APPENDIX D

RESPONSES TO PUBLIC COMMENTS






Utah Transit Authority Appendix D
West Valley LRT Project Response to Public Comments

APPENDIX D, RESPONSES TO PUBLIC
COMMENTS

This section provides UTA’s responses to public comments received on the West Valley City/Taylorsville
Corridor Draft EIS. The WFRC and UTA released the DEIS for public review on June 25, 2006. Public
notices were published in local papers, on UTA’s Web site, through ads in Spanish publications, and in
ads and articles in group newsletters and other specialized media. UTA distributed posters and fliers to
libraries and other public spaces, and placed notices throughout UTA’s transit system, including on buses
and at transit centers. UTA also sent out nearly 900 direct mailing pieces to stakeholders and others on
the agency’s mailing list, advertising the availability of the document.

Copies of the DEIS were made available at public facilities including area city halls and libraries and on
UTA’s Web site. In addition to sending the document to public libraries in the project area, UTA
distributed nearly 75 other hard copies of the document to parties including local governments, state and
federal agencies, tribal governments, elected officials, and public interest groups and organizations. The
document on UTA’s Web site was provided in PDF format and assembled to allow easy review of the
written material and accompanying graphics.

The 45-day public comment period for the DEIS began on June 25, 2006 and ended on August 9, 2006.
As part of the public comment period, UTA advertised and held a public meeting to provide additional
opportunities for people to review the project proposal and the DEIS, ask questions of agency staff, and to
make formal comments. The meeting was held on July 19th, 2006 from 6:00 to 9:00 p.m. at West Valley
City Hall, 3600 South Constitution Blvd. West Valley City, UT 84119.

In addition to the advertised public meeting, UTA held a community meeting in the Chesterfield
neighborhood. UTA sent out invitations to Chesterfield area residents, including people who had already
expressed interest in the project and others on UTA’s project mailing list. The Chesterfield meeting was
held on July 18th, 2006 from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m at the Redwood Recreation Center, 3060 South Redwood
Road.

Throughout the public comment period, UTA provided a number of ways for people to submit comments
and provide input. At the meetings on July 18th and 19th, attendees could either write their comments or
speak them to UTA staff, to be recorded and transcribed into the record. UTA also provided forms for
recording preferences for the alternatives as well as to make more detailed comments.

In addition to accepting comments made at the public meetings, UTA provided the opportunity for people
to make comments by email, through a project Web site, through UTA’s regular Web site, by US Mail, or
by phone. All comments received or postmarked by August 9" were accepted and have been
incorporated within the Final ESR.

D.1 RESULTS OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

Nearly 90 parties commented, providing 107 separate comment records, with some parties commenting
more than once. The comments raised more than 100 different points about the project, ranging from
statements of support or opposition, to suggestions about routes and facilities, to questions and comments
about environmental impacts and project development. Table 1 identifies the commenting parties by

type.
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Table 1
Comments Received

By Type:

Parties

Individual

69

Business

Local Government

County Government

State Government

Federal Government

Non-Governmental Org.

Media

I IESGILNIEY

Total

Comments Supporting or Opposing the Project

Most of the comments focused on statements of support or opposition for the project and then followed
up with specific comments or issues, often about localized features or impacts for the project. More than
one third of the parties commenting (35) supported the project. Roughly one quarter opposed the project
(22), and the remainder did not express a clear preference. Table 2 shows the breakdown of comments by
party and indicates the varying levels of support or opposition, as assigned in the bullets below:

e Support Fully (favors the Preferred Alternative)

e Support with Different Alignment (expressed support for project as a whole but prefers an

alternative alignment)

e Support with Different Stations (expressed support for project as a whole but prefers

alternative station sites.

e Oppose Fully

o Oppose with Proposed Alignment (expressed opposition for project as a whole but indicated

that if built, it should run in a different alignment)

e Oppose with Proposed Stations (expressed opposition for project as a whole but indicated that

if built, it should contain stations on alternative sites.

Table 2
Support and Opposition for Project
Support/Opposition Individual Parties
Support Fully (Preferred Alt.) 31
Support With Different Alignment 3
Support With Different Stations 1
Subtotal ""Support™ 35
Oppose Fully 10
Oppose With Proposed Alignment 10
Oppose With Proposed Stations 2
Subtotal ""Oppose"* 22
Don't Know/Ambiguous/Undecided 29
Totals 86
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Comments about Individual Topics or Issues
While no single issue emerged through comments, several key issues were frequently raised.

Many of the comments addressed the overall selection of the preferred alternative. Nearly 20 parties
suggested other routes or design treatments that could allow the project to reduce localized impacts, avoid
specific properties or neighborhoods, or serve other locations.

Comments about the preferred alternative ranged from statements that the preferred alternative should
have followed a different alignment, to statements about particular station sites (including Valley Fair
Mall/West Valley City Center as a Terminus, and the E-Center as a station). Comments included:

e Use PRT (personal rapid transit)
e Use 3100 South instead of running through the middle of Chesterfield

e Use 2100 South or SR-201 right of way and Redwood Road in place of running through
Chesterfield

e Salt Lake Community College (SLCC) is not being served by new TRAX line
e Use 4700 South where there is more room and SLCC is a destination
e Taylorsville is not being served

Other parties wrote that they would prefer better service to Salt Lake Community College. Some
commenters requested that the TRAX be extended towards Magna and didn’t view the West Valley
Intermodal Center as being easily reached or serving West Valley residents well.

Several parties provided lengthy statements regarding the project, light rail technology, and UTA’s
overall capital program and operations.

A number of residents of the Chesterfield neighborhood raised concerns about impacts to the
neighborhood, individual properties, and to the adjacent Redwood Nature area. Their specific concerns
included noise, visual impacts, traffic, safety, right-of-way impacts, barriers between residents, effects on
the Crosstowne Trail, wetlands, effects on livestock, and effects on wildlife. These residents proposed
instead that the corridor cross the Jordan River westward, follow the river south, and turn west along 3100
South past the Utah Cultural Celebration Center.

Traffic impacts and noise were also a frequent concern in other areas, primarily in the neighborhoods to
the west of 1-215. Commenters noted that adding LRT to 3100 South and 2700 West would increase
congestion and make it difficult to exit from neighborhoods such as those along 3100 South and along
Constitution Boulevard (2700 West), particularly if access changed from full-access to right-in-right-out
access. For instance, the owner and operator of a strip mall property in the northeast quadrant of 3500
South and 2700 West commented about the effects of restricting the shopping center’s driveway access
(on 2700 West) from full-access to right-in-right-out. Some residents in the area wrote that the noise
from the train and restrictions on access to the neighborhoods would be disruptive.

Several commenter’s from outside the study area (Utah County, Davis County, and Evanston, Wyoming)
made comments about other areas being in greater need of TRAX service than the West Valley corridor).

Safety for pedestrians, particularly schoolchildren, was raised by seven individuals, particularly in the
Chesterfield neighborhood (where they would use the Crosstowne Trail and attend Redwood Elementary
School) and from residents near 2700 West and 3100 South (near Stansbury Elementary).
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Comments from Public Agencies and Organizations and Public Officials

There were relatively few comments from public agencies, although a number of state, federal and local
agencies had previously provided correspondence about the project and its effects in earlier planning
stages. The primary issues in government agency letters received on the Draft EIS included:

Federal Transit Administration. FTA provided a letter stating its understanding that the project was
not seeking federal funding, and that the DEIS was not a National Environmental Policy Act document.
FTA asked UTA to clarify in public advertisements and letters to DEIS recipients that the DEIS was not
issued or approved by FTA, and that the FTA did not have approval or oversight authority for the project

Department of the Interior. The Department of the Interior provided a letter focused on the Redwood
Nature area. The DOI consults with FTA over projects requiring USDOT’s Section 4(f) approval for
federally-funded projects affecting parks, recreational resources, historic and archaeological resources, or
wildlife refuges. (The West Valley Project no longer requires such approval because it no longer
anticipates federal funding) The DOI provided two comment letters. The first letter requested
clarification about the Preferred Alternative prior to DOI making a statement about other potential
alternatives. The second letter provided statements from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
expressed support for the project’s proposed route to the north of the Decker Lake Drainage Canal. The
letter stated that the north route reduced impacts to natural resources compared to a possible route south
of the canal. The letter further suggested mitigation and avoidance measures such as shifting the
alignment 50 to 100 feet north of its current route, to avoid wetland impacts, providing funds for habitat
restoration in the Redwood nature area, or providing replacement lands if the project requires part of an
undeveloped public parcel adjacent to the nature area.

Utah Department of Transportation. The UDOT letter asked for more detail on traffic conditions and
potential impacts on several state-managed facilities that would be affected by the project and questioned
methodologies leading to forecasts of future traffic conditions.

Senator Karen Hale, Utah State Senate. On behalf of the Parley Rails, Trails and Tunnels Coalition,
Sen. Hale wrote a letter asking UTA to look at the feasibility and benefits of developing a
pedestrian/bicycle path as part of the proposed light rail bridge over the Roper Railroad.

Representative Larry B. Wiley, Utah State House of Representatives. Representative Wiley provided
a written statement along with comments from several residents in his district, asking UTA to consider
alternatives that avoided crossing through the Chesterfield neighborhood. Rep. Wiley suggested a route
that followed more closely along the west side of the Jordan River until it reaches 3100 South, near the
Cultural Center and the Redwood Recreation Center.

D.2  Additional Public Outreach and Comment Activities

On January 30th, UTA published public notices on its Website and in local papers, inviting the public to
attend a February 15, 2007 open house for the West Valley Light Rail Project. The focus of the open
house was to show how the project had advanced since the Draft EIS was released in Summer 2006.

The open house and the project Website provided fact sheets and project mappings identifying areas
where the project’s design and environmental information had been updated. This included design and
environmental updates for areas along 3100 S., where additional residential property acquisitions were
needed, and near the West Valley City Center, where an additional residential acquisition had been
identified. The locations of proposed noise walls and other noise and vibration mitigation measures along
the project corridor were also presented. Representatives from UTA and the project team were on hand to
provide information and answer questions. The information provided at that meeting has also been
incorporated within the Final ESR.

The public meeting was held Thursday, February 15, from 5 p.m. to 7:30 p.m., at the West Valley City
Hall at 3600 South Constitution Blvd, West Valley City. In addition to attending the public meeting and
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having an opportunity to provide written comments on the project’s development, the public was given
additional opportunities to comment on project developments via UTA’s Website or by mail. Comments
were accepted through March 2, 2007.
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Index of Comments:

Comment
ID# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
1 | Individual Bonnie Shaw
2 | Individual John Edwards
3 | Individual Betty Florence | Fletcher
4 | Individual David Quebbeman
5 | Individual Phil Vigil
6 | Individual Ronald Powell
8 | State Government Randall Park UDOT Region 2
9 | State Government Karen Hale Utah Senate/PRATT
10 | State Government Larry Wiley Utah House of Reps
11 | Individual Genoveva Chavez
13 | Individual Gina Hovet
14 | Individual Audrey Elliott
15 | Individual Verl Elliott
Non-Governmental
16 | Org. Jeff Salt Great Salt Lakekeeper
17 | Business David Dunn Dunn and Co.
18 | Business Mickeal Dahle Mickeal L. Dahle Trust
19 | Individual Al Jephson
20 | Individual Troy Pierce
21 | Individual John Christensen
22 | Individual Garth Powell
24 | Individual Sherry Averett
25 | Individual Karen Wiley
26 | Individual Ky & Marcia Ekstrom
28 | Individual Matt Wildauer
29 | Individual Rebecca Ipson
30 | Individual Laura Thackeray
31 | Business Dan Weston
32 | Individual Diana Green
33 | Individual Robyn Green
34 | Individual Christopher Green
36 | Individual Syhil Bohn
37 | Business Mike Winder
38 | Individual M. L.
39 | Individual Brian Preece
40 | Individual Ken Kelter
41 | Individual Tom & Bev Peck
42 | Individual Grant & Linda | Andrews
47 | Individual Earl & Sandra | Anthony
48 | Individual Marlene Little
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Comment
ID# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
49 | Individual Chyrele Shafer
50 | State Government Janice Fisher Utah House of Reps
51 | County Government Andrea Pullos Salt Lake County
52 | Individual Ernest Shafer
George &
55 | Individual Donna Christensen
60 | Individual Tiffany Mondragon
61 | Individual Marta Parsons
63 | Individual Carolynn Burt
Magna Times/West Valley
65 | Media Francie Aufdemorte News
67 | Individual Creighton Omer
68 | Individual Doug Rhodes
69 | Individual Connie Watkins
70 | Individual Lisa Tuck
71 | Individual Jarvis Brown
72 | Individual James Zaelit
73 | Individual Rolf Magnusson
76 | Local Government Joseph Moore West Valley City CED
79 | Business Kent Winder
80 | Individual Dave & Nancy | Kilmurray
81 | Individual Maria Gutierrez
82 | Business Sherri Winder
83 | Business Robert Pruitt
84 | Local Government Daniel Stuart
85 | Individual Mark Hoff
86 | Individual
87 | Individual Joan Blevins
88 | Individual Charles English
89 | Individual Stan Wilhelmsen
90 | Individual Kema Holt
91 | Individual Becky Condas
92 | Individual Terri McLain
93 | Individual Cassandra Smith
94 | Individual Gary Hodson
95 | Individual
96 | Individual Linda Pringle
97 | Individual Ryan Jonkman
98 | Individual Philip Sauvageau
99 | Individual Corey Wilkey
100 | Individual Larry Abraham
101 | Individual Daniel Laraway
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Comment
|D# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
102 | Individual David Hubert
103 | Individual Allison Fernley
104 | Individual Joe Gallegos
105 | Individual Raema Christensen
106 | Individual Armon Shekarforoosh
107 | Federal Government | Willie Taylor US DOI
108 | Individual Michael Packard
109 | Business Fred Fairclough, Jr, | Bonneville Mortgage Co.
110 | Individual Tod & K-Lynn | Oldroyd
111 | Individual Joseph Neumeyer
112 | Individual Jan Mawson
113 | Individual Tyler Christensen

Commenters In Alphabetical Order:

Comment
ID# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
100 | Individual Larry Abraham
42 | Individual Grant & Linda | Andrews
47 | Individual Earl & Sandra | Anthony
Magna Times/West Valley
65 | Media Francie Aufdemorte News
24 | Individual Sherry Averett
87 | Individual Joan Blevins
36 | Individual Syhil Bohn
71 | Individual Jarvis Brown
63 | Individual Carolynn Burt
11 | Individual Genoveva Chavez
George &
55 | Individual Donna Christensen
21 | Individual John Christensen
105 | Individual Raema Christensen
91 | Individual Becky Condas
113 | Individual Tyler Christensen
18 | Business Mickeal Dahle Mickeal L. Dahle Trust
17 | Business David Dunn Dunn and Co.
2 | Individual John Edwards
26 | Individual Ky & Marcia Ekstrom
14 | Individual Audrey Elliott
15 | Individual Verl Elliott
88 | Individual Charles English
103 | Individual Allison Fernley
109 | Business Fred Fairclough, Jr, | Bonneville Mortgage Co.
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Comment
ID# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
50 | State Government Janice Fisher Utah House of Reps
3 | Individual Betty Florence | Fletcher
104 | Individual Joe Gallegos
34 | Individual Christopher Green
32 | Individual Diana Green
33 | Individual Robyn Green
81 | Individual Maria Gutierrez
9 | State Government Karen Hale Utah Senate/PRATT
94 | Individual Gary Hodson
85 | Individual Mark Hoff
90 | Individual Kema Holt
13 | Individual Gina Hovet
102 | Individual David Hubert
29 | Individual Rebecca Ipson
19 | Individual Al Jephson
97 | Individual Ryan Jonkman
40 | Individual Ken Kelter
80 | Individual Dave & Nancy | Kilmurray
38 | Individual M. L.
101 | Individual Daniel Laraway
48 | Individual Marlene Little
73 | Individual Rolf Magnusson
92 | Individual Terri McLain
112 | Individual Jan Mawson
60 | Individual Tiffany Mondragon
76 | Local Government Joseph Moore West Valley City CED
111 | Individual Joseph Neumeyer
110 | Individual Tod & K-Lynn | Oldroyd
67 | Individual Creighton Omer
108 | Individual Michael Packard
8 | State Government Randall Park UDOT Region 2
61 | Individual Marta Parsons
41 | Individual Tom & Bev Peck
20 | Individual Troy Pierce
22 | Individual Garth Powell
6 | Individual Ronald Powell
39 | Individual Brian Preece
96 | Individual Linda Pringle
83 | Business Robert Pruitt
51 | County Government Andrea Pullos Salt Lake County
4 | Individual David Quebbeman
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Comment
ID# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
68 | Individual Doug Rhodes
Non-Governmental
16 | Org. Jeff Salt Great Salt Lakekeeper
98 | Individual Philip Sauvageau
49 | Individual Chyrele Shafer
52 | Individual Ernest Shafer
1 | Individual Bonnie Shaw
106 | Individual Armon Shekarforoosh
93 | Individual Cassandra Smith
84 | Local Government Daniel Stuart
107 | Federal Government | Willie Taylor US DOI
30 | Individual Laura Thackeray
70 | Individual Lisa Tuck
5 | Individual Phil Vigil
69 | Individual Connie Watkins
31 | Business Dan Weston
28 | Individual Matt Wildauer
25 | Individual Karen Wiley
10 | State Government Larry Wiley Utah House of Reps
89 | Individual Stan Wilhelmsen
99 | Individual Corey Wilkey
79 | Business Kent Winder
37 | Business Mike Winder
82 | Business Sherri Winder
72 | Individual James Zaelit
86 | Individual
95 | Individual
Duplicates of names above:
Comment
ID# Type of Commenter | First Name Last Name Org. Name
43 | Individual Sherry Averett
62 | Individual Sybil Bohn
58 | Business Mickeal Dahle Mickeal L. Dahle Trust
35 | Business Mike Dahle
53 | Individual Ky & Marcia Ekstrom
46 | Individual Christopher Green
44 | Individual Diana Green
59 | Individual Robyn Green
56 | Individual Rebecca Ipson
78 | Individual Ken Kelter
75 | Individual Brian Preece
Final Environmental Study Report D-10 May 2007




Utah Transit Authority Appendix D

West Valley LRT Project Response to Public Comments
Non-Governmental
57 | Org. Jeff Salt Great Salt Lakekeeper
27 | Individual Bonnie Shaw
54 | Individual Bonnie Shaw
7 | Federal Government | Willie Taylor USDOI
64 | Individual Laura Thackeray
12 | Individual Phil Vigil
23 | Individual Phil Vigil
66 | Business Dan Weston
45 | State Government Larry Wiley Utah House of Reps
74 | Business Mike Winder
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