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ABSTRACT

The Utah Transit Authority (UTA), the Wasatch Front Regional Council, the City of South Salt Lake, and
West Valley City propose the West Valley Light Rail Transit (LRT) Project, which will provide LRT
service between West Valley City, downtown Salt Lake City, and the University of Utah. The proposed
project is a double track light rail system approximately 5 miles in length connecting the West Valley
City Center and the existing Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX Line station at 2100 South. Four new LRT stations
are planned at Chesterfield, Decker Lake Business Park, the E Center, and the West Valley City Center.
The project consists of both street running and corridor running sections. Bus service will be adjusted to
serve the new alignment. The purpose of the proposed project is to accommodate a portion of the existing
and projected travel demand (design year 2030) along this corridor in the rapidly growing western side of
the Salt Lake Valley.

This Final Environmental Study Report (Final ESR) was prepared in accordance with UTA
environmental procedures for environmental studies. The Final ESR describes the environmental impacts
and identifies mitigation measures associated with the proposed LRT project, which is compared to a No
Action alternative. The Final ESR also responds to public comments on a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement released in June 2006. The potential impacts of the alternatives are identified in a broad range
of environmental categories, including but not limited to land use, socioeconomic conditions,
transportation, air quality, noise, vibration, water resources, natural environment, safety and security,
hazardous materials, cultural and historic resources, parks and recreation, and visual quality.

For further information concerning this document, contact the following individual:

UTA Contact:

E. Gregory Thorpe, P.E.

Manager of Light Rail
Engineering & Construction
(801) 287-2572

Utah Transit Authority

P.O. Box 30810

Salt Lake City, Utah 84130-0810

Final Environmental Study Report iii May 2007
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PREFACE

This Final Environmental Study Report (Final ESR) for the West Valley Light Rail Transit (LRT) project
marks a major milestone in the proposal to bring high-capacity transit service to the western Salt Lake
Valley. The Final ESR culminates nearly five years of engineering and environmental study and related
public involvement and agency coordination to develop the project’s Preferred Alternative. The major
sections of the Final ESR are:

Executive Summary — Provides a summary of the project’s definition, purpose and need, potential
impacts from the project, and recommended mitigation measures.

Chapter 1: Purpose and Need for Action — Presents a discussion of the corridor transportation goals as
they relate to existing transportation conditions in the local area and in the region; examines the role of
the project in meeting transportation goals. Provides background on the environmental process.

Chapter 2: Alternatives Considered — Describes the Preferred Alternative, other alternatives considered,
and the alternatives development process.

Chapter 3: Affected Environment and Consequences — Describes the existing social and natural
environmental conditions in the study area. Discusses the potential impacts on the built, social, and
natural environment and identifies potential mitigation measures.

Chapter 4: Transportation Affected Environment Impacts — Discusses the transportation impacts to a
variety of modes and facilities, including roadways, transit, rail, and pedestrian and bike facilities.

Chapter 5: Summary of Mitigation Measures — Provides a compilation of mitigation actions listed
throughout the rest of the Final ESR.

Appendix A References

Appendix B Public Involvement

Appendix C  Preliminary Engineering

Appendix D Responses to Public Comments Received
Appendix E  Agency Coordination (other than comments)
Appendix F List of Preparers

Appendix G Draft EIS Chapter 2 (Alternatives Considered)
Appendix H  List of Acronyms

Appendix | Environmental Background Information
Appendix J Final ESR Distribution List
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Utah Transit Authority ES
West Valley LRT Project Executive Summary

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The focus of this Final Environmental Study Report (Final ESR) is a proposed 5-mile Light Rail Transit
(LRT) line from the existing UTA Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX line at 2100 South in South Salt Lake City and
connecting west to West Valley City Center in West Valley City. The regional setting for the proposed
project corridor is illustrated in Figure ES.1-1.

The Utah Transit Authority (UTA) has prepared this Final ESR with the assistance of the Wasatch Front
Regional Council (WFRC) West Valley City and South Salt Lake City. UTA serves the Ogden, Davis,
Salt Lake City, and Provo-Orem urbanized areas, with a service area encompassing 1,612 square miles
and a population of just over 1.5 million people. This Final ESR follows a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (Draft EIS) that was issued in June 2006. UTA accepted public comments on the Draft EIS
through August 9, 2006, and held several public meetings to inform the public and to encourage public
comments.

The purpose of this Final ESR is to inform the public of UTA’s findings about the potential
environmental impacts from and mitigation measures for the Preferred Alternative (the proposed LRT
project). A No Action alternative is also analyzed to help represent a baseline condition for identifying the
impacts of the Preferred Alternative. The Final ESR documents UTA’s efforts to develop alternatives;
identify a preferred alternative; coordinate with federal, state, and local agencies; and involve the public.
The Final ESR states the purpose and need for the project and describes the alternatives considered. It
addresses in detail the anticipated transportation and environmental impacts of the project and identifies
appropriate mitigation measures that may be required to minimize impacts.

Following the Final ESR publication, UTA will issue a Decision Document that marks the completion of
preliminary engineering and environmental studies and states UTA’s intent to proceed with final design
and construction. Mitigation commitments, where necessary, will be identified, and responses to
comments received during the Final ESR review period will be prepared.

This Executive Summary highlights key features of the project and the findings of the Final ESR, using
an organization similar to that of the full Final ESR:

e Purpose of and Need for Action
e Alternatives Considered
e Affected Environment and Consequences
e Transportation Impacts
e Summary of Mitigation Measures
ES.1 Purpose and Need for Action

The West Valley LRT project corridor is shown in Figure ES.1-1. It extends from the existing Salt
Lake/Sandy TRAX Line near the 2100 South Station in South Salt Lake City, west to 2700 West in West
Valley City. The project corridor is in the cities of South Salt Lake and West Valley City, and related bus
improvements would include nearby cities, including Taylorsville and Murray.

Several earlier studies have identified the west valley area as needing a significantly improved
transportation system, and high-capacity transit (HCT) is a key part of the recommended strategy for the
region. The previous studies that helped to identify the need for light rail to West Valley City include the
1996 Long Range Transit Analysis, the 2000 West Valley City Transportation Corridor Major Investment
Study, and the WFRC Urban Area 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan. These studies recognize the
importance of HCT as part of a shared solution for meeting regional transportation and land use goals. All
of these studies noted high rates of future growth in population, jobs, and traffic, which create greater
demands for an effective transportation system.
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The purpose of the Proposed Action is to:

e Improve mobility and connectivity within the corridor and between the west side and downtown
Salt Lake City, the University of Utah, and other areas of the region;

e Provide service to and between major trip generators within the study area, including Valley Fair
Mall, E Center, and Decker Lake Business Park, with supporting bus service to areas such as
Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) headquarters and the Salt Lake Community College
Redwood Road Campus;

e Improve the efficiency of the existing transit system, including better utilization of the bus
system;

e Improve east-west mobility, particularly during peak commuter demand periods;

e Provide a transportation system that complements desired community development patterns and
that complements the context of the project area;

e Provide a transportation system that encourages a change in travel behavior by providing
convenient alternatives to the use of the automobile;

e Increase access to major employers in the corridor, and thereby enhance the corridor’s economic
potential; and

e Provide a convenient connection between west-side bus service to outlying areas and the existing
TRAX LRT system.

ES.2 Alternatives Considered
The alternatives analyzed in the Final ESR are:
e No Action Alternative
o Preferred Alternative for Light Rail
No Action Alternative

The No Action alternative represents the future transportation system in 2030, but without the West
Valley LRT project or any other major capital investments for transit in the West Valley area. The No
Action alternative serves as a baseline for measuring the impacts and the effectiveness of the Preferred
Alternative.

With No Action, other planned elements of the TRAX system would still be implemented, except for the
West Valley LRT project. Consistent with the 2030 Wasatch Front Urban Area Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP), the region would be expected to implement other transit service and
programmed capital improvements, including service increases, transit facility improvements, street and
highway improvements, and high-occupant vehicle (HOV) lane improvements. No Action also includes
the growth in population and employment that the study area and the entire region expect by the year
2030.

Preferred Alternative

The Preferred Alternative for light rail to West Valley City has two main elements: (1) a 5-mile LRT line
connecting the West Valley City Center and the Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX Line at 2100 South with four
stations, and (2) supporting bus service and facility improvements designed to maximize the benefits of
light rail. The four stations for the line would include a western terminus at West Valley City Center, a
station near the E Center, a station at Research Way and Redwood Road, and a Chesterfield station
located west of the Jordan River and near 2320 South. The proposed alignment and stations are shown in
Figure ES.2-1.
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To connect the West Valley City Center with the existing UTA LRT system, the line would traverse four
significant barriers to east-west travel: Interstate Highway 15 (1-15), the Union Pacific Railroad’s (UPRR)
Roper Rail Yard, the Jordan River, and Interstate Highway 215 (1-215). The light rail line would serve
many population and employment centers in West Valley City with direct service. Service to Taylorsville
and other communities on the west side of the Salt Lake Valley would be provided by bus connections at
the West Valley City Intermodal Center and at key stations along the alignment.

The proposed corridor uses existing public rights-of-way in many locations, but would also require new
rights-of-way. The project would primarily operate at grade except over 1-215, the Jordan River, and the
UPRR Roper Yard.

Moving from west to east, the light rail line originates at West Valley City Center, west of Constitution
Boulevard and north of West Valley City Hall. The western terminus station at West Valley City Center
would provide connections to the West Valley Intermodal Center and a future bus rapid transit (BRT)
line. From the station, the tracks turn north into the center of Constitution Boulevard and continue north
past 3500 South to the intersection with 3100 South, where the route turns east to run on the south side of
3100 South. The line then crosses 1-215 and turns north to the center of Decker Lake Drive, where a
station would be located. The route continues north, turning east at the Decker Lake Drive/Research Way
intersection, and continuing in the center of Research Way. A Decker Lake station would be located on
Research Way, directly west of Redwood Road.

The Preferred Alternative then crosses Redwood Road to reach a 50-foot right-of-way owned by Salt
Lake County. The Decker Lake Drainage Canal is underground in twin culverts, and the Crosstowne trail
also uses the right-of-way. The light rail alignment is at-grade along the right-of-way. From Redwood
Road to the Redwood Nature Area, the existing Crosstowne trail would be relocated to run to the south of
the light rail line.

As the line approaches the Redwood Nature Area, it curves to the northeast and bridges over the Brighton
Canal. Light rail is then along the north side of the Decker Lake Drainage Canal. After Chesterfield
Street, the line curves northward, through a triangular portion of the Redwood Nature Area, heading north
for a short section located west of the Jordan River trail, and Winton Street to 1070 West where the
Chesterfield station would be located with the alignment street-running on 1070 West.

After leaving the Chesterfield station, the line heads north and then turns east to bridge the Jordan River
Parkway Regional Trail and the Jordan River at approximately 2200 South (south of the SR-201 bridge).
The Jordan River trail would cross under the new light rail bridge. East of the Jordan River, the line is on
the south side of SR-201 and then crosses 900 West at grade, south of the SR-201/900 West interchange.
East of 900 West, the line would transition to a retained fill structure to reach a new bridge crossing over
the Union Pacific Roper Rail Yard. The route would then curve southeast to cross under I-15 and return to
grade at Andy Avenue. The route would then use a former rail right-of-way (Sugarhouse Spur) to connect
with the existing Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX Line.

PRATT Trail Option. This design option for the Preferred Alternative would allow the proposed
PRATT Trail to be built beside the light rail alignment over the UPRR Roper Yard. The PRATT trail,
also known as the Parleys Creek Corridor Trail, is a separate project that would connect the Bonneville
Shoreline Trail on the east with the Jordan River Parkway Trail on the West. The design option would
affect only the portion of the West Valley LRT project approaching and over the UPRR yard, from
approximately 800 West to Interstate 15.

ES.3 Affected Environment and Consequences

Chapter 3 identifies the existing natural and built environmental conditions in the project area. This
information was used to identify impacts in each environmental category. The environmental topics that
are addressed in the Final ESR are:
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Land Use

Social and Economic Conditions

Air Quality
Noise

Vibration

Water Resources

Biological Resources (including

Wetlands)

Hazardous Materials

e Historical, Archaeological, and
Paleontological Resources

Parklands, Open Space, and Recreation
Visual Quality

Public Safety and Security
Construction Impacts

Chapter 3 also identifies the potential environmental consequences and measures to mitigate impacts.
Table ES.1 provides a summary of the potential impacts of the two alternatives and also notes possible
mitigation measures where appropriate.

Table ES.1: Summary of Environmental Impacts by Alternative

Final .
ESR STz No Action Alternative Preferred Alternative (West Valley LRT)
. Category

Section

No direct or indirect Generally positive effect on land use. There is moderate

3.1 Land Use impacts. transit-oriented development (TOD) potential at several
stations.

No new job opportunities. | Generally positive effect on economic development. The
operations would create new job opportunities related to
the transit system construction and operations. Provides
increased access to and from job centers throughout the
region.

No impacts to community | No existing streets or trails are closed, which maintains

cohesion. connections between neighborhoods and maintains
access to public services, schools, and community
centers.

No displacements to 158 parcels affected: 12 full acquisitions with 14

Socioeconomic | Property owners. relopations (1_3_residentia| and 1 commercial), 146_

3.2 Impacts partial acquisitions. 180 to 184 off-street commercial
parking spaces will be affected (all through partial
property impacts). UTA will mitigate property impacts
through compensatory payment and assistance.

No disproportionate No anticipated negative impacts to the environment

impacts on low-income or | would have disproportionate adverse effect on

minority populations. disadvantaged populations. The West Valley TRAX
would improve transit travel time and expand
opportunities to work, recreate, or shop in areas
previously difficult to access for those who do not own
or operate vehicles. All noise and vibration impacts are
mitigated to moderate levels or better.

No conformity analysis Project is included in conforming long-range plans.

has been performed on the

33 Air Quality No Action alternative, but

conditions would be worse
than with the Preferred
Alternative.
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Final .
ESR SOEIEE No Action Alternative Preferred Alternative (West Valley LRT)
Section CaTegay

No localized exceedance No localized exceedance of CO standards would occur.

of CO standards would

occur.

Slight increase in PMyq No impact on PM;, emissions would occur other than

emissions as a result of short-term fugitive dust emissions during construction

increased vehicle miles activities. These would be mitigated by implementing
traveled as compared to appropriate dust control measures.

the Preferred Alternative.

No noise impacts. Before mitigation, the Preferred Alternative is expected
to cause severe noise impacts at 3 residences and
moderate noise impacts at 17 residences. Mitigation

. treatments include noise barrier walls and building
34 Noise ; ; S .
sound insulation to eliminate all of the severe impacts
and all but eight of the moderate impacts. Infrastructure
for track lubricators will likely be installed at most 90-
degree turns.
No vibration impacts. 3 residences and Clear Channel Broadcasting impacted
35 Vibrati without mitigation. Track vibration isolation and
. ibration e -,
crossover modifications are proposed to mitigate all of
these impacts.

No impacts to surface A new bridge will fully span the Jordan River (no in-

water. water or shoreline construction).

Increased stormwater runoff in some station areas, but
the net change would be minor. Some existing
stormwater facilities would be relocated. Water quality
impacts would be generally beneficial through the use of
current design standards.
Water No impacts to floodplains. | Alignment crosses 100-year floodplain, requiring

3.6 ReSOUrces appropriate permits and design. Culverts will convey
floodwaters through proposed elevated fill areas. The
Decker Lake Drainage Canal culvert will be retrofitted
to carry light rail above, but with no impact to existing
flood capacity.

No impacts to Possible impacts to groundwater resources could include

groundwater. inhibition of water rights during construction. Mitigation
would include coordinating alternative access points. No
impacts to groundwater aquifer quality is anticipated.

No impacts to wetlands. 0.72 total acres of wetland impacted in six different
wetland areas. All wetland area lost will be mitigated.

No impacts to vegetation. | Permanent removal of 13.52 acres of mostly previously

. . disturbed vegetation.
Biological
3.1 Resources

No impacts to wildlife and | 15.28 acres of wildlife habitat permanently disturbed.

fisheries. Localized impact on wildlife movement, but project will
not disrupt regional migration corridors.

No impacts to threatened | Threatened, endangered, proposed, and candidate

and endangered species. species are unlikely to be impacted by the project.
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Final .
ESR SV FONmEE] No Action Alternative Preferred Alternative (West Valley LRT)
. Category
Section
No increase in hazardous | No activities are anticipated to create substantial
materials usage or increases in hazardous waste generation. Increased
production. number of LRT vehicles requiring maintenance at the
Hazardous TRAX Maintenance Facility. All hazardous materials
38 Materials and would be handled in accordance with appropriate
' Hazardous requirements.
Waste No increase in hazardous | Hazardous materials exposure from previous discharges
materials exposure. could occur due to construction activities. All impacts
can be mitigated via best practice, safety, and
remediation plans developed during pre-construction.
Historical, No impacts. No known effects on archaeological or paleontological
Archaeological, sites. Two adverse effects on historic resources and no
3.9 and adverse effect for two historic railroads.
Paleontological
Sites

No impacts. The Crosstowne trail will be realigned and will be able
to use a signalized crossing at Redwood Road. Jordan
River Parkway Regional Trail will be realigned to cross
under the new light rail bridge approach. Impacts to the

Parklands, L
Redwood Nature Area would be minimal as the area
3.10 Open Space, .
and Recreation affec_ted has no park features on it. Most of the nature
area is south of the Decker Lake Drainage Canal. The
project will not preclude the development of a future
PRATT trail near Roper Yard.
No impacts. Localized visual impacts would include overhead
. contact system including poles and wires, station
Visual . .
3.11 platforms, park and rides, and crossings. Some areas
Resources .
would also have fences or noise walls between the
corridor and adjacent properties.

No impacts. Light rail would cross existing streets, sidewalks, and
trails. Standard traffic control design practices would be
used to minimize risk of conflicts between light rail and

Public Safety other trafflc,_ pgdestrlans, bicycles, and driveways. _
3.12 and Security Access restrictions would prevent left turns at some side
streets. New signalized intersections at mid-block and
U-turns at existing intersections will mitigate access
restrictions. There may be a slight increase in emergency
response times in locations where access changes.

No impacts. Construction impacts would be short-term and consist of
impacts to air quality, noise levels, surface water,
vegetation, utilities, and traffic. Respective mitigation

. measures that would be implemented include dust
Construction . : - .
3.13 control, best practices for construction noise reduction,

Impacts

runoff control, revegetation, utility relocation or
protection in place, and traffic control/access
management.
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ES.4 Transportation Impacts

The west side of the Salt Lake Valley is one of the fastest growing areas within an already rapidly
expanding region. Demographic forecasts (see Section 3.2) indicate that Salt Lake County’s population
will increase by approximately 42 percent between 2005 and 2030, from 970,000 to 1.4 million. The
greater Salt Lake Metropolitan area population is expected to grow at about the same rate, from about 1.4
million to 2.0 million. In the two study area cities, population will grow 32 percent. Planned highway
expansion in this area will not keep pace with the increases in travel demand.

Transit service in the project area currently consists of freeway express routes providing service from
points south of the corridor to downtown Salt Lake City, express routes providing limited stop service
along major arterials in the corridor, and local service to destinations along the corridor. Some local
routes would be modified to maximize the effectiveness of light rail. This could increase transfers for
some patrons, but most riders would have lower travel times and more frequent service. West Valley LRT
trains would interline with trains from 2100 South to downtown Salt Lake City and continue on to the
University of Utah.

The No Action alternative would add no additional bus service beyond what is proposed under the WFRC
Urban Area 2030 Long-Range Transportation Plan.

The Preferred Alternative includes increased bus service and modified bus routes to provide transit
connections to new light rail stations within the West Valley LRT corridor. The Preferred Alternative
would provide an effective means for addressing travel demand in the corridor and would result in
significantly improved transit service and capacity. The West Valley LRT Project will provide rapid
transit service independent of the roadway network and would operate effectively even when the roadway
congestion limits the effectiveness of the bus transit system. Moreover, LRT would offer improved transit
service levels and comfort, would be less impacted by adverse weather conditions, and would provide
greater transportation capacity than other bus improvements. Daily boardings and alightings on the West
Valley City TRAX would be approximately 10,500 for the Preferred Alternative.

Mid-day travel time forecasts for 2030 by both transit and auto from West Valley City Center to
downtown Salt Lake City and the University of Utah Medical Center vary for the No Action and
Preferred Alternative scenarios. For transit trips to downtown at Gallivan Plaza, the Preferred Alternative
will have a travel time of 26 minutes. (LRT service to north downtown station includes transfer time at
the courthouse station from the University-bound West Valley LRT trains.) This compares to 35 minutes
for the No Action alternative. Auto travel time to Gallivan Plaza is estimated at 18 minutes. To the
University of Utah Medical Center, which is the direct route for the LRT line from West Valley City
Center, the LRT travel time is estimated at 38 minutes for the Preferred Alternative. Under the No Action
scenario, this trip is estimated at 50 minutes and involves a transfer. Auto travel time from the West
Valley City Center to the University of Utah Medical Center is estimated at 28 minutes.

The Preferred Alternative would produce a slight reduction in automobile vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
regionally, compared to the No Action alternative.

Traffic impact analyses were performed to ensure that after mitigation, the West Valley TRAX line does
not create any substantial traffic impacts on local arterial roadways or cross-streets affected by the LRT
facility. Where the route is along existing streets, some driveways and sidestreets would be restricted to
right-in and right-out movements only, but the project provides mid-block signalized intersections to
minimize impacts, and U-turns would be allowed at most existing intersections. Some right-of-way
requirements could remove parking spaces, but the losses are spread throughout the corridor and would be
mitigated by replacement or compensation.
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ES.5 Public Involvement

UTA and its project partners have provided similar opportunities for public involvement since the project
began in 2001. The outreach and events included a scoping process with an agency meeting and two
public scoping meetings at the start of the project. Public meetings and open houses were held at two
other milestones during the project — near the end of conceptual alternatives development and evaluation
(April 2002) and also after the detailed evaluation of the No Action, Enhanced Bus, and Build
Alternatives (August 2002). After these public events, the City of West Valley City by resolution
identified the Preferred Alternative route and stations on December 17, 2002, and the WFRC formally
adopted the Preferred Alternative on October 27, 2005.

A major milestone for the public involvement efforts was the release of the Draft EIS on June 25, 2006.
Public notices were published in local papers, on UTA’s Website, 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 DRAFT EIS were made available at public facilities, including area city halls and libraries
and on UTA’s Website. 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 Website 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 DRAFT EIS 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 DRAFT EIS, ask questions of
agency staff, and to make formal comments. The meeting was held on July 19, 2006, from 6:00 to 9:00
p.m. at the West Valley City Hall, 3600 S. Constitution Boulevard, West Valley City, UT 84119. In
addition to the advertised public meeting for the Draft EIS, UTA also 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 18, 2006, at the Redwood Recreation Center, West Valley City.

Appendix D of the Final ESR summarizes the comments received during the Draft EIS comment period
and provides a response to comments.

UTA held an additional open house on February 15, 2007, to highlight project developments, including
refinements in the project design. During the period from February 1, when the meeting was announced,
to March 2, 2007, UTA provided additional opportunities for public comments on the project. The public
comments received during this time period are also summarized in Appendix D.

Public Involvement for the Final ESR. This Final ESR will be available for a 30-day public review
period. During this period the Final ESR will be available to interested parties, including private citizens,
community groups, the business community, elected officials, and public agencies.

After circulation of the Final ESR and the close of the public review period, a Decision Document will be
released. UTA’s mitigation commitments will be listed in the Decision Document. (The mitigation
measures UTA currently anticipates making for the project are identified in Chapter 5 of the Final ESR.)
The Decision Document will also formally state UTA’s environmental findings for the project, based on
the Final ESR, and it will discuss public involvement efforts, including comments received during the
Final ESR public review period. After completion of the Final ESR and issuance of the Decision
Document, the environmental process will conclude, and the project will advance to the final design and
construction phases.
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ES.6 Next Steps

The West Valley LRT project is one of the priority projects named for funding through the Salt Lake
County Transportation Sales Tax approved by voters in November 2006. While the project’s schedule is
not yet final, UTA is preparing to enter final design before the summer of 2007, and construction could be
underway by 2008. Prior to construction, UTA will secure all appropriate permits and approvals required
under local, state, and federal law. UTA will also complete agreements with Salt Lake County, the Cities
of West Valley City and South Salt Lake, UDOT, and Union Pacific Railroad, all of which either own or
manage portions of the right-of-way the project will use. During this time, UTA will also undertake the
processes to acquire private property needed for the project and to provide appropriate compensation and
assistance to affected property owners and residences.
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION

1.1 Introduction and Project Background

The Utah Transit Authority (UTA), working in coordination with West Valley City, the City of South Salt
Lake, and the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC), proposes to build and operate a light rail line to
serve the western Salt Lake Valley area. The project is proposed to meet current and future demand for
high-capacity transit in one of the largest and fastest growing residential and employment areas in Utah.
UTA would build and operate the light rail line, which would either directly or indirectly connect with the
existing Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX light rail line and connect to downtown Salt Lake City, the University of
Utah Medical Center, the Salt Lake City Intermodal Hub, and south to Sandy City.

The West Valley light rail project is a key element of the region’s long-term transportation plan. The
WFRC’s 1996 Long-Range Transit Analysis described the West Valley LRT corridor as having high
potential transit patronage in the year 2015, given the population, employment, and travel demand
forecasts for the region. The need for improved transit service was further reinforced by the West Valley
City Transportation Corridor Major Investment Study (December 2000). That study identified a high
capacity transit investment in Light Rail Transit (LRT) as an efficient and cost-effective means of
connecting the growing west side of the valley and its major activity centers (West Valley City Center
and the E Center) to the Central Business District (CBD) (downtown Salt Lake City), the University of
Utah, and other east side origins and destinations. More recently, the WFRC 2030 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) (December 2003) for the year 2030 and other regional forecasts have
continued to support the need for high-capacity transit to serve the area.

While the corridor currently has relatively high transit ridership served by a bus transit network, high-
capacity transit is needed to meet the increased demand caused by population and employment growth.
Light rail will also help ensure time-competitive and reliable transit in the face of higher traffic
congestion. Figure 1.1-1 shows the location of the proposed corridor in the Salt Lake Valley.

Figure 1.1-2 shows the high-capacity transit component of the LRTP. The planned LRT system would
have five lines within Salt Lake County, including the existing Salt Lake/Sandy Line from downtown Salt
Lake City to Sandy and the existing University Line from downtown Salt Lake City east to the University
Medical Center. The planned branches are west to the Salt Lake City International Airport, southwest to
West Jordan and South Jordan, an extension to Draper, and the West Valley LRT. (The LRTP is currently
being updated and is expected to be adopted in May 2007, but the key elements of high-capacity transit
remain similar to the plan adopted in 2003.)

1.2 Proposed Action

The Proposed Action is to build and operate a high-capacity light rail transit system to serve travel
demand in the western Salt Lake Valley. The proposed LRT line would connect the West Valley City
Center with the existing UTA LRT system. In making this connection, the line would bridge four
significant barriers to east-west travel: Interstate Highway 15 (1-15), the Union Pacific Railroad’s (UPRR)
Roper Rail Yard, the Jordan River, and Interstate Highway 215 (1-215). The light rail line would serve
many population and employment centers in West Valley City with direct service. Service to Taylorsville
and other communities on the west side of the Salt Lake Valley would be provided by bus connections at
the West Valley City Intermodal Transportation Center and at key stations along the alignment.

The proposed project would develop 5.0 miles of new light rail corridor between the West Valley City
Intermodal Transportation Center, near 3500 South and 2700 West/Constitution Boulevard, and the Salt
Lake/Sandy TRAX near the existing 2100 South TRAX station. The proposed corridor uses existing
public rights of way in many locations, but would also require new rights-of-way. The project would
primarily operate at grade except over 1-215, the Jordan River, and the UPRR Roper Yard.
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1.3  Statement of Project Purpose
The purpose of the Proposed Action is to:

e Improve mobility and connectivity within the corridor and between the west side and downtown
Salt Lake City, the University of Utah, and other areas of the region;

e Provide service to and between major trip generators within the study area, including Valley Fair
Mall, E Center, and Decker Lake Business Park, with supporting bus service to areas such as
Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) headquarters and the Salt Lake Community College
Redwood Road Campus;

o Improve the efficiency of the existing transit system, including better utilization of the bus
system;

e Improve east-west mobility, particularly during peak commuter demand periods;

e Provide a transportation system that complements desired community development patterns and
that complements the context of the project area;

e Provide a transportation system that encourages a change in travel behavior by providing
convenient alternatives to the use of the automobile;

e Increase access to major employers in the corridor and thereby enhance the corridor’s economic
potential; and

e Provide a convenient connection between west side bus service to outlying areas and the existing
TRAX LRT system.

1.4  Statement of Project Need

The region needs to improve mobility in the west valley area. This area has constrained roadway capacity,
especially in the east-west direction, which significantly increases auto travel time and reduces travel
predictability for general travelers as well as transit. With the region’s forecasted growth in population,
housing, and employment, travel demand in the corridor will continue to increase, bringing higher levels
of traffic congestion and impacts on quality of life. In response, the Regional Transportation Plan calls
for a balanced, regional multimodal transportation system with appropriate highway and transit facilities
to meet future travel demand in the study area.

1.4.1 Population

The greater Salt Lake Metropolitan area has experienced rapid growth in population and employment for
many years, and this trend is expected to continue into the future. The region is expected to grow by
nearly 42 percent between 2005 and 2030, from 1.4 million to 2.0 million according to the Wasatch Front
Small Area Socioeconomic Projections (October 2006). The population of Salt Lake County is expected
to grow from 956,000 in 2005 to 1,358,000 by 2030, an increase of 42 percent. Rapid growth is predicted
based on a strong local economy, desirable community standards, and one of the highest birth rates in the
country (WFRC 2003).

West Valley City is the second largest city in Utah (current population of 119,000), and is expected to
grow by 30 percent by 2030. Salt Lake City (current population of 182,000) is to the north and east.
Taylorsville City, immediately to the south, is the seventh largest city in Utah (current population
60,000). West Valley City represents the largest population and employment center not served by high-
capacity transit in the Salt Lake urbanized area. South Salt Lake City, with a current population of 23,000
and projected growth of 45 percent by 2030, is also within the project corridor and is currently served by
Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX stations.
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1.4.2 Employment

The project area (which includes South Salt Lake City, West Valley City, and Taylorsville) currently has
less employment than population. However, its current employment base (approximately 85,800) is
projected to grow by 50 percent by 2030, to 128,600. This will result in a roughly balanced population-to-
employment ratio within the project area in 2030. Employment in West Valley City itself is expected to
grow even more rapidly than the region as a whole, with a growth rate of nearly 83 percent. People who
live within West Valley City and nearby will have more choices for employment in their activity centers
as well as throughout the region, which increases the need for effective transit connections. Similarly,
more growth in jobs in West Valley City will increase trips from other areas.

1.4.3 Traffic

Several major regional highways serve the project area, including 1-15, 1-215, and SR-201, as well as a
number of surface arterial roadways including Redwood Road, 3300/3500 South, 4700 South, and 5400
South. There is more roadway capacity in the north-south direction than in the east-west direction in the
study area. This is an important factor in evaluating the transit alternatives in this Final ESR because
several major east-west surface arterials currently operate over capacity in the peak period and are
generally in worse operating condition than the north-south arterials.

Regional Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) is forecast to increase by 60 to 70 percent by 2030, well ahead
of the added lane miles of new capacity in the Regional Transportation Plan. Transportation system
average speeds will decrease, and per capita travel delay will increase. Many of the major north-south
roadways in the project area will experience a near doubling of daily traffic volume by 2030 and a
significant decrease in the Level of Service (LOS). The principal east-west roadways in the study area,
which are already more congested than the north-south roadways, will be nearly 70 percent over capacity
by 2030 according to the WFRC travel model.

1.4.4 Transit

UTA, the largest transit service district in Utah, is the operator of transit systems in Salt Lake, Weber,
Davis, Tooele, Utah, and Box Elder counties. Transit (bus) ridership in the West Valley City study area
historically has been fairly high. The primary UTA bus routes currently serving the West Valley City area
are listed below. UTA is currently in the process of redesigning all of the routes within the system. The
route numbers listed are subject to change.

¢ Route 30 — 2100 South e Route 42 — 3200 West

e Route 31 - 3300 South e Route 56 — Airport/West Valley

e Route 34 — Kearns ¢ Route 75 — Tooele Army Deport

e Route 37 — Magna (35th South) e Route 81 — 900 West Shuttle

e Route 39 — 3900 South ¢ Route 84 — 5400 South

¢ Route 40 — 45th South o Route 89 — Valley Fair Mall/University

e Route 41 — West Jordan of Utah Express

These routes carry a combined daily ridership of nearly 20 percent of the UTA’s daily bus boardings of
82,000 (UTA October 2006). An important transit intermodal center is located on Constitution Boulevard
at the west edge of the Valley Fair Mall and is one of UTA’s busiest transit hubs. This area is
programmed for a new off-street Intermodal Transit Center in the current regional Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). An Environmental Assessment for a West Valley City Intermodal Center
was first completed in 1998. More recently, West Valley City and UTA began examining a revised site
plan to better serve West Valley City’s revitalization plans for the City Center area and to provide better
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connections between bus, bus rapid transit (BRT), and light rail. A new Environmental Assessment for
West Valley’s intermodal center was released in January 2007.

Previous studies, including a Major Investment Study (MIS) for this corridor (see Chapter 2), estimated
that a 5-mile LRT line in the West Valley City area could realize daily boardings of 6,200 to 8,500 per
day, depending on the operating scenario (to downtown or to the University of Utah). These boardings are
for normal service without consideration of the use of rail transit for special events or special generators.
One key special generator in the study area is the E Center, a 12,000-seat arena that attracts
approximately 652,000 patrons annually for hockey games and other events. It is reasonable to assume
that some of these event patrons would use the proposed LRT. Similarly, the system would provide
improved service for people in the western Salt Lake Valley to use light rail to attend other special events
in downtown Salt Lake City and at the University. This LRT line is an especially attractive alternative to
the UTA bus service during both event and normal traffic conditions. The bus service utilizes the highly
congested roadways in the area, and severe congestion significantly increases bus transit travel times and
reduces reliability.

UTA is currently moving forward with a major expansion of its transit system by developing additional
light rail, commuter rail, and BRT projects throughout the region. With voters approving increased transit
funding in November 2006, the West Valley LRT project and several other planned projects are expected
to advance. This in turn will increase the mobility benefits to riders throughout the system, including in
the West Valley area. The other expansion projects currently in advanced stages of development include:

e FrontRunner Commuter Rail (Weber County to Salt Lake City): A 44-mile commuter rail
line between Salt Lake City and Pleasant View.

e Mid-Jordan LRT Project: A 10-mile light rail line extending southwest from the 6400 South
TRAX station (on the Sandy/Salt Lake line) to 5600 West, south of Welby Junction in West
Jordan, and then south toward Kennecott Land’s new Daybreak development in South Jordan.

e Airport Line: A 7-mile light rail line connecting the downtown Intermodal Center in Salt Lake
City to the Salt Lake International Airport.

o Draper Line: A light rail line extending from the current Salt Lake/Sandy TRAX station at
10000 South station in Sandy to a station at 14600 South in Draper.

e Commuter Rail to Utah County: Commuter rail service south from Salt Lake City to Provo.

e Bus Rapid Transit: The LRTP contains numerous projects to provide BRT service, including on
3500 South from West Valley City to Magna, as well as in corridors serving Weber, Davis, Salt
Lake, and Tooele counties. The BRT projects are intended to serve areas that could in the future
be served by light rail, but BRT also improves transit service connections to light rail or
commuter rail stations.

e Salt Lake Bus Route Redesign: This redesign provides different transit products to meet current
market demand and provides more frequent service that is faster and easier to use with more
direct routing and improved connectivity.

1.4.5 Future Travel Demand and Transit Ridership

The WFRC is the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Ogden-Layton and Salt Lake City
urban areas. Its members include the city and county governments of Davis, Morgan, Salt Lake, Tooele,
and Weber counties. WFRC maintains the regional travel demand model that is used to forecast future
traffic volumes and transit ridership, based on expected population and employment growth. The WFRC
model, which also includes Utah County, has been used to develop forecasts of overall travel demand and
transit ridership for 2030. Additional detail on the travel demand forecasts used for the West Valley LRT
project is provided in Chapter 4, Transportation. Figure 1.4-1 shows the major patterns of travel to and
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from the West Valley City area. Areas with the highest number of trips are shown as thicker bars in the
figure. As the figure shows, many of the trips come from the north, south, and east, which are areas that
would be well served by an east-west line connecting to the existing TRAX system.

The WFRC’s modeling forecasts provide further information supporting the need for the project:

e Population and Employment: significant growth in population and employment will occur by
2030;

e Traffic: existing and future traffic congestion with especially difficult east-west travel between
the west and east sides of the Salt Lake Valley as all major east-west facilities are projected to be
well above capacity by 2030;

e Transit: existing heavy bus transit use in the study area, with demand continuing to grow;
e Major Destinations/Activity Centers: currently not served by high-capacity transit; and

e Travel Patterns: strong overall travel patterns to north, south, and east/northeast with trip
demands especially strong to the north (airport area) and northeast (downtown Salt Lake City and
the University of Utah).

1.5 Relationship to Other Plans

The Proposed Action is consistent with previous studies and plans prepared by WFRC and UTA. The
most recent study prior to the West Valley Light Rail Transit Project Draft EIS/Final ESR was the West
Valley City Transportation Corridor MIS, completed in December 2000. Chapter 2 provides more
background on the MIS, which concluded that high-capacity transit service was needed for the area.
Chapter 2 also describes the earlier planning and public outreach efforts that have helped shape the
Preferred Alternative discussed in this Final ESR.

The Proposed Action is also consistent with the long-range plan for West Valley City, which anticipates
significant growth and the need to provide mobility for residents. The Proposed Action will significantly
enhance the travel choices available to West Valley City and surrounding area residents, workers,
shoppers, and visitors. In addition, transit stations can support further development in their immediate
vicinities, creating opportunities for more efficient land use.

1.6 Relationship to the Existing and Future Transportation System

The West Valley LRT project has been developed as part of a long-range plan for an effective multimodal
transportation system through the year 2030. Other planned transportation projects located within or near
the project area are identified below:

e Mountain View Corridor (MVC): A new high-capacity north-south transportation corridor of
four to six lanes would generally follow along 5800 West. The facility would serve the area west
of the West Valley LRT corridor. UDOT is currently preparing an EIS for this project.

e 3500 South: UDOT has prepared an Environmental Study for this corridor in 2006 extending
from Redwood Road to the Bangerter Highway. UTA has participated in the study and is
developing a BRT line serving the corridor.

e 3100 South from 1400 West to 3300 South: new construction to two lanes. A Class Il bike route
is also planned.

e 4500 South from State Street to 1-15 and from 1-15 to Redwood Road: widening from four to
six lanes.

e SR-201 from 3200 West to MVC: an expansion from four to six lanes, and Interchange
improvements at SR-201/1-215.
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e 900 West from 3300 South to 3900 South: widening from two to four lanes. A Class Il bike
route is also planned.

1.6.1 Key Characteristics of the Transit System

The existing Salt Lake Valley transit system consists of bus and LRT service, with a commuter rail line
anticipated. Rider surveys and public opinion surveys have consistently shown that the UTA system,
particularly light rail, has been favorably received by the public. LRT ridership to date on the Salt
Lake/Sandy TRAX Line and the University Line has significantly exceeded all prior estimates. In
November 2006, voters in Salt Lake County approved increased funding for high-capacity transit
improvements, including new light rail and commuter rail lines. In the long term, WFRC and UTA
anticipate that there will also be opportunities to connect rail transit in the West Valley LRT corridor with
other major travel corridors (such as 3500 South, where BRT improvements are currently being prepared)
to maintain excellent mobility throughout the region. Ultimately, regional planners envision a high-
capacity transit connection from the West Valley City Intermodal Center to an intermodal hub located
along the MVC. Implementation of high-capacity rail transit in the West Valley LRT corridor will
provide UTA the opportunity to reassign buses short term, support BRT west, and to extend light rail west
to the MVC when the need develops.

Existing roads in the West Valley LRT corridor will continue to play a very important and predominant
role in serving the overall travel demand in the corridor. However, as previously noted, the roadway
network will become more congested as growth continues in the future, and travel times will increase
significantly. There is opportunity to provide additional capacity via LRT, which will increase overall
mobility, relieve traffic congestion on the roadway network, and reduce travel times.

1.7 Purpose of this Environmental Study Report

UTA and its partners prepared this Final ESR to help decision-makers and the public consider the benefits
and impacts of the Proposed Action to develop a new light rail corridor to West Valley City. The Final
ESR describes the purpose and need for the Proposed Action and presents a discussion of the alternatives
being considered. It addresses the likely environmental impacts and identifies the recommended
mitigation measures to offset the unavoidable impacts. It also documents the public involvement efforts
UTA and its partners have undertaken for the project, including the public meetings held on the Draft
EIS, the public comments UTA received, and the agency’s responses.

The West Valley light rail project started its environmental scoping and review process in 2001, assuming
that federal funding would be sought. When federal funding or other major actions by a federal agency
are involved, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) applies. However, UTA later determined
that other projects in its system (including the Mid-Jordan LRT project and the FrontRunner Commuter
Rail project) were more likely to receive federal funding. UTA decided to develop the West Valley light
rail project as a local action without federal funding, and as a result no federal EIS is required.

UTA has continued the public environmental review for the West Valley LRT project as a local action
and has published the Draft EIS and this Final ESR to help the public participate in project decision-
making. This document, prepared following UTA’s own environmental policy for non-federal projects, is
an important part of UTA’s commitment to involve the public and to help people understand and
participate in the decisions about the benefits, impacts, and mitigation of a project. As the project moves
forward, UTA will obtain all necessary local, state, and federal permits and approvals necessary to build
and operate light rail.
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1.8 Role of the Environmental Study Report in Project Development

The Final ESR and preliminary engineering efforts are designed to help UTA and its partners further
define the project through coordinated engineering, environmental, and public involvement efforts. In this
way, UTA and its stakeholders can collaboratively determine how the project can be developed in a
manner that remains cost-effective, provides the greatest benefits, and minimizes impacts.

Following the completion of the Final ESR and preliminary design, UTA will initiate final design, right-
of-way acquisition efforts, and construction. After construction and system testing, UTA would open the
line for revenue service. A full timeline for project development is not yet set, but construction could be
underway as early as 2008, and revenue service could start by 2011.

The information presented in this Final ESR is based on preliminary engineering studies, additional
environmental research and analysis, and the results of earlier alternatives analysis, environmental review,
and public involvement efforts. The Final ESR also documents the public outreach efforts and responds to
comments received during the public review of the Draft EIS in 2006. The Final ESR is designed to serve
as the primary document to facilitate review of the project and its impacts by federal, state, and local
agencies, as well as by the general public. The Final ESR documents the purpose and need for the project
and presents a summary discussion of the alternatives considered. It discloses the anticipated impacts of
the project and provides definition for the appropriate mitigation measures.

This Final ESR reviews the transportation benefits and effects of the project and also discusses the
following environmental topics:

e Land Use

e Social and Economic Impacts, including Displacements and Relocations

e Air Quality
e Noise
e Vibration

e Water Resources (Surface Water, Floodplains, Groundwater)
e Biological Resources (Wetlands, Vegetation, Wildlife and Fisheries, Sensitive Species)
o Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Waste
o Historical, Archaeological, and Paleontological Sites
e Parks, Open Space, and Recreational Resources
e Visual Resources
o Public Safety and Security
e Construction Impacts
1.9  Public Involvement Leading to the Draft EIS

Appendix B of this Final ESR presents the public involvement efforts for the project. Major features of
the public involvement program are discussed below.

As discussed in Section 1.7, the West Valley LRT project was started assuming federal funding and a
federal environmental process. The public process began with a Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS in the
Federal Register published December 21, 2001. Prior to starting the EIS, UTA and its stakeholders
conducted an environmental scoping process that included one agency meeting and two public scoping
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meetings. In addition to the general public scoping meetings, and as the project continued, the project
team conducted outreach to individuals directly adjacent to the project corridor.

A steering committee was formed that included local government and stakeholder organizations along the
corridor. The steering committee was designed to provide a consistent communication link between the
WEFRC, UTA, and these organizations, as well as provide the project team with overall strategic and
political input. The steering committee met every 30 to 60 days depending on the project focus.

Public meetings/open houses were held at two key milestones prior to the release of the Draft EIS in June
2006. The first public meeting was held in April 2002, during the conceptual alternatives development
and evaluation stage. The second was held August 2002, after the detailed evaluation of the No Action,
Enhanced Bus, and Build Alternatives. The second public meeting/open house also included a formal
public hearing, as well as a special meeting for the Chesterfield neighborhood.

Throughout the project, the general public also has had access to a project Website that has been
continuously updated with new information, including detailed mapping of the conceptual engineering.

1.10 The Draft EIS, Public Meeting, and Public Comments

The WFRC and UTA released the West Valley City-Taylorville LRT project Draft EIS for public review
on June 25, 2006. Public notices were published in local papers, on UTA’s Website, through ads in
Spanish-language 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 Draft EIS were made available at public facilities, including area city halls and libraries and
on UTA’s Website. 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 Website 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 Draft EIS 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 Draft EIS, ask questions of agency
staff, and to make formal comments. The meeting was held:

July 19, 2006

6:00 to 9:00 p.m.

West Valley City Hall

3600 S. Constitution Blvd.
West Valley City, UT 84119

In addition to the advertised public meeting, UTA also 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:

July 18, 2006

6:30 to 8:30 p.m.

Redwood Recreation Center
3060 S. Redwood Road
West Valley City, UT 84119
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Throughout the public comment period, UTA provided a number of ways for people to submit comments
and provide input. At the meetings on July 18 and 19, attendees could provide written comments or could
provide verbal comments to a recorder to be transcribed into the record. UTA provided forms for
recording 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 Website, through UTA’s regular Website, by U.S. mail, or
by phone.

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. A summary of public comments and UTA’s
responses are included in Appendix D of this Final ESR.

1.10.1 Additional Public Outreach and Comments

On January 30, 2007, 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 LRT 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 South, 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
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. The meeting was attended by about 60 people. UTA received
written comments from five parties, which are included along with UTA’s responses in Appendix D.
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