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Meeting Agenda

* Project Purpose
 Alternatives Development - Initial Concepts
» Alternatives Comment Themes and New Concepts

» Screening Process and Results

 Public Review and Comment
« Schedule
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Project Purpose

V' The purpose of the Heber Valley Corridor Project is to
iImprove regional and local mobility on US-40 from SR-32
to US-189 and provide opportunity for non-motorized
transportation while allowing Heber City to meet their
vision for the historical town center.




Alternatives Development Heber Valley Corridor
Initial Concepts A EN\VIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

+ No-action

« 17 action alternatives
+ 6 US-40 alternatives (500 North to 1200 South)
+ 3 east bypass
* / west bypass

 Transit




Heber Valley Corridor

I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Alternative Concepts Themes

&/ East bypass has never been planned

W East bypass impacts neighborhoods and is not safe for kids walking
to school

W/ West side 1s much less developed (fewer homes and schools)

" Something needs to be done about congestion

& Congestion on Main Street better than impacting neighborhoods
& North fields are treasured, don’t impact them

(\{ Concern for impacts to natural resources (wetlands, creeks, aquifer,
wildlife, viewshed).

w/ Development will continue to the north—the bypass should tie in at SR-32
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North US-40 — Growth
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Alternatives Development Heber Valley Corridor
New Concepts I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

' Improvements to north US-40
" One-way-couplet on 100 East
" West Bypass
« Extend bypass to connect to US5-40 near SR-32

* Southern extension for west bypass (through Daniel)

» Turbo roundabout with 1300 South extension
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Screening Process and Criteria

ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS LEVEL 1 SCREENING CRITERIA - PURPOSE AND NEED
I
Den Nne StUdV Area Improve regional and local *» Improve arterial and intersection Level of Service (LOS) on US-40
mobility on U.S. 40 through 2050 » Substantially decrease thru-traffic travel time
* Substantially decrease queue length along US-40
Develop (Onceptual Altematives * Minimize conflicts to north-south mobility for thru-traffic
Provide opportunities for * Provide opportunities for non-motorized transportation consistent with local and regional
non-motorized transportation planning documents
Prellmlnary Evaluatlon Of (On(ept/AltematlveS Allow Heber City to meet their * Avoid/minimize impacts to valued places and historic buildings on Main Street
vision for the historic town center * Avoid improvements that would preclude Heber City frem implementing strategies to achieve

their vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, reduced speed limit)
Level 1 Screening: Purpose and Need
LEVEL 2 SCREENING CRITERIA - IMPACTS

Preliminary Engineering

. . # » Acres and types of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. affected
I_evel 2 Screen"]?' E“Vlron mental * Linear feet of ditches and creeks affected
. Waters of the U.S.
n and Regulatory Impacts
(:U”ent Refme Engmee”ng *’ ﬁ e « Number of Section 4(f) historic properties affected
PhaSe Section 4(f) * Number of Section 4(f) recreation resources affected
Resources
. _ E * Number of full property acquisitions and reloccations (commercial and residential)
Detailed Altema“ves Hlohi IoaT » Number of partial property acquisitions
Evaluation in the
Draft EIS
» Alternatives cost compared to other alternatives (a/ternatives would not be eliminated based on cost

s unless they are an order of maagnitude greater)
os




Screening Results

Heber Valley Corridor

Il ENVIRONMENTAL
Level 1 IMPACT STATEMENT
LOCAL CONSIDERATIONS REGIONAL CONSIDERATIONS
Local Mobility (PM Peak hour operations on Main Street) Heber City Vision Regional Mobility J
g A i é ol ‘é‘@ ﬁ @ é Recommended for
Preliminary | Number of Southbound | Travel Time on US-40 | Southbound Queue Length at | ValuedPlaces | Downtown | Allows Heber | TravelTimeon | Conflict Points | , - ,}e%g}iﬁ -
Screening | Intersections | Segments with | SR-32fo US-189/US-40 500 North Impacts Historic | City to Achieve Bypass ’;’tfeﬂgﬂé’m (s | nacs alllevel | riteria
at LOS F LOSF int ‘;;57?3’0” (fect) Buildings Vision SR-32 fosgf!;z”/mm fEES, GHVENOYS | 1o advance to Level 2
ALTERNATIVE Impacts ms) e
S-40 Existing Conditions (2019 - 0 8:20 315 No No No 10:40 144 -
40 No-action (205( - 3 17:40 13,100 No No No 19:05 152-157 -
Transit Alternative No Similar to no action scenario No
Widen Main St (40A) Yes ] 2 10:30 525 Yes 3 No Failed local considerations - no analysis No
Roundabouts Main St (40B Roundabouts were analyzed using a different traffic analysis tool/method : A :
o E - to determine inlersecvgn L0S 31ith poor results, no futv;er anallysis. = - L Elolie [ Lo ST T N°
Intersections Main St (40C) Yes 4 2 17:50 14,700 Yes 17 No Failed local considerations - no analysis No
Tunnel/Bridge Main St (40D) No Tunneling under US-40 alternative was eliminated for not being a practical or reasonable alternative to a standard surface road. No
Bridoing over US-40 alternative was eliminated for not meeting the Heber City Vision and for operational and safety concerns.
Reversible Lanes (40E) Yes 3 0 10:45 950 No | No Failed local considerations - no analysis No
Couplet w/100 W (40F) Yes 0 0 9:40 350 Yes 15 No Failed local considerations - no analysis No
Couplet w/100E (406G) Yes 0 0 9:40 350 Yes 36 No Failed local considerations - no analysis No
East Bypass Limited Access (EA) Yes 3 3 14:55 6,100 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
East Bypass Parkway (EB) Yes 3 2 14:00 5,200 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
East Bypass Arterial (EC) Yes 2 3 17:15 11,800 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
_ j4/? 0/8
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Screening Results

Heber Valley Corridor

ENVIRONMENTAL

Level 1 I‘MPACT STATEMENT
LOCAL CONSIDERATIONS REGIONAL CONSIDERATIONS
Local Mobility (PM Peak hour operations on Main Street) Heber City Vision Regional Mobility \/
g A ‘ é o i é@ ﬁ @ é Recommended for
Preliminary | Numberof |  Southbound | Travel Time on US-40 | Southbound Queue Lengthat | ValuedPlaces | Downtown | AllowsHeber | TravelTimeon | ConflictPoints | - a,g:g:,f: o
Screening | Intersections | Segments with | SR-32to US-189/US-40 500 North Impacts Historic | City to Achieve Bypass I[eISections, (ross | e 21 ovel 1 criteria
at L0SF L0SF fien (foet) Buildings Vision | 3210 US-B95000 streels, VeWaYS | "ty avanc to Level 2
ALTERNATIVE | Impacts () S
US-40 Existing Conditions (2019 - 0 2 8:20 315 No No No 10:40 144 -
: 3 2 17:40 13,100 No No No 19:05 152-157 :
West Bypass Limited Access (WAT) Yes 0 | 11:05 1,600 No 0 Yes 9:10 16 Yes
West Bypass Limited Access with Realigned US-189 (WA2) Yes 2 1 12:30 2,800 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
West Bypass Limited Access with Northern Extension (WA3) Yes 0 | 10:00 1,100 No 0 Yes 6:45 3 Yes
West Bypass Parkway (WB1) Yes 0 | 11:00 1,500 No 0 Yes 10:25 26-35 Yes
West Bypass Parkway with Realigned US-189 (WB2) Yes 0 0 9:30 400 No 0 Yes 10:05 21-36 Yes
West Bypass Parkway with Northern Extension (WB3) Yes 0 0 8:55 315 No 0 Yes 8:10 12 Yes
uwse?sgv(ﬁ; ;’arkwav with Northern Extension and Realigned Yos 0 | 8:55 400 No 0 Yos 145 D Yos
West Bypass Arterial (WCT) Yes 2 1 13:10 4,800 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
West Bypass Arterial with Realigned US-189 (W(2) Yes | | 10:55 1,300 No 0 Yes 10:45 14-123 No
West Bypass with Turbo Roundabouts (WD1) Yes 2 2 13:30 4,700 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
West Bypass with Turbo Roundabouts and 1300 South (WD2) Yes 2 | 11115 2,100 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
West Bypass with Southern Extension (WS) Yes 2 2 13:15 3,800 No 0 Yes Failed local considerations - no analysis No
y, . Epes
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Screening Results

Heber Valley Corridor

L l 2 II ENVIRONMENTAL
eve IMPACT STATEMENT
Waters of the US Section 4(f) Right of Way
Historic Buildings J
& | & | Y *& & ﬁ ﬁ N | EAaB| 4 Cost | Recommended
((anals D(itches Perennial W;etlands Potential Full | Full Acquisitions I}'fe;reatlion I}esourceﬁ Potential Full Full Number and Hi‘i‘t'.‘ Ie\{el '°r|d°:?"ef’
acres) acres) Streams acres) Acauisiti iodway Lane onne(mr Acquisitions | Acquisitions | acreage of Parcels estimate evaluation in
(acres) quisitions Wasatch (%rjlty Railroad P i (millions) Draft EIS?
ALTERNATIVE (linear feet)
US-40 Existing Conditions (2019) - - - - - - - - : - - -
US-40 No-action (2050) : - - - - - - - : . - i
. 1 Business . .
West vaas; Limited-Access Grade-Separated (WAT) 036 ol 063 - < Residences | 2 Residences 1073 3 Bus.lnesses 4 Bus.messes 162 parcels UM Yes
Freeway with North US-40 (WAT) 2 Outbuildings 5 Residences | 6 Residences 186.40 ac
- . . . . 4 Businesses 144 parcels
West Bypass Limited Access with Northern Extension (WA3) 0.36 0.24 1.98 214 0 1 Business 2,038 1 Business  eelonras 2077 ac $270M No
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade (WBI) 0z | 0w | oss | g | 3Residencs Z'Ri‘s'f(;';i‘es 136 Businesses | 4Businesses | 6 parcels | o -
Highway with North US-40 (WBI) ' ' ' ' 1 Qutbuilding 1 Outhuilding ’ 3 Residences | 8 Residences 14110 ac
. . . 1 Business . .

Wgst vaas§ Parkway At-Grade with Reallgned US-189 (WB2) 033 0.04 058 ¢ 60 3 Resudgnges ) Residences 123 2 Bus.messe5 4 Bus.meses 148 parcels S7oM Ve
Highway with North US-40 and Realigned US-189 (WBZ2) 1 Qutbuilding 1 Outhuilding 3 Residences | 9 Residences 13714 ac
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Northern Extension (WB3) . . 4 Businesses 139 parcels
Highway to SR-32 (WB3) 0.33 0.18 1.32 10.53 0 1 Business 1,236 2 Business 2 Residences M.00 ac SI91M Yes
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Northern Extension and Realigned US-189 (WB4) . 2Business | 4 Businesses 141 parcels

. . 0.46 0.8 1.32 10.53 0 1B 1,236 : 197M Yes
Highway to SR-32 and Realigned US-189 (WB4) S 3Residences | 208.05ac ) ¢
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Alternatives Passing
Level 1 & 2 Screening

Evaluated in greater detall in Draft EIS
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Bypass Typical Section

PROPOSED ROADWAY WIDTH 122"
I

34' PROPOSED CENTER 34
B - B
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Heber Valley Corridor

I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Alternative WA1
Freeway with North US-40

Future project in Phase 3
of LRP: New interchange at
US-40/SR-32. Independent — N
of EIS.

Full frontage road system Bypass (haracteristics

Southern Connection Northern Connection to SR-32

for WA1 only.
Access Locations 1300S | Realign US-189 | New Alignment | Uses Existing US-40 | Speed Access Locations

Facility Type | Speed Limit

{Commans Freeway 65 G'ﬁﬂg;(sﬁg:;aetfd Yes No No Yes 45 | Signalized intersections
Coyote Ln.
Full frontage road system Level 1Screening Level 2 Screening
for WA1 only. Local Hobility Regional Mo
12200 N. O PM peak hour operations (5-6pm) on Heber City aln Sireet Tafic spealon beween 32200 | ) & = V4
800N Neets Heber Waters of the U.S. % hllh’gs Residencesand |  (Cost (millions) | Recommended
(Acres impacted) #) Potentia Businesses Highlevetprject | for detailed
500N gvpﬁl:g g A B\m ‘ é é Canals, ditches adverse effects (%) Potential full ngf ectimate evaluation in
b y ) persiial streais, acusitions Draft EIS
OWTHOW: Intersections | Southbound | Southbound | Local TravelTime |  Regional Travel | Conflict wllands
'3’";‘;{"‘?‘95/ with LOSF Segments | Quewelengthat |  onUS-40 Time on Bypass Points
fikings | e mteractonson | with10SF | S00Noth | SRR200USHY | SERi0USIRY | intersections,
{1 HEBER CITY ALTERNATIVE A US-40 i cloamtovin (foet) US-40 intersection | 3000 South (ross streets,
= Heber Gily (m:s) (ms) driveaays
400s. ) Existing : 10:40
6005, - No 0 2 515 8:20 (onI5-40) 144 E - E . -
40 No-Actic . 19:05 X - - - -
- No 3 2 13,00 17:40 (o0 U5.20) 152-157 Yes
) pparatec Yes 0 | 1,600 11:05 9:10 16 8.84 8 18 S234M Yes
DANIEL ! 40
SIGNALIZED
INTERSECTION

0 INTERCHANGE

ARWENE Keepina Utah Movina
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Alternative WB1 Heber Valley Corridor
Highway with North US-40 A ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Future project in Phase 3
of LRP: New interchange at
US-40/SR-32. Independent
of EIS.

Partial frontage

road system

Bypass Characteristics Southern Connection Northern Connection to SR-32

North

College Way Facility Type | Speed Limit Access Locations 1300S | Realign US-189 | New Alignment | Uses Existing US-40 | Speed Access Locations

Wasatch

Potter Ln.

Signalized and unsignalized
Partial frontage Highway 55 Signalized intersections | Yes No No Yes 45 g . . g
ond systen intersections, driveways
Partial front : .
roa;dI asysr?e%age Level T Screening Level 2 Screening
Local Mobility - Reglonal Mobility
@ PM peak hour operations (5-6pm) on Heber (ity Main Street Traffic onenuohss.bg;vm SR-32 and ’1 ﬁ b-m‘ J
Weets Heber Watersof the US. | HistoricBuildings | Residencesand | Cost (millions) | Recommended
o (Acres impacted) (%) Potential Businesses Highlevel project | for detailed
E," v‘:‘;: g A v 1 a é é Canes, dilches adverse effects | (&) Polential fui! | costestimate | evaluationin
(k.;y‘fir‘owq - i i mmnﬂfal S!mm a0UNS Kions Draft EIS
= ej.?'&fes" Illgmdlons Southbound Southbound Lol Travel Time |  Regional Travel Coqﬂld wetlands
= ; storic with LOSF Segments | Queue Lengthal on US-40 Time on Bypass Points
Y HEBER CITY br:,;j K Fie intersactions on | with LOS F 500 North SR-21o US-109/ | SR-ZZ10US-I58/ | Intersactions,
g = ALTERNATIVE 1N | 1S-40in downtowm (Teel) US-d0intersaction | 3000Scuth | crosssirects,
3 Heber Cily ms) (ns) dnveways
SPER0 a Signalized intersections Us-40 m 10:40
Uy 0
sshl* ¢ in this area require No 0 1 315 8:20 [, 144 - - - - -
D further evaluation. (onditions (20]’) (on &5-40)
US-40 No-Action ] 19:05
(2050) No 3 2 Bl00 | 740 | B | 15487 - s : : Yes
West Bypass Parkway
A Ve 0 1| 150 | moo | 1025 | %3 | 65 ; 17 ITH | Ve
(Wel)
SIGNALIZED
INTERSECTION

’ EEEVE Keevina Utah Movina



Alternative WB2 Heber Valley Corridor

ENVIRONMENTAL
MPACT STATEMENT

Y/ 4

Highway with North US-40 and Realigned US-189

Future project in Phase 3
of LRP: New interchange at
US-40/SR-32. Independent
of EIS.

Partial frontage Bypass Characteristics Southern Connection Northern Connection to SR-32

road system
Facility Type | Speed Limit Access Locations 1300S | Realign US-189 | New Alignment | Uses Existing US-40 | Speed Access Locations

North
College Way

Wasatch Highway 55 Signalized intersections | Yes Yes No Yes 45

Potter Ln.

Signalized and unsignalized

E] Commons Interse(tlons, drlvewavs
2400 N. b Partial frontage
. % road system
Level 1 Screening Level 2 Screening
Partial frontage
ro ad System Local Holl'liiv n.'ional Mliz
@ PM peak hour aperations (5-6pm) on Heber City Main Streat rficoprations betweon S 3ard ’1 ﬁ l"m J
Meels Heber Watersofthe U.S. | Histaric Buildings Residences and Cost (millions) | Recommended
(Acres impacted) (%) Palential Businesses Kigh fovel projact | for detailed
f‘fV 'lfx“:n g A bﬁ@ ‘ é é (anaks, difches gaverseoffects | (=) Potental il | cost estimale evaluationin
""_";“,‘ a' perenial streans, acquisitions Draft EIS
H‘f"i’j“?"’_‘r, Intersections Southbound |  Southbound | Local Travel Time |  Regional Travel Conflict wellands
”“',fégp‘x“" with LOS F Segments | Ouevelengthat |  onUS-40 Time on Bypass Points
b.ﬁ ;:"‘ Ao iniersectiomson | with LOSF 500 North -T2 IK-I8Y | SR-2to (51887 | Intersections,
ALTERNATIVE Waings ' us-40in downiown (foet) US-d0intersection | 3000South | cross sireets,
.‘mi Heber (1ty (m:s) (ms; ariveways
g Gow HEBER CITY
- S No 0 2 375 820 | JOA0 1y - - - -
= Signalized intersections | ) ' :
a m in this area require US-40 No-Adi
further evaluation. -40 No-Action : 19:05
- D) No 3 2 | B0 | 0 | BB |15 Yes
1200 S. 45
AR West Bypass Parkway
2\ At-Grade with
s @ Realigned US-139
o s ol (WB2) Yes 0 0 400 9:30 10:05 27-36 6.55 8 18 S179M Yes
| \.DANIEL Hiahway with North US-40
|2400s. 7 WB4 would realign c:ond /:’eahgned US-189
SIGNALIZED , US-189 and remove (WB2)
INTERSECTION / ' this segment
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Alternative WB3
Highway to SR-32

Future project in Phase 3

of LRP: New interchange at
US-40/SR-32. Independent
of EIS.

North
College Way

SIGNALIZED

INTERSECTION

e
: gﬁ.l.’r— HEBER CITY
/ 3
§ 2
e - Signalized intersections
55 a I:] in this area require
further evaluation.
4
1200 S. %

{
DANIEL

Heber Valley Corridor

Y/ 4

ENVIRONMENTAL
MPACT STATEMENT

Bypass Characteristics Southern Connection Northern Connection to SR-32
Facility Type | Speed Limit Access Locations 1300 S | Realign US-189 | New Alignment | Uses Existing US-40 | Speed Access Locations
Highway 55 Signalized intersections | Yes No Yes No 55 Signalized intersections
Level 1 Screening Level 2 Screening
@ PM peak hour opaatm-%gvﬂew City Main Street Traffic ﬁﬂ%’%‘s‘n and “‘ ﬁ a J
Meets Heber Waless of l:bl:&s. Ili;t:i;o a(.':i"/“s Ile;:lumml Cost (millions) R!':'u;llullued
. i n . M C e .'- Y -. ] H
g’p::,: g A Dﬁﬂ ‘ é é (‘(g;f;;rgmms) advivsei'ﬂeits (%) mg;g.i‘:n:a Hfﬂmf mll:mh
‘*’W"'";"'" .| Intersections | Southbound | Southbound | LocalTravelTime | Regional Travel Conflict Mmf,ffm : SapSHS Lt
l@kl:g! g;zes/ with LOS F Segments | Queue Length at on US-40 Time on Bypass Points
bl five mtmediom on | withlOSF 500 North SR-37 fo US-B?/ SR32 0 I5-18% | intersections,
ALTERNATIVE 5| Us-40in downican (oet) | US-d0intarsection | 3000South | cross sireets,
Heber Gty (ms) (ms) ariveways
US-40 Existing ’ 10:40 . . - - =
Conditions (2019) No 0 375 8:20 P8 144
US-40 No-Action : 19:05
(2050) No 3 13,100 17:40 o | 152157 - - - - Yes
West Bypass Parkway
mm;';’“‘"' Yes 0 0 375 8:55 810 1 12.35 1 B $191M Yes
Highway to SR-32 (WB3)
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Alternative \WB4
Highway to SR-32 and Realigned US-189

Heber Valley Corridor

I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Future project in Phase 3

of LRP: New interchange at
US-40/SR-32. Independent
of EIS.

Bypass Characteristics Southern Connection Northern Connection to SR-32
North Facility Type | Speed Limit Access Locations 13005 | RealignUS-189 | New Alignment | Uses Existing US-40 | Speed Access Locations
College Way
Wigsich Highway 55 Signalized intersections | Yes Yes Yes No 55 Signalized intersections
Commons
Coyote Ln
ity Level 1 Screening Level 2 Screening
Local Mohility Regional Mabilit S—
@ PM peak hour operations (5-6pm) on Heber City Main Street Faficoparatos b R 3204 ’-‘ ﬁ = J
B - Meets Heber Waters of the U.S. H%a‘i;o Bul;lpgs Residences and Cost (millions) | Recommended
) : Acres impacted ) Potential Busi High levei project | tor detailed
= <L i g A e 26 o) ((qzls.'t%:d);s) sesectias | @pentals | uteine | eviationi
) 4 500 N. dovinlomn lersections. | Southbound | Southbound | LocaTrvel T | RegomalTravel | Cootia | wetlnds i SmES
/ AT | with L0sF Segments | Queuelengthat |  onUS-40 | TimeonBypass | Points
= 4 tuifd“ ) five infersections on | with LOSF 500 North R3210US-189 | SR-21a USRS/ | Infersections,
HI ALTERNATIVE s | vs-4omgonrtonn Geet) | U-bintsecton | SSouth | osstels
7/—@-‘ HEBER CITY (L L fny Sl
US-40 Existing : 10:40
No 0 Z 315 8:20 iy 144 - - - - -
Signalized intersections (onditions (20]9) i
B ifn tt;\is arealreqyire US-40 No-Act
urther evaluation. - o-Action : 19:05 R ) ) _ )
= (2050) No 3 2 13,100 17:40 (o0 U5-40) 152-157 Yes
45 1200 S.
NP West Bypass Parkway
B At-Grade with
@ Northern Extension
“ a0 and Realigned US-189 Yes 0 1 400 8:55 1:45 12 12.48 | 9 S197M Yes
DANIEL (WB4)
. Highway to SR-32 and
WB4 would realign ;
SIGNALIZED US-189 and remove Realigned US-189 (WB4)
INTERSECTION this segment

¥ /
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Heber Valley Corridor

Alt t I .t S II ENVIRONMENTAL
ernative impact summalry IMPACT STATEMENT
Level 1 Screening Level 2 Screening
O P pek hour peralios (3 6pm) o el Mo See Irafﬁcoseegraiioo:'us:g%t?g Tand 4 & = V4
e e A | | M | i | R
gy (res (5 ] I . n 1911 Ievey DI I aetal
City Vision g A v S i é é (anatsm'?ches effects (&) Potential full ?vst e”f{,,f,f,’ﬁ evaluation in
Impacts fo perennial streams, acquisitions Draft EIS
downtown Intersections Southhound Southbound Queue | Local Travel Timeon | Regional Travel Timeon |  Conflict wetlands
Va’”,j-’."p“?“"sf with LOS F Segments with LOSF | Length at 500 North Us-40 5 Points
b’ﬁ;{”‘ Five intersections on (foet) SR-32 to US-189/US-40 SR-32 to US-18%/ intersections,
ALTERNATIVE UNangs | y5-40 in downtovrn intersection 3000 South (ross streets,
| Heber (ity (m3s) (m:s) driveviays
US-40 Existing Conditions (2019) No 0 2 305 8:20 e 144 - . : i
Us-40 No-Action (2050) No 3 2 13,100 17:40 e I 22 : - - : Yes
West Bypass Limited-Access Grade-Separated (WAT) i :
Freeway with North US-40 (WA Yes 0 ] 1,600 11:05 9:10 16 8.84 8 18 §234M Yes
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade (WBT) ) : E
Highway with North US-40 (W8I Yes 0 ] 1,500 11:00 10:25 26-35 6.55 8 17 S173M Yes
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Realigned US-189 (WB2) _ : :
Highway with North US-40 and Realigned US-189 (WB2) fes 0 0 400 3:30 10:05 21-36 6.5 8 18 $|79M s
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Northern Extension (WB3) ! !
Highway to SR-32 (WB3) Yes 0 0 315 8:55 8:10 12 12.35 ] 8 S$191M Yes
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Northern Extension and
Realigned US-189 (WB4) Yes 0 ] 400 8:55 1:45 12 12.48 ] 9 §197M Yes
Highway to SR-32 and Realigned US-189 (WB4)
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Alternative Components

ALTERNATIVE
(Name assigned as concept)

West Bypass Limited-Access Grade-Separated
(WAT)

West Bypass Parkway At-Grade (WB1)

West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Realigned
US-189 (WB2)

West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Northern
Extension (WB3)

West Bypass Parkway At-Grade with Northern
Extension and Realigned US-189 (WB4)

AL
(Name carried forward in Draft EIS)

Freeway with North US-40 (WAT)

Highway with North US-40 (WB1)

Highway with North US-40 and
Realigned US-189 (WB2)

Highway to SR-32 (WB3)

Highway to SR-32 and Realigned
US-189 (WB4)

Heber Valley Corridor

Y/ 4

ENVIRONMENTAL
MPACT STATEMENT

Bypass Characteristics Southern Connection Northern Connection to SR-32
Facility Type | Speed Limit Access Locations 1300S | Realign US-189 | New Alignment | Uses Existing US-40 | Speed Access Locations
Freeway 65 Grﬂgg;csgg:;ztsed Yes No No Yes 45 Signalized intersections
Highwa 55 | Signalized intersections | Yes No No Yes g5 | Signalized and unsignalized
Jiiway intersections, driveways
Highwa 55 | Signalizedintersections | Yes Yes No Yes g5 | Signalized and unsignalized
giiwdy g intersections, driveways
Highway 5 Signalized intersections | Yes No Yes No 55 Signalized intersections
Highway 55 Signalized intersections | Yes Yes Yes No 55 Signalized intersections




Public Involvement



Heber Valley Corridor

I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Public Comment Period

June 7-July 22, 2022

Provide comments through:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov @ HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov

e 801-210-0498

Heber Valley Corridor EIS c/o HDR
2825 E. Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200
Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121

i
T




Heber Valley Corridor

I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Public Comments

A A £

| | COMMENT COMMENT
CE?M PIEISH [mpacte the environment Impacte the environment
PURPOSE pace
AND NEED - A quaity
- Water ey
E/ PROPOSED -Egm :;.uq
ALTERNATIVES . Dropr
v, POTENTIAL Solutiong
E IMPACTS

E/ SCREENING
PROCESS
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Heber Valley Corridor

I‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

MPACT STATEMENT

Public Presentations

Wasatch County Council June 15 at 3:00 p.m.

Heber City Council June 21 at 6:00 p.m.

Midway City Council July 19 at 6:00 p.m.




Heber Valley Corridor

Project Timeline and Process A E\VIRONMENTAL

NEPA PURPOSE AND ALTERNATIVES ALTERNATIVE RELEASE PREPARE RELEASE FINAL
OVERVIEW & NEED & SCOPING § DEVELOPMENT SCREENING & DRAFT EIS FINAL EIS EIS & ROD

EARLY SCOPING Y Winter 2020- Summer 2021- PREPARE DRAFT \ winter 2022- Spring 2023- Fall 2023
Spring 2020- Summer 2021 Spring 2022 EIS Spring 2023 Fall 2023

Fall 2020 Spring 2022-
Winter 2022

Current Phase

ONGOING STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

* Virtual * File Notice * Develop » 45-day * Public * Respond  Public
public of Intent to alternative comment hearing to public engagement
meeting begin NEPA concepts period + 45-day comments

- 30-day process - 30-day public on DEIS
public * 45-day public comment comment | ¢ Revise EIS
comment comment period period
period period

MONTHLY COORDINATION WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND REGULAR STAKEHOLDER WORKING GROUP MEETINGS




Heber Valley Corridor

l‘ ENVIRONMENTAL

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.




North US-40 — Alternatives Heber Valley Corridor
Access Category I‘

MPACT STATEMENT

Home v UDOT Access Category Identification Map

[£] Details ‘ 88 Basemap ’

|

@
Legend ﬁ}

ROW Access Categories —_

UDOT Access Category Identification P—
- (Category O
== (Category2

Category 3
Category 4

Category 5
Category 6
Category 7

Category 8 Mound City

Category 9
Category 10 Mi
Hebar City

Daniel
Charleston
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