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Table A-1. Preliminary Evaluation of Alternatives/Concepts Suggested during EIS Scoping Periods

Reason for Not Including in the Proposed Alternatives Considered as Part of
Evaluated

Part of Alternative Design,

No-Action/ D“,:::t'“t Outside | Outside T“::S:::‘"" F:"““I’,Ii“ Environmental Analysis, Additional Information
Baseline ' the EIS the Scope . evel and/or
Project | o/ dy Area | of the EIS T SCIGNNg Potential Mitigati

Suggested Alternative Objectives y Prohibitive Gl Mivgatien

Mobility/Capacity

Build transit hubs at gravel pit and 9400 South. v

Provide parking for cars waiting to enter Litlle v Considered as part of the transit alternative to reduce vehicle use and avalanche mitigation to reduce closure and

Cottonwood Canyon. eliminate backup both of which reduce the number of vehicles waiting to enter Little Cottonwood Canyon.

Eliminate on-road parking at ski resorts. v

Increase road capacity (three and four lanes). v

Don't expand road capacity. v

Consider reversible lanes. v

Add a dedicated travel lane for Alta. v Considered in reversible lane and widen road alternatives. If alternatives provide enough roadway capacity, there would
be no need for a dedicated lane.

Add more pullouts for slow vehicles. Concept will be included as part of adding capacity. Slow vehicle pull outs for buses would substantially increase travel

v v time making buses less feasible. Does not meet project objective of improving mobility for all users (including transit

users)

Build a longer merge lane at S.R. 209/S.R. 210. v

Don't build a merge lane at S.R. 209/S.R. 210, and v v Reducing speed limits is a UDOT operational consideration. Reducing speed limits would not change the need for

reduce speed limits. mobility improvements.

Add a fraffic signal at S.R. 209/S.R. 210. v UDQOT is currently making safety improvements to this intersection outside the EIS process for immediate
implementation.

Restrict larger vehicles during peak periods. v Transit and tolling options are being considered to reduce overall vehicle use.

Allow buses only. v

Add bicycle lanes. v Will be considered as part of road improvement alternatives.

Limit the number of vehicles. v

Eliminate single-occupant vehicles. v Will be considered as part of transit and tolling alternatives.

Provide transit priority. v Will be considered as part of road improvement alternatives.

No vehicle waiting at base of canyon. v Part of screening criteria to reduce vehicle waiting at base of canyon. Considered under all alternatives.

Road should be one way during AM and PM peak v

periods.

Provide police escorts for traffic. v Operational consideration that can be implemented outside the EIS process. Would still need to have large wait areas
for cars to be platooned up canyon.

Provide more smaller shutties and fewer big buses. v Feasibility of transit alternatives will be considered. Size of buses to accommodate demand will be managed by UTA
outside the EIS process.
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Process and Schedule o o s

PUBLIC SCOPING DRAFT PURPOSE AND ALTERNATIVES DRAFT EIS FINAL EIS/ROD

- NEED AND ALTERNATIVE \  DEVELOPMENT -
N SCREENING CRITERIA AND REFINEMENT \ ' oh 2020 Spring 2021

and Comment | Summer to Fall 2019 | Spring 2020
Period

* Public Hearing
and Comment
Period

ONGOING STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

* Open House e 38-day Public e Open House * Public Hearing * Notification of

: Comment Period : : : action in the
* 90-day Public  Public Comment Period | e 45-day Public :
Comment Period Comment Period Federal Register

| Current Phase
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Purpose and Need & Alternative Screening Criteria
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LCC EIS PURPOSE

UDOT’s purpose is to substantially improve
safety, reliability, and mobility on S.R. 210
from Fort Union Boulevard through the town
of Alta for all users on S.R. 210.

NEED FOR THE PROJECT

Decreased mobility in winter during the morning
(AM) and afternoon (PM) peak travel periods
related to visits to ski areas, with the greatest
traffic volumes on weekends and holidays and during and after
» Decreased mobility on Wasatch Boulevard resulting from week
» Safety concerns associated with avalanche hazard and traffic ¢
avalanche-control program in Little Cottonwood Canyon. Peri

i

St idfor days during which avalanches delay users
Pring 2021 or roadway users

id locations

:n motorized and nonmotorized transportation modes

nprove the safety and operational characteristics
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LEVEL 2 SCREENING CRITERIA

Cost + Alternative’s cost compared to other alternatives that pass Level 1 screening
Consistency and compatibility with local + Alternative’s consistency with local and regional land use and transportation plans
and regional plans * Alternative’s compliance with the Wilderness Act of 1964 and consistency with the 2003

Revised Wasatch-Cache Forest Plan

Compatibility with permitting requirements  + Permit requirements

Impacts related to Clean Water Act + Acres and types of wetlands and other waters of the United States

+ Acres and types of sensitive habitat
» Acres of floodplain
« Acres of critical habitat

Impacts to natural resources

Impacts to the built environment + Number and area of parks

+ Number of community facilities

+ Number of potential property acquisitions including residential, business and utility acquisitions
» Number of Section 4(f)/Section 6(f) uses

 Number of cultural resources (for example, historic and archaeological resources) affected

NEED FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO WASATCH BLVD.

EXISTING CONDITIONS (2015) FUTURE NO-ACTION CONDITIONS LEVEL OF SERVICE

P.M. PEAK-PERIOD (2050) P.M. PEAK-PERIOD

Highest quality of service.
Free traffic flow with few restrictions

Uf/(/n/o,,[ .
gy T
Big Cottonwood Rd ey d Re on maneuverabhility or speed.

B| NODELAYS

T Stable traffic flow. Speed becoming
Bengal Bivy slightly restricted. Low restriction

-
Creek Rd,

on maneuverability.

c I MINIMAL

DELAYS
Stable traffic flow, but less freedom
: to select speed.
Projected
Traffic Growth

— UDOT Goal

Traffic flow becoming unstable.
Speed subject to sudden change.

E l CONSIDERABLE
DELAYS

Unstable traffic flow. Speed changes
quickly and maneuverability is low.

E l CONSIDERABLE
DELAYS

Cottormood Heavily congested traffic.

o Rd c Demand exceeds capacity and
s R speed varies greatly.
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November 6, 2019 thru December 13, 2019

@ udot.utah.gov/LittleCottonwoodEIS

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



