project in finding a solution. The bus depot or the gondola just moves the bottleneck from the canyon
roads themselves to the parking lot and lines to load onto buses or gondolas. No one wants a bottleneck 15-20 minute gondola ride to start or end the day. The only 322 6.5E: 32.2 9F- A32.2 6.5E:
34283 Braeden, Derek viable long-term solution to move the quantities of people that will need to get up and down the canyon is a train, either above ground or - more environmentally 32'2'9#_ 3’2 y '1A ’ A32'1 '1A ’
conscious option to return the canyon to a more natural state - underground subway / train. Could be extended to interconnect Al canyons and Park City resorts as D T
well.
33330 Braeger. Courtne This gondola removes some of the natural beauty of the canyon and will only service the ski resorts. It does not help others who enjoy the canyon for other uses. 32.1.2B; 32.1.2D; A32 1 2B
ger, y Plus, the length of the gondola makes it not beneficial to ride. A bus only lane would encourage more people to ride if they get to bypass the line of traffic. 32.2.9B T
. | am categorically opposed to the Little Cottonwood gondola as environmentally destructive and unnecessarily expensive. | am in favor of the common sense )
32753 Bragg, Laurie options including improved bus service, tolling, multi-passenger vehicle incentives, parking improvement ideas. 32.2.9E;32.2.9A
I live in cottonwood heights. And | do not agree with public funding supporting transportation to a private resort. That would be as backwards as using tax money to
34566 Brainard, Ryan subsidize uber service to the ski resorts. Or building a public bridge over to Oquirrh mountains to facilitate traffic to the tooele race track. In summary, let patrons of 32.2.7A
the resort pay for thier own transport
| think we should have no gondola and no road widening. Instead have a well run bus system, with plenty of parking in the valley. 322 2B 32.2 O
29794 Braithwaite, Taylor During high traffic times, ie winter and weekends during the day charge $100 to drive up the canyon. There can be no exceptions. If you work or live up the canyon, PO
. . . X . o 32.2.9L
you must still pay the $100. If you want your vehicle and you don't want to pay, then drive up during low traffic times.
I'm not for this use of tax dollars. This is way too much public money to be spent to solve a problem that happens only a few days out of the year. It also only
32369 Brajavich, Brady benefits those already financially well-off enough to ski and the private ski companies. Instead, put 500MM to use in our school system, affordable housing, helping 32.2.9G; 32.1.2B A32.1.2B
the homeless, roads, or literally anything else that actually benefits the public.
The gondola is a bad idea. Traffic is terrible maybe 30 days out of the year. 550 MM shouldn't be acceptable to fix this issue. If the resorts institute reservations on 322 9E: 32.1 2B:
25802 Brajavich, Brady high-traffic days, that would immediately resolve the issue. Or, taking notes on how they do things in Europe, more and better park and rides. | imagine half a billion 32.2-2K, T A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K
dollars invested in busses and pickup locations would go a long way. -
29139 Branch, Nate The process completely ignored the overwhelming majority of comments rejecting the gondola, so here to say again we the citizens do not want a gondola in our 32.2.9N: 32.2.9A A32.2 9N

canyon! Limit access to personal vehicles and expand parking in the valley and buses
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A gondola is so expensive and time/resource consuming to build. Let's start with something that needs less infrastructure first. | have two ideas. 1st idea - try a Toll
system like Milcreek. You could start with tolls on weekends and holidays only. Yearly passes could be an options. Expand to tolls every day if needed. All you'd
need is some employees and a toll booth. 2nd idea- make the canyon similar to zion national park with bus only access. Run busses constantly. We can start small

32.2.2Y; 32.2.3A,;

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;

34212 Branch, Sammi with bus only access on weekends and holidays and see how it helps. Then can easily expand to bus only all the time If needed. Busses would be free like zion. 32.2.2B; 32.2.9A; A32.2 6S
This takes more since we'd probably need more parking at the mouth + busses and more employees. Resorts could put more lockers in to help ease concerns of 32.29R -
people bringing stuff with them to the resorts. Let's try some sensible, cheaper, and easier-to-implement options before we go crazy with an overly expensive project
that compromises the canyon!

_ The problem is traffic....too much of it. 32.2.9E: 32.2.4A;

28724 Branch, Skip 32.1.9D- 32 7C
The Gondola doesn't help mitigate traffic....it will still be a cluster of cars because the gondola is too limited (in numbers of people it Carrie's) and moves too slowly e T

25494 Branchini, Rick I ful!y support C_iondola Alternative B project. | believe this project to be superior to other alternatives as this will have lasting sustainability and eventually the least 3229D
environmental impact.

Disappointed to hear that the option being selected will not address the issue of traffic in the canyon. Once the novelty wears off people will choose to drive if given 32.2.9E; 32.2.9A;

31344 Brand, Jason the option. Please consider more serious investment in ramping bussing on existing road and limiting traffic similar to Zion canyon. It would be the most effective 3.2.4A; 32.2.2K; A32.2.2K
solution and come at a lower cost and environmental impact. Better than tolling would be a reservation/lottery system for the available daily slots. 32.2.2B
A serious analysis with serious commitment to solving canyon traffic would not have come to this conclusion. It is apparent the goal posts have moved here toward 32.2.9E; 32.2.2PP;

26274 Brand, Jason L : . ) o ; A32.1.2B
building a novelty/tourist attraction well supported by a long list of special interest groups operating under the name Gondola Works. 32.1.2B

35387 Brand, John The gondola does not seem to be the best option in this scenario. It seems to not be as efficient as other options (such as public transportation) and would destroy 322 OF
much of the canyon.

28578 Brand, Luc The gondola will ruin the look of the canyon, if the gondola will be put in it should not be at such an exuberant rate. 32.2.9E
Why is a gondola necessary if, per your own reports, enhanced bussing without road widening would achieve the same average transit (~55 minutes) time at a

o ; . X P : : : - : . ) )
26534 Brand, Mark lower cost? Are we instead opting for the cost of doing both? To me, the result will be a pricey gondola ($40/day ticket?) the lower income folks cannot ride. ggggﬁ 32.2.9N; A32.2.9N: A32.2.2K
Lastly there should be a free APP-based lottery where you can get in the canyon with your car for free even on a snow day. (no toll)
This is absolutely not the way to improve air quality in Utah. Widen the bus lanes, make it a toll road, there are so many better options than putting in a privately- 32.2.9B; 32.2.9E;
25551 Brandes. Anna funded gondola. This will have so many impacts on the canyon, wildlife, access, and flexibility for canyon users. | don't know anybody in my life that uses the canyon | 32.1.1B; 32.2.2PP; A32 13A: A32.2 ON
’ regularly who is supportive of this gondola. Think about people, not profits. Alta and Snowbird resort owners do not get to decide the future of this canyon. We, the 32.4B; 32.13A; ) ’ -
people get to-so listen up. 32.2.9N
| wanted to voice my concern for the Gondola proposal. As a Utah voter and blessed hiker of Little Cottonwood Canyon, the thought of our trails and views of this . .
) . . . X : . ) ) s . 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP;
; beautiful place being ruined by the steel cables and metal towers is saddening. | hope that alternative options will be used instead with either creating a toll or extra ' .

33357 Brandon, Alisha . . : L ) . . 32.2.4A; 32.2.9A; A32.1.2B
bus routes created to help with the traffic needs. | know that UDOT is trying find a solution but let's keep our nature nature and preserve what God has given us for 322 9E
the generations to come. Thank you o
When | moved to Utah in 1977, one of the things | loved most was the sight of our mountains. | loved the colorful sunsets everyday, because | could view them from
my dining room window. With all the construction of high-rise apartment buildings on every corner, as the used to say about 7-11 stores, | am offended that you

32809 Brandy Farmer, Petra ; . . . . . . 32.2.9E
would ruin our mountains by marring our mountains so that we could never see the their natural beauty ever again up a canyon where | use to ski when | was
younger. Please do not destroy the beauty of our mountains. | say no! No! No!

36876 Branham, Julie To put a_gondola up little Qottonwood Canyon would be such an enwronmeqtal downgrade. Such a small canyon with intense weather and cost to taxpayers is the 322 OF
most ludicrous consideration | have heard in years. Please look beyond profit!

36700 Brannan, Jum No. The public taxpayer should not furnish a gondola for private businesses 32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

; As a 37 year resident of Sandy/Draper, | fully support the gondola and believe this to be the best option we have to reduce canyon traffic and improve air quality.

30053 Brannen, Nicole . - ; . L ) . . . 32.2.9D
The only other alternative would be to limit daily canyon travel, which would be too restrictive and reduce resident and tourist satisfaction.

26876 Brannen, Nicole I'm happy to hear UDOT | sulpporfts the gondola. Both economically and environmentally speaking, this is a huge win and the right decision. As a lifelong resident of 322.9D
the Sandy/Draper area-| can't wait for the gondola!

How dare you, a department of our government, even consider a plan using taxpayer money to provide two private businesses special transportation for their mostly
elite customers? They worsened their traffic problem by expanding to the lkon pass, and take no responsibility for it. That money should be spent benefitting the

32422 Brannon, Thea . . - 32.2.9E
larger community year-round, not monied visitors for maybe 12 weekends a year. You should be ashamed to even suggest such a boondoggle. State taxpayers do
not want this gondola and this pipe dream needs to be permanently shelved. Period, full stop.

30114 Brass, William | support alternative B. 32.2.9D
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| live in the Granite Community. | visit LCC one to two times per week. The Gondola is senseless. | also ski the canyon. The Gondola will:
- Cost over a half billion dollars (not considering inflationary cost increases); | as a taxpayer ask to be excluded to increased taxes to provide SnowBird and Alta
increased revenues.
- Only make stops at two private ski resorts: Snowbird & Alta; senseless waste of taxpayer monies.
32850 Braun. Michael - Remove no more than 30% of car traffic from the canyon road; tolling, carpooling incentives, increase electric busses will adequately reduce canyon traffic. AND, gg??; %ggi A32.2.7F; A32.2.7C;
’ what is next? The same for BCC? The traffic to Brighton and Soliutude is even worse than in LCC. 32.2'4A, e A32.1.1A
- Operate only during the winter ski season; and -
- Permanently SCAR the inherent beauty and public lands of Little Cottonwood Canyon.
Michael Braun
Stop the governmental ploy to appease a few, to make the developers rich, to make the ski resorts rich.
I am AGAINST the gondola. 1) It's too expensive 2) it's ugly and destroys the view of the canyon 3) it services a very limited number of people (skiers) and a very
32500 Braymen, Elizabeth limited number of business interests. | believe a better solution is an electric bus system that runs frequently, all year round, and stops at picnic areas and hiking 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3C A32.2.6.3C
trails, with parking at the base of that canyon, and spurs to other forms of public transit.
29230 Bready, Eric The best solution is for Alta and Snowbird to limit the number of people on the mountain. Not force the public to pay $550 million subsidy to the resorts. 32.2.2K A32.2.2K
YES TO ELECTRIC BUSES!!! THEY COST LESS THAN THE PROPOSED GONDOLAS! THEY ARE ENVIRONMENTALLY HEALTHY!!! Little Cottonwood
neighbors won't have to deal with thousands of cars parking in their backyard using ELECTRIC BUSES !l ELECTRIC BUSES WON'T damage the land like chewing ) )
) 32.2.9E; 32.2.6.3F;
31405 Breeden, Adele up thousands of acres for gondolas and new parking lots 322 9A
!'I surely don't want to wait in line for a gondola at the end of a ski day!!!! o
ELECTRIC BUSES JUST MAKE SENSE!!!
. . . e , . . . . 32.1.2B; 32.2.2]; .
29313 Breen, Chris The gondola is a travesty of a handout to large corporations and political interest. Please do the right thing with my tax dollars and just do the busses, maybe a train. 322 9A: 32.2 OF A32.1.2B; A32.2.2I
Paula Breen [
Thu, Sep 1, 2:20 PM (7 days ago)
to me, Scott, ttingey, mweichers
Hi
We have a relatively new home located Some of the original EIS maps
showed our home as an empty lot with no concrete sound wall included on the plans. We were hoping that since our home has been built in the interim, the plans
would now include a sound wall in front of our EAST facing house. There is still no sound wall included in the final EIS, but the neighbors on either side of us do
have the wall. We would like the wall to continue across the front of our property as well. Please respond with your thoughts on this.
28166 Breen, Paula See attached pics. 32.11B
Thank you for your attention to this,
Paula and Scott Breen
Paula email;
Scott email:
Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3.
34004 Breinholt, Ben Please reject the wasteful gondola plan, and consider a more rational plan that will actually solve our canyon problem. 32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E
27078 Breinholt. Connor | think its dumb and that its not worth how much its going to be. I'd rather drive or take the shuttle up and keep out money for something more important. | think more | 32.1.2B; 32.2.2PP; A32 1 2B
’ people would rather drive so they can do hikes and climbs with the tram you wont be able to go to as many hikes and climbs and sights. 32.2.5.4,32.2.9E T
The Gondola is not the proper answer to traffic issues in Little Cottonwood Canyon. | urge you, as strongly as possible, to select an option that has a smaller impact
34421 Brems, Stefan on this spectacular canyon's vistas. The best solution of all is a train, that can eventually pass through to Big Cottenwood Canyon, and eventually Park City. 32.2.9F
Please reconsider a cogwheel train system, like that proposed by Stadler USA, in lieu of the Gondola.
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30719

Brenda, Winger

I am not in favor of a gondola. The use of paid reservation systems by the ski resorts, have significantly reduced the traffic. There are other less invasive options
than a gondola. The gondola only focuses on ski traffic, the increase in traffic is year round. Other options, buses or tolls could help improve year round traffic
issues. Sadly, cost will reduce access to our beautiful mountains, there should be some help for those that can't afford our great outdoors. Please consider some
"free" or "low" cost options for all to enjoy the GREAT outdoors.

32.2.9E; 32.2.2K;
32.2.9A; 32.2.6.3C

A32.2.2K;
A32.2.6.3C

38514

Brenkman, Haley

Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3.

32.2.9E

32581

Brenkmann, Haley

Dear Udot

My name is Haley Brenkmann and | just want to reach out and let y'all know that | do not support the gondola.

This is for several reasons. The first reason is | think that snowbird is financially motivated for this to happen and people shouldn't pay for something that they want.
Additionally, it doesn't help the canyon and it damages the watershed. We should just other solutions before we invest in a gondola.

Please preserve this canyon for our children.

Haley Brenkmann

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A,
32.1.2F; 32.29R

A32.1.2F; A32.29R;
A32.1.2H; A32.2.6S

35234

Brenkmann, Haley

Dear UdotMy name is Haley Brenkmann and | just want to reach out and let y'all know that | do not support the gondola.This is for several reasons. The first reason
is | think that snowbird is financially motivated for this to happen and people shouldn't pay for something that they want.Additionally, it doesn't help the canyon and it
damages the watershed. We should just other solutions before we invest in a gondola.Please preserve this canyon for our children.Haley Brenkmann

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

33468

brennan, kyle

My name is Kyle Brennan. | am a conservation Earth Scientist and PhD candidate at the University of Utah College of Earth Science. Born and raised in the
Wasatch mountains (mainly LCC) this habitat played a key role in becoming the person | am today. As a place to play and as a place to reflect. My family considers
little cottonwood canyon as a sacred place becau i i of adventure, happiness, family bonding, and ultimately life. It is the
resting place of my dear brother Sean R BrennanW. At the time of his death, Sean was a rising star in conservation ecology
with the overarching motivation of his work aimed at helping society reconcile our relationship with nature. To build a future for the next generation, a future where
we sustainably manage rces. He was a force of nature for nature, and that force started and ended in a little cottonwood canyon. He
left behind three childrenetho ever so often travel up little cottonwood canyon with its steep granite walls and waterfalls, or snow
covered pines to visit their dad, to be with him, to play, to hike, to live with him in the spirit of what is little cottonwood canyon. | start with this history in order to draw
attention to the culture, people, history, and sacredness that this shortsighted gondola proposal would impact. However, my expertise is in Earth systems and thus
the bulk of my comments is going to focus on the shortsightedness of this proposal from an environmental, climate, and vital resources perspective.

The Wasatch mountains are the western most range within the continental scale Rocky Mountains. West of their ~10,000ft peaks is an expanse of over
100,000,000 acres of arid desert with an average rainfall of 7" per year. Snow falls in the Wasatch primarily because of two primary factors i) high elevation and ii)
the great salt lake, which hydrates (lake effect) storm systems before they hit the high peaks of LCC. This gondola is being built with 2 stops, Alta and Snowbird Ski
resorts where the primary activity at those localities is to recreate in the snow during the winter. So let's take an objective look at the snowpack, its history in the
west and its projections before we even start on the fact that the great salt lake is less than half its size since the 1980s and shrinking at a stark rate.

Over the last 80 years annual snowpack has been measured at 100s of sites seasonally. The trends and near future projections are undeniable and sobering and

should be taken into consideration with regards to the go Dal B proposal. S lol These are the numbers from the US Environmental Protection Agency
(https://www.wcce.nrcs.usda.gov/).

From 1955 to 2022, April snowpack declined at 93 percent of the sites measured (see Figure 1)
Large and consistent decreases in April snowpack have been observed throughout the western United States (see Figure 1).
All 12 states included in this indicator experienced a decrease in snowpack on average from 1955 to 2022 (see Figure 1).

About 84 percent of sites have experienced a shift toward earlier peak snowpack (see Figure 2). This earlier trend is especially pronounced in southwestern states
like Colorado, New Mexico, and Utah.

Across all stations, peak snowpack has shifted earlier by an average of nearly eight days since 1982 (see Figure 3), based on the long-term average rate of change.

From 1982 to 2021, the snowpack season became shorter at about 86 percent of the sites where snowpack was measured. Across all sites, the length of the
snowpack season decreased by about 18 days, on average.

Almost all snowpack prediction climate models show snowpack being completely absent in the majority of North America in the next 40 years. The negative impact
climate change could have on winter has been discussed at length, but an October study paints maybe the bleakest forecast to date: In 35 to 60 years, mountain
regions in the American West could see little to no snow (Sirila-Woodburn et. al. Nature Reviews 2021). So my comment is, why are we building a gondola to ski

32.1.2B; 32.2.2E;
32.2.21; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.6.3F

A32.1.2B; A32.2.21
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resorts which won't have snow for the next generation to ski on or even cold enough temperatures to make snow?

Let's talk about making snow. It is an incredibly water intensive and wasteful activity that draws down local groundwater and delivers most of it to the atmosphere.
The Utah Division of Water Resources released a future projection on water consumption in the state. This reports results are also shocking. With no action to
conserve water use, which has been the case year after year. The State as a whole will be out of water within the next 20 years. However, the Wasatch metro fed by
LLC and its dwindling snow pack has an estimated 'reliable’ supply of 923,800 Ac-ft of water. By 2030 we will have surpassed that amount in demand and use!!!
(https://water.utah.gov/2021waterplan/) It's important to note that we have had a net increase in water use over the last 30 years as the state continues to grow,
hence the primary reason for the Great Salt Lake drying up. Is this a good time to bring that up? The Great Salt Lake has been proven to provide approximately 25%
of our snow via the lake effect [Alcott and Steenburgh, (2013) (2012) (1999)]. That snow pack is gone in all of these scenarios.

Let's get back to Utah's water crisis and ultimately the Western US's catastrophic water crisis that we are just starting to see day to day effects off. The
southeastern North America (including UTAH) is in what is being called a MEGADROUGHT by a new study published in nature (Williams et. al. 2022). Previous
reconstruction back to 800,A4CE indicated that the 2000-2018 soil moisture deficit in southwestern North America was exceeded during one megadrought in the
late-1500s. Here, they show that after exceptional drought severity in 2021, ~19% of which is attributable to anthropo-genic climate trends, 2000-2021 was the driest
22-yr period since at least 800.

Do you really think people are going to allow the remaining drinking water resource of the Wasatch to be used to make snow instead of sustaining their lives
(literally)? Absolutely NOT, the first thing to go is non essential water use (e.g., snow making). So again why are we building a 600 billion dollar gondola that only
stops at ski resorts? We should be building a train or bus system that serves the future use of the canyon, not the dyeing one (snow based recreation).

31530

Brennwald, Tim

| fully support the Gondola. This will have the least impact, provide the greatest benefit for all weather year round access. Taking cars off the road is key, while still
allowing people to experience the beauty of the area. LCC road access is very difficult in winter with the weather. It only takes one car or bus accident to completely
block traffic in both directions, which is a huge health and safety concern. | have spend a lot of time in Europe and this mode of transportation and access is wide
spread and has been beneficial for the health & safety of residents living in true mountain towns and tourism while protecting the environment and water quality. The
gondola is the right choice.

32.2.9A

37284

Bresnahan, David

| am strongly against the LCC gondola. Taxpayer money should not be used to support private business interests; it will damage delicate ecosystems and ruin the
visual landscape and soundscape of the canyon.

32.2.9E; 32.2.7A

33997

Breuning, Ann-Kathrin

While | understand that something needs to happen, building a gondola is not the solution. It's expensive and hurts the environment. There are many better options
but the simplest is closing the road for cars and increase the number of buses.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2B,;
32.2.2PP; 32.2.9E

A32.1.2B

32515

Brewer, Jan

We have lived here 25 years, the solution is not a gondola but slowing traffic to 35 like it is when you cross 9400 into Sandy. Slowing

traffic will lessen the traffic because people will go down to highland drive. Your plans will destroy the beauty of our town and increase the traffic i
W invite you to come to our home anytime to discuss this any get an idea what you would do to our home. This is very emotional W

32.2.6.2.2A; 32.2.9L

A32.2.6.2.2A

29180

Brewer, Jesse

| wanted to comment with pros and cons- the options available could use a few changes. Most of the options require a parking lot at the base of LCC. I'm concerned
the parking lot will be an eyesore for the LCC community, so | would hope every effort is made to reduce the visual impact.

Second, why no option for bus service only in the winter? This would eliminate the need for road widening and speed up the trips.

How much per trip will the gondola cost vs enhanced bus service? I'm concerned these options will further price out those on the lower income spectrum, making
an already expensive sport prohibitively expensive to all but the wealthy

32.2.6.3C; 32.4M;
32.2.4A

A32.2.6.3C

35081

Brewer, Kevin

My main concerns are that a Gondola would serve a small subset of users, mainly those who will be able to afford the Gondola, while having negligible impact on
the problem of traffic in LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON. Surely, buses can accommodate many more users than the proposed Gondola and can be implemented
quickly and affordably while providing access to all. Gondola sounds like a solution for those who will be able to afford it while buses can provide equitable access to
the mountains for all users, regardless of their income. There is not a simple solution to the overuse LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON experiences but the gondola
does NOT seem a viable solution that is cost effective let alone as an effective solution to the congestion in the canyon.

32.2.9A; 32.2.4A;
32.2.9E

31838

Brewer, Lara

| support year-round electric buses, not a gondola.
| think a train is actually a better long term solution. Please add a train to the discussion and evaluate whether it might be an affordable long term, year round
solution. It works in Switzerland, why not here?

32.2.9F; 32.2.6.3F

29888

Brian, Hess

| am opposed to the proposal to put a gondola up LCC. | think it is a expensive solution which does not meet the needs of all those who recreate in the canyon. It
would also be a huge eyesore. | am a avid climber and backcountry snowboarder. The gondola would ruin the view and the construction would destroy many classic
boulders. | think a solution involving road access would be better and cause less damage. Possibly implement a shuttle system like they do in Zion National Park
during peak season. In my opinion a gondola would ruin LCC and not provide a equitable solution, since it would only serve two ski resorts in the canyon, ignoring
all the other users of the canyon.

32.1.2B; 32.1.2D;
32.2.2B; 32.2.2PP;
32.2.9E; 32.4B;
32.6D

A32.1.2B

34766

Brice, Kinzey

NO GONDOLA IN LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON

32.2.9E

25451

Bricker, Korinne

I live full time in a tourist centric town and can tell you first hand how building more infrastructure impacts locals and the environment in a negative way. Building this
gondola will result in a decrease in experience for those in the area as well as threatening habitat, ecosystems and wildlife.

32.2.9E; 32.13A

A32.13A
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33467

Brickley, Robert

The gondola will not be a long term solution to traffic congestion and will have a permanent negative impact on access to world class climbing and backcountry
skiing areas. The only conceivable argument for the gondola is that someone in a position of power is getting a sweet kickback under the table. Can't you build a
gondola to the top of the Oquirrh Mountains instead so then you can get your kickback and the rest of us can keep LCC?

32.1.2B; 32.4B;
32.6D; 32.7C

A32.1.2B

37654

Brickson, Monika

The gondola is not a benefit to everyone in our recreational community. It targets a specific segment. Say no to the gondola which will scar our beautiful canyon.
Explore another way.

32.2.9E; 32.1.2D

35592

Bridge, John

| am opposed to the gondola going up the canyon. There are other solutions that can be implemented that are not as costly as spending a half billion dollars and
destroying one of our natural resources. This serves two ski resorts snowbird and Alta. That money could be better spent elsewhere rather than serving the ski
industry.

32.2.9E; 32.2.9E;
32.1.2D; 32.2.7A

32273

Bridgeman, Jennifer

| am gravely concerned that the impacts of a gondola in LCC are being treated on a black and white scale, and that our priorities are not where they should be. |
decided to summit this comment not to discuss facts or figures, but to approach it as myself and how | view the lasting impacts of this decision. | am extremely
opposed to a gondola, especially when we haven't even tried other options first that are less destructive and less expensive. We should be working to preserve the
pristine environments we live so close to. Why is our focus right now on a gondola, which would cost millions of taxpayer dollars, when we have more time-pressing
problems? (For example, being able to live in SLC due to drought and the Great Salt drying up). | would have hoped to see that crazy amount of money go towards
more pressing matters that affect our ability to live in this beautiful place! | would rather our state focuses on more innovative, less destructive options that safeguard
the ecosystems we depend on for our health, mental and physical. The whole reason many folks live here is to engage and connect with the Wastch Front- we
should be striving to preserve it as we continue to grow, not destroy it when we haven't even tried other options first. | personally choose to connect with Little
Cottonwood Canyon in many forms, but most largely through climbing. LCC is actually the most special place on earth to me because of how | have chosen to
engage with the landscape there. Climbing is not just recreation for me- it has become my lifestyle, and the highest form in which | connect with environments,
nature, and myself. Climbing affords many beautiful, powerful, and meaningful ways of connecting with a specific landscape and place. LCC is arguably one of the
most pristine places to do that in the country, and so close to a city! Saying not all of the climbing will be destroyed, and that access would still be available or
rerouted, does not detract from the bare fact that a gondola would be forever changing an environment through such a monumental disturbance and change. We
cannot go back from altering ecosystems or destroying environments. | climb not for summitting peaks or formations, but to learn and experience the journey. The
rock teaches you, and you form lasting connections with the landscape. You form a relationship with a place, and Little Cottonwood is such a special place for many
people whether they climb, ski, hike, etc. This is their lifestyle, it goes beyond simply having fun. (Just research the history of climbing in LCC, it's amazing). The
best and most beautiful way many climbers experience this connection and relationship is out in nature and away from disturbances- what better way to live and
grow and engage in such an activity than to experience it away from construction, the city, and the urban jungles in which we live. We go to, and arguably depend
on, these nature spaces for many personal, cultural, spiritual, recreational, and life purposes. | do not believe the true impacts to climbing, and the ecosystem of
LCC, were truly explored in this proposal or even given much weight. It feels like this been treated as separate entities or separate parts. LCC is a prime example of
how beautiful and pristine the Wasatch Front is, and we shouldn't lose that. Isn't that one reason why people chose to skiin LCC? Ecosystems work as a whole
entity. They are similar to a body with all its parts. Regardless of what impacts are considered "minimal," you are not adding a mere eyesore to the canyon- you are
disturbing and destroying many parts of that working ecosystem on all fronts. Everything is interconnected. The climbing would never be the same because that
environment has been changed forever. We cannot go back if we do this. As our population continues to grow and more people turn to the outdoors, we need to
learn how we can coexist with our environments economically, physically, and mentally. We should try other options that are not so disruptive that cause irreversible
changes to our ecosystems. Even if climbing was causing all the traffic congestions, | would still be opposed to a gondola. If the community is largely against it, and
it's our most expensive and destructive and disturbing option, why are we going with it? Why can't we be creative with the traffic problem and try other methods first
to see if a gondola is even truly necessary? ESPECIALLY given how expensive and irreversible it is, and that there are other matters at hand we face that should be
given higher priority. As someone who has spent years finding peace, community, solitude, strength, and heart in the natural spaces of LCC, and in light of the vast
maijority of people who utilize the canyon, please reconsider not building a gondola and try another option first. Please think and evaluate and explore how such a
structure would have so many detrimental effects to all aspects of LCC's ecosystem, both during and after construction, and therefore would also be detrimental to
the many ways in which people connect with the canyon. | apologize for the length of this message, but | hope you read it. | hope, at least, my passion will lend itself
to you some longing or understanding of my position and feelings. LCC is a large part of my life and always will be. And it's very much the same for many other
people, regardless of how they have chosen to connect with those natural spaces.

32.2.9E; 32.29R;
32.2.2PP; 32.4B;
32.2.9N; 32.1.2B;
32.1.5C

A32.29R; A32.1.2H;
A32.2.6S; A32.2.9N;
A32.1.2B; A32.1.5C

37077

Bridgeman, Suzanne

32.2.9E

33409

Bridges, Elena

This gondola is a waste of our resources.

32.2.9E

30183

Bridges, John

I'm against the gondola for the solution to little cottonwood canyon traffic congestion

31113

Bridwell zarit, Mary

32.2.9E

I live in- We do not need more tourists on this side of the mountain. Locals are being edged out and can barely afford to ski. Limit tickets,
build a bus hub close to state street and bus people up. Create a toll for out of town people to get up the canyon. Stop compromising our canyons for greed. Also,
it's undeniable...our climate is changing. Less snow means less skiers. Fix our lake issues first.

32.1.2B; 32.2.2K;
32.2.4A; 32.2.2E

A32.1.2B; A32.2.2K

35395

Briefer, Andrew

How many people can the upper Little Cottonwood Canyon accomodate without damage to sensitive and endangered species, soil erosion, negative impacts to
water quality and supply, sewerage and user experience? No built infrastructure will remedy the traffic problem until we define acceptable endpoints, which the
current process has failed to do.

How will increasing the cost to travel in LCC impact traffic and natural resources in Big Cottonwood Canyon and Parleys? Planning for one canyon without

32.20B
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consideration of regional needs will cause new, and exacerbate, existing problems with traffic and user impacts.

Is the "phased approach" one in which, if the enhanced bus service meets the traffic mitigation goals, the decision to further pursue the gondola will be terminated?
It looks like the first phases are not being evaluated to determine whether they will be sufficient and are only being used as a fig leaf to placate those who want to
see if a less expensive and less impactful option can resolve the traffic.

Half a billion dollars can do a lot of traffic mitigation and air quality improvements in areas of clear public benefit while a gondola serves well-heeled developers and
private companies. What is the public benefit of spending this kind of public money here?

Good afternoon, Josh:

Attached please find Salt Lake City's comments concerning the Little Cottonwood Canyon Final Environmental Impact Statement (LCC FEIS). | also uploaded these
comments on October 16th as plain text in the submittal form on the LCC FEIS website in case it is easier to compile our comments from the submittal database.

32.2.9A; 32.12A;
32.12B; 32.20A;

32.20C; 32.12M;
32.1.2B; 32.1.1A;
32.1.1C; 32.12L;

A32.12A; A32.20A;
A32.20C; A32.1.2B;
A32.1.1A; A32.1.1C;

invasive "solution" merely to keep 2 business growing that give nothing back to the community and reek of greed. Why? Why all this for them? The resorts need to

32.2.7A; 32.2.2K

38624 Briefer, Laura Thank you for the continued partnership and coordination. 32.2.6.5G; 32.1.2C; ﬁgg;z;‘cpfgzzzg;
. 32.19A; 32.19C; A32.28A; A32.2.6W;
Laura Briefer, MPA 32.2.7F;32.2 4A; A32.21C
32.28H; 32.28; ’
Mailed or emailed comment; see comment reproduction in Appendix A3. 32.5J; 32.21C
I'm an strongly in Favor of the gondola system
27006 Brigance, Jon More busses will not solve the problem. Weather, road conditions and avalanches can easily block little cottonwood canyon road. I live just south of the canyon off 32.2.9D
wasatch and 1700 e. Look to European ski towns, they embrace the quiet, zero emissions of gondolas, funiculars and trams. More busses and wider roads are the
last thing we need. Please built the gondola. The parking and coordination outside the canyon makes more sense.
Hey pinheads! You do realize that unless you eliminate cars in the canyon altogether, as well as eliminate parking at Alta and Snowbird, all this does is DOUBLE the
amount of people in the canyon. People will still drive, AND be on the idiot gondola on big pow days - there will be even more traffic and even more bodies up there. | 32.2.9E; 32.2.4A;
28606 Briggs, Rich You didn't solve anything you stupid imbeciles. Oh and you did this to benefit two private businesses all with tax payer funds. Oh and you caused hugely invasive 32.1.2B; 32.7C; A32.1.2B
construction in SLC watershed, oh and you built a project that has zero hope of sustaining itself financially. Oh and on 85% of days when it isn't crowded, you just 32.2.7A
built a $1B project that won't be collecting any $$ for riders because everyone will be driving. Oh yeah and did you know you are complete idiots?
Use of millions of tax dollars to construct a gondola system that basically benefits only two ski businesses and one specific group of the public (skiers/snowboarders)
is a waste of the taxpayer's money. The present road will still have to be maintained and even upgraded in the future to accommodate the general public that uses
the road 365 days of the year, not just for those who use it during the winter months.
The gondola system will result in an eye soar to the beauty of the canyon with the large towers, cables, and gondolas along the proposed route. Construction of the
gondola towers will also cause environmental issues. Initially the upgrade to the current roadway could result in some environmental issues, but these issues can be
mitigated and would be a part of the current roadway maintenance and any updates or improvements that will eventually be necessary to the roadway in the future. 32 2 9E: 32.2 9B:
33367 Bright, Dennis Spend the money now to improve the current roadway instead of wasting that money on a gondola system. This will help to reduce or prevent spending additional 32.2-6 5’P_ 3;2'10A
money to make necessary improvements to the roadway in the future. e
Proponents of the gondola system purport that the use of electrical power to operate the gondola system is more environmentally friendly then allowing cars and
buses to be driven up and down the roadway. However, they fail to say anything about where the electrical power comes from. The additional electricity to operate
the gondola system will have to be generated by power plants that produce the electricity by burning coal, gas, or oil; thus resulting in additional environmental
issues in the state that would not be there if the gondola system is not built. The burning of these extra fossil fuels to operate the gondola will impact the
environment - maybe not specifically in the canyon, but in another part of the state that could affect even more people.
Putting a gondola system up Little Cottonwood canyon is the worst thing that could be done. The gondola benefits only the ski resorts in the canyon, not the general
public. The road in the canyon will still have to be maintained, whether the gondola is built or not. Use the money that would be spent for the gondola to improve and 32 1.9B: 32.2 2PP"
29724 Bright, Dennis upgrade the currant roadway. Everyone would then benefit (not just the ski resorts) whether you use the canyon in the winter time or at other times of the year. The 32.2-9E, - ’ A32.1.2B
gondolas and their towers will create a huge eye soar of the views of this beautiful canyon. No one wants to drive up the canyon and see the towers, lines, and -
gondolas overhead blocking the views of the canyon.
37700 Brill, Linda | am for the gondola 32.2.9D
37722 Brill, Linda | am for the gondola 32.2.9D
After reading all the IG posts answering questions regarding the options- | STILL DO NOT support the gondola. Please don't. | know that the businesses lose money 32 2 9E: 32.1 2F-
35939 Brim, Rebecca when LCC is closed but the gondola is too invasive, too impactful to the area and creates a very high suspicion regarding who's funding this decision. Such a huge, S on Ao Al A32.1.2F; A32.2.2K
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have ownership in the problem and also need to change their practices to help crowd and traffic control. Staggered start times, cap tickets sold in a day, set capacity
limits, reservations- | don't know, but they really need to own their part in this problem. Can you seek out companies like IKON for funding to increase the number of
buses used or start another canyon shuttle service for the val