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1.0 Executive Summary 
This report summarizes and presents the results of the alternatives 
development and screening process for the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the Heber Valley Corridor Project. The study area for 
the transportation needs assessment used for the Heber Valley Corridor 
EIS is focused on U.S. Highway 40 (U.S. 40) from its intersection with 
State Route (S.R.) 32 to its junction with U.S. Highway 189 (U.S. 189) in 
Heber City. It also includes U.S. 40 to the southeast and U.S. 189 to the 
southwest. 

The alternatives development and screening process described in this 
report provided critical information about how well each of the project alternatives would satisfy the purpose 
of the project and whether it is reasonable and practicable. The criteria used in the screening analysis 
resulted in measures that allowed the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) to systematically and 
objectively identify reasonable alternatives and screen out unreasonable alternatives. The screening criteria 
are summarized in Section 3.0, Alternatives Development and Screening Process. The entire alternatives 
development and screening process took place over several months and considered agency and public input. 

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 United States Code (USC) 
Section 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated May 26, 2022, and executed by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) and UDOT. 

1.1 What were the notable refinements made to the primary 
alternatives or new information provided between the draft 
and final screening report? 

After the release of the Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report (June 7, 2022), UDOT collected 
and considered updated and new information including an amended wetlands delineation in the north fields 
and a historic buildings survey used for Level 2 screening. The following paragraphs summarize the new and 
updated information since the release of the Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report. 

• Amended wetlands delineation. The original study area for 
aquatic resource surveys delineated south of 1200 North and did 
not extend into the north fields. Therefore, the Draft Alternatives 
Development and Screening Report relied on National Wetlands 
Inventory (NWI) data for the north fields. To validate and refine the 
NWI mapping, a north fields wetlands delineation was completed 
in the summer and fall of 2022, and the new data were used to 
update the wetlands impacts for all west bypass alternatives in 
this final report. The delineated wetlands data show more wetlands in the north fields than do the 
NWI data. 

o Alignment shifts for Alternative WB3 and WB4 were completed to minimize wetlands impacts 
based on 2022 delineation in the north fields. 

What is the purpose of this 
report? 

This report summarizes and 
presents the results of the 
alternatives development and 
screening process for the EIS for 
the Heber Valley Corridor 
Project.  

What is a wetlands 
delineation? 

A wetland delineation is detailed 
fieldwork that determines the 
boundary between uplands and 
wetlands on a property. 
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• Historic buildings survey. The Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report relied on 
desktop research of available data including the Utah State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
HUB and Sego online databases, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) General Land Office maps, 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) historical topographic maps and aerial photographs, and general 
archival sources available online. To update and confirm the desktop data, a reconnaissance-level 
historic structures inventory was conducted in 2022 for alternatives that passed through Level 2 
screening. Level 2 screening results reported in this Final Alternatives Development and Screening 
Report have been updated to be consistent with this field-verified historic building data. 

• Section 4(f) resources. It was brought to UDOT’s attention during the screening comment period 
that the Provo River Restoration Project along the Provo River should be considered a wildlife refuge 
subject to Section 4(f). UDOT evaluated the suggestion and agreed that this area qualifies as a 
Section 4(f) resource and therefore included it in the updated impact analysis. 

Based on this additional data, Alternatives WB3 and WB4 were refined to minimize impacts to wetlands and 
historic buildings, and all the western bypass alternatives that passed Level 2 screening were re-evaluated 
against the updated information. The outcome of the screening process did not change as a result of the 
new data or alignment shifts. This final report includes new appendices to document the notification for the 
draft screening report release, presentations given to stakeholders and local councils, and the comments 
received during the screening report comment period. 
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1.2 Alternatives Considered but Not Carried Forward 
UDOT developed 23 alternatives for evaluation in screening based on previous studies, public and agency 
input during scoping, and local and regional land use and transportation plans. Of the 23 alternatives 
reviewed, 18 did not pass screening. These 18 alternatives failed because they were not reasonable and 
practicable, they did not support local or regional traffic mobility, they did not support Heber City’s vision for 
its historic town center, or the impacts to key resources were too great compared to other similar 
alternatives. The 18 alternatives that did not pass screening are listed in Table 1-1.  

Table 1-1. Alternatives That Did Not Pass Screening 

Alternative 
Preliminary 
Screening 

Level 1 
Screening 

Level 2 
Screening 

Passed 
Screening? 

U.
S.

 40
 Im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
 

— Transit alternative Fail NA NA No 

40A Widen U.S. 40 Pass Fail NA No 

40B Improve U.S. 40 – roundabouts Pass Fail NA No 

40C Improve U.S. 40 – intersection improvements Pass Fail NA No 

40D Improve U.S. 40 – tunneling or bridging Fail NA NA No 

40E Reversible lanes Pass Fail NA No 

40F One-way couplet Pass Fail NA No 

40G One-way couplet on 100 West and 100 East Pass Fail NA No 

Ea
st 

By
pa

ss
es

 

EA East bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges Pass Fail NA No 

EB East bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections Pass Fail NA No 

EC East bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections Pass Fail NA No 

W
es

t B
yp

as
se

s 

WA2 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges and realign U.S. 189 Pass Fail NA No 

WA3 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges with northern extension Pass Pass Fail No 

WC1 West bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections Pass Fail NA No 

WC2 West bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections 
and realign U.S. 189 Pass Fail NA No 

WD1 West bypass – parkway and turbo roundabouts Pass Fail NA No 

WD2 West bypass – parkway and turbo roundabouts with 
connection at 1300 South Pass Fail NA No 

WS West bypass with southern extension – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections Pass Fail NA No 
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1.3 Alternatives Advanced for Further Evaluation in the 
Draft EIS 

Five alternatives (WA1, WB1, WB2, WB3, and WB4) passed screening and will be studied in detail in the 
Draft EIS (Table 1-2). All five alternatives that passed screening were western bypass alternatives. These 
western bypass alternatives vary in their connection to U.S. 40 and U.S. 189 and vary in intersection type 
and functionality of the road (grade-separated interchanges [WA1] versus signalized at-grade intersections 
[WB1, WB2, WB3, and WB4]). 

The alternatives that passed the screening process will be further developed to support detailed analysis in 
the Draft EIS. This detailed analysis includes engineering refinement of the remaining alternatives and a 
thorough review of the affected environment that includes the following 17 resource categories: land use, 
community and property impacts, farmlands, environmental justice, economics, traffic and transportation, 
joint development, considerations related to pedestrians and bicyclists, air quality, noise, water resources, 
ecosystem resources, floodplains, cultural resources, paleontological resources, hazardous materials and 
waste sites, and visual resources. A list of resources that are commonly evaluated in EISs for highway 
projects is available at this link: FHWA Technical Advisory T 6640.8A, Guidance for Preparing and 
Processing Environmental and Section 4(f) Documents. The engineering refinement phase will include 
additional design work to provide details such as horizontal and vertical alignments, right-of-way needs, 
intersection design, pedestrian and bicycle accommodations, access design, and potential drainage designs 
including stormwater management. Access design will include road, driveway, or parking lot revisions for 
properties intersected by an alternative. All five alternatives will be designed to a similar level of detail. 

Table 1-2. Alternatives That Passed Screening and Will Be Studied in Detail 

Alternative 
Preliminary 
Screening 

Level 1 
Screening 

Level 2 
Screening 

Passed 
Screening? 

W
es

t B
yp

as
se

s 

WA1 West bypass – limited access and grade-
separated interchanges Pass Pass Pass Yes 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections Pass Pass Pass Yes 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections and realign U.S. 189 Pass Pass Pass Yes 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections with northern extension Pass Pass Pass Yes 

WB4 
West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections with northern extension and 
realigned U.S. 189 

Pass Pass Pass Yes 

 

https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.environment.fhwa.dot.gov%2Flegislation%2Fnepa%2Fguidance_preparing_env_documents.aspx%23conse&data=05%7C01%7CAndrea.Clayton%40hdrinc.com%7C11879df925e5430d4b8908dab1e2b1f0%7C3667e201cbdc48b39b425d2d3f16e2a9%7C0%7C0%7C638017884730713756%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2B8tg0d%2F3bAdxpduyGJ1EqDkPP2GGlFJIh3vwhOVFU%2FA%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.environment.fhwa.dot.gov%2Flegislation%2Fnepa%2Fguidance_preparing_env_documents.aspx%23conse&data=05%7C01%7CAndrea.Clayton%40hdrinc.com%7C11879df925e5430d4b8908dab1e2b1f0%7C3667e201cbdc48b39b425d2d3f16e2a9%7C0%7C0%7C638017884730713756%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2B8tg0d%2F3bAdxpduyGJ1EqDkPP2GGlFJIh3vwhOVFU%2FA%3D&reserved=0
https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.environment.fhwa.dot.gov%2Flegislation%2Fnepa%2Fguidance_preparing_env_documents.aspx%23conse&data=05%7C01%7CAndrea.Clayton%40hdrinc.com%7C11879df925e5430d4b8908dab1e2b1f0%7C3667e201cbdc48b39b425d2d3f16e2a9%7C0%7C0%7C638017884730713756%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2B8tg0d%2F3bAdxpduyGJ1EqDkPP2GGlFJIh3vwhOVFU%2FA%3D&reserved=0
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2.0 Introduction 

2.1 Report Purpose and Background Information 
The purpose of this report is to describe the alternatives development and 
screening process that was used for the Heber Valley Corridor 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of 
Transportation (UDOT) is preparing the EIS to evaluate transportation 
solutions to improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation 
of U.S. Highway 40 (U.S. 40). Improvements are needed to address 
congestion and delay and to accommodate current and projected travel 
demand in 2050. The process consisted of the following five basic 
phases: 

1. Developing conceptual alternatives 

a. Public and agency input was sought on conceptual 
alternatives during scoping; see Section 3.2.2, Scoping, for a 
summary 

2. Conducting a preliminary evaluation of conceptual alternatives to 
determine reasonableness  

3. Applying first-level (Level 1) screening criteria and identifying and 
refining alternatives that pass the first-level screening 

4. Refining alternatives that pass Level 1 screening for Level 2 
screening 

5. Applying second-level (Level 2) screening criteria and identifying 
alternatives that will be analyzed in detail in the Draft EIS 

The alternatives development and screening process described in this 
report provides critical information about how well each alternative 
satisfies the project’s purpose and whether it is reasonable under the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), practicable under the Clean 
Water Act, and feasible and prudent under Section 4(f) of the Department 
of Transportation Act of 1966. For more information regarding the regu-
lations considered in this screening process, see Section 2.3, Reasons 
Why an Alternative Might Be Eliminated during the Screening Process. 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has assigned its 
responsibilities under NEPA and other federal environmental laws to 
UDOT for highway projects in Utah, pursuant to 23 United States Code 
Section 327, in a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) dated May 26, 
2022. In accordance with its responsibilities, UDOT is carrying out the 
environmental review process for the Heber Valley Corridor Project in lieu 
of FHWA and serves as the lead agency in the NEPA process. The assignment of NEPA responsibilities to 

What is travel demand? 

Travel demand is the expected 
number of transportation trips in 
an area. Travel demand can be 
met by various modes of travel, 
such as automobile, bus, 
carpooling, walking, and cycling. 

What is a reasonable 
alternative? 

Reasonable alternatives include 
those that are practical or 
feasible from the technical and 
economic standpoints and using 
common sense. 

What is a practicable action? 

Practicable means the action is 
available and capable of being 
done after taking into 
consideration cost, existing 
technology, and logistics in light 
of overall project purposes. 

What is a feasible and prudent 
avoidance alternative? 

A feasible and prudent 
avoidance alternative avoids 
using Section 4(f) property and 
does not cause other severe 
problems of a magnitude that 
substantially outweighs the 
importance of protecting the 
Section 4(f) property. An 
alternative is not feasible if it 
cannot be built as a matter of 
sound engineering judgment. 
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UDOT does not change the roles and responsibilities of any other federal agency whose review or approval 
is required for the project. 

2.2 Screening Process Overview 

UDOT conducted a three-level (Preliminary, Level 1, and 
Level 2) screening evaluation of alternatives suggested by 
stakeholders and in previous studies (Figure 2-1). Agency 
and public inputs (scoping) occurred during the Develop 
Conceptual Alternatives phase shown in the figure. 
A summary of the public and agency input received during 
the formal comment period held during the scoping phase 
is provided in Section 3.2.2, Scoping. The release of this 
report initiates another formal request for public and 
agency input. 

As shown in Figure 2-1, the project’s purpose and needs 
are the foundation of the alternatives screening process. 
After UDOT developed the conceptual alternatives, it 
began the screening process with a preliminary evaluation 
of conceptual alternatives to determine whether they had 
fatal flaws. Alternatives with fatal flaws—for example, 
alternatives that are not technically feasible—were 
determined to not be reasonable. If an alternative did not 
have fatal flaws, it was further developed so that Level 1 
screening could be conducted. 

Level 1 screening was based on the project’s purpose. The project purpose is to substantially improve 
regional and local mobility on U.S. 40 through 2050, provide opportunities for nonmotorized transportation, 
and allow Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center. The alternatives that passed Level 1 
screening were determined to satisfy the project’s purpose and were then further refined and evaluated with 
Level 2 screening criteria to determine their expected impacts to key resources. Alternatives that do not 
satisfy the project’s purpose or that have unacceptable impacts were determined to not be reasonable. 

The alternatives development and screening process is designed to be dynamic throughout the EIS process. 
If a new alternative or refinement of an alternative is developed or arises later in the EIS process, it will be 
considered using the same screening considerations and criteria as the other alternatives, as described in 
this report. 

Figure 2-1. Screening Process Overview 
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2.3 Reasons Why an Alternative Might Be Eliminated during 
the Screening Process 

This section describes the laws and guidance used to determine whether an alternative might be eliminated 
during the screening process. 

2.3.1 Council on Environmental Quality Regulations and Guidance 
NEPA's implementing regulations define reasonable alternatives as those that meet the project’s purpose 
and need and that are technically and economically feasible. According to these regulations and the Council 
on Environmental Quality, there are three primary reasons why an alternative might be determined to be not 
reasonable and thus eliminated from further consideration. 

1. The alternative does not satisfy the purpose of the project (this is evaluated in the Level 1 screening 
for the Heber Valley Corridor Project). 

2. The alternative is determined to be not practical or feasible from a technical and/or economic 
standpoint and using common sense (this is evaluated in the preliminary evaluation for the Heber 
Valley Corridor Project). 

a. Improve U.S. 40 – tunneling or bridging (40D) was eliminated in preliminary screening for not 
being practical. 

3. The alternative substantially duplicates another alternative; that is, it is otherwise reasonable but 
offers little or no advantage for satisfying the project’s purpose, and it has impacts and/or costs that 
are similar to or greater than those of other, similar alternatives (this is evaluated in the Level 2 
screening for the Heber Valley Corridor Project). 

a. West bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges with northern extension (WA3) 
was eliminated in Level 2 screening for higher impacts to key resources compared to similar 
alternatives. 

2.3.2 Clean Water Act Requirements 
Because the area of analysis for the Heber Valley Corridor Project might include federally regulated 
wetlands or other waters of the United States, UDOT considered the Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(1) 
Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Material (40 Code of Federal Regulations 
[CFR] Part 230) and Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, during the alternatives development 
phase. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is responsible for determining compliance with the 
Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines and may permit only the least environmentally damaging practicable 
alternative. 



 

8 | January 16, 2023 Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report 

The Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines state that “no discharge of dredged or fill material [to Section 404–
regulated waters] shall be permitted if there is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which 
would have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other 
significant adverse environmental consequences” [40 CFR Section 230.10(a)]. This section of the 
Guidelines further states that: 

1. For the purpose of this requirement, practicable alternatives include but are not limited to: 

i. Activities which do not involve a discharge of dredged or fill material into the waters of the 
United States or ocean waters; 

ii. Discharges of dredged or fill material at other locations in waters of the United States or 
ocean waters[.] 

2. An alternative is practicable if it is available and capable of being done after taking into 
consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project purposes. If it is 
otherwise a practicable alternative, an area not presently owned by the applicant which could 
reasonably be obtained, utilized, expanded, or managed in order to fulfill the basic purpose of the 
proposed activity may be considered. 

3. Where the activity associated with a discharge which is proposed for a special aquatic site 
(as defined in Subpart E [of the Guidelines]) does not require access or proximity to or siting within 
the special aquatic site in question to fulfill its basic purpose (i.e., is not “water dependent”), 
practicable alternatives that do not involve special aquatic sites are presumed to be available, 
unless clearly demonstrated otherwise. In addition, where a discharge is proposed for a special 
aquatic site, all practicable alternatives to the proposed discharge which do not involve a 
discharge into a special aquatic site are presumed to have less adverse impact on the aquatic 
ecosystem, unless clearly demonstrated otherwise. 

UDOT considered the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines during two aspects of the screening process. First, 
during preliminary evaluation, UDOT determined which alternatives would be practicable. One alternative 
(40D) was eliminated as not practicable because of the limitation of available technology, logistics, and high 
costs. Second, during Level 2 screening, UDOT evaluated alternatives considering potential wetland 
impacts and also refined alternative alignments to try to avoid and minimize impacts to wetlands and other 
waters. One alternative was eliminated during Level 2 screening because it would have more-severe 
impacts to potential waters of the United States than other alternatives and offered little to no operational 
advantages compared to other alternatives that would have fewer wetland impacts. To achieve final 
compliance with the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines, UDOT will need to demonstrate, through an evaluation of 
alternatives considered during screening and those evaluated in detail in the EIS, that the alternative 
selected in the project’s Record of Decision is the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative. 
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2.3.3 Section 4(f) Requirements 
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC Section 303) applies to publicly owned 
parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges and publicly or privately owned significant historic 
properties. The requirements of Section 4(f) apply only to agencies within the U.S. Department of 
Transportation (USDOT)—for example, FHWA. Pursuant to 23 USC Section 327 and the NEPA Assignment 
Memorandum of Understanding between FHWA and UDOT dated May 26, 2022, UDOT is responsible for 
meeting Section 4(f) requirements for FHWA. 

Section 4(f) prohibits USDOT agencies (and in this case UDOT) from approving the use of any Section 4(f) 
land for a transportation project except as follows: 

• First, the USDOT agency can approve the use of a Section 4(f) property only if it makes a 
determination that (1) there is no prudent and feasible alternative that would avoid the use of the 
Section 4(f) property and (2) the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to that 
property; or 

• Second, if there is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative 
and all remaining alternatives have Section 4(f) uses, the 
approved alternative would cause least overall harm in light of 
Section 4(f)'s preservation purpose; or 

• Third, the USDOT agency can approve the use of Section 4(f) 
property by making a de minimis impact determination for the use 
of that property. 

UDOT considered the Section 4(f) requirements during two aspects of the 
screening process. First, during preliminary evaluation, UDOT determined 
that some concepts (for example, building a tunnel under Main Street) 
would not be prudent and/or feasible. Second, during Level 2 screening, 
UDOT evaluated alternatives considering potential use of Section 4(f) 
properties and refined alternative alignments to try to avoid and minimize 
impacts to those properties. No alternatives were eliminated during Level 2 screening because of the 
severity of Section 4(f) uses that would be required. To achieve compliance with the Section 4(f) regulations, 
UDOT will need to demonstrate through an evaluation of alternatives remaining after screening that either 
(1) the alternative selected would have a de minimis use of Section 4(f) resources or (2) there is no feasible 
and prudent alternative that would avoid the use of Section 4(f) resources, and the project alternative 
selected demonstrates the least overall harm and includes all possible planning to minimize harm to 
Section 4(f) resources. 

What is a de minimis impact? 

For publicly owned public parks, 
recreation areas, and wildlife and 
waterfowl refuges, a de minimis 
impact is one that would not 
adversely affect the activities, 
features, or attributes of the 
property. 

For historic sites, a finding of 
de minimis impact means FHWA 
has determined that the project 
would have “no adverse effect” 
on the historic property. 
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2.4 Summary of the Project’s Purpose and Need 
The primary criterion for determining whether an alternative is reasonable, feasible and prudent, and 
practicable is whether it meets the purpose of and needs for the project. For the Heber Valley Corridor 
Project, UDOT’s purpose is to improve both regional and local mobility on U.S. 40 from State Route 
(S.R.) 32 to U.S. 189 and provide opportunities for nonmotorized transportation while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the historic town center. 

The evaluation of transportation needs in the Heber Valley is focused on 
U.S. 40 because it is the only principal arterial in the valley that conveys 
regional traffic through the length of the valley. U.S. 40 presents 
challenges for local and regional mobility today and in the future. The 
transportation needs are related primarily to traffic during peak periods, 
which is forecasted to get worse with increasing population and economic 
activity. The following deficiencies have been identified in the study area: 

• The character and function of U.S. 40 change from a 65-miles-
per-hour (mph), limited-access freeway north of town to a 35-mph Main Street in Heber City with 
signalized intersections. Vehicle throughput (the number of vehicles per day) on U.S. 40 is traded for 
increased access within Heber’s historic core, resulting in congestion and delay. 

• U.S. 40 is currently operating at failing conditions (level of service F) from 100 North to 100 South 
during the PM peak hour, and these conditions will continue to get worse through 2050. 

• Signalized intersections on U.S. 40 are currently operating at acceptable conditions, but many are 
expected to operate at failing conditions during the PM peak hour by 2050 if no improvements are 
made. 

• Southbound travel time on U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189 during the PM peak hour will double by 
2050 if no improvements are made. 

• Queue lengths (vehicles backed up waiting to get through an intersection) during the PM peak hour 
will increase and spill back to other intersections and onto U.S. 40 north of town where the posted 
speed is 55 mph, resulting in safety concerns. 

• There is limited designated infrastructure and lack of connectivity with existing infrastructure for 
nonmotorized transportation in the Heber Valley. This lack of accommodations creates a low-comfort 
experience for all but the most confident pedestrians and bicyclists. 

In addition, Heber City’s general plan, Heber City Envision 2050 (Heber City 2020), identifies the following 
deficiencies specific to Main Street: 

• Increased traffic on Main Street has disrupted the traditional feel with increased noise and 
pedestrian safety concerns. 

The project purpose includes the historic town center vision statement from Heber City Envision 2050 
because the traffic and congestion on U.S. 40 are no longer compatible with the character and vision for 
downtown Heber City. The purpose and need focus on the downtown guidance from the plan because that 
is where the transportation issues are. Commenters suggested that the screening should consider additional 
resources mentioned in the adopted plans, including in particular open space in the north fields area. 

What is the PM peak hour? 

The PM peak hour is the 1-hour 
period afternoon (PM) during 
which there is the greatest 
number of vehicles on the road 
system. 
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However, because the north fields area is not contributing to the transportation problems to be solved (in the 
way that the congestion and traffic mix from the state highway affects downtown), it is not appropriate to 
consider it in the purpose and need screening. The guidance from the plan and the potential effects from the 
plan will be studied in depth in the Draft EIS and will be considered by UDOT in identifying a preferred 
alternative. See the Purpose and Need Technical Report (UDOT 2021) for more information regarding the 
project purpose and need (available on the project website at hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov). 

UDOT developed criteria to measure each alternative’s ability to satisfy the project’s purpose. If an 
alternative would not satisfy the project’s purpose, it is proposed to be eliminated from further consideration. 
See Section 3.3.2, Level 1 Screening, for a description of the purpose criteria used in Level 1 screening. 

3.0 Alternatives Development and Screening 
Process 

3.1 Definition of Study Area Phase 
The first step was to define the project’s study area. UDOT defined the study area as the area that 
encompasses the problems identified in the purpose and need statement and within which a proposed 
alternative would be expected to meet the project’s purpose. Travel demand modeling was used to 
determine the effectiveness of proposed alternatives on U.S. 40 and the geographic extent of effective 
alternative alignments. That is, it was also used to determine how far away an alternative could be from 
U.S. 40 and still meet the project’s purpose to relieve local and regional travel demand. 

Traffic modeling found that if a proposed alternative is too far from 
U.S. 40, it would not benefit regional and local mobility because it 
would not draw enough traffic off U.S. 40 (drivers would avoid out-of-
direction travel and excessive travel times). To reduce congestion on 
U.S. 40, an alternative needs to be within about 1 mile east or west of 
the U.S. 40 mainline. Based on modeling results, UDOT also 
determined that this location is important for moving local traffic, which 
is the dominant traffic type using U.S. 40 (about 50% of traffic on Main 
Street in 2019 is local traffic). 

Regional traffic and through-traffic are 20% and 30%, respectively, of 
the traffic on Main Street; however, both types of traffic are sensitive 
to out-of-direction travel. Modeling determined that drivers would 
continue to use U.S. 40 if an alternative route is too far away. To 
reduce regional traffic on the Main Street segment of U.S. 40 
(a project purpose to meet Heber City’s Vision), an alternative must 
also be located nearby and provide convenient connections to U.S. 40 
and U.S. 189 to serve regional traffic. Figure 3-1 shows the study area 
in which alternatives would benefit both local and regional traffic (as 
determined by travel demand modeling). 

What types of traffic are present 
on Main Street? 

Local traffic is traffic that starts and 
ends within the Heber Valley. This 
traffic type was 50% of the traffic on 
Main Street in 2019 and is projected 
to be 50% of traffic in 2050. 

Regional traffic is traffic that starts 
or ends in the Heber Valley, typically 
long-distance commuters or visitors. 
This traffic type was 20% of traffic in 
2019 and is projected to be 25% of 
traffic in 2050. 

Through-traffic is traffic that travels 
through the Heber Valley, originating 
and ending at locations outside the 
valley. This traffic type was 30% of 
traffic in 2019 and is projected to be 
25% of traffic in 2050.  

https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/
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Figure 3-1. Needs Assessment Study Area 
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3.2 Development of Preliminary Alternatives 
The next phase in the alternatives development and screening process was identifying a list of preliminary 
alternatives. To be considered a preliminary alternative, an alternative had to be applicable to the study area 
defined above and had to present a type of solution that could meet the project’s purpose and identified 
transportation needs. 

UDOT developed the preliminary alternatives based on previous planning studies and through the EIS 
scoping and outreach processes. The preliminary alternatives were developed with input from existing 
transportation plans, the public, local municipal governments, and resource agencies. The input was 
collected during the EIS public scoping periods (an early scoping period from August 26 to October 3, 2020, 
and a formal scoping period from April 30 to June 14, 2021) and in stakeholder interviews. 

3.2.1 Previous Studies and Plans 
UDOT identified potential alternatives from the following previous transportation plans and studies: 

• Heber City Downtown Study (Downtown Redevelopment Services, no date) 

• Heber City Envision 2050 (Heber City 2020) 

• Transportation Plan 2017 (Heber City 2017) 

• Wasatch County General Plan 2001–2016 (Wasatch County 2010) 

• Heber City Highway Bypass Study (PEC, no date) 

• Heber Valley Parkway Planning Study, conducted for UDOT, Mountainland Association of 
Governments (MAG), Heber City, and Wasatch County (Avenue Consultants 2019) 

• 2019–2050 Wasatch Regional Transportation Plan (MAG 2019) 

• 2019–2050 Statewide Rural Long-range Transportation Plan (UDOT 2019a) 

3.2.2 Scoping 
UDOT conducted two rounds of scoping for the EIS: an optional 
early scoping and a formal NEPA scoping. NEPA scoping is a 
formal EIS outreach and coordination process to determine the 
scope of issues to be addressed and to identify significant issues 
related to the proposed action. UDOT used the scoping process to 
identify and review the purpose of and need for the project and 
alternatives to consider in the EIS. UDOT used several methods 
to involve agencies and the public during the development of 
alternatives, including meetings, open houses, a project website, 
and newsletters to advertise and allow reviews of project 
materials. 

What is scoping? 

NEPA scoping is a formal EIS outreach 
and coordination process to determine the 
scope of issues to be addressed and to 
identify significant issues related to the 
proposed action. UDOT conducted an 
optional early scoping process in 2020 to 
better understand the potential needs and 
issues prior to initiating the EIS. Another 
formal scoping process was conducted 
when UDOT published the notice of intent 
to prepare an EIS in May 2021.  
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Early Scoping 
UDOT conducted an early scoping process to solicit public and agency input to develop the project purpose 
and need statement, identify a preliminary range of alternatives, and identify potentially significant 
environmental issues. Early scoping is an optional process that UDOT used to better understand the 
potential needs and issues prior to initiating the EIS. The Early Scoping Summary Report summarizes public 
and agency input and identifies the alternatives that were suggested during the early scoping process from 
August 26 to October 3, 2020. 

Formal Scoping and Notice of Intent 
The Scoping Summary Report summarizes public and agency input gathered during the formal scoping 
period, which lasted 45 days from April 30 to June 14, 2021. The Notice of Intent (NOI) was published during 
the formal scoping period on May 11, 2021. The NOI and formal scoping presented the following preliminary 
alternatives for comment: 

• No action 

• Improvements to U.S. 40 such as adding lanes and intersection improvements 

• Improvements to existing roads other than U.S. 40 

• A one-way-couplet system 

• A new bypass west of U.S. 40 

• A new bypass east of U.S. 40 

• Transportation System Management (TSM) 

• Transit 

As discussed in the Scoping Summary Report, during the EIS scoping processes in 2020 and 2021, UDOT 
received close to 400 comments, and some comments suggested additional concepts and potential 
alternatives for UDOT to consider in the EIS. These comments addressed alternative locations, alternative 
configurations, travel modes, safety, construction costs, construction methods, and logical termini (the 
logical endpoints for the improvements to U.S. 40). Where applicable, UDOT incorporated the scoping 
comments to develop and refine a range of preliminary alternatives. The additional concepts for alternatives 
suggested during scoping included the following: 

• Improvements on U.S. 40, including: 

o Intersection improvements such as wider intersections and roundabouts 

o Tunnel under U.S. 40 within the Heber City limits 

o Bridge over U.S. 40 within the Heber City limits 

• New locations for a new bypass west of U.S. 40 

• New locations for a new bypass east of U.S. 40 

https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/HVC-EIS-Scoping-Summary-Report-Final-11-13-2020.pdf
https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/HVC-EIS-Scoping-Summary-Report-Final_9-20-2021.pdf


 

Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report January 16, 2023 | 15 

Initial Alternative Concepts 
From the basic concepts identified during scoping, UDOT developed the ideas into 17 distinct alternative 
concepts and published them for public review and input. These 17 alternative concepts are described in 
Table 3-1 and shown in Figure 3-2 through Figure 3-4. To allow objective screening, all of the proposed 
alternative concepts were developed to an equal level of detail. UDOT solicited input on the 17 initial 
alternative concepts at meetings and during the public comment period, which ran from October 5 to 
November 4, 2021. See Appendix B, Notifications of Alternatives Meetings and Comment Period, for the 
notifications for the public meeting, and Appendix C, Virtual Open House Meeting Materials, and 
Appendix D, In-person Open House Meeting Materials, for the supporting materials displayed at the public 
meetings that describe the 17 alternative concepts. 

Table 3-1. Initial Alternative Concepts as Presented during the Public Comment Period 

Alternative  Description 

— Transit alternative The Wasatch County Transit Study (MAG 2020) identified a combination of local services 
in the Heber Valley connecting Heber City, Midway, and Charleston; a Park City 
commuter route from Heber City; a Wasatch County to Utah County commuter route from 
Heber City to the Vineyard FrontRunner Station in Orem; and vanpool services from 
Heber City to Orem and Park City, starting with dial-a-ride service in Midway and 
Heber City. 

Improvements on U.S. 40 (Figure 3-2) 
40A Widen U.S. 40 Concept proposes widening U.S. 40 from five lanes to seven lanes from 500 North to 

U.S. 189. 
40B Improve U.S. 40 – roundabouts Concept proposes replacing the existing signalized intersections with roundabouts at 

500 North, Center Street, 100 South, 600 South, and 1200 South, with no additional lanes 
added to U.S. 40. 

40C Improve U.S. 40 – intersection 
improvements 

Concept proposes realigning S.R. 113 to line up with Center Street (to align major east-
west movements) and adding turn lanes to signalized intersections, with no additional 
lanes added to U.S. 40. The traffic signal for 100 South would be removed with this 
concept.  

40D Improve U.S. 40 – tunneling or 
bridging 

Concept proposes constructing a bridge over or a tunnel under U.S. 40 from 500 North to 
1200 South. 

40E Reversible lanes Concept proposes converting the center turn lane to a reversible lane from 500 North to 
U.S. 189, with no additional lanes added to U.S. 40. The center lane would be used for 
northbound traffic during the morning and southbound traffic during the afternoon. 

40F One-way couplet Concept proposes splitting U.S. 40 into two roads between 500 North and 1000 South. 
Main Street would be for northbound travel, and 100 West would be for southbound 
travel. 

East Bypasses (Figure 3-3) 
EA East bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges 
Concept proposes a highway-type facility offset from 1200 East (Mill Road) with three 
interchanges: Center Street and the north and south connections to U.S. 40. Speed limit 
would be 65 mph. 

EB East bypass – parkway and at 
grade intersections 

Concept proposes a parkway-type facility offset from 1200 East (Mill Road) with seven 
intersections at key locations. Speed limit would be 55 mph.  

EC East bypass – arterial route and 
at grade intersections 

Concept proposes an arterial-type facility on 1200 East (Mill Road) with intersections at all 
cross streets (12 total). Speed limit would be 45 mph.  

(continued on next page) 
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Table 3-1. Initial Alternative Concepts as Presented during the Public Comment Period 

Alternative  Description 

West Bypasses (Figure 3-4) 
WA1 West bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges 
Concept proposes a highway-type facility with six interchanges at major connections: 
U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 (2), S.R. 113, and 1300 South. Speed limit would be 65 miles per 
hour (mph).  

WA2 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges 
and realign U.S. 189 

Concept proposes a highway-type facility with six interchanges at major connections: 
U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 (2), S.R. 113, and 1300 South. Speed limit would be 65 mph. 
Concept includes the realignment of U.S. 189.  

WB1 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections 

Concept proposes a parkway-type facility with eight intersections: U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 
(2), S.R. 113, 1300 South, Industrial Parkway, and 300 West. Speed limit would be 
55 mph. 

West Bypass (Figure 3-4) (continued) 
WB2 West bypass – parkway and 

at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

Concept proposes a parkway-type facility with eight intersections: U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 
(2), S.R. 113, 1300 South, Industrial Parkway, and 300 West. Speed limit would be 
55 mph. Concept includes the realignment of U.S. 189. 

WC1 West bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections 

Concept proposes an arterial-type facility with intersections at all cross streets (nine total): 
U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 (2), 1300 South, S.R. 113, Industrial Parkway, 300 West, and 
S. Daniels Road. Speed limit would be 45 mph.  

WC2 West bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

Concept proposes an arterial-type facility with intersections at all cross streets (nine total): 
U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 (2), 1300 South, S.R. 113, Industrial Parkway, 300 West, and S. 
Daniels Road. Speed limit would be 45 mph. Concept includes the realignment of 
U.S. 189. 

WD1 West bypass – parkway and turbo 
roundabouts 

Concept has turbo roundabouts at seven key locations. Speed limit would be 55 mph.  
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Figure 3-2. Initial Alternatives for U.S. 40 as Presented during Public Comment Period 
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Figure 3-3. Initial Alternatives for East Bypass as Presented during Public Comment Period 

 



 

Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report January 16, 2023 | 19 

Figure 3-4. Initial Alternatives for West Bypass as Presented during Public Comment Period 
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3.2.3 Initial Alternatives Agency and Public Comment Period 
On September 30, 2021, UDOT held an alternatives meeting to present the conceptual alternatives to 
resource agencies. Representatives from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Utah Reclamation, Mitigation, and Conservation Commission, and 
Utah Division of Wildlife Resources were in attendance. See Appendix A, Agency Alternatives Meeting, for 
the presentation and meeting summary. 

UDOT held two public meetings to present the conceptual alternatives for public review and comment. 
A virtual public meeting was held on October 5, 2021, on Zoom, and the presentation was followed by a 
question-and-answer session. An in-person open house was held on October 6 at the Heber Valley 
Elementary School, and an opportunity to review materials and speak directly with UDOT was provided. The 
same information was presented at both meetings. The materials presented are available in Appendix C, 
Virtual Open House Meeting Minutes, and Appendix D, In-person Open House Meeting Materials. A 30-day 
public comment period ran from October 5 to November 4, 2021. 

Notification 
The following methods were used to notify the general public of the October public meetings, the materials 
available for review, and how to comment: 

• Advertisements were placed in the following publications: 

o Wasatch Wave, September 22 and 29, 2021 

o The Salt Lake Tribune, September 19, 2021 

o Deseret News, September 17, 24, and October 1, 2021 

• Notifications and reminders were posted on the Heber Valley Corridor Project website: 
hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov. 

• Notifications and reminders were posted on UDOT’s social media sites: 

o Facebook on September 16 and 24; October 1, 5, 6, 8, 13, 18, 19, 21, and 29; and  
November 1 and 4, 2021 

o Instagram on October 2 and 6, 2021 

o Paid video advertisements on Instagram intermittently from October 5 to November 4, 2021 

o Twitter on September 16; October 1, 5, 6, 13, 18, 19, 21, 25, and 29; and November 1 and 4, 2021 

• An email notice was sent to the Heber Valley Corridor Project mailing list on September 14 and 24; 
October 1, 5, 6, 8, 15, and 29; and November 3 and 4, 2021. 

• Printed flyers were hung at the following locations: 

o Dairy Keen 

o Heber City offices 

o Heber City Police Department 

o Natural Grocers 

o Sinclair 

o Smith's grocery store 

o Wasatch County Administrative Building 

o Wasatch County Library 

• A UDOT press release was sent to local media outlets on September 27, 2021. 

Copies of the notification materials listed above are included in Appendix B, Notifications of Alternatives 
Meetings and Comment Period. 

https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/
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City and County Council Presentations 
Prior to the alternatives public comment period, UDOT presented at two city council meetings, one county 
council meeting, and one interlocal government meeting. UDOT presented to the Midway City Council on 
September 7, 2021; the Wasatch County Council on September 8, 2021; the Heber City Council on 
September 21, 2021; and the Wasatch County Interlocal Meeting on September 22, 2021. The 
presentations for the council meetings were the same and included an overview of the project’s purpose and 
need, a list of the alternatives under consideration, information about the upcoming public meetings, an 
overview of the process, and how to comment. UDOT encouraged councils and the public to submit 
comments on alternatives and alternatives screening criteria. A copy of the presentations is included in 
Appendix E, Council Presentations. 

Stakeholder Working Group Meetings 
UDOT developed a stakeholder working group (SWG) that includes 18 representatives who represent 
trucking, agriculture, open lands, emergency services, schools, residents, developers, local government 
staff, and businesses. The group serves as a communication conduit to the community and helps inform 
UDOT’s decision-making process. The fourth SWG meeting was held during the initial alternatives comment 
period on October 28, 2021, at the Heber City Police Department (with a virtual option via Zoom). 

Nine SWG members and eight project team members attended. A presentation was given, including an 
update on the revised purpose and need statement, an overview of the screening process, an overview of 
the alternative concepts under consideration, a summary of comments received to date, and information 
regarding how to comment. After the presentation, SWG members asked questions and provided 
comments. The presentation and notes from the meeting are included in Appendix F, Stakeholder Working 
Group Meeting. The SWG will continue to meet at major milestones throughout the EIS process. 

3.2.4 Summary of Public Comment on Initial Alternatives 
The initial alternatives public comment period for the Heber Valley Corridor EIS began on October 5 and 
concluded on November 4, 2021. All comments that were received during this period are included in 
Appendix G, Alternatives Comments. 

UDOT reviewed each comment and assigned it a number. Appendix G includes a list of commenters 
presented chronologically according to the order in which they commented and the corresponding comment 
number. A single comment might include several issues. A summary of the comments is included below, 
and more details are provided in Appendix G. UDOT reviewed comments received after the formal 
alternatives comment period and before the development of the Draft EIS and will consider them during the 
development of the Draft EIS. All comments received will be considered. The public will continue to have 
opportunities to provide input throughout the Heber Valley Corridor EIS environmental review process, and 
public comments will continue to be solicited throughout the project. 
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During the alternatives public comment period, UDOT received about 670 individual comment submissions 
from the public and agencies. Common themes included the following: 

• An east bypass has never been part of the plan; a west bypass has been planned. 

• An east bypass would reduce the quality of life in existing neighborhoods. 

• An east bypass would reduce safety for students at four schools in the Mill Road area. 

• A bypass should be placed where it would affect the fewest people. 

• The west side is much less developed (fewer homes and schools). 

• Something needs to be done about congestion. 

• Congestion on Main Street is preferable to affecting so many homes and neighborhoods. 

• The north fields and south fields should be preserved. Please don’t impact the fields. 

• A west bypass would impact natural resources (wetlands, creeks, aquifer, and/or wildlife). 

• A bypass should connect to U.S. 40 farther to the north (River Road/S.R. 32) for a long-term 
solution. Development will continue to the north. 

Suggestions for new alternatives or modifications to existing alternatives included the following: 

• New alignments for bypass and one-way-couplet alternatives 

• Different locations for bypass alternatives to connect to U.S. 40 and/or U.S. 189 

• Different locations for and types of connections to the local road network for bypass alternatives 
(that is, specific type of interchange or intersections at specific locations) 

• Regulating truck traffic 

• Constructing a frontage road or median barrier on U.S. 40 (north of Heber City) 

• Widening U.S. 40 and U.S. 189 south of Heber City, or installing a median barrier 

• Spot improvements (for example, new traffic signals and pedestrian crossings) 

• Lowering the speed limit or implementing traffic-calming measures on Main Street 

• Combining different alternatives 

• Building an oil pipeline or a railway to haul crude oil (to eliminate oil tanker truck traffic) 

UDOT sorted the comments suggesting new or modified alternatives and split or combined them into about 
40 unique suggestions. UDOT reviewed each suggestion for new alternatives or modifications to existing 
alternatives to determine if they should be evaluated further in the screening process. The reasons not to 
carry suggestions through the screening process included the following: 

• Included in No-action Alternative 

• Does not meet project purpose 

• Outside the study area 

• Outside the scope of the EIS 

• Not technically feasible 

• Will be considered during alternatives development (the comment suggested a design detail that 
could be incorporated into an alternative but did not suggest a standalone alternative) 
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Appendix I, Alternatives Suggested by the Public, includes a table listing these suggestions, whether they 
were further considered in Level 1 screening, and, if they were not advanced, the rationale for not 
considering them further in Level 1 screening. 

UDOT developed responses for key themes and frequently asked questions (FAQ). The FAQ is available in 
Appendix H, Responses to Alternatives Comments. Formal comments were submitted by one cooperating 
agency (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency) and two participating agencies (U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
and Utah Reclamation, Mitigation, and Conservation Commission). UDOT provided a response to comments 
from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, which is also available in Appendix H. Letters from the U.S. 
Bureau of Reclamation and the Utah Reclamation, Mitigation, and Conservation Commission did not include 
comments on the conceptual alternatives presented in October 2021, but both agencies said they wanted to 
continue to participate in the NEPA process. UDOT did not develop responses to these two agencies. 

New Alternatives Developed for Screening 
In response to the comments received, UDOT developed six new alternatives and modified some of the 
original 17 alternative concepts before conducting screening. These new alternatives are five western 
bypass alternatives and a new one-way couplet configuration in downtown Heber City. Modifications to 
alternatives included adding improvements to north U.S. 40 as suggested by the public. 

North U.S. 40 Improvements 
UDOT received numerous comments during the alternatives public 
comment period regarding planned development north of Heber City. 
Substantial development is planned for the area along North 40—the area 
north of Heber City—and this development could reduce regional mobility 
on the segment of U.S. 40 between S.R. 32 and 800 North. The 
commenters stated that, once this area develops, this section of North 40 
would become congested just like Main Street in downtown Heber City. 

In response to concerns regarding planned development north of 
Heber City, UDOT met with Heber City, Wasatch County, and MAG to 
compare the population growth and land use used as an input to MAG’s 
travel demand model comparing that with approved subdivision 
developments. This travel demand model is the tool that UDOT used to 
project traffic volumes in 2050, which is the design year for the EIS. 
Through this consultation, UDOT found that some of the approved 
development is expected to occur after 2050. After thorough 
consideration, UDOT determined that the approved MAG travel demand 
model reflects the best information available and did not need to be 
revised.  

What is North 40? 

North 40 is the existing section 
of U.S. 40 north of downtown 
Heber City from 800 North to 
River Road/S.R. 32.  

What is a design year? 

The design year is the year for 
which a project is engineered. 
Design years for infrastructure 
projects are typically 20 to 
30 years from the year of 
construction in order to provide 
long-term benefits. The design 
year for the Heber Valley 
Corridor Project is 2050.  
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However, based on the public concerns and information regarding anticipated development along North 40, 
UDOT will strive to make alternatives forward-compatible with any improvements that are needed after 
2050; however, for this EIS, the alternatives are designed to address transportation needs in 2050. For more 
information, see Appendix J, Traffic Memorandum. 

Some public comments suggested that safety improvements or frontage 
roads are needed on North 40. In addition, UDOT recently updated its 
Roadway Design Manual (in 2021), which includes revised design 
standards for center medians. Based on these issues discovered during 
the alternatives development phase, UDOT decided to add improvements 
on North 40 to the alternatives considered in screening. 

UDOT developed two options for improvements to address regional 
mobility needs for North 40. The two options are based on different 
access categories as defined by UDOT Administrative Rule R930-6, 
Access Management (UDOT 2019b). 

• Access category 3. The first option is designed to achieve 
access category 3: appropriate for use on limited-access 
highways that have the capacity for high speed and relatively high 
traffic volumes, where direct access to abutting land is 
subordinate to providing service to through traffic movement. 

• Access category 5. The second option is designed to achieve 
access category 5: appropriate for use on highways that have the 
capacity for moderate speed and moderate to high traffic volumes, 
providing a balance between direct access and mobility needs. 

Note that North 40 is currently designated as access category 5, but its 
current design does not meet the requirements of its assigned access 
category—it has too many side streets and driveways along this section. 
For the access category 5 option, UDOT proposes consolidating accesses to meet the defined spacing 
criteria to protect regional mobility by providing frontage roads in specific areas. For access category 3, 
driveways are not allowed, so with this option UDOT would add frontage roads on both sides of U.S. 40 
along the entire length to provide access to adjacent homes and businesses. These two additional 
improvement options for North 40 have been paired with the alternatives that passed local mobility 
screening criteria to allow UDOT to objectively screen the alternatives in Level 1 screening using regional 
mobility criteria for the entire length of the project area (between U.S. 189 and S.R. 32). 

New/Extended Western Bypass Alternatives 
UDOT received numerous comments that bypass alternatives should connect to U.S. 40 farther north (near 
River Road/S.R. 32). Commenters suggested that a bypass tying into U.S. 40 at 800 North would not 
provide a long-term solution given the anticipated growth along North 40. They suggested that western 
bypass alternatives should extend farther north to bypass this growing area, and they identified various 
potential connection points along North 40. 

What is land use in the travel 
demand model? 

Land use data in the travel 
demand model includes 
population, dwelling units, 
household size, and 
employment. 

What is an access category? 

An access category is a 
classification that UDOT assigns 
to a segment of highway that 
determines how access to the 
highway is managed. Access 
categories are used to determine 
the minimum allowable spacing 
of highway features such as 
signal spacing, street spacing, 
and driveway spacing. For 
example, interstates are access 
category 1, which does not allow 
signals or driveways.  
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Because many members of the public want the EIS to examine western bypass routes that connect farther 
north, and because there will be additional development along North 40, UDOT explored extending the 
potential bypass connections at the north end of the western bypass alternatives. UDOT determined that 
these northern connections are reasonable, and UDOT is required by NEPA to objectively evaluate 
reasonable alternatives. UDOT identified three additional western bypass alternatives that have a second 
northern connection at River Road/S.R. 32. These new alternatives are “west bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges with northern extension” (WA3), “west bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections with northern extension” (WB3), and “west bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with 
northern extension and realigned U.S. 189” (WB4). Other potential western bypass connection locations on 
North 40 do not meet intersection spacing requirements for safety and operations and/or would not provide a 
significant traffic benefit, or they would have greater wetland impacts. Therefore, other potential connection 
locations were not developed further for screening. 

UDOT also received a suggestion to revise the western bypass with a 
southern extension through the town of Daniel connecting U.S. 40 and 
U.S. 189 south of the hub intersection and closer to the foothills. This third 
new alternative is “west bypass with southern extension – arterial route 
and at-grade intersections” (WS). 

When initially reviewing the travel demand model, UDOT determined that 
a 1300 South connection is critical to improving Main Street operations for 
all the western bypasses. The commercial area in southern Heber City draws a substantial amount of local 
and regional trips. The 1300 South connection helps convey trips between the commercial area and the 
western parts of the Heber Valley. Without a connection at 1300 South, many of these trips would continue 
to use Main Street, and failing traffic conditions would continue. As a result, UDOT added a new 
alternative—a revised version of the western bypass with roundabouts alternative (WD1) that includes a 
connection at 1300 South (WD2). These five western bypass alternatives (WA3, WB3, WB4, WD2, and WS) 
are included in Table 3-2 and are discussed below in Section 3.2.5, Range of Alternatives Considered in the 
Screening Process. 

New Couplet Alternative 
UDOT also received a suggestion to reroute the one couplet off U.S. 40 entirely using 100 West and 
100 East. This new alternative is called “one-way couplet on 100 West and 100 East” (40G) in the analysis 
below. 

3.2.5 Range of Alternatives Considered in the Screening Process 
UDOT developed the 23 alternatives listed in Table 3-2 for evaluation in screening based on previous 
studies, public and agency input during scoping, and local and regional land use and transportation plans. 
Figure 3-5 through Figure 3-8 show the design layouts and cross sections of the Main Street improvement 
alternatives. Figure 3-9 through Figure 3-14 show the design layouts and cross sections of the eastern and 
western bypasses as revised to include improvements on North 40. 

What is the hub intersection? 

The hub intersection is the 
⅄-shaped intersection of U.S. 40 
and U.S. 189 on the south side 
of Heber City.  
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Table 3-2. Alternatives Evaluated in Screening 

Alternativea 
Concept Added after 2021 
Public Comment Period? 

— Transit alternative  
U.S. 40 Improvements (Figure 3-5, Figure 3-6, Figure 3-7, and Figure 3-8 
40A Widen U.S. 40  
40B Improve U.S. 40 – roundabouts  
40C Improve U.S. 40 – intersection improvements  
40D Improve U.S. 40 – tunneling or bridging  
40E Reversible lanes  
40F One-way couplet  
40G One-way couplet on 100 West and 100 East Yes, new alternative based on 

public comment 
East Bypasses (Figure 3-9 and Figure 3-14) 
EA East bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges  
EB East bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections  
EC East bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections  
West Bypasses (Figure 3-10, Figure 3-11, Figure 3-12, Figure 3-13, and Figure 3-14) 
WA1 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges  
WA2 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges and realign U.S. 189  
WA3 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges with northern extension Yes, new alignment based on 

public comment 
WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections  
WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections and realign U.S. 189  
WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with northern extension Yes, new alignment based on 

public comment 
WB4 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with northern extension and realigned 

U.S. 189 
Yes, new alignment based on 
public comment 

WC1 West bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections  
WC2 West bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections and realign U.S. 189  
WD1 West bypass – parkway and turbo roundabouts  
WD2 West bypass – parkway and turbo roundabouts with connection at 1300 South Yes, new alignment based on 

traffic operations requiring a 
connection at 1300 South 

WS West bypass with southern extension – arterial route and at-grade intersections Yes, new alignment based on 
public comment 

a To allow uniform screening, North 40 improvements were added to all nontransit alternatives. 



 

Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report January 16, 2023 | 27 

Figure 3-5. Level 1 Design Layouts for U.S. 40 Improvements and Reversible Lanes 
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Figure 3-6. Level 1 Design Cross Sections for U.S. 40 Main Street Alternatives 
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Figure 3-7. Level 1 Design Layouts for Couplets 
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Figure 3-8. Level 1 Design Cross Sections for One-way Couplet and Reversible-lane Alternatives 
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Figure 3-9. Level 1 Design Layouts for East Bypasses 
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Figure 3-10. Level 1 Design Layouts for Limited-access West Bypasses 
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Figure 3-11. Level 1 Design Layouts for West Bypass Parkways 
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Figure 3-12. Level 1 Design Layouts for West Bypass Arterials 
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Figure 3-13. Level 1 Design Layouts for West Bypasses with Roundabouts and Southern Extension 

 



 

36 | January 16, 2023 Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report 

Figure 3-14. Level 1 Design Cross Sections for East and West Bypasses 

 



 

Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report January 16, 2023 | 37 

3.3 Alternatives Screening  

3.3.1 Preliminary Evaluation of Alternatives 
UDOT first evaluated the 23 alternatives listed above in Table 3-2, Alternatives Evaluated in Screening, for 
fatal flaws to determine whether they should be developed and advanced to Level 1 screening. 

Two alternatives—the transit alternative and tunneling under or bridging over U.S. 40 (40D) through 
downtown Heber City—were eliminated in preliminary screening and were not further developed by UDOT. 
This section describes the alternatives that were eliminated from further analysis and the reasons why they 
were eliminated. 

Transit Alternative 
The transit alternative was eliminated for not meeting the project purpose and for its similarity to a no-action 
scenario. Heber City’s general plan, Heber City Envision 2050, identifies oil tanker trucks as an impediment 
to meeting the City’s vision for the historic town center. The transit alternative would not support regional 
mobility or decrease the number of oil tanker trucks on Main Street. Additionally, the transit alternative would 
not remove enough traffic from Main Street to improve local mobility (that is, congestion issues would 
remain) and would therefore also not allow Heber City to meet their downtown vision. 

The recommended future transit service identified in the Wasatch County Transit Study (MAG 2020) is 
predicted to attract an average of about 122 passengers per hour during the peak (winter) season (derived 
from Table IX-1, page 60). A mode shift of 122 passengers per hour, dispersed across Wasatch County, is 
not expected to sufficiently reduce Main Street traffic. Therefore, transit treatments, whether a standalone 
alternative or combined with other alternatives, would not solve the traffic problems and are not reasonable. 
Expanding transit would benefit the Heber Valley but not enough to address the transportation needs for this 
project. For these reasons, this alternative does not satisfy the project’s purpose. 

Bridging over U.S. 40 (40D) 
The bridging over U.S. 40 alternative was eliminated for not meeting the project’s purpose. Specifically, the 
alternative is not practicable or prudent. There would also be considerable maintenance and safety issues 
with a large structure in a snowy environment. Structures can freeze and get icy during the winter and 
removing snow from the structure is a potential safety and operation concern because snow would be 
dropped on buildings, vehicles, and pedestrians below. U.S. 40 would need to be closed while snow is being 
removed from the bridge (snow would need to be hauled away in trucks), which would not improve local or 
regional mobility. 

A large bridge (or viaduct) over U.S. 40 for its entire length through Heber City would be incompatible with 
the City’s vision for the historic town center. A large viaduct would have unacceptable visual impacts to Main 
Street by obscuring views of mountains and historic architecture from Main Street and across Main Street, 
thereby adversely changing the setting for numerous historic buildings along Main Street. UDOT determined 
that such effects were unacceptable from both Section 106 and Section 4(f) standpoints. 

For these reasons, this alternative is not practicable or feasible and is incompatible with the project’s purpose. 
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Tunneling under U.S. 40 (40D) 
The tunneling under U.S. 40 alternative was eliminated for not being a practicable or reasonable alternative. 
Tunnels cost about $500 million to $600 million per mile to construct (at a minimum), and they can exceed 
$1 billion per mile in urban environments. The most economical method for constructing a tunnel within 
UDOT-owned right of way is the cut-and-cover method. This method involves digging a trench, constructing 
the tunnel, backfilling the trench, and repaving the surface. A cut-and-cover tunnel project on Main Street 
would disrupt the businesses along the street by limiting their access during construction, which is estimated 
to be 2 years or more. Constructing a tunnel through boring is less disruptive to businesses, but it is a far 
more expensive construction method. 

Transporting hazardous materials in a tunnel is a safety risk and fire risk. For this reason, oil tanker trucks 
would be prohibited from using the tunnel and would continue to use Main Street through Heber City, which 
is inconsistent with the purpose of allowing Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center. An 
alternative that does not meet the project purpose is, by definition, unreasonable and can be eliminated. 
Tunnel construction and operations also have considerable technical feasibility issues. They would affect 
water hydrology, water quality, soils, cultural resources, and historic properties on Main Street. For these 
reasons, this alternative was determined to not be practicable or prudent and is incompatible with the 
project’s purpose. Additional information about the considerations for and impacts from a tunnel under Main 
Street is provided in the Preliminary Road Tunnel Feasibility Analysis Technical Memo (HDR 2022). 
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3.3.2 Level 1 Screening  
Level 1 screening was based on the project purpose. The purpose of the 
Heber Valley Corridor Project is to substantially improve regional and 
local mobility on U.S. 40 through 2050, provide opportunities for 
nonmotorized transportation, and allow Heber City to meet their vision for 
the historic town center. 

The project purpose and need focus on the downtown guidance from the 
Heber City Envision 2050 plan because that is where the transportation 
issues are that UDOT is working to solve. The screening is intended to 
first identify alternatives that solve the transportation problems—that is, satisfy the transportation purpose 
and needs. It is important to note that additional vision statements from the Heber City Envision 2050 will be 
reviewed and evaluated in depth during the preparation of the Draft EIS. 

To allow Level 1 screening (Table 3-3), UDOT developed the proposed 
alternatives in enough detail to model and evaluate traffic operations on 
U.S. 40, estimate travel times, and meet UDOT’s design criteria. Note that 
the proposed alternatives were not engineered to the same degree as the 
alternatives that passed Level 1 screening (for example, cut-and-fill lines 
were not created using computer design software). The alternatives that 
passed Level 1 screening were refined with additional engineering and 
were then evaluated in Level 2 screening in terms of their expected 
impacts to key resources.  

Table 3-3. Level 1 Screening Criteria and Measures 

Criterion Measures 

Improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 through 
2050 

• Local mobility: Improve arterial and intersection level of service (LOS) on U.S. 40. 
• Local mobility: Decrease travel time on Main Street (S.R. 32 to hub intersection). 
• Local mobility. Substantially decrease vehicle queue lengths on U.S. 40. 
• Regional mobility: Substantially decrease through traffic travel time (S.R. 32 to U.S. 189). 
• Regional mobility: Minimize conflicts (driveway accesses, intersections, etc.) to north-south 

mobility for through traffic. 
Provide opportunities for 
nonmotorized transportation 

• Provide opportunities for nonmotorized transportation consistent with local and regional planning 
documents. 

Allow Heber City to meet their 
vision for the historic town 
center 

• Avoid or minimize impacts to valued places and historic buildings in the historic town center (along 
Main Street, 100 East, and 100 West). 

• Avoid improvements that would preclude Heber City from implementing strategies to achieve their 
vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, and a reduced speed limit). 

What is the purpose of Level 1 
screening? 

The purpose of Level 1 
screening is to eliminate 
alternatives that do not meet the 
purpose and need of the project. 

What is cut and fill? 

Cut and fill is a type of 
excavation in which material is 
removed (cut) or added (fill) to 
construct a road with acceptable 
grades.  
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Level 1 Local Criteria 
Meeting local mobility and Heber City vision criteria are necessary for an alternative to meet the project’s 
purpose. For an alternative to advance as reasonable, it must satisfy both. The summarized results of 
Level 1 screening are provided in Table 3-10, Final Level 1 Screening Results, on page 49. 

Traffic Screening for Local Mobility on U.S. 40 
Level 1 local mobility screening criteria focused on traffic operations 
on Main Street between 500 North and U.S. 189 at the hub 
intersection. A microsimulation traffic model was used to review each 
alternative for its ability to improve southbound PM peak-hour (5:00 to 
6:00 PM) travel time on Main Street, limit vehicle queue lengths at the 
500 North intersection, and improve the level of service (LOS) on 
Main Street and its intersections in downtown Heber City. The 
measurement details for local mobility are listed in Table 3-4. 

Table 3-4. Level 1 Local Mobility Measures 

Measure Details 

Number of 
intersections 
operating at LOS F  

There are five intersections on U.S. 40 in downtown Heber City. Level of service was calculated during the PM 
peak hour (5:00-6:00 p.m.) for the following intersections: 500 North, Center Street, 100 South, 600 South, and 
the hub intersection. 

Travel time Travel time is calculated during the PM peak hour (5:00 to 6:00 PM) in the southbound direction from S.R. 32 to 
the hub intersection. Failing intersection level of service and excessive vehicle queue lengths on U.S. 40 correlate 
with travel times in excess of about 12 minutes. Therefore, alternatives with travel times greater than 12 minutes 
are designated as failing the criteria. 

Southbound 
vehicle queue 
lengths at 
500 North 

The U.S. 40 and 500 North intersection was identified through travel demand modeling as the best indicator of 
intersection performance in downtown Heber. If the 500 North intersection fails during the PM peak hour (5:00 to 
6:00 PM) in the southbound direction, then there are generally congestion issues throughout Main Street. Vehicle 
queue lengths are measured using the 95th percentile and are described as Acceptable < 1,420 feet, Moderate = 
1,421–2,640 feet (0.5 mile), and Unacceptable > 2,641 feet. The acceptability of vehicle queue lengths is related 
to the distance to preceding intersections and resulting poor operations if vehicle queue lengths extend beyond 
those intersections.  

Number of 
southbound 
segments 
operating at LOS F 

Level of service was calculated for the PM peak hour (5:00 to 6:00 PM) in the southbound direction for the 
following seven segments: 
1. U.S. 40: From 500 North to 100 North 
2. U.S. 40: From 100 North to Center Street 
3. U.S. 40: From Center Street to 100 South 
4. U.S. 40: From 100 South to 600 South 
5. U.S. 40: From 600 South to U.S. 189 
6. U.S. 40: South of U.S. 189 
7. U.S. 189: Southwest of U.S. 40 

Local traffic is a major traffic type on U.S. 40 (about 50% in 2019), and alternatives that pass Level 1 
screening are deemed to benefit local traffic mobility enough to satisfy the project’s purpose. Table 3-5 and 
Appendix J, Traffic Memorandum, summarize the travel demand model results for local mobility on U.S. 40. 

What is level of service? 

Level of service is a measure of the 
operating conditions on a road or at 
an intersection. Level of service is 
represented by a letter “grade” 
ranging from A (free-flowing traffic 
and little delay) to F (extremely 
congested, stop-and-go traffic and 
excessive delay).  
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Table 3-5. Level 1 Travel Demand Model Screening Results (Local Mobility)a  

Alternative 

Number of 
Intersections 

at LOS F 

Travel 
Time 

Southbound 
Queue 

Lengths at 
500 North 

Number of 
Southbound 

Segments 
at LOS F 

Pass/
Fail 

— Existing conditions (2019) 0 8:20 375 ft 2 NA 
— U.S. 40 no-action (2050) 3 17:40 13,100 ft 2 NA 
Improvements on U.S. 40 
40A Widen U.S. 40 1 10:30 525 ft 

Acceptable 
2 Fail 

40B Improve U.S. 40 – roundabouts 5 — — — Fail 
40C Improve U.S. 40 – intersection 

improvements 
4 17:50 14,700 ft 

Unacceptable 
2 Fail 

40E Reversible lanes 3 10:45 950 ft 
Acceptable 

0 Fail 

40F One-way couplet 0 9:40 350 ft 
Acceptable 

0 Pass 

40G One-way couplet on 100 West and 
100 East 

0 (Similar to 
40F) 

(Similar to 40F) 
Acceptable 

0 Pass 

East Bypasses 
EA East bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges 
3 14:55 6,100 ft 

Unacceptable 
3  Fail 

EB East bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections 

3 14:00 5,200 ft 
Unacceptable 

2 Fail 

EC East bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections 

2 17:15 11,800 ft 
Unacceptable 

3  Fail 

West Bypasses 
WA1 West bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges 
0 11:05 1,600 ft 

Moderate 
1 Pass 

WA2 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges and 
realign U.S. 189 

2 12:30 2,800 ft 
Unacceptable 

1 Fail 

WA3 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges with 
northern extension 

0 10:00 1,100 ft 
Acceptable 

1 Pass 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections 

0 11:00 1,500 ft 
Moderate 

1 Pass 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections and realign U.S. 189  

0 9:30 400 ft 
Acceptable 

0 Pass 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections with northern extension 

0 8:55 375 ft 
Acceptable 

0 Pass 

(continued on next page) 
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Table 3-5. Level 1 Travel Demand Model Screening Results (Local Mobility)a  

Alternative 

Number of 
Intersections 

at LOS F 

Travel 
Time 

Southbound 
Queue 

Lengths at 
500 North 

Number of 
Southbound 

Segments 
at LOS F 

Pass/
Fail 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections with northern extension 
and realigned U.S. 189 

0 8:55 400 ft 
Acceptable 

1 Pass 

West Bypasses (continued) 
WC1 West bypass – arterial route and 

at-grade intersections 
2 13:10 4,800 ft 

Unacceptable 
1 Fail 

WC2 West bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

1 10:55 1,300 ft 
Acceptable 

1 Pass 

WD1 West bypass – parkway and turbo 
roundabouts 

2 13:30 4,700 ft 
Unacceptable 

2  Fail 

WD2 West bypass – parkway and turbo 
roundabouts with connection at 
1300 South 

2 11:15 2,100 ft 
Moderate 

1 Fail 

WS West bypass with southern extension 
– arterial route and at-grade 
intersections 

2 13:15 3,800 ft 
Unacceptable 

2  Fail 

a Color coding for results by measure: green is passing, yellow is fair and approaching failure, red is failure. 

Screening for Heber City Vision and Valued Places  
All alternatives that were advanced to Level 1 screening were reviewed 
for their ability to allow Heber City to meet their vision for their Main Street 
(wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, reduced speed limit, and 
protecting historic buildings) and the protection of Heber City’s valued 
places (Tabernacle Square, Main Street Park, and the Public Safety 
Property) and historic buildings. To pass Level 1 screening, an alternative 
must be compatible with Heber City’s Vision criteria for Main Street and 
the historic town center. The Heber City Envision 2050 vision statements 
for open space and agricultural protection will be evaluated during the 
preparation of the Draft EIS and will be considered by UDOT in identifying 
a preferred alternative. 

Heber City created Envision Heber, an initiative to address their 
community’s need for a collaborative vision, and resulted in an update to their general plan in 2019. This 
plan, Heber City Envision 2050, states the long-term goals and imagines the desired future for the city with 
respect to economic and commercial development, housing, culture, education, and transportation. 

What is the Heber City historic 
town center? 

Heber City defines their historic 
town center as the area between 
200 West and 200 East from 
500 North to 600 South. 
Heber City has defined a specific 
vision for their historic town 
center in Heber City Envision 
2050.  
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Some of the plan’s principles are related to Main Street, and these principles inform the screening criteria 
summarized in Table 3-6. Additional principles, vision statements, and resources will be reviewed during the 
preparation of the Draft EIS. 

Downtown, Heber [City]’s historic center, will develop into an even stronger center and remain the 
heart of the community. Main Street, together with surrounding blocks, is a local and regional 
destination. 

1. Heber [City] preserves, enhances, and improves access to its valued places and buildings on 
Main Street. 

2. Heber [City] improves pedestrian and bike accessibility, parking, and traffic conditions along 
Main Street. 

Table 3-6. Level 1 Heber City Vision and Valued Places Measures 

Measure Detail 

Valued places 
impacts  

Valued places are identified as urban gathering places in Heber City’s Parks Trails and Open Space Master Plan 
(adopted in January 2021) as the Tabernacle Square, Main Street Park, and the Public Safety Property. Using the 
alternative’s right-of-way boundary, impacts to the valued places are summarized in acres.  

Historic 
buildings 
impacts on 
Main Street 

Historic buildings in the historic town center including on Main Street, 100 East, and 100 West were identified in 
Cultural Resources Scoping for Heber Valley Parkway Project (Certus 2020). The inventory was generally based on 
desktop research of available data including the Utah State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) HUB and Sego online 
databases, BLM General Land Office maps, USGS historical topographic maps and aerial photographs, and general 
archival sources available online. This measure focuses on historic buildings in downtown Heber City. 
Historical significance abbreviations are EC = eligible contributing, ES = eligible significant, and UN = unknown 
historical significance. Using the alternative’s right-of-way boundary and buffering historic buildings by 15 feet—a 
distance to define encroachment and potential property takes—impacts to historic buildings were summarized by 
estimated historical significance.  

Allows 
Heber City to 
achieve their 
vision for 
Main Street 

Heber City’s vision for Main Street is defined in Heber City Envision 2050, which discusses their goals for Main Street 
and the historic town center. Each alternative was reviewed for its compatibility with their vision quoted above. 
Additional principles, vision statements, and resources in Heber City Envision 2050 will be evaluated during the 
preparation of the Draft EIS. 

Additionally, Heber City Envision 2050 identifies oil tanker trucks and traffic as an impediment to meeting the 
City’s vision for the historic town center. 

The traditional feel of Heber [City]’s Main Street has been disrupted by increases in traffic volume and 
especially by the impact of oil tanker trucks. It is difficult to hear conversations while trying to enjoy 
restaurants and gathering areas along the street, and pedestrian crossings feel unsafe due to traffic 
and wide street width. (p. 36) 

When a western bypass route is finalized and constructed, Main Street will see a significant reduction 
in large trucks and a reduction in vehicle traffic. A western bypass, where UDOT responsibility is 
shifted from Main Street to the new bypass, creates opportunities for Main Street to become a 
destination for business to grow and for placemaking to foster a pleasant street atmosphere. (p. 62) 

Table 3-7 summarizes the results of alternatives screening for Heber City’s vision and valued places criteria. 
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Table 3-7. Level 1 Heber City Vision and Valued Places Screening Results 

Alternative  
Valued Places Impacts on 

Main Street 
Historic Buildings Impacts in the 

Historic Town Center 
Allows Heber City to Achieve 
Their Vision for Main Street? 

Pass/Fail 

— U.S. 40 no-action (2050) NA NA No. The projected traffic in 2050 
prevents Heber City from achieving 
their vision for Main Street. 

NA 

U.S. 40 Improvements 
40A Widen U.S. 40 Main Street Park: 0.1 acres 

Public Safety Property: 0.01 acres 
Tabernacle Square: 0.17 acres 

Potential and full acquisitions: 
EC: 9 (10% of EC) 
ES: 5 (13% of ES) 
UN: 19 (9% of UN) 
Total: 33 (10% of historic properties) 

No. The alternative would not reduce 
traffic in Heber City’s historic town 
center. 

Fail 

40B Improve U.S. 40 – roundabouts Tabernacle Square: 0.09 acres Potential and full acquisitions: 
EC: 1 (1% of EC) 
ES: 0 (0% of ES) 
UN: 8 (4% of UN) 
Total: 9 (3% of historic properties) 

No. The alternative would not reduce 
traffic in Heber City’s historic town 
center. 

Fail 

40C Improve U.S. 40 – intersection 
improvements 

Tabernacle Square: 0.22 acres Potential and full acquisitions: 
EC: 4 (4% of EC) 
ES: 0 (0% of ES) 
UN: 13 (6% of UN) 
Total: 17 (5% of historic properties) 

No. Wide width at intersections and 
impacts to historic buildings conflict 
with Heber City’s vision.  

Fail 

40E Reversible lanes No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings on Main Street; 
however, this alternative would dramatically 
change the character of Main Street.  

No. The alternative would not reduce 
traffic in Heber City’s historic town 
center.  

Fail 

40F One-way couplet Main Street Park: 0.1 acres 
Tabernacle Square: 0.1 acres 
 
(Impacts would be on the west side of the 
valued places along 100 West.) 

Potential and full acquisitions: 
EC: 2 (2% of EC) 
ES: 2 (5% of ES) 
UN: 11 (5% of UN) 
Total: 15 (4% of historic properties) 

No. The alternative would not reduce 
traffic in Heber City’s historic town 
center.  

Fail 

40G One-way couplet on 100 West 
and 100 East 

Main Street Park: 0.1 acres 
Tabernacle Square: 0.1 acres 
 
(Impacts would be on the west side of the 
valued places along 100 West.) 

Potential and full acquisitions: 
EC: 10 (11% of EC) 
ES: 3 (7% of ES) 
UN: 23 (11% of UN) 
Total: 36 (10% of historic properties) 

No. The alternative would not reduce 
traffic in Heber City’s historic town 
center.  

Fail 

(continued on next page) 



 

Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report January 16, 2023 | 45 

Table 3-7. Level 1 Heber City Vision and Valued Places Screening Results 

Alternative  
Valued Places Impacts on 

Main Street 
Historic Buildings Impacts in the 

Historic Town Center 
Allows Heber City to Achieve 
Their Vision for Main Street? 

Pass/Fail 

East Bypasses 
EA East bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges 
No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center.  Yes. The east bypass alternatives 

would allow Heber City to implement 
traffic calming and other elements of 
their vision on Main Street. 

Pass 

EB East bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

EC East bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

West Bypasses 
WA1 West bypass – limited access 

and grade-separated 
interchanges 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Yes. The west bypass alternatives 
would allow Heber City to implement 
traffic calming and other elements of 
their vision on Main Street. 

Pass 

WA2 West bypass+ – limited access 
and grade-separated 
interchanges and realign 
U.S. 189 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WA3 West bypass – limited access 
and grade-separated 
interchanges with 2 northern 
connections to U.S. 40 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189  

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections with 2 
northern connections to U.S. 40 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections with 
northern extension and realigned 
U.S. 189 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

(continued on next page) 
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Table 3-7. Level 1 Heber City Vision and Valued Places Screening Results 

Alternative  
Valued Places Impacts on 

Main Street 
Historic Buildings Impacts in the 

Historic Town Center 
Allows Heber City to Achieve 
Their Vision for Main Street? 

Pass/Fail 

West Bypasses (continued) 
WC1 West bypass – arterial route and 

at-grade intersections 
No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Yes. The west bypass alternatives 
would allow Heber City to implement 
traffic calming and other elements of 
their vision on Main Street. 

Pass 

WC2 West bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WD1 West bypass – parkway and 
turbo roundabouts 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

WD2 West bypass – parkway and 
turbo roundabouts with 
connection at 1300 South 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center.. 

Pass 

WS West bypass – with southern 
extension 

No impacts to valued places on Main 
Street. 

No impacts to historic buildings in the historic 
town center. 

Pass 

a EC is eligible contributing, ES is eligible significant, and UN is unknown historical significance. These categories define historic significance based on the rating system used for the National 
Register of Historic Places. Percentages are calculated based on the percentage of the category of all historic buildings on Main Street, or 100 West/100 East for one-way-couplet, between 500 
North and 600 South to define the extent of impact.  
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Level 1 Regional Criteria 
UDOT evaluated Level 1 regional criteria only for the alternatives that 
passed local criteria for both local traffic mobility (Table 3-5 above) and 
Heber City’s vision (Table 3-7 above). Regional traffic mobility was 
measured in travel time southbound across the Heber Valley from S.R. 32 
to U.S. 189 near 3000 South and was then compared to the no-action 
conditions. In addition, regional mobility was measured in terms of the 
number of conflict points intersected by an alternative. Conflict points 
include the existing and anticipated future number of accesses (driveways 
and side streets) along an alternative. Conflict points reduce highway 
mobility as cars enter or exit the highway and also present safety concerns on a high-speed facility. 

UDOT identified the existing access points (driveways and side streets) using aerial images. Future access 
points were estimated based on the access spacing allowed by the proposed access category for each 
alternative. Conflict points affect travel time and safety and are not compatible with highway facilities that are 
intended to promote mobility. If an alternative did not improve regional traffic mobility compared to the no-
action conditions based on these measures, it was eliminated and not moved forward to Level 2 screening. 

The measurement details for regional mobility are included in Table 3-8. Table 3-9 below summarizes the 
results of the regional traffic mobility screening.  

Table 3-8. Level 1 Regional Mobility Measures 

Measure Details 

Travel time Travel time is measured during the PM peak hour (5:00 to 6:00 PM) in the southbound direction from S.R. 32 to 
U.S. 189 near 3000 South for all alternatives. The travel model assumed a 45-mph posted speed limit on U.S. 40 north 
of Heber City based on design standards used for North 40 alternatives.  

Conflict points Conflict points are a measure of regional mobility. A route with a high number of accesses, or conflict points, results in 
slower travel times in the future. Conflict points were measured by counting existing accesses (such as driveways and 
intersecting side streets) along U.S. 40 or by estimating the allowed accesses based on the existing or assumed future 
access category for each alternative. A range of conflict points is provided in cases where the number of potential 
accesses depends on the spacing of other features that are not yet known (that is, future land use decisions and 
development).  

Access 
category 

Access category is not a measure. This is a disclosure of the proposed access category for the alternative. The 
access category was used to calculate the number of conflict points that would be allowed per UDOT’s design 
standards.  

 

What are the Level 1 regional 
criteria? 

Only the alternatives that passed 
the criteria for both local traffic 
mobility and the Heber City 
Vision were evaluated for 
regional mobility.  



 

48 | January 16, 2023 Final Alternatives Development and Screening Report 

Table 3-9. Level 1 Regional Mobility Criteria Screening Results 

Alternative  

Travel 
Time 

Number of 
Conflict 
Pointsa 

Access 
Category 

Pass/Fail 

— Existing conditions (2019) 10:40 144 NA NA 
— U.S. 40 no-action (2050) 19:05 152–157 NA NA 
WA1 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges 9:10 16 3  Pass 
WA3 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated interchanges 

with northern extension 
6:45 3 3  Pass 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 10:25 26–35 5 Pass 
WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections and realign 

U.S. 189  
10:05 27–36 5 Pass 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with northern 
extension 

8:10 12 3 Pass 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with northern 
extension and realigned U.S. 189 

7:45 12 3 Pass 

WC2 West bypass – arterial route and at-grade intersections and 
realign U.S. 189 

10:45 74–123 
(Future 
concern as an 
arterial that 
allows more 
access and 
connections.) 

6 Fail 

a Conflict points include the existing and potential future accesses along the alternative, such as driveways and intersecting side streets. 
All alternatives provide a reduction in the number of conflict points over the no-action scenario.  
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Summary of Level 1 Screening Results 
As a result of Level 1 screening, 15 alternatives were eliminated from 
further consideration because they would not meet the project purpose 
(they would either not improve regional or local mobility or not allow 
Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center). None of the 
U.S. 40 improvement alternatives would improve local mobility on U.S. 40 
with the exception of the one-way-couplet alternatives. Table 3-10 shows 
the final Level 1 screening results. The alternatives that are shown in 
Table 3-10 as not recommended for further analysis, and the reasons why 
they are not recommended, are described following the table.  

Table 3-10. Final Level 1 Screening Results  

Alternative  

Improves 
Local Mobility 

on U.S. 40 
through 
2050? 

Allows Heber City 
to Meet Their 
Vision for the 
Historic Town 

Center? 

Improves 
Regional Mobility 

in the Heber 
Valley in 2050? 

Recommended 
for Level 2 
Screening? 

U.S. 40 Improvements 
40A Widen U.S. 40 No No NA No 
40B Improve U.S. 40 – roundabouts No No NA No 
40C Improve U.S. 40 – intersection 

improvements No No NA No 

40E Reversible Lanes No No NA No 
40F One-way couplet Yes No NA No 
40G One-way couplet on 100 West and 

100 East Yes No NA No 

East Bypasses 
EA East bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges No Yes NA No 

EB East bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections No Yes NA No 

EC East bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections No Yes NA No 

West Bypasses 
WA1 West bypass – limited access and 

grade-separated interchanges Yes Yes Yes Yes 

WA2 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges and 
realign U.S. 189 

No Yes NA No 

WA3 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges with 
northern extension 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

(continued on next page) 

Why were the one-way 
couplets eliminated? 

Only the one-way couplet 
alternatives were eliminated 
based on Heber City’s vision 
criteria. All other alternatives that 
failed to meet Heber City’s vision 
criteria also failed the local 
mobility criteria.    
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Table 3-10. Final Level 1 Screening Results  

Alternative  

Improves 
Local Mobility 

on U.S. 40 
through 
2050? 

Allows Heber City 
to Meet Their 
Vision for the 
Historic Town 

Center? 

Improves 
Regional Mobility 

in the Heber 
Valley in 2050? 

Recommended 
for Level 2 
Screening? 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections Yes Yes Yes Yes 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 
intersections and realign U.S. 189  Yes Yes Yes Yes 

West Bypasses (continued) 
WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade 

intersections with northern extension Yes Yes Yes Yes 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and at grade 
intersections with northern extension 
and realigned U.S. 189 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

WC1 West bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections No Yes Yes No 

WC2 West bypass – arterial route and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

Yes Yes No No 

WD1 West bypass – parkway and turbo 
roundabouts No Yes NA No 

WD2 West bypass – parkway and turbo 
roundabouts with connection at 
1300 South 

No Yes NA No 

WS West bypass with southern extension 
– arterial route and at-grade 
intersections 

No Yes NA No 

Nonmotorized Transportation Screening 
All alternatives that pass Level 1 and Level 2 screening will be refined with additional engineering to include 
bicycle and pedestrian accommodations that are compatible with local planning documents. No alternatives 
were eliminated in Level 1 screening for nonmotorized accommodations. 
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Alternatives Eliminated in Level 1 Screening 

Widen U.S. 40 along Main Street (40A) 
The widen U.S. 40 alternatives, and associated variations to widen down the center, to the east of center, 
and to the west of center through downtown, were eliminated for not meeting the project’s purpose. 
Specifically, widening U.S. 40 would not improve local mobility and would not allow Heber City to meet their 
vision for the historic town center. Congestion issues would remain on Main Street, similar to the no-action 
conditions. Widening U.S. 40 to three travel lanes in each direction would be visually and functionally 
incompatible with Heber City’s vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, and a 
reduced speed limit). Widening U.S. 40 would further degrade the comfort of the roadway for pedestrians 
and bicyclists. Widening U.S. 40 would also impact Heber City’s historic structures and valued places, taking 
some land away from Main Street Park, the Tabernacle Square, and the Public Safety Property to 
accommodate a wider footprint for U.S. 40. This alternative does not satisfy the project’s purpose and is 
therefore not reasonable. 

Improve U.S. 40 – Roundabouts along Main Street (40B) 
The roundabouts on U.S. 40 alternative was eliminated for not meeting the project’s purpose. Specifically, 
widening U.S. 40 at intersections on Main Street to accommodate either a two-lane or three-lane roundabout 
would not improve local mobility, would be difficult for large vehicles to navigate, and would not allow 
Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center. A smaller, two-lane roundabout at intersections 
was initially examined, but it would not support projected traffic volumes in 2050 and it would fail the local 
mobility criteria for all intersections reviewed. Widening U.S. 40 at intersections to accommodate a three-
lane roundabout (to support the traffic demand) also proved to not be able to accommodate traffic volumes 
in 2050 and would be difficult for trucks to navigate. A three-lane roundabout would be visually and 
functionally incompatible with Heber City’s vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, 
and a reduced speed limit). And, widening U.S. 40 would also impact Heber City’s historic buildings and 
valued places, taking some land away from the Tabernacle Square to accommodate a wider footprint for 
U.S. 40. It is important to note that there are no existing three-lane roundabouts in the United States, and 
therefore they are not a common solution with proven transportation benefits. This alternative does not 
satisfy the project’s purpose and is therefore not reasonable. 

Improve U.S. 40 – Intersection Improvements along Main Street (40C) 
The improve intersections on U.S. 40 alternative was eliminated for not meeting the project purpose and 
need. Specifically, widening U.S. 40 at intersections to accommodate additional vehicle turning movements 
would not improve local mobility and would not allow Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town 
center. This alternative is worse than the no-action conditions for local mobility criteria; it would result in long 
vehicle queue lengths, long travel times, and failing intersections. Widening U.S. 40 at intersections to 
accommodate a wider footprint would be visually and functionally incompatible with Heber City’s vision for 
Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, and a reduced speed limit). Widening U.S. 40 at 
intersections would further degrade the comfort of the roadway for pedestrians and cyclists. Widening 
U.S. 40 would also impact Heber City’s historic structures and valued places, taking some land away from 
the Tabernacle Square to accommodate a wider footprint for U.S. 40. For these reasons, this alternative is 
not reasonable. 
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Reversible Lanes (40E) 
The reversible lane alternative was eliminated 
due to operational and safety concerns and for 
not meeting the project’s purpose. Specifically, 
reversible lanes would not improve local mobility 
or allow Heber City to meet their vision for the 
historic town center. The reversible lanes 
alternative prohibits left turns from Main Street in 
downtown during peak hours, which forces 
drivers to turn left at traffic signals at either end 
of downtown. The added left-turn movements at 
these signals contribute to failing level of service 
(LOS F). 

The reversible lane alternative would require 21 
to 32 overhead gantries, in addition to the 
existing traffic signals, resulting in substantial 
visual impacts from the numerous overhead 
structures. These overhead gantries can 
confuse drivers. Drivers traveling through Heber City might not be familiar with the operation of a reversible 
lane, leading to safety concerns such as wrong-way driving. An example of an overhead gantry is shown in 
Figure 3-15. 

Overhead gantries are required to communicate traffic movements between every intersection so that 
drivers turning onto U.S. 40 from a cross street or an existing business know which lanes they can travel in 
at a given time of day. These gantries would harm the historic setting by adding modern, visually intrusive 
technology to a small, historic downtown. The gantries would affect the historic setting and could also affect 
the historic buildings along Main Street when they are constructed and placed. These effects would also 
make a reversible lane functionally incompatible with Heber City’s vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, 
bike lanes, landscaping, and a reduced speed limit). A reversible lane would limit left turns into business 
driveways during peak hours and potentially cause economic impacts if people choose to shop at other 
businesses that have easier access. For these reasons, the reversible lane option was eliminated. 

One-way Couplets (40F and 40G) 
Both of the one-way couplets were eliminated for similar reasons. Both couplets would support local traffic 
mobility on Main Street. However, the couplets are problematic for east-west and regional mobility and do 
not allow Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center. The couplets would divide the city, and 
drivers would be required to wait at additional signals as they travel east-west across town, thereby creating 
a barrier for residents. The couplets would not satisfy regional mobility through the valley due to the lower 
speed limits for travel through town (35 mph). The numerous conflicts associated with driveways and 
intersections in town would cause drivers to stop or slow down, thereby reducing travel times. 

The couplets were proposed to have three lanes in each direction to support travel demand; however, this 
requires a wide footprint on 100 West (40F and 40G) and 100 East (40G) that would impact historic 
buildings and valued places. Alternative 40F would potentially remove 15 historic buildings, and 

Figure 3-15. Overhead Gantry Example from Utah 

Note: Main Street would require 21 to 32 gantries in addition to signals. 
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Alternative 40G would potentially remove 36 historic buildings. These historic buildings are located less than 
15 feet from the proposed right-of-way needed for the couplet alternatives. There would be additional right-
of-way impacts north and south of Heber City where the couplets would start and end. The intersections at 
the start and end would need to be large and include free turning movements to accommodate the travel 
demand in 2050. These alternatives would not remove traffic or oil tanker trucks from Heber City’s historic 
town center, which would conflict with Heber City’s vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, 
landscaping, and a reduced speed limit). For these reasons, these alternatives would not meet the project’s 
purpose and are therefore not reasonable. 

East Bypass Alternatives (EA, EB, and EC) 
All three eastern bypass alternatives failed Level 1 screening because they would not improve local mobility 
on U.S. 40 through 2050. All of the east alternatives would have several failing intersections and arterial 
segments (LOS F), long travel times, and very long vehicle queue lengths. The primary reason these 
alternatives fail is because east alternatives do not attract enough traffic off Main Street. Travel demand to 
and from the Provo–Orem area on U.S. 189 is currently 2.7 times greater than traffic on U.S. 40 heading 
southeast and is expected to be 1.6 times greater in 2050. The U.S. 189 traffic would not find eastern 
bypass options useful due to out-of-direction travel and longer travel times. The traffic model predicts that 
the U.S. 189 traffic heading north of Heber City would continue to use Main Street. Additionally, Midway 
residents contribute to the local and regional travel demand and would not find east-side routes beneficial. 
Main Street would continue to have local mobility problems characterized by congestion and slow travel 
times. For these reasons, eastern bypasses would not satisfy the project’s purpose and are not reasonable. 

West Bypass – Limited Access and Grade-separated Interchanges and Realign U.S. 189 
(WA2) 
The western bypass limited-access alternative with grade-separated interchanges and the realignment of 
U.S. 189 was eliminated based on Level 1 local mobility traffic analysis. WA2 would not reduce traffic on 
Main Street enough to satisfy local mobility criteria. Specifically, two intersections on Main Street would fail 
(LOS F), and overall travel time on U.S. 40 would be poor. The result would be that Main Street would 
continue to have local mobility problems characterized by congestion and slow travel times. For these 
reasons, WA2 would not satisfy the project’s purpose and is not reasonable. 

West Bypass – Arterial Route and At-grade Intersections (WC1 and WC2) 
The western bypass arterial route with at-grade intersections alternatives (WC1 and WC2) were eliminated 
based on Level 1 traffic analysis. WC1 fails local mobility screening criteria. WC2 and the realignment of 
U.S. 189 passed local mobility screening; however, it does not satisfy regional mobility due to its lower 
speeds, considerable number of conflict points (driveways and intersections), and less desirable geometry. 
For these reasons, these alternatives were eliminated as not meeting the project’s purpose. 
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West Bypass – Parkway and Turbo Roundabouts (WD1 and WD2) 
The western bypass parkway alternative with turbo roundabouts (WD1), as suggested by a commenter 
during scoping (and as presented to the public during the open house in October 2021), was eliminated 
based on local mobility traffic analysis. Western bypass alternatives without a connection to 1300 South, 
such as WD1 and WC1 above, would not move enough local traffic to provide a benefit to local mobility 
because the alternatives would not be an attractive option to Main Street. The 1300 South connection 
provides an important route for traffic from the west side of the Heber Valley to access commercial centers 
in south Heber City. Without the 1300 South connection, more traffic would be forced to continue to use 
Main Street. For this reason, UDOT developed and screened a revised WD alternative with a 1300 South 
connection (WD2). However, even with the 1300 South connection, WD2 also failed Level 1 local mobility 
screening. The result would be that Main Street would continue to have local mobility problems 
characterized by congestion and slow travel times, and two intersections with failing level of service. WD1 
and WD2 do not have connections to U.S. 40 at 800 North, like the west bypass alternatives that passed 
screening, which contributes to their poor performance on Main Street. For these reasons, WD1 and WD2 
would not satisfy the project’s purpose and are not reasonable. 

West Bypass with Southern Extension – Arterial Route and At-grade Intersections (WS) 
The western bypass with southern extension alternative was suggested in a public comment. It was 
eliminated based on Level 1 local mobility screening. The southern extension would provide a connection 
between U.S. 40 and U.S. 189 south of the town of Daniel. It was modeled but was projected to carry only 
2,000 regional trips per day. Additionally, the southern extension would be too far south to support local 
traffic movements; therefore, it would not reduce traffic volumes on Main Street. Adding a 1300 South 
extension to carry more local trips would make WS duplicative of other alternatives but with little to no 
additional benefit given the low travel demand but with considerably greater impacts. For these reasons, this 
alternative is not reasonable or fiscally prudent. 
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3.3.3 Level 2 Screening  
The purpose of Level 2 screening is to eliminate alternatives that perform 
similarly in meeting the purpose of the project compared to other 
alternatives but would result in greater impacts. During Level 2 screening, 
UDOT evaluated the alternatives that passed Level 1 screening against 
criteria that focus on each alternative’s impacts to key resources and 
project costs. Table 3-11 lists the Level 2 screening criteria. Figure 3-16 
through Figure 3-21 show the design layouts, and Figure 3-22 and 
Figure 3-23 show the cross sections for the alternatives that passed 
Level 1 screening. 

Table 3-11. Level 2 Screening Criteria and Measures 

Criterion Measure 

Waters of the United States  • Acres and types of wetlands and other waters of the United States affected 
• Linear feet of ditches and creeks affected 

Section 4(f) resources • Number of Section 4(f) historic properties affected (all properties in addition to the historic town 
center) 

• Number of Section 4(f) recreation resources affected 
• Number of Section 4(f) wildlife and waterfowl refuges affected 

Right of way • Number of full property acquisitions and relocations (commercial and residential) 
• Number of partial property acquisitions 

Cost • Alternative’s cost compared to other alternatives (alternatives would not be eliminated based on 
cost unless the cost is an order of magnitude greater) 

The criteria listed above in Table 3-11 were selected based on applicable federal regulations—such as 
Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act—
and comments received during agency and public outreach. Waters of the United States and Section 4(f) 
properties were given special consideration during screening because federal laws require UDOT to 
consider and analyze alternatives that avoid or minimize impacts to these resources. See Section 2.3, 
Reasons Why an Alternative Might Be Eliminated during the Screening Process, for more information 
regarding Section 4(f) and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

The overall process for Level 2 screening was as follows: 

• Conduct additional engineering refinement to develop a footprint for each alternative and to consider 
alignment shifts to avoid or minimize impacts. 

• Estimate the impacts on key resources of each alternative that passed Level 1 screening. 

• Evaluate the alternatives’ costs. 

• Determine whether any of the alternatives would have substantially greater impacts or costs without 
having substantially greater benefits in meeting the purpose of the project. 

What is the purpose of Level 2 
screening? 

The purpose of Level 2 
screening is to eliminate 
alternatives that perform similarly 
in meeting the purpose of the 
project compared to other 
alternatives but would result in 
greater impacts to key 
resources.  
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Using the information obtained from Level 2 screening, UDOT determined which alternatives are reasonable 
and will be studied in greater detail in the EIS. These alternatives are listed in Table 3-15, Final Level 2 
Screening Results. 

Engineering Refinement. UDOT conducted additional engineering on alternatives that passed Level 1 
screening. Engineers developed alignments to meet applicable UDOT design criteria. Alternatives were 
refined to establish an adequate number of lanes, median spacing, lane width, and safe curve geometry for 
the proposed travel speeds and estimated travel demand. The alignments were configured to determine how 
they would connect to U.S. 40 and U.S. 189 at each end, whether bridges and ramps were needed, and how 
other major roads would connect. Based on this engineering, cut-and-fill lines were generated to estimate 
the footprint required to build each alternative (a 15-foot buffer was added to account for potential 
construction impacts and equipment access), and right-of-way lines were estimated. The footprint and right-
of-way area were used to calculate impact values for Level 2 screening. The engineering analysis was also 
used to try to avoid or minimize impacts to key resources. 

After the Draft Alternative Development and Screening Report was published, UDOT expanded the aquatic 
resources delineation in the north fields north of 1200 North. The Draft Alternatives Development and 
Screening Report was released before the completion of a wetlands delineation in the north fields and relied 
on National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) data for the north fields. To validate and refine the NWI mapping, the 
north fields wetlands delineation was completed in the summer and fall of 2022, and the new data were 
used to update the wetlands impacts for all west bypass alternatives in this final report. Based on new, 
refined data, UDOT shifted the alignments of alternatives north of 1200 North (WB3 and WB4) to further 
minimize impacts to wetlands. 

Estimate Impacts to Key Resources and Private Property. Using geographic information systems (GIS) 
software, UDOT estimated how each alternative that passed Level 1 screening might affect key resources 
such as wetlands, other potential waters of the United States, and Section 4(f) resources. The expected 
impacts were determined by overlaying the estimated right of way for each alternative that passed Level 1 
screening over the GIS datasets for these resources. These GIS datasets were revised in this final report 
based on the amended wetlands delineation in the north fields, the historic buildings survey, and the Provo 
River Restoration Project boundaries provided to UDOT by the Utah Reclamation, Mitigation, and 
Conservation Commission. UDOT used the same approach to identify the potential property acquisitions 
and relocations. For alternatives that are carried forward for analysis in the EIS, UDOT will conduct 
additional engineering refinement and resource impact analysis. For more information about Section 4(f) 
resources and the Clean Water Act, see Section 2.3, Reasons Why an Alternative Might Be Eliminated 
during the Screening Process. 

Compare Impacts and Costs to Benefits. UDOT used the screening results to determine whether any of 
the alternatives would have substantially greater impacts to key resources or costs without having 
substantially greater benefits in meeting the purpose of the project. Alternatives were also refined to try to 
avoid or minimize impacts to key resources. Alternatives that would have the same or similar benefits as 
other alternatives but would have substantially greater impacts or costs were eliminated and considered 
unreasonable for NEPA purposes. 
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Figure 3-16. Level 2 Design Layout for Limited-access West Bypass (WA1) 
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Figure 3-17. Level 2 Design Layout for Limited-access West Bypass with Northern 
Extension (WA3) 
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Figure 3-18. Level 2 Design Layout for West Bypass Parkway (WB1) 
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Figure 3-19. Level 2 Design Layout for West Bypass Parkway and Realignment of 
U.S. 189 (WB2) 
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Figure 3-20. Level 2 Design Layout for West Bypass Parkway with Northern Extension 
(WB3) 
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Figure 3-21. Level 2 Design Layout for West Bypass Parkway with Northern Extension 
and Realigned U.S. 189 (WB4) 
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Figure 3-22. Level 2 Design Cross Sections by West Bypass Alternative 
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Figure 3-23. Level 2 Design Cross Sections for North 40 and 1300 South 
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Level 2 Screening for Waters of the United States 
Waters of the United States (WOTUS) are protected by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. A Section 404 
permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is required for projects that would impact WOTUS. 
Water quality impacts to WOTUS are considered by USACE in their permitting process. USACE cannot 
issue a permit if a practicable alternative exists that would have less adverse impacts. Table 3-12 
summarizes the potential WOTUS that would be intersected by each alternative that passed Level 1 
screening. Wetland delineation fieldwork was finalized in the summer and fall of 2022. This final screening 
report uses the complete wetlands delineation data, whereas the draft screening report used a compilation 
of delineated wetlands data and National Wetlands Inventory data. These potential WOTUS impacts will be 
refined and minimized in the Draft EIS.  

Table 3-12. Level 2 Waters of the United States Screening Results 

Alternative  
Canalsa  Ditchesa 

Perennial 
Streamsa 

Wetlandsb 
Total 

WOTUS 
Impacts 

WA1 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges 

1,585 lf 
0.5 ac 

7,488 lf 
0.6 ac 

1,556 lf 
0.7 ac 10.6 ac 12.4 ac 

WA3 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges with northern extension 

1,569 lf 
0.5 ac 

5,153 lf 
0.3 ac 

8,395 lf 
3.0 ac 49.9 ac 53.7 ac 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 1,535 lf 
0.5 ac 

1,753 lf 
0.1 ac 

1,556 lf 
0.7 ac 7.5 ac 8.9 ac 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 
and realign U.S. 189 

1,529 lf 
0.5 ac 

1,753 lf 
0.1 ac 

1,556 lf 
0.7 ac 7.5 ac 8.9 ac 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 
with northern extension 

1,650 lf 
0.5 ac 

5,747 lf 
0.4ac 

4,408 lf 
1.7 ac 36.7 ac 39.3 ac 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 
with northern extension and realigned U.S. 189 

1,650 lf 
0.5 ac 

5,747 lf 
0.4 ac 

4,408 lf 
1.7 ac 36.7 ac 39.3 ac 

a Linear feet and acreage of potential impacts are calculated from the alternative’s cut-and-fill lines with a 15-foot buffer. 
b Wetland impact acreage does not include canals, ditches, or perennial stream acreages.  

The potential WOTUS impacts shown above in Table 3-12 are predictably higher for the western bypasses 
that extend through the north fields (WA3, WB3, and WB4) than for the western bypasses that connect to 
U.S. 40 near 800 North and then continue to S.R. 32 on the existing U.S. 40 alignment (WA1, WB1, and 
WB2). Western bypass WA3 would have the greatest potential impacts because of the larger footprint 
necessary for grade-separated interchanges. WA3 was eliminated in Level 2 screening because it would 
perform similarly to the other alternatives but would have greater impacts to potential WOTUS. UDOT will 
conduct additional design refinements to minimize harm and will evaluate WOTUS impacts in greater detail 
in the Draft EIS. 
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Level 2 Screening for Section 4(f) Resources 
Section 4(f) properties are protected under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 
1966. UDOT can approve an alternative that uses Section 4(f) properties only if there is no feasible and 
prudent alternative that would avoid such impacts. For example, an alternative can be selected if the impact 
would be de minimis. Or, if all alternatives would affect Section 4(f) properties, then the selected alternative 
must have the least overall harm. Table 3-13 summarizes the Section 4(f) properties that would be impacted 
by each alternative that passed Level 1 screening. Section 4(f) properties include: 

• Parks and recreation areas of national, state, or local significance that are both publicly owned and 
open to the public, 

• Historic sites of national, state, or local significance in public or private ownership regardless of 
whether they are open to the public, and 

• Publicly owned wildlife and waterfowl refuges of national, state, or local significance that are open to 
the public to the extent that public access does not interfere with the primary purpose of the refuge. 

o There is one applicable wildlife refuge—the Provo River Restoration Project (PRRP)—along the 
Provo River. 

Table 3-13. Level 2 Section 4(f) Screening Results 

Alternative  

Historic 
Buildings 

Potential Full 
Acquisitions 

Historic 
Buildings Full 
Acquisitions 

Provo River 
Restoration 

Project Impacts 

Recreation 
Resourcesa 

WA1 West bypass – limited access 
and grade-separated 
interchanges 

3 residences 
1 business 
2 residences 
2 outbuildings 

— 
Wasatch County 
Railroad Trail: 430 lf 

WA3 West bypass – limited access 
and grade-separated 
interchanges with northern 
extension 

— 1 business 
1 outbuilding 2.4 ac 

Wasatch County 
Railroad Trail: 430 lf 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections 2 residences 

1 business 
3 residences 
2 outbuildings 

— 
Wasatch County 
Railroad Trail: 380 lf 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

2 residences 
1 business 
3 residences 
2 outbuildings 

— 
Wasatch County 
Railroad Trail: 380 lf 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections with 
northern extension 

1 outbuilding 1 outbuilding 2.4 ac 
Wasatch County 
Railroad Trail: 370 lf 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections with 
northern extension and realigned 
U.S. 189 

1 outbuilding 1 outbuilding 2.4 ac 
 
Wasatch County 
Railroad Trail: 370 lf 

a In the draft screening report, the Midway Lane Connector was included as a Section 4(f) trail; however, the project team determined 
that the Midway Lane Connector is in UDOT’s right-of-way and its primary purpose is for active transportation and therefore is not a 
Section 4(f) trail. Any potential impacts to non–Section 4(f) trails will be reviewed and mitigations proposed in the Draft EIS.  
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No alternatives were eliminated in Level 2 screening due to Section 4(f) impacts. All remaining alternatives 
would result in impacts to historic buildings or recreational trails. The impacts to trails might be mitigated by 
relocating impacted trail segments to maintain connectivity. Alternatives WB3 and WB4 will be revised in the 
Draft EIS to avoid or minimize impacts to the PRRP. The current proposed alignments for Alternatives WB3 
and WB4 would impact the driveways to two parking lots that provide angler access to the PRRP and would 
not impact the river itself. 

UDOT will strive to minimize the Section 4(f) impacts shown above in Table 3-13 through preliminary 
engineering design refinements and will evaluate the Section 4(f) uses in greater detail in the Draft EIS. 

Level 2 Screening for Right of way and Cost 
UDOT analyzed each alternative for its potential impacts to residential and commercial property and 
construction costs. For screening purposes, potential full acquisitions were identified as properties with 
buildings that would be within 15 feet of an alternative (whether a full acquisition is necessary would need 
additional analysis). Full acquisitions were identified as properties with larger potential impacts where the 
alternative would intersect with structures on the parcel and change the primary use, access, or function of 
the parcel, or there would be no useable remainder. 

If an action alternative that requires acquisitions is ultimately selected in the project’s Record of Decision, 
UDOT would work with property owners to acquire the right of way. Properties would be acquired in 
accordance with the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
19701; Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended; and the State of Utah Relocation Program 
(under the Utah Relocation Assistance Act, Utah Code, Section 57-12). 

The potential property acquisitions of an alternative and its construction costs are included in its cost 
estimate. The construction cost was estimated at a high level for each alternative using standard per-lane 
mile and per acreage of right-of-way assumptions. Construction costs will be refined after design 
refinements are made as part of the EIS process. Table 3-14 summarizes the right-of-way and cost 
information by alternative.  

 
1 This is a federal law that establishes minimum standards for federally funded programs and projects that require 

the acquisition of property or that displace persons from their homes, businesses, or farms. 
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Table 3-14. Level 2 Right of Way and Cost Screening Results 

Alternative  

Potential Full 
Acquisitions 

Full 
Acquisitions 

Right-of-
way 

Acreage 
Cost Estimate 

WA1 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges 

3 businesses 
5 residences  

4 businesses 
6 residences 

163 parcels 
186.5 ac 

$244.9 M 

WA3 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges with northern extension 

1 business 
 

4 businesses 
2 residences 

144 parcels 
240.3 ac 

$286.3 M 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 2 businesses 
3 residences 

4 businesses 
8 residences 

147 parcels 
141.2 ac 

$178.6 M 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 
and realign U.S. 189 

2 businesses 
3 residences 

4 businesses 
9 residences 

149 parcels 
137.3 ac 

$184.0 M 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 
with northern extension 

1 business 5 businesses 
2 residences 

166 parcels 
221.0 ac 

$204.5 M 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections 
with northern extension and realigned U.S. 189 

1 business 5 businesses 
3 residences 

170 parcels 
217.7 ac 

$209.4 M 

The right-of-way and property impacts shown above in Table 3-14 are predictably greater for the western 
bypasses that extend through the north fields (WA3, WB3, and WB4) than for the western bypasses that 
connect to U.S. 40 near 800 North and then continue to S.R. 32 along the existing U.S. 40 alignment (WA1, 
WB1, and WB2). Western bypass WA3 would have the greatest right-of-way impacts because of the larger 
footprint necessary for grade-separated interchanges. WA1 and WA3 would be more expensive due to the 
cost of constructing grade-separated interchanges. 
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Level 2 Screening Results 
As a result of the final Level 2 screening, one alternative (WA3) was eliminated from further consideration 
because it would have high impacts to potential WOTUS without appreciably greater benefits in satisfying 
the project’s purpose. Table 3-15 shows the Level 2 screening results. The five alternatives that passed this 
phase will be further refined in the Draft EIS. The alternative that is shown in Table 3-15 as not 
recommended for further analysis (WA3) is described following the table.  

Table 3-15. Final Level 2 Screening Results 

Alternative  

Impacts 

Cost 
Recommended 
for Draft EIS? Waters of 

the U.S. 
Section 4(f) 
Resources 

Property 
Acquisitions 

WA1 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges 12.4 ac 430 lf of trails 

8 buildings 
163 parcels 

186.5 ac $244.9 M Yes 

WA3 West bypass – limited access and 
grade-separated interchanges with 
northern extension 

53.7 ac 
430 lf of trails 

2 buildings 
2.4 ac of PRRP 

144 parcels 
240.3 ac $286.3 M No 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections 8.9 ac 380 lf of trails 

8 buildings 
147 parcels 

141.2 ac $178.6 M Yes 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections and realign 
U.S. 189 

8.9 ac 380 lf of trails 
8 buildings 

149 parcels 
137.3 ac $184.0 M Yes 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections with northern 
extension 

39.3 ac 
370 lf of trails 

2 buildings 
2.4 ac of PRRP 

166 parcels 
221.0 ac $204.5 M Yes 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and 
at-grade intersections with northern 
extension and realigned U.S. 189 

39.3 ac 
370 lf of trails 

2 buildings 
2.4 ac of PRRP 

170 parcels 
217.7 ac $209.4 M Yes 

West Bypass – Limited Access and Grade-separated Interchanges with Northern Extension 
(WA3) 
The western bypass limited access and grade-separated interchanges with northern extension alternative 
(WA3) was eliminated based on Level 2 analysis of potential WOTUS. WA3 would have the highest 
estimated potential WOTUS impacts of all alternatives. Although WA3 meets the Level 1 screening criteria, it 
does not have substantively greater benefits relative to the project’s purpose, and other alternatives are 
estimated as having fewer impacts to key resources. 
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3.3.4 Summary of Public Comment Period for Alternative Screening 
UDOT published the alternative screening results on June 7, 2022. A public meeting was not required or 
provided, but the screening results were published on the project website in the following ways: 

• Full Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Report and appendices 

• Alternative screening overview video (7-minute summary of screening results) 

• Series of four alternatives screening fact sheets in English and Spanish 

• Interactive dashboards to visually demonstrate how each alternative performed in screening 

o Level 1 dashboard showing intersection and arterial levels of service, projected vehicle queue 
lengths, travel times, conflict points, impacts to buildings in the historic town center, and impacts 
to valued places 

o Level 2 dashboard showing impacts to WOTUS; Section 4(f) parks, trails, and buildings; parcels; 
and cost 

• Video recording of the resource agency meeting held June 6, 2022 

• Video recording of the local government agency meeting held June 6, 2022 

The public was notified of the screening results as described below. The alternative screening public 
comment period for the Heber Valley Corridor EIS began on June 7 and concluded on July 22, 2022. 

Notifications 
The following methods were used to notify the general public of the alternatives screening results, the 
materials available for review, and how to comment: 

• A UDOT press release was sent to local media outlets on June 7, 2022. 

• Advertisements were placed in the following publications: 

o Deseret News, June 3, 2022 

o The Salt Lake Tribune, June 8, 2022 

o Wasatch Wave, June 15, 2022 

o The Heber City Newsletter, July 2022 

• Notifications and reminders were posted on the Heber Valley Corridor Project website: 
hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov. 

• An email notice was sent to the Heber Valley Corridor Project mailing list on June 3, 7, and 23; and 
July 8, and 19, 2022 

• Notifications and reminders were posted on UDOT’s social media sites: 

o Facebook on June 3, 7, 8, 9, 13, 21, 23, and 28; and July 11, 14, 19, 21, and 22, 2022 

o Instagram on June 7 and July 22, 2022 

o Twitter on June 3, 7, 8, 9, 13, 21, 23, and 28; and July 11, 14, 19, 21, and 22, 2022 

https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/
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• Printed flyers were hung at the following locations: 

o Dairy Keen 

o Heber City offices 

o Heber City Police Department 

o Natural Grocers 

o Sinclair 

o Smith's grocery store 

o Wasatch County Administrative Building 

o Wasatch County Library 

The notifications for screening results are included in Appendix K, Notifications of Screening Results and 
Comment Period. 

Cooperating and Participating Agency Meetings 
On June 6, 2022, UDOT held two meetings to present the draft alternatives development and screening 
results to cooperating and participating agencies. A virtual meeting was provided for resource agencies. 
Representatives from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. 
Bureau of Reclamation, and Utah Reclamation, Mitigation, and Conservation Commission were in 
attendance. An in-person meeting was provided for participating local government agencies. 
Representatives from Heber City, Wasatch County, Midway City, and MAG were in attendance. The 
presentation materials and meeting summaries are included Appendix L, Agency Screening Results 
Presentations. City and County Council Presentations 

Once the screening results were released, UDOT presented at four city council meetings and one county 
council meeting. UDOT presented to the Wasatch County Council on June 15, 2022; the Heber City Council 
on June 21, 2022; the Midway City Council on July 19, 2022; Charleston City Council on August 11, 2022; 
and the Town of Daniel Council on September 12, 2022. The presentations for the council meetings were 
the same and included an overview of the project’s purpose and need, a list of the alternatives under 
consideration, an overview of the screening process, the draft results of the screening process, and how to 
comment. UDOT encouraged councils and the public to submit comments on the draft screening results and 
remaining alternatives. The presentation materials for the council meetings are included Appendix M, 
Council Screening Results Presentations. 

Stakeholder Working Group Meeting 
The fifth SWG meeting was held virtually via Zoom on June 9, 2022, during the initial alternatives comment 
period. Fourteen SWG members and eight project team members attended. A presentation was given that 
included an overview of the screening process the draft results of the screening process, and how to 
comment. After the presentation, SWG members asked questions and provided comments. The 
presentation materials for the SWG meeting are included Appendix N, Stakeholder Working Group 
Screening Results Presentations. 
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3.3.5 Summary of Public Comment on Alternative Screening 
The draft screening results public comment period for the Heber Valley Corridor EIS began on June 7 and 
concluded on July 22, 2022. The public involvement materials are included in Appendix O, Public 
Involvement Draft Screening Results Materials. All comments that were received during this period are 
included in Appendix P, Screening Results Comments. 

During the screening results public comment period, a total of 441 comments were received. This total 
number includes two petitions with multiple signatures; individual signatures were not counted as individual 
comments on the petitions. By delivery method, the project team received 71 public comments through 
email, 5 public comments through postal mail, 3 public comments by phone, 1 public comment by text, and 
359 public comments through the project website. The public will continue to have opportunities to provide 
input throughout the Heber Valley Corridor EIS environmental review process, and public comments will 
continue to be solicited throughout the project. Common themes included the following: 

• Statements that the north fields are sacred and they shouldn’t be destroyed

• Concern for impacts to natural resources (wetlands, creeks, aquifer, wildlife, and the Provo River)

• Concern for impacts to open space and development of open land

• Concern for the rate of growth in the valley and its changing character

• Comments against Alternatives WB3 and WB4 due to impacts in the north fields

• Support for Alternatives WB3 and WB4 due to planned growth north of 900 North

• Support for Alternatives WA1 and WB1 because they would be the closest to the urban area

• Support for no action as the best solution

• Suggestions for alternative features such as interchanges

• Concern for the future of Main Street, its character, and its businesses with and without a bypass

• Concern for truck travel on Main Street with and without a bypass

• Frustration with the environmental process

UDOT developed responses for key themes and frequently asked questions (FAQs). The FAQs are 
available in Appendix Q, Responses to Screening Results Comments. Formal comments were submitted by 
one cooperating agency (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency), two participating agencies (U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation and Utah Reclamation, Mitigation, and Conservation Commission), and Wasatch County. 
UDOT provided a response to these comments, which are also available in Appendix O. 
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4.0 Draft EIS and Preliminary Engineering Phase 
The alternatives that passed the screening process (WA1, WB1, WB2, 
WB3, and WB4) will be further developed through preliminary engineering 
to support detailed analysis in the Draft EIS. The preliminary engineering 
phase will include additional design work to provide details such as 
horizontal and vertical alignments, right-of-way needs, intersection design, 
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations, access design, and potential 
drainage designs including stormwater management. Access design will 
include road, driveway, or parking lot revisions for properties intersected 
by an alternative. UDOT is working closely with Heber City and Wasatch 
County to stay current on approved development plans, new conservation 
easements, the City’s proposed expansion of the airport runway 
protection zone, and transportation access needs. All five alternatives will be refined based on the latest 
information where feasible and will be designed to a similar level of detail following UDOT design standards. 

Once the preliminary engineering phase is complete, the expected effects of the alternatives will be 
characterized and compared to the No-Action Alternative in the Draft EIS, as required by NEPA. 

The Heber Valley Corridor EIS will analyze the reasonably foreseeable activities and operations that would 
occur from implementing the action alternatives. Resources that would be affected are analyzed in the EIS 
to provide decision-makers with enough information to plan and make informed decisions. For this analysis, 
the following 17 resource categories will be considered: land use, community and property impacts, 
farmlands, environmental justice, economics, traffic and transportation, joint development, considerations 
related to pedestrians and bicyclists, air quality, noise, water resources, ecosystem resources, floodplains, 
cultural resources, paleontological resources, hazardous materials and waste sites, and visual resources. 

The following resources were reviewed and determined not to be within the area of influence of the action 
alternatives and therefore will not be considered further in this EIS process: 

• Wild and Scenic Rivers. There are no designated wild and scenic rivers within or adjacent to 
U.S. 40 and U.S. 189 in the needs assessment study area. 

How will the alternatives be 
designed? 

The alternatives that passed 
screening and are evaluated in 
the Draft EIS might be revised or 
incorporate minor alignment 
variations as the alternatives are 
refined to improve operations or 
avoid impacts. 
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4.1 New Alternative Names for EIS 
The alternative names used in the scoping and screening processes were created to identify the location of 
each alternative (east of Heber City, west of Heber City, or on U.S. 40) and to describe the features that 
made the alternative unique to other alternatives in the same location. Moving forward, in the EIS these 
alternative names will be simplified and no longer need to describe the location since only western 
alternatives advance to the EIS. The new names are documented in Table 4-1. 

Table 4-1. New Alternative Names for Western Bypasses That Advance to the EIS 

Alternative 
ID 

Scoping and Screening Report Name EIS Name 

WA1 West bypass – limited access and grade-separated 
interchanges Freeway with North U.S. 40 

WB1 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections Highway with North U.S. 40 

WB2 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections and 
realign U.S. 189 Highway with North U.S. 40 and Realigned U.S. 189 

WB3 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with 
northern extension Highway to S.R. 32 

WB4 West bypass – parkway and at-grade intersections with 
northern extension and realigned U.S. 189 Highway to S.R. 32 and Realigned U.S. 189 
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https://heber-ut.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=1&clip_id=1022&meta_id=88705
https://heber-ut.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=1&clip_id=1022&meta_id=88705
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1mkQvc9qsyg_IRI75i_yxTOPwmkii4jRd/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1a0YNDy9Z8bFxuE121lJP5XJNW0rw9Ft3/view
https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/Heber-Valley-Corridor-Purpose-and-Need-Technical-Report-Final_9-20-2021.pdf
https://hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/Heber-Valley-Corridor-Purpose-and-Need-Technical-Report-Final_9-20-2021.pdf
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Alternative Concepts Agency Meeting

September 30, 2021



Project Team Members

• Craig Hancock | UDOT Project Manager

• Geoff Dupaix | UDOT Region 3 Communications Manager

• Naomi Kisen | UDOT Environmental Program Manager

• Vince Izzo | HVC Team Project Manager

• Andrea Clayton | HVC Team Environmental Lead

• Charles Allen | HVC Team Traffic Lead

• Justin Smart | HVC Team Public Involvement Lead

• Brianna Binnebose | HVC Team Public Involvement



Project Purpose



Alternative Concepts Development



Alternatives Screening Process



U.S. 40 Alternatives



U.S. 40 Alternative Concepts



Alternative 40A
Widen U.S. 40



Alternative 40B
Improve U.S. 40 - Roundabouts



Alternative 40C
Improve U.S. 40 - Intersection Improvements

1



Alternative 40D
Improve U.S. 40 – Tunneling/Bridging



Alternative 40E
Improve U.S. 40 – Reversible Lanes



Alternative 40F
One-Way-Couplet



West Alternatives



West Alternative Concepts



Alternative WA1
West Bypass Limited-Access Grade-Separated



Alternative WB1
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade



Alternative WC1
West Bypass Arterial At-Grade



Option Two for Alternatives WA, WB & WC
Realign a Portion of U.S. 189



Alternative WD
West Bypass Parkway Turbo Roundabouts



East Alternatives



East Alternative Concepts



Alternative EA
East Bypass Limited-Access Grade-Separated



Alternative EB
East Bypass Parkway At-Grade



Alternative EC
East Bypass Arterial At-Grade



Transit Alternative



Transit Alternative



Public Comments



Public Comment Period



Public Meetings



Project Timeline and Process



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.
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Summary 
Project: Heber Valley Corridor EIS 

Subject: Agency Alternative Concepts Meeting  

Date: Thursday, September 30, 2021 

Time: 10:00-11:00 am 

Location: Google Meet 

Attendees 

 Name Representing Project Role Email 
 Craig Hancock UDOT Project Manager chancock@utah.gov 
 Naomi Kisen UDOT Environmental Manager nkisen@utah.gov 
 Geoff Dupaix UDOT Communications Manager gdupaix@utah.gov 
 Vince Izzo HVC Team Project Manager Vincent.izzo@hdrinc.com 
 Andrea Clayton HVC Team Environmental Lead Andrea.clayton@hdrinc.com 
 Bri Binnebose HVC Team Public Involvement bbinnebose@pennapowers.com 
 Charles Allen HVC Team Traffic Lead callen@parametrix.com 
 Hollis Jencks USACE Project Manager hollis.g.jencks@usace.army.mil 
 Sam Bohannon USACE Wasatch County Wetlands Samuel.T.Bohannon@usace.army.mil 
 Matt Hubner EPA Region 8 NEPA Coordinator hubner.matt@epa.gov 
 Nolan Hahn EPA 404 Program Hahn.nolan@epa.gov 
 Greg Lohrke  EPA Air Quality Program Lohrke.Gregory@epa.gov 
 Christopher Razzazian EPA Air Quality Program razzazian.christopher@epa.gov  
 Rita Risor USFWS Botanist Rita_Risor@fws.gov 
 Peter Crookston USBOR Environmental Group Chief PCrookston@usbr.gov 
 Zach Nelson USBOR Archaeologist znelson@usbr.gov 
 Brittany White USBOR Fish & Wildlife Biologist blwhite@usbr.gov 
 Tim McCain USBOR Reality Specialist tmccain@usbr.gov 
 Mark Holden URMCC Executive Director mholden@usbr.gov  
 Michael Mills  URMCC Project Coordinator mmills@usbr.gov 
 Richard Mingo URMCC Planning Coordinator rmingo@usbr.gov 
 Paula Trater URMCC Biological Technician ptrater@usbr.gov 
 Sindy Smith RDCC RDCC Coordinator sindysmith@utah.gov  
 Shane Hill UDWR Project Manager sahill@utah.gov 

Meeting Summary 

The objective of this meeting was to update to cooperating and participating agencies on the 
status of the EIS and provide an overview of the conceptual alternatives currently under 
consideration. 
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1. The purpose and need was revised based on public and agency comment to include non-
motorized transportation as a primary purpose. Non-motorized transportation could include 
bike lanes, trails, or pedestrian accommodations.  

2. Naomi gave a presentation outlining the screening process, criteria, and conceptual 
alternatives under consideration. A copy of the presentation was provided to meeting 
attendees.  

3. Questions and discussion: 

a. The project team is in the process of delineating aquatic resources in accordance with 
USACE protocol. The aquatic resources shown in the presentation are based on a high-
level inventory conducted last year.  

b. The alignment in the northwest quadrant for west bypass alternative concepts WA, WB, 
and WC has not been determined yet. Further analysis is required (delineation and 
design). 

c. Is the intent of the east bypass alternatives primarily to address traffic coming from 
Duchesne (the Uinta Basin)? No, the intent is to improve mobility on U.S. 40, but the 
east bypass alternatives could pull more traffic coming from Duchesne traffic off U.S. 40 
compared to the west bypass alternatives.  

d. Have you considered what implications the Uinta Basin Rail Project could have on this 
project? Yes, the Uinta Basin Rail Project (if constructed) is not expected to reduce oil 
tanker traffic going through the Heber Valley to Salt Lake City. The oil refineries in Salt 
Lake City do not have rail access, so trucks will continue to haul oil from the Basin. 

e. Have you considered how a mix of commercial trucks and passenger vehicles would 
operate on a facility with only one lane in each direction? We based the number of lanes 
for each alternative on preliminary traffic analysis. More detailed analysis will be 
conducted for alternatives that pass-through screening.  

f. Mitigation lands along the Provo River managed by BOR and the Mitigation Commission 
could be Section 4(f) resources so screening criteria should include refuges in addition 
to parks and historic buildings. None of the conceptual alternatives are anticipated to 
impact land along the Provo River, but Section 4(f) refuges would be considered if they 
did.  

g. EPA has comments on UDOT’s response to EPA’s scoping comments. EPA could 
combine these comments with comments on conceptual alternatives. If a conversation 
would be helpful, that is an option. Correspondence outside of the comment period 
would be included in the project record and documented in the EIS appendices as 
agency correspondence. 



APPENDIX B 

Notifications of Alternatives Meetings and Comment 
Period  

Printed Flyer 

Print Ads 

Press Release 

Email 

Social Media 
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PUBLIC  NOTICE

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSE

OPEN HOUSE   
5:00-8:00 p.m.

HEBER VALLEY 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
730 South 600 West 
Heber City, UT 84032

October 6, 2021

October 5, 2021

THIS MEETING WILL 
BE HELD ON ZOOM

PRESENTATION
5:00-5:30 p.m.
Q & A
5:30-8:00 p.m.

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is inviting the public 
to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-person, in early 
October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives in the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

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.

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
801-210-0498 or HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov by September 27, 2021.

For more information on the public meetings and conceptual 
alternatives, visit:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov
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COMMENT PERIOD OPEN OCTOBER 5 - NOVEMBER 4, 2021
Comments may be submitted through the website, email, public

meetings, voicemail or written letter. Visit the website for more details.

The purpose of the Heber 
Valley Corridor EIS Project is 
to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R. 
32 to U.S. 189 and provide 
opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation 
while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the 
historic town center.

The same information will be presented at both meetings. A presentation 
will be made on Zoom, while the same information will be on display 
open house style at the in-person meeting.
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5:00-8:00 p.m.
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PRESENTATION
5:00-5:30 p.m.
Q & A
6:30-8:00 p.m.

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is inviting the public 
to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-person, in early 
October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives in the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

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.

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
801-210-0498 or HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov by September 27, 2021.

For more information on the public meetings and conceptual 
alternatives, visit:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov
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COMMENT PERIOD OPEN OCTOBER 5 - NOVEMBER 4, 2021
Comments may be submitted through the website, email, public

meetings, voicemail or written letter. Visit the website for more details.

The purpose of the Heber 
Valley Corridor EIS Project is 
to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R. 
32 to U.S. 189 and provide 
opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation 
while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the 
historic town center.

The same information will be presented at both meetings. A presentation 
will be made on Zoom, while the same information will be on display 
open house style at the in-person meeting.

The chaos unfolded in 30 minutes. 
First they got a call saying the Taliban 

had entered downtown Kabul. The next call 
warned they were only 5 kilometers away from 
Hamid Karzai International Airport. 

So 34-year-old Azim Kakaie, an air traffic 
controller of 11 years, grabbed his things and 
evacuated the tower. 

Kakaie is the first of what will likely be 
hundreds of recently evacuated Afghans 
that will soon call the Beehive State home. 
He spoke with the Deseret News recently 
at the Catholic Community Service’s Utah 
headquarters about 40 hours after arriving at 
the Salt Lake City International Airport — 40 
hours spent navigating paperwork and a flood 
of media inquiries.
Leaving Afghanistan 

As Taliban fighters enveloped the country’s 
capital, Kakaie moved to a different, less 
exposed tower on the other side of the runway, 
along with his colleagues. Over the next two 
days, he saw firsthand the turmoil at the airport 
that would later captivate the world. 

“The second day at noon (was) when the 
people came across the runway and held the 
aircraft,” he said, describing the scene of 
hundreds of desperate Afghans chasing after 
a U.S. Air Force C-17, some clinging to its side. 
“They just want to leave the country and be 
somewhere else.”

Kakaie spent several days in the tower 
providing air traffic support for the military 
planes shuttling people out of the country. 
Meanwhile his wife, Shazia, younger brother 
and mother-in-law were still at home. They 
had made several unsuccessful attempts to 
enter the Kabul airport.

Shazia was beaten by the Taliban. Her body 
started “turning black and swollen.” She was 
tear-gassed by Afghan government forces 
guarding the airport. Every time she tried to 
get through the gates, she was turned away. 

On the third day, air traffic control was 
handed over to the U.S. military. Kakaie was 
relieved of his duties and told by military 
officials that he should evacuate. It became 
clear that if Kakaie didn’t leave immediately, 
the situation at the airport could continue to 
unravel, and he might never leave. 

“I was deep under pressure and just crying, 
and my two American friends, they were 
holding me from the time that I left my room 
all the way to get to the (plane). ... It was very 
difficult,” Kakaie said, his voice wavering. 

He clasped his hands, and his eyes trailed 
off toward the floor as he tried to rein in his 
emotions. 

“I cannot imagine ... what’s going to 
happen to my wife and how I should leave 
and abandon my family like this. It was a very 
difficult decision.”

Kakaie got on a plane and landed in Qatar 
hours later.

“Whatever I had from the day I was born 
until that point, I had to abandon,” he said.

He let out a small laugh when he thought 
about the car he left behind.

“My vehicle is still at the airport, maybe. Or 
maybe it’s destroyed, I don’t know.”

The day after he was evacuated, Kakaie’s 
family took a different route to the airport 
that he said was guarded by “U.S. heroes” 
who let them in. Thirty minutes later at the 
same gate, a suicide bomber, later claimed to 
be an ISIS-K member, triggered an explosion 
that killed over 180 people, including 13 U.S. 
service members. 

His family eventually boarded a plane. They 
were flown to a U.S. military base in Germany, 
where they’re still waiting to be resettled in 
Utah. 

One of Kakaie’s first orders of business 
now that he’s in Utah is to meet the family of 
Marine Staff Sgt. Taylor Hoover, a Utah native 
who was among those killed in the blast. 

“I want to say thanks from my heart, that 
his sacrifice will be with all people ... he was 
trying to help the humanity of the people to 
get out of this difficult situation.”

After spending several days in Qatar helping 
the State Department reunify Afghan families, 
Kakaie was flown to Washington, D.C., and 
ultimately Utah. 
‘Be strong’

Kakaie is one of over 110,000 Afghans 
evacuated from the Kabul airport over the 
past three weeks, although many of them are 
still bogged down in a web of bureaucracy and 
red tape that could delay the resettlement 
process by months. 

Kakaie is a special immigrant visa holder, 
a status given to Afghans who worked 
alongside U.S. and allied forces — often as 
interpreters, translators or contractors — that 
helped streamline his resettlement process. 
However, many of the Afghans currently being 
held on U.S. military bases are classified as 
humanitarian parolees and likely meet the 
qualifications for a special immigrant visa, but 
the U.S. Embassy did not have time to process 
their paperwork during the chaotic evacuation.

Most parolees will eventually be granted 
political asylum. But it’s “a lengthy and very 

Utah’s f irst Afghan refugee shares his personal account of chaos in Kabul

complex process” that requires help from 
immigration attorneys and resettlement 
agencies, said Aden Batar, director of 
migration and refugee services for the 
Catholic Community Services of Utah. 

“We’re not going to get all the refugees 
at one time; it’s going to be spread out over 
weeks or months,” Batar said. 

Kakaie’s advice to those stuck in limbo? “Be 
strong.” 

“Once they are out of Kabul, they will be 
safe,” he said. “I know it’s going to take time 
for them to be in their final destination. They 
need to be strong, and they shouldn’t lose 
hope.” 

The challenges ahead for Afghan refugees
Regardless of where they come from, 

refugees face a mountain of challenges upon 
their arrival — the language, jobs, culture, food, 
weather, laws and transportation are all new. 

“Everything is foreign,” Batar said. 
“Navigating through all that is going to take 
time.”

Organizations like Catholic Community 
Services or the International Rescue Agency 
are tasked with making the transition for 
people like Kakaie as seamless as possible. 
Two days in, staff already took him grocery 
shopping and set him up with basic benefits 
from the state. 

The immigration department is working to 
resettle his family, the employment team is 
trying to match him with a job and, if he wants, 
help enroll him at Salt Lake Community 
College. Kakaie is currently staying with 
his cousin, but when the time comes, staff 
members will help him find housing. 

“From the time that I reach Utah, I don’t 
face no challenges. This community is very 
supportive, they are very good people,” Kakaie 
said. 

Many coming from Afghanistan, a country 
plagued by nearly 40 years of war, might 
also be struggling with post-traumatic stress 
disorder, Batar said. 

“Anyone that is coming from war-torn 
countries, mental health challenges are 
another thing that we need to be watching 
and assessing and providing any treatment 
they might need,” he told the Deseret News 
on Thursday. 

Salt Lake City was recently named one of 19 
cities where Afghan refugees can choose to be 
resettled, and it remains unclear exactly how 
many will land in Utah. Estimates from local 
advocates range from a couple hundred to 
over 1,000. 

“We are ready to take any case that is given 
to us. ... We might get a couple hundred, but 
I don’t know,” said Batar, who noted the 
Beehive State can sustain up to 1,300 refugees 
each year. 
‘Everything’s in danger’

The emotions Kakaie feels when he sees 
images of the Taliban walking freely through 
the city he once called home are hard to put 
into words. 

“I want to be as strong as much as I can,” 
he said. “But I cannot say when I am by myself 
how much I cried for all those people.”

During the decadeslong war that cost the 
U.S. nearly $1 trillion, Kakaie witnessed a 
transformation in Kabul rife with new schools, 
towering buildings and paved roads. Now, he 
says, “it’s all gone.” 

“The presence of the international 
community brought huge changes in 
Afghanistan,” Kakaie said. “Universities, 

Shafkat Anowar, Deseret News

Afghan refugee Azim Kakaie, who fled Kabul, Afghanistan, following the Taliban takeover, poses for a portrait at Catholic Community Services of Utah in Salt 
Lake City on Sept. 1. Kakaie, who worked as an air tra!ic controller at the Kabul Airport beginning in 2010, also worked with NATO and the U.S. military.

By Kyle Dunphey
Deseret News

AFGHANISTAN REFUGEES

‘EVERYTHING’S IN DANGER’

schools, human rights, democracy, media and 
communications, all of them were available 
somehow. But now, all of them, it’s zero. 
Everything is in danger.”

Kakaie’s primary focus is now on getting his 
wife, brother and mother-in-law to Utah. The 
rest of his family is scattered, with brothers in 
Europe and Australia and a sister now safe in 
Pakistan. One of his brothers is still in Kabul. 

He likes Utah. He says the people are nice, 

the culture is welcoming, and he’s already in 
contact with several Afghan families. When 
he looks east toward the Wasatch Mountains, 
he’s reminded of the small village where he 
was born in central Afghanistan’s Ghazni 
district. 

“That’s the one thing I really like,” Kakaie 
said. “In the morning it’s like OK, where am 
I? Am I in the United States? Or am I still 
there?” 
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October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives in the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

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.

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
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NOTICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE
 

          The following described real property will be sold at public auction to 
the highest bidder, purchase price payable in lawful money of the United 
States of America at the time of sale, at the east main entrance of the 
Utah County Courthouse, a/k/a Fourth Judicial District Center, 137 North 
Freedom Boulevard, Provo, Utah, on Wednesday, October 13, 2021, at 
the hour of 11:00 a.m. of that day for the purpose of foreclosing a deed 
of trust originally executed by Corry Foran, in favor of Suntrust Mortgage, 
Inc., covering real property located at approximately 485 – 487 North 800 
East, Spanish Fork, Utah County, Utah, and more particularly described as:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF BLOCK 83, PLAT “A, 
“ SPANISH FORK CITY SURVEY OF BUILDING LOTS; THENCE SOUTH 
ALONG THE WEST LINE OF 800 EAST STREET 100.00 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 89°51’32” WEST 80.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 100.00 FEET TO 
THE SOUTH LINE OF 500 NORTH STREET; THENCE SOUTH 89°51’32” 
EAST ALONG SAID STREET LINE 80.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGIN-
NING. 07-083-0010

          The current beneficiary of the trust deed is NDF1, LLC, and the 
record owner of the property as of the recording of the notice of default 
is Corry Foran.  The trustee’s sale of the aforedescribed real property 
will be made without warranty as to title, possession, or encumbrances.  
Bidders must be prepared to tender a cashier’s check in the amount of 
$20,000.00 at the sale. The balance of the purchase price must be paid by 
cashier’s check or wire transfer received by 12:00 noon the following busi-
ness day.  The trustee reserves the right to void the effect of the trustee’s 
sale after the sale based upon information unknown to the trustee at the 
time of the sale, such as a bankruptcy filing, a loan reinstatement, or an 
agreement between the trustor and beneficiary to postpone or cancel the 
sale.  If so voided, the only recourse of the highest bidder is to receive a 
full refund of the money paid to the trustee.  THIS IS AN ATTEMPT TO 
COLLECT A DEBT. ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR 
THAT PURPOSE.

          DATED this 1st day of September 2021

Scalley Reading Bates Hansen & Rasmussen,
P.C., successor trustee

By: Marlon L. Bates
Its: Supervising Partner

15 West South Temple, Ste. 600
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101
Telephone: (801) 531-7870

Business Hours: 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Trustee No. 69130-02F

 
Notice to Tenant

 
          An action to foreclose the property described in this notice has been 
filed. If the foreclosure action is pursued to its conclusion, the described 
property will be sold at public auction to the highest bidder unless the 
default in the obligation secured by this property is cured.

           Under federal law, you may be allowed to continue to occupy your 
rental unit until your rental agreement expires or until 90 days after the 
date you are served with a notice to vacate, whichever is later.  If your 
rental or lease agreement expires after the 90-day period, you may need 
to provide a copy of your rental or lease agreement to the new owner to 
prove your right to remain on the property longer than 90 days after you 
are served with a notice to vacate. 

           You must continue to pay your rent and comply with other require-
ments of your rental or lease agreement, or you will be subject to eviction 
for violating your rental or lease agreement.

           The new owner or the new owner’s representative will probably con-
tact you after the property is sold with directions about where to pay rent.

           The new owner of the property may or may not want to offer to 
enter into a new rental or lease agreement with you at the expiration of 
the period described above.
SLT0013681

Notice of Trustee’s Sale
The following property will be sold at public auction to the highest bid-
der without warranty, at the main entrance of the Uintah County District 
Court, 920 E. Hwy 40, Vernal, Utah, on 10/29/21 at 12:15 PM, for the 
purpose of foreclosing a Trust Deed executed by Jeremy D. Swain, as 
Trustor, in favor of Celtic Bank Corporation, recorded on 4/29/04, as Entry 
# 2004003242, covering real property purportedly known as 673 North 
5750 East, AKA 605 North 5750 East (Whiterocks Highway), Ft. Duchesne, 
UT 84026, and more particularly described as:  Township 2 South, Range 1 
East, Uintah Special Meridian.
Section 16: The North half of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest 
quarter of the Northwest quarter. TAX # 14-016-08-0009 (More Correctly 
Known As 14-016-0009).  NewRez LLC d/b/a Shellpoint Mortgage Servic-
ing is the current Beneficiary of the Trust Deed.  Record owner of the 
property, as of the recording of the Notice of Default, is reported to be 
Jeremy D. Swain.  A $20,000.00 deposit in the form of a bank or credit 
union cashier’s check or a bank official check, payable to Halliday, Watkins 
& Mann, P.C., is required to bid.  A successful bidder who fails to tender 
the full purchase price will forfeit the entire deposit.  The successful bid-
der must tender the deposit at the sale and the balance of the purchase 
price by 12:00 noon the following business day.  The balance must be in 
the form of a wire transfer, bank or credit union’s cashier’s check, or bank 
official check payable to Halliday, Watkins & Mann, P.C.  A bank or credit 
union cashier’s check must be pre-printed and clearly state that it is a ca-
shier’s check.  A bank official check must be pre-printed and clearly state 
that it is an official check.  Cash payments are not accepted.  A trustee’s 
deed will be delivered to the successful bidder within five business days 
after receipt of the amount bid.  Successor Trustee disclaims liability for 
any error in the street address shown herein. Successor Trustee may void 
sale due to any unknown facts at time of sale that would cause the cancel-
lation of the sale.  If sale is voided, Successor Trustee shall return funds 
to bidder, and the Successor Trustee and Beneficiary shall not be liable to 
bidder for any damages. If the sale is set aside for any reason, the Pur-
chaser at the sale shall be entitled only to a return of the deposit paid. The 
Purchaser shall have no further recourse against the Beneficiary, Trustor, 
Successor Trustee, or the Successor Trustee’s attorney. This is an attempt 
to foreclose a security instrument, and any information obtained will be 
used for that purpose.  Dated: 9/13/21.  Halliday, Watkins & Mann, P.C., 
Successor Trustee, 376 E 400 S, Ste 300, SLC, UT 84111, PH 801-355-
2886, Office Hours: M-F: 8 am – 5 pm, H/W # 54834
SLT0013841

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Please be advised that the North Salt Lake City Planning Commission will 
hold a Public Hearing on Tuesday, September 28, 2021, at 6:30 p.m. or as 
soon thereafter as possible, in the Council Chambers, North Salt Lake City 
Hall, 10 E. Center Street. The purpose of this hearing is to receive public 
comment on the following:

Consideration of an amendment to the City’s Annexation Policy Plan and 
Expansion Area Map:
• 1. Updating annexation areas A, B, & C for statutory requirements; 

and
• 2. Addition of proposed area D, approximately 414 acres located 

in Salt Lake County at approximately 2200 West and Center Street.

A copy of the draft plan and map can be viewed on the city website at: 
https://www.nslcity.org/638/Annexation or by contacting the North Salt 
Lake Community Development Department at (801) 335-8705.
SLT0013819

NOTICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE
The following described property will be sold at public auction to the 
highest bidder at the West Foyer on West Steps, Sanpete County Court-
house, 160 North Main, Manti, Utah, on October 20, 2021, at 12:00 pm, 
for the purpose of foreclosing a deed of trust dated March 25, 2013, and 
executed by Laird Glasgow, as trustor, in favor of Mortgage Electronic 
Registration Systems, Inc., as nominee for First Colony Mortgage Cor-
poration, its successors and assigns, covering the following real property 
purported to be located in Sanpete County at 235 West Center, Wales, UT 
84667 (the undersigned disclaims liability for any error in the address), and 
more particularly described as:
• Lot 2, LISTON ESTATES SUBDIVISION, according to the official plat 

thereof on file and of record in the Sanpete County Recorder’s 
• Office.
• Together with all the improvements now or hereafter erected on 

the property, and all easements, appurtenances, and fixtures now or 
hereafter a part of the property.

• Parcel No.: 60622
The current beneficiary of the deed of trust is U.S. Bank Trust, National 
Association, not in its individual capacity but solely as Owner Trustee for 
VRMTG Asset Trust, and the record owners of the property as of the re-
cording of the notice of default are Laird Glasgow and Kristina Glasgow.
The sale is subject to bankruptcy filing, payoff, reinstatement or other 
circumstance that affects the validity of the sale. If any such circumstance 
exists, the sale shall be void, the successful bidder’s funds returned, and 
the trustee and current beneficiary shall not be liable to the successful 
bidder for any damage.
A $20,000.00 deposit in the form of a bank or credit union cashier’s check 
or a bank official check, payable to Lundberg & Associates, PC, is required 
to bid. A successful bidder who fails to tender the full purchase price will 
forfeit the entire deposit. The successful bidder must tender the deposit 
at the sale and the balance of the purchase price by 12:00 noon the day 
following the sale. The balance must be in the form of a wire transfer, bank 
or credit union cashier’s check, or bank official check payable to Lundberg 
& Associates, PC. A bank or credit union cashier’s check must be pre-print-
ed and clearly state that it is a cashier’s check. A bank official check must 
be pre-printed and clearly state that it is an official check. Cash payments 
are not accepted. A trustee’s deed will be delivered to the successful bid-
der within five business days after receipt of the amount bid.
DATED: September 19, 2021 Lundberg & Associates, PC, Trustee By: /S/ 
Brigham Lundberg Printed Name: Brigham Lundberg Authorized Officer 
3269 South Main Street, Suite 100 Salt Lake City, UT 84115 (801) 263-3400 
Office Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. L&A Case No. 21.79167.1/MSW
THIS COMMUNICATION IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT, AND 
ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.
SLT0013867NOTICE

The Central Utah Water Conservancy District (CUWCD), the Department 
of the Interior, and the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation 
Commission, as joint lead agencies (JLAs), are notifying the public and 
agencies of the release of the Draft Environmental Assessment (Draft EA) 
for the Diamond Fork System Environmental Update Project (Project) for 
review and comment. The Project consists of the adjusting instream flow 
deliveries to Sixth Water and Diamond Fork Creeks to support and sustain 
functional fluvial, geomorphic, and ecological processes; provide the flex-
ibility necessary to meet inspection and maintenance requirements of the 
Diamond Fork System to continue the delivery of contracted water and 
instream flows, and prevent the continuous corrosion of the Upper Dia-
mond Fork Flow Control Structure from nearby hydrogen sulfide springs. 
The Draft EA is available for review and download on the project website 
at https://cuwcd.com/diamondfork.htm. Comments must be received by 
Friday, October 22, 2021. Comments can be made on the Project website, 
by email to sarah@cuwcd.com, or by mail to CUWCD, c/o Diamond Fork 
System Environmental Update Project, 1426 E 750 N Ste 400, Orem, UT 
84097-5474.
SLT0013855

In the Third Judicial District Court
In and For Salt Lake County, State of Utah

Jose Munoz, Plaintiff v. Steven Sheppard, Defendant
Case No. 210902400

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by an Order of this Court of August 6, 2021, 
for Publication of this case in a newspaper of general circulation in Salt 
Lake County, Utah, twice a week for three weeks that the Defendant Ste-
ven Sheppard shall have until twenty-one days from the date that the final 
publication is made, to file an Answer or other responsive pleading in this 
case, or Default Judgment for money damages and other relief may be 
rendered against him. This cause of action is for the recovery of damages 
for a car accident between Plaintiff and Defendant, in an amount to be 
proved at trial. Any Answer or other responsive pleading shall be filed 
with the Clerk of the Court, Matheson Courthouse, 450 S. State St., P.O. 
Box 1860, Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-1860, with a copy to counsel for 
Plaintiff, Brandon Stone, 740 E. 3900 S. #100, Salt Lake City, Utah 84107. 
A copy of the Complaint is on file with the Court.
SLT0013738

RE: Public Announcement of Intent to Close

With mixed emotions, we are announcing that Signature Healthcare at 
Home, located at 5965 South 900 East in Murray, Utah, will be closing the 
doors of our Home Health, Hospice, and Primary Care Practice in Utah 
as of September 30, 2021. Signature Healthcare at Home is honored to 
have been a healthcare provider in Salt Lake City. Signature Healthcare 
at Home will continue to provide services within Idaho, Washington, and 
Oregon States.

Trisha Price, BSN, RN, CCMC
Administrator
SLT0013886

SUMMONS
Notice to Sean Michael Berard that in the State of South Dakota, County 
of Kingsbury, Third Judicial Circuit, in the matter of Debra Berard v. Sean 
Berard that Hope Matchan of Hope Matchan Law, 403 W. 22nd Street, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57105, has been retained as counsel for Debra Berard and 
that on May 5, 2021 Plaintiff, Debra Berard, filed a Notice of Appearance, 
Summons & Temporary Restraining Order and Verified Complaint for di-
vorce in Kingsbury County, South Dakota 38DIV21-000006.
SLT0013584



Page  AB
Obituar ies

Septembe r  22,  2021

Richard Allen Hunter

Richard Allen Hunter was 
born on June 29, 1938, in Los 
Angeles, California, to 
Howard W. Hunter and Clara 
May Jeffs. He was the 
youngest of three sons, his 
older brothers Howard, Jr., 
who died in infancy, and 
John. From boyhood through 
his young adulthood, Richard 
was adventurous, curious, 
and athletic. He earned the 
rank of Eagle Scout at 14. 
Richard excelled in high 
school track and basketball, 
and enjoyed summers at the 
beach. It was during high 
school that Richard devel-
oped his lifelong admiration 
of jazz, classical, and film 
score music, his favorites 
being jazz pianist Dave 
Brubeck and later, Star Wars 
composer John Williams. 
Richard was also a faithful 
member of The Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day 
Saints. When he attended 
Seminary Graduation in May 
1956, the newly graduated 
high school boy looked up at 
the young woman speaking 
and said, "That's the girl I'm 
going to marry." A few 
months later, on July 28, 
Richard finally met Nan 
Greene, On their second date 
to see Disney's Fantasia, 
Richard boldly asked, "Nan, 
will you marry me?" Her 
reply came as much as a sur-

prise to her as to him, when 
she confidently said, "Yes, if I 
love you, and if you are the 
most wonderful man in the 
world." After serving a mis-
sion for the Church in Aus-
tralia, Richard returned to 
Nan and continued his tegu-
lar practice of proposing. Five 
and a half years after meeting, 
Nan finally said "Yes" be-
cause she loved him, and be-
cause she deemed him the 
most wonderful man in the 
world. They were sealed on 
December 8, 1961 in the Salt 
Lake Temple by his father, 
Howard, accompanied by his 
mother, Clara, and Nan's par-
ents, Nathanael Sullivan 
Greene and Florence Williams 
Greene. Richard attended 
Brigham Young University 
and actively participated in 
school government and his 
ward. He served as a coun-
cilor to Bishop Loftis Sheffield 
his last two years before grad-
uating with a degree in ac-
counting and a minor in 
English. Following gradua-
tion he and Nan moved to 
Berkeley, California where he 
entered law' school. While 
there he taught early morning 
Seminary and served as sec-
retary to the Stake Young 
Men's President. Kathleen 
and Anne were born and 
Michael wfas on his way when 
they left Berkely to obtain a 
CPA in Denver, Colorado. In 
1967 he began a private prac-
tice of law in San Jose, Cali-
fornia, following in his 
father's footsteps.

His work as a lawyer, a fa-
ther, a husband, and church 
leader, quickly elevated him 
to 'wonderful'. Richard's 
church service included serv-
ing as Bishop, Stake Presi-
dent, Mission President, and 
Temple President, and re-
gardless of the assignment, he 
was above all a teacher. He 
was kind to all, respectful, fo-
cused on the person with 
whom he spoke, never wa-
vered in keeping his

covenants, never spoke ill of 
others, forgave those who 
banned him, joyfully went 
about his Father's business 
without complaint, and was 
the same good and patient 
man in private and in public. 
Richard kept every confi-
dence, loved and served the 
youth, and provided for 
many, never seeking praise. 
He studied the life of the Sav-
ior and of Joseph Smith, knew 
a great deal about everything, 
loved the temple, the Savior, 
his wife, children and family 
and those with whom he 
served. Richard is our dear fa-
ther, husband, grandfather 
and friend.

He w'ill he remembered by:
His wife of 60 years, Nan 

Greene Hunter; The Peterson 
family: Kathleen & Rob— 
Clarissa, Julia, Will; The Hay-
den family: Anne &
Steve—Sam & Eliza, Elliott, 
Fiona, Eric; Will & Amanda, 
Mary; Ben & Zizi; Hannah, 
Julia; The Hunter family: 
Michael & Virginia—Cam-
bria, McKayla, Paisley, 
Alyssa, Andrew; The Evans 
Family: Merrily—Katie,
Sarah; The Hunter Family: 
David & Jil—Nate & Sarah; 
Anna & Julian; Tommy, Jake, 
Sam, Ben, Grace; The Hunter 
Family: James & Karen— 
Chloe, O’Neill, Seth, Lulu

The Cregor Family: Tim & 
Julia—James, Andrew', Nellie, 
Howard, David, Elisabeth; 
The Hunter Family: Sam & 
Alisa—Wesley, Stella, Ethan, 
Ivy and many, many more.

May he fill the heavens 
witli his goodness and love.

Interment services were 
held on Sunday, Sept. 12, 2021 
in the Wallsburg Cemetery. 
Funeral services will be held: 
Saturday, Sept. 25, at 11 a.m. 
The Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints, 303 W. 3700 
N., Provo. Or attend via 
YouTube at
https://youtu.be/186Y7x437 
70 Please w'ear masks while 
in the building.

Did you know you can email your wedding, mis-
sionary, birth, thank yous, etc. 

along with the picture?
A lot easier and faster! Save gas and time!

Pay with your credit card by phone or email

WASATCH & SUMMIT COUNTY
n^=> Professional  <=^ 
^ Services

LOCKSMITH
Heber Valley Lock & Safe
Full Service Mobile Locksmith 

John Harrison 
435-654-2398 

“Fast & Friendly Service”

PRINTING

HOME HEALTH & HOSPICE

Applegate^
Home Care & Hospice î(~\ vet

Live. Love. Heal. wz v/ >•/<<

Strengthening I Post Surgical Care I Hospice 
Nursing I Physical Therapy I Wound Care 

For FREE In-Home Consultation Call 855-807-0101

years
raring

INSURANCE
we treat people like people, 

because, they're people, 
simple human sense

SPRINKLER REPAIR

THE SPRINKLER GUYS
Repair Service

Turn on Services - Mainline & Laterals 
Controllers - Valve (Electric / Manual) 

Backflows - Sprinkler Heads - Drip Systems 
Irrigation & Landscape Installation

25+years experience - Rodd 435-640-1389

David Webb 
160 South 100 West 

Heber City, Utah 84032
435-654-0277

Valley Insurance

tAuto-Owner*
INSURANCE

SERVICES

YOUR
BUSINESS

HERE

Let everybody know you’re out there!
Advertise your Professional Service here for only $15 a week!

Call the Wave Office at 435-654-1471 
Monday - Friday / 8-5

Vernon William Jaques

Vernon William Jaques, 
age 91, passed away peace-
fully at his home 
in La Verkin, sur- !
rounded by his ----------------------
wife and family on Sept. 16, 
2021.

He was born on June 13, 
1930, to Elverda Jane Beck- 
stead and Thomas Vernal 
Jaques in Layton Utah, w'here 
he spent his childhood learn-

ing to work hard, hunt and 
fish. Vernon honorably 
served his country during the 
Korean War. He always said 
he joined the Navy to see the 
world and got stuck in Vir-
ginia. Upon returning home, 
he married his sweetheart Vi-
olet Mecham on March 21, 
1951, in Idaho Falls, Idaho. 
They were later sealed in the 
Salt Lake Temple. The young 
couple started their family 
and continued their journey 
in Wallsburg Etna California, 
back to Wallsburg and finally 
settling in LaVerkin for their 
"retirement" years. The fam-
ily's quality time was spent 
hunting, fishing and camp-
ing. The years of fun memo-
ries and life lessons have been 
passed on to the younger gen-
eration and will continue to 
be shared. Vernon will always 
be remembered for his gar-
dening and cabinet making 
and as a hard working, lov-
ing, kind and generous man, 
by all who were blessed to 
know him and have him in

their lives.
Vernon was met on the 

other side by his parents; his 
stepfather Hugh McQueen; 
his brother Vernal; sister Ila; 
son Ryan Vernon; daughter 
Laura Jane; daughter-in-law 
Robin Jaques; granddaughter 
Sarah Jane Kinsey, and many 
more loved ones. His Legacy 
will be carried on by his wife; 
son Steven William (Debbie) 
of Wallsburg; daughter Peggy 
Ellen (Don Williams) of Ka- 
narraville, Utah; son Layne 
Albert (Aiicelyn) of LaVerkin 
Utah; son Michael Nathan 
(Cheyenne) of Hurricane, UT, 
and daughter Rebecca 'Bee' 
Jane of LaVerkin, and many 
grandchildren, great-grand-
children and great-great- 
grandchildren.

Funeral Services were held 
Monday, Sept. 20, at the 
LaVerkin West Chapel, 70 S. 
300 W., LaVerkin, wwith 
graveside service following at 
LaVerkin City Cemetery. Con-
dolences may be shared at 
mcmillanmotuary. com
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Woodsy Owl says
No Noise Pollution Here!

Give a hoot.
Don’t pollute.

Forest Service, U.S.D.A. ESI

- Anna Davies, Ritual Chocolate

Every Connection Counts 
AIIWest.com I 877.S84.1581

P U B L I C  N O T I C E

Heber Valley Corridor 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT STATEMENT//
The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is inviting the public 
to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-person, in early 
October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives In the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
Identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

MIDWAY

The purpose of the Heber 
Valley Corridor E1S Project is 
to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R, 
32 to U.S. 189 and provide 
opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation 
while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the 
historic town center.

HEBER
CITY

CH¿ ESTON
TIMBER LAKES

COMMENT PERIOD OPEN OCTOBER 5 - NOVEMBER 4, 2021
Comments may be submitted through the website, email, public 

meetings, voicemail or written letter. Visit the website for more details.

The same information will be presented at both meetings. A presentation 
will be made on Zoom, while the same information will be on display 
open house style at the in-person meeting.

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING 
October 5, 2021

PRESENTATION
THIS MEETING WILL 
BE HELD ON ZOOM

5:00-5:30 p.m. 
O & A
6:30-8:00 p.m.

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSE 
October 6, 2021

OPEN HOUSE 
5:00-8:00 p.m.

HEBER VALLEY 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
730 South 600 West 
Heber City, UT 84032

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
801-210-0498 or HeberValieyEISaiutah.gov by September 27. 2021.

For more information on the public meetings and conceptual 
alternatives, visit:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov
The environmental review, consultation and other actions reouired by applicable Federal environmental 
laws for this project are being„ or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.SC- 327 and a 
Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17. 2017. and executed by FHWA and UDOT

uvor

The Wi-Fi has been fantastic. No issues. We 
are very happy to have found a cost-effective 
solution for all our internet needs."

165 South 100 W«#t
Heber City, Utah 64032
(435) 654-1471 / Fax: (435) 654-5065
tvww, wa0atehwave.ee m

* Announcements
• Buslness Cards
• Business Formé / invoices
* Brochures » Calendars
* Carbonless Forms
• Envelopes • Flyers
• Laminating
• letterhead f Stationary
* Magazines • Newsletters
* Ftost Cards • Rack Cards
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Visit InspireSleepEvents.com to register.

Inspire is not for everyone. Talk to your doctor to see if it’s right for you, 
and review important safety information at InspireSleep.com.

Are you struggling 
 with CPAP?
Now there’s hope!

Hear from doctors in  your area about 
Inspire, a sleep apnea treatment that 

works inside your body.   
No mask. No hose. Just sleep.

FREE ONLINE EVENT

• Licensed Contractor Since 1992 • Lifetime Product & Labor Warranty      
• Drug Free & Background Checked Employees  

*Specials not valid with any other offers. Expires 10/31/2021. 

12 Month No-Interest Financing OAC  •  Senior & Veteran Discounts 

NO PAYMENTS  •  0% INTEREST 

Give us a day & we’ll give you a beautiful new shower with luxurious new fixtures in your 
choice of colors & style - installed by experts at a price you can afford.  

Receive $450 OFF your New Bathroom 
& PAY NOTHING FOR 12 MONTHS!* 

Update Your                     
Bathroom Today! 

 

Bath Remodeling                            
Shower Conversions                             

Tub-to-Shower Conversions 

PUBLIC  NOTICE

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSE

OPEN HOUSE   
5:00-8:00 p.m.

HEBER VALLEY 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
730 South 600 West 
Heber City, UT 84032

October 6, 2021

October 5, 2021

THIS MEETING WILL 
BE HELD ON ZOOM

PRESENTATION
5:00-5:30 p.m.
Q & A
6:30-8:00 p.m.

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is inviting the public 
to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-person, in early 
October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives in the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

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.

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
801-210-0498 or HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov by September 27, 2021.

For more information on the public meetings and conceptual 
alternatives, visit:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov

40

189

40

113

113

32

MIDWAYMIDWAY

HEBER 
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TIMBER LAKESTIMBER LAKES
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COMMENT PERIOD OPEN OCTOBER 5 - NOVEMBER 4, 2021
Comments may be submitted through the website, email, public

meetings, voicemail or written letter. Visit the website for more details.

The purpose of the Heber 
Valley Corridor EIS Project is 
to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R. 
32 to U.S. 189 and provide 
opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation 
while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the 
historic town center.

The same information will be presented at both meetings. A presentation 
will be made on Zoom, while the same information will be on display 
open house style at the in-person meeting.

Once Upon a Garden
Once Upon 

a Garden

Oct 14 - 31      On Sale Now!
R E D B U T T E G A R D E N . O R G

‘We’ve been bending over  
backwards to give this’ 

Doctors who are part of a working group 
setting guidelines for how monoclonal 
antibodies are used in Utah have similar 
concerns. Currently, just under 52% of 
all Utahns are fully vaccinated against 
COVID-19, meaning it’s been two weeks or 
more since their f inal dose, and there are few 
mask mandates.

“For those of us in the medical community, 
trying to piece all of this together, it’s just really 
frustrating,” said Dr. Emily Spivak, a University 
of Utah Health infectious diseases physician. 
She took issue with Adams’ statements 
suggesting the treatment is not being used 
enough.

“It sounded a little bit like blaming us, and 
none of which is true. We’ve been bending 
over backwards to give this. This will help keep 
people out of the hospital,” Spivak said, but 
“it’s very labor intensive. It’s distracting about 
what really should be the discussion, which is 
getting vaccinated and wearing masks.”

Spivak said Utah has been recognized 

nationally for including race in calculating 
whether someone qualif ies for the treatment. 
The federal combatcovid.hhs.gov website 
includes details of Intermountain Healthcare’s 
“equitable risk-adapted strategy” for using 
monoclonal antibodies among its promising 
practices for health care professionals.

Utahns “def initely should not be relying on 
this treatment to save them. Again, if people get 
sick and they’re not vaccinated and they’re high 
risk, we will of course do our best to get them 
this therapy,” she said, adding, however, “it is 
much more effective, cheaper, easier, to get the 
vaccine than these monoclonal antibodies.”

Dr. Brandon Webb, an Intermountain 
Healthcare infectious diseases physician.  also 
said there’s “a very real risk” the treatment 
may become a disincentive for some people to 
get vaccinated.

“Monoclonal antibodies are simply not a 
substitute for vaccinations,” Webb said.

He said that makes it “really important that 
we continue to message correct information, 
which is that no secondary preventative or 
treatment option can take the place of the 
benef its of primary prevention, including 
vaccination, social distancing, limiting 
gatherings and masks where appropriate.

TREATMENT FROM A10

dn09_24_21_p_a_11.pdf   1 23-Sep-21   19:54:40
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Ronald Scott Gressmen

MANTI- Ronald (Scott) 
Gressmen, 63, of Manti, 
passed away on Monday, 
Sept. 20,2021, after complica-
tions from pneumonia and 
cancer. He chose to go peace-
fully on his own terms and so 
he did.

Scott was born on Jan. 23, 
1958, in Murray, to Donald 
Jack and Gayle Ruth (Perry) 
Gressmen. He grew up in 
Utah, calling Wasatch County, 
Carbon County and Sanpete 
County home for most of his

life. After losing his first wife, 
to whom he was married to 
for 37.5 years, he married his 
current wife MiChele on Feb. 
13,2016, who was by his side 
until the very end. He loved 
MiChele, his kids and grand- 
kids and will truly be missed. 
Scott was an avid hunter and 
fisherman. You could always 
find him on a mountain or sit-
ting in a good hole on his fa-
vorite lakes.

Scott loved sitting around 
a good campfire picking his 
guitar and singing to anyone 
who would listen. He loved 
writing music and loved 
singing even more. Scott was 
a big fan of camping trips, 
whether it be for the elk or 
deer hunt, or to just get 
friends and family together. 
You could always find him 
cheering on the Dallas Cow-
boys or on the golf links with 
his brothers being competi-
tive. Scott's love for horses 
was a beautiful thing and he 
had a passion for them. Scott 
was the shortest brother in his 
family, but the one with die 
loudest personality. Everyone 
knew he was there before

they saw him. He was always 
the life of the party and wel-
comed anyone to join.

Scott is preceded in death 
by his first wife, Trish; his 
parents; grandparents; uncle 
Mish; nephew J ake, and a few 
best friends.

He is survived by his wife 
MiChele (Fryant) Gressmen; 
daughter, Courtney (Jeff) 
Hawkins; son, Garrett Gress-
men; step-daughter, Abbey 
(Luis) Duran; step-sons, Tay-
lor, Quincy and Reagan; 7 
grandchildren and siblings, 
Don, Bob, John, Teresa, Gayla 
and Frank; and several nieces 
and nephews.

The family would like to 
thank the doctors and nurses 
at the Huntsman's Cancer In-
stitute ICU, for all they did 
for our husband/dad 
through his final week of life. 
You are greatly appreciated.

Cremation services have 
been held and a Celebration 
of Life will be held on Oct. 10, 
starting at noon, in the Manti 
City Park.

Funeral directors: Magelby 
Mortuary, Richfield, Salina 
and Manti.

Go Classifieds! It Pays 

654-1471

HEBER CITY

STORAGE
435-654-7036

1970 South Daniels Road Heber City, Utah 84032 
www.hebercitystorage.com

Unit Sizes 10x10 to 10x40 • Open Storage (Boat, RV, ATV, etc.) * Fenced & Lighted 
Electric Keypad Gate Access * Close to Airport on Daniels Road
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Oct. 7,1921

Charleston: George Casper
of Tabiona is visiting relatives 
here.

Johnnie Brown of Califor-
nia is visiting his mother, Mrs. 
l.N. Brown.

Mr. and Mrs. Angus 
Thacker are rejoicing over a 
new boy at their home last 
Sunday.

Mr. and Mrs. Stanley from 
Tabiona were the guests of 
Mr. and Mrs. Angus Thacker 
last Saturday.

Mrs. Belle Moulton of 
Heber and Mrs. Marion Ivie 
from Tabiona are the guests of 
Mrs. C.E. Thacker.

Mrs. Hartley Carlile enter-
tained at a shower last Satur-
day evening for Mr. and Mrs. 
Coon of Magna, formerly 
Miss Fern Simmons.

Mrs. Lottie Wright has re-
turned from California where 
she has been visiting her 
daughters Mima and Elsie for 
the past three months.

Mr. and Mrs. Frank Web-
ster and Mrs. Sylvia Jenkins 
have spent several days at 
Duchesne.

Would Get Jobs For Men - 
State president of Oregon's 
Woman's Auxiliary plans to 
oust women who do not need 
to work

Hot weather frequently 
will cause clocks and watches 
long out of use to start run-
ning. The heat melts the old 
oil which has hardened and 
clogging die bearings.

The Thousand Islands - 
The Thousand islands is the 
name given to a collection of

small islands in the expansion 
of the St, Lawrence river from 
the eastern end of Lake On-
tario for about forty miles. 
They are located partly in 
New York state and partly in 
Canada. It is estimated that 
there are from 1,500 to 1,800 
islands in die group. Hand-
some summer residences 
have been erected on many of 
the islands. Large hotels fur-
nish accommodations for 
many city visitors during the 
summer.

From the Atlantic coast to 
the Mississippi river on 
paved roads! This may sound 
like a motorist's dream, but it 
will be actually possible to 
make such a trip this fall. The 
last stretch of the national 
pike in Illinois will be com-
pleted dien. Never before has 
such a long paved road been 
possible in this country.

—Compiled by June Muir

P U B L I C  N O T I C E

Heber Valley Corridor
MM ENVIRONMENTAL M IMPACT STATEMENT

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is inviting the public 
to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-person, in early 
October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives in the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

Woodsy Owl says 
for Clean Air Ride a Bike

Give a hoot. 
Don’t pollute.

Forest Service, U.S.D.A. EË9

i

Serving Heber 
for 20 Years

Home Town Service

Cutting Edge 
Technology

Heather Hellberg M.S., 
CCC-A Audiologist
Your Hearing Specialist

- Service & Repairs On All Makes -

Call for Appointment 
Heber * 800-647-9036 

114 South 200 West • Heber City, UT

e purpose of the Heber 
Valley Corridor EIS Project is 
to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R. 
32 to U.S. 189 and provide 
opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation 
while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the 
historic town center.

TIMBER LAKES

COMMENT PERIOD OPEN OCTOBER 5 -  NOVEMBER 4,  2021
Comments may be submitted through the website, email, public 

meetings, voicemail or written letter. Visit the website for more details.

The same information will be presented at both meetings. A presentation 
will be made on Zoom, while the same information will be on display 
open house style at the in-person meeting.

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING
October 5,  2021

PRESENTATION
5:00-5:30 p.m.

Q & A
5:30-8:00 p.m.

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSE 
October 6,  2021

HEBER VALLEY  
OPEN HOUSE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
5:00-8:00 p.m. 730 South 600 West

Heber City, UT 84032

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
801-210-0498 or HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov by September 27, 2021.

For more information on the public meetings and conceptual
alternatives, visit:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov
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.

UmXTT
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THIS  MEETING WILL  
BE HELD ON ZOOM

- Wedding -
- Graduation -
- Anniversary -

- Baptism - 
- Birth -

- Birthday -
any other 
Special 

Occasion
or just a 

Backyard BBQ

http://www.hebercitystorage.com
mailto:HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov
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PUBLIC  NOTICE

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSE

OPEN HOUSE   
5:00-8:00 p.m.

HEBER VALLEY 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
730 South 600 West 
Heber City, UT 84032

October 6, 2021

October 5, 2021

THIS MEETING WILL 
BE HELD ON ZOOM

PRESENTATION
5:00-5:30 p.m.
Q & A
5:30-8:00 p.m.

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is inviting the public 
to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-person, in early 
October regarding conceptual transportation alternatives in the area 
of U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189. UDOT is seeking comments on the 
range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and 
identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. 
Please join us!

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.

Individuals without internet access or needing special accommodations 
(including auxiliary communications aids and services or language 
translation) for the meetings should notify the project team at 
801-210-0498 or HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov by September 27, 2021.

For more information on the public meetings and conceptual 
alternatives, visit:

HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov
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COMMENT PERIOD OPEN OCTOBER 5 - NOVEMBER 4, 2021
Comments may be submitted through the website, email, public

meetings, voicemail or written letter. Visit the website for more details.

The purpose of the Heber 
Valley Corridor EIS Project is 
to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R. 
32 to U.S. 189 and provide 
opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation 
while allowing Heber City to 
meet their vision for the 
historic town center.

The same information will be presented at both meetings. A presentation 
will be made on Zoom, while the same information will be on display 
open house style at the in-person meeting.

Sen. Mitt Romney wants Democrats to 
remove “harmful” penalties for marriage from 
their so-called human infrastructure bill that 
he says would discourage people from tying 
the knot.

The Utah Republican along with 32 of his 
GOP Senate colleagues sent a letter Wednesday 
to Senate Majority Leader Chuck Schumer, 
D-N.Y., and Sen. Ron Wyden, D-Ore., Senate 
Finance Committee chairman, outlining their 
arguments against the provisions.

“Discouraging marriage is not in our 
country’s best interest and sends the wrong 
message to our families,” according to the 
letter. “We believe that marriage is a vital 
social good. It is misguided and unfair for 
the government to build bigger barriers for 
couples to marry.”

Earlier this year, Romney proposed sending 
monthly government checks to families for 
children as a way to encourage marriage 
and raise the birth rate in the United States, 
both of which he says are going in the wrong 
direction.

Federal policy should be designed to foster 
strong marriages, which are the foundation of 
strong families and strong communities, the 
GOP senators wrote in the letter.

“Unfortunately, despite its original rollout 
as part of the ‘American Families Plan,’ the 
current draft of the reconciliation bill takes 
an existing marriage penalty in the Earned 
Income Tax Credit and makes it significantly 
worse. This is not the only marriage penalty 
created or worsened by the partisan bill,” 
according to the letter.

The GOP senators contend that the tax 

credit is an important policy tool to incentivize 
work, but it is also embedded with small, but 
damaging, marriage penalties. 

For example, they said, a couple in 2019 with 
two children where one parent earns $12,000 
and the other $30,000 could pay $1,578 more 
in taxes if they are married — or nearly 4% of 
their yearly earnings. 

The reconciliation bill could make the same 
family significantly worse off. It could nearly 
double the marriage penalty, costing the 
same parents $2,713 if they choose to marry, 
according to the senators.

Current marriage penalties occur when a 
household’s overall tax bill increases due to a 
couple marrying and filing taxes jointly. 

A number of other federal programs, such 
as Medicaid, Temporary Assistance for Needy 
Families, and Section 8 housing assistance 
also create marriage penalties by eliminating 
or reducing benefits for couples who marry. 

Congress considers those policies 
individually, disregarding the significant 
financial hurdles that the combined effect can 
create for low-income couples to marry, the 
senators wrote.

Senate Budget Committee Democrats and 
the White House agreed to a $3.5 trillion 
“human infrastructure” package earlier this 
summer. It includes government assistance 
for child care, paid leave, free community 
college, and programs to combat climate 
change and expand health insurance 
access. Democrats plan to pay for it with 
tax increases on wealthy individuals and 
corporations. 

The bill can only pass the Senate through 
reconciliation, a process that allows legislation 
to pass with a simple majority rather than the 
usually required 60 votes.

Why Romney, GOP colleagues say 
Democrats’ ‘human infrastructure’ 

bill would deter marriage
Utah Republican senator says federal policies 
should be designed to encourage marriage

By Dennis Romboy
Deseret News

Sen. Mitt Romney, R-Utah, returns to his office after a vote at the Capitol in Washington on Wednesday.

J. Scott Applewhite, Associated Press

POLITICS

“ We believe that marriage is a vital 
social good. It is misguided and 
unfair for the government to build 
bigger barriers for couples to 
marry.”

   — From a letter signed by Sen. Mitt Romney and 32 other GOP senators

Sen. Mike Lee took another shot Wednesday 
at President Joe Biden’s COVID-19 vaccine 
mandate, but struck out for the second day in 
a row.

This time the Utah Republican proposed 
legislation he dubbed the “Don’t Jab Me 
Act” that would allow people who lose 
their jobs or their livelihoods because of 
the vaccine requirements to sue the federal 
government.

“The bill would make these very Americans 
whole after the president of the United States 
made working impossible for them,” Lee said 
on the Senate floor.

Sen. Dick Durbin, D-Ill., objected to Lee’s 
attempt to pass the measure by unanimous 
consent, sending it to defeat in the same 
fashion as his legislation Tuesday.

The “very vague” language in the bill 
would prompt a flood of lawsuits by people 
claiming that the vaccine mandate harmed 
them in a physical or nonphysical way, Durbin 
said. In the rare case that a person suffers 
physical injury as a result of a COVID-19 shot, 
there’s already a system in place to provide 
compensation, he said.

Durbin also displayed a chart showing 
coronavirus infection and death rates in the 24 
states, including Utah, that have threatened 
to sue Biden if the mandate becomes law.

“Well, it turns out the infection rate for 
COVID-19 is more than twice in those states 
as it is in the states not filing these lawsuits. 
The death rate is almost three times the rate 
of those states that didn’t file a lawsuit and 
the vaccination rates are significantly lower,” 
he said.

Under Biden’s plan, companies with 100 or 
more employees would have to require their 
workers to be vaccinated or undergo at least 
weekly coronavirus testing. Businesses that 
don’t comply could face fines of up to $14,000 

per violation. The Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration is to issue an 
emergency temporary standard implementing 
the new requirement, which will cover 80 
million private-sector workers. 

In announcing the plan earlier this month, 
Biden said it’s “not about freedom or personal 
choice.”

Lee, who has received the COVID-19 vaccine 
and supports vaccination, said his bill is about 
allowing people to obtain redress for, among 
other things, the “awful Hobson’s choice” they 
are facing and increasingly going to face as the 
mandate kicks in. People shouldn’t have to 
choose between their jobs and personal health 
care decisions, he said.

His office is in contact with 144 Utahns, 
including pregnant mothers, medical 
professionals and essential workers, who 
are concerned about being required to get 
the vaccine, Lee said. Doctors, he said, have 
advised some people to not get the vaccine due 
to autoimmune deficiencies or other medical 
reasons. Others don’t get the shot for religious 
reasons, he said.

“These Americans are not the enemy,” he 
said. “President Biden and those who support 
this effort are grasping for solutions they 
believe can bolster their political position 
and shift the blame on the status of the 
pandemic.”

Lee reiterated his belief that the president 
lacks the authority to issue the mandate, 
and that in merely announcing it, has turned 
businesses into the “COVID-19 vaccine police 
for the entire country.”

The senator said it “stuns” him to think that 
a sweeping federal mandate could be about 
anything other than freedom and personal 
choice.

“It’s like robbing a bank and then saying it’s 
not about the money,” he said.

Lee said he intends to keep filing bills 
“as long as it takes to fight this egregious 
mandate.”

Lee strikes out in 
attempts to end 

vaccine mandate
Utah Republican’s ‘Don’t Jab Me Act’ goes 
down to defeat on Wednesday in the Senate

By Dennis Romboy
Deseret News
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
 

UDOT To Hold Public Meetings for Heber Valley EIS 
Transportation Alternatives 

Concepts to be released Oct. 1; comment period runs Oct. 5 - Nov. 4
 
Heber City, Utah (Sept 27, 2021) — The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) 
will hold public meetings for conceptual alternatives identified as part of the Heber 
Valley Corridor Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Two public meetings, one 
virtual and one in-person, are scheduled for early October as follows:

Virtual Meeting: Oct. 5 from 5 - 8 p.m. Meeting will be held via  Zoom. A link 
will be provided in advance on the project Facebook page and project website. 
Project team members will give a formal presentation at the beginning of the 
meeting, which will be followed by a question & answer session. For those who 
miss the formal presentation, it will be recorded for the public to review. 

In-person Open House: Oct. 6 from 5 - 8 p.m. at Heber Valley Elementary 
School, 730 S 600 W, Heber City
At the in-person meeting, the community will have an opportunity to review the 
materials and speak directly with team members. While no formal presentation 
is planned for the in-person open house event, the same information presented 
in the virtual meeting will be available at this meeting.

UDOT plans to make the conceptual alternatives available on the study website 
ahead of the public meetings, as early as Friday Oct. 1.  Thirteen alternatives have 
been developed: six concepts focus on improving U.S. 40, four concepts for a 
western bypass, three concepts for an eastern bypass and a transit option based on 
the recommendations of Wasatch County Transit Study (2020). These alternative 
concepts were developed using information from previous studies, public comments 
and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS project team. 

mailto:gdupaix@utah.gov


During this phase of the EIS, the public is encouraged to review the conceptual 
alternatives and provide comments starting Oct. 5. UDOT is seeking comments on 
the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives and identification of 
any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The public comment period will be 
open from Oct. 5 through Nov. 4, 2021.  

To learn more about the project and submit comments when the comment period 
opens, citizens can use the contact information provided below:

Website: hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov

Email: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov

Phone: 801-210-0498 

“Public input helped inform the development of these concepts,” said Craig Hancock, 
UDOT Project Manager. “We hope that the community will continue to provide their 
input to us during this stage of the process. We want to develop solutions that meet 
the project’s purpose and improve transportation for the valley.”

Following the scoping period held last April, UDOT also revised the study’s purpose 
and need statement to include opportunities for non-motorized transportation (or 
active transportation) as a primary purpose. Accommodations for non-motorized 
transportation such as cycling and walking could be provided through trails, bike 
lanes etc., and will be incorporated into alternative concepts that pass the screening 
process.

Those without internet access or requiring language or other accommodations to 
participate in the process are asked to notify the project team at 801-210-0498 or 
hebervalleyeis@utah.gov for assistance.

###

-- 

Geoff Dupaix | Region Three Senior Communications Manager

https://nam12.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fhebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov%2F&data=04%7C01%7CAndrea.Clayton%40hdrinc.com%7C0fca2f52a5564c25d2a908d981e33f91%7C3667e201cbdc48b39b425d2d3f16e2a9%7C0%7C0%7C637683635308071449%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=eBglneBHm8UFsNkXrWvqDuZz5Jj7RmdcEp8MPiLbN3g%3D&reserved=0
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NOTIFICATION

Public Meetings Planned for October

https://fgme.campaign-view.com/ua/viewinbrowser?od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&rd=1975d6b6fb2b89c4&sd=1975d6b6fb2b875d&n=11699e4bf68ed94&mrd=1975d6b6fb2b8747&m=1


1/4/22, 2:42 PMState of Utah Mail - NOTIFICATION: Heber Valley Corridor EIS Update & Public Meetings

Page 2 of 5https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=5c984d4ebc&view=pt&search=…read-f%3A1710919018533905535&simpl=msg-f%3A1710919018533905535

Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Study Team is providing you an

update regarding our activities and what to expect in the coming months.

Based on comments received during the scoping period held earlier this year,

UDOT revised the study’s purpose and need to include opportunities for non-

motorized transportation (or active transportation) as a primary purpose. Non-

motorized transportation was initially included as a secondary objective.

Accommodations for non-motorized transportation such as cycling and walking

could be provided through trails, bike lanes etc., and will be incorporated into

alternative concepts that pass the screening process.

A revised Purpose and Need Technical Report will be available when we present

the conceptual alternatives in early October. As a reminder, the purpose and

need drives the environmental study process and lays a foundation for the types

of alternatives developed. The screening criteria will be used to screen potential

alternatives. 

The study team has begun preliminary work on developing alternatives and has

identified a range of conceptual alternatives to address the purpose and need.

These include concepts that improve U.S. 40 along its current alignment, west

bypass options, east bypass options, a one-way-couplet, and transit. These

concepts were informed by previous studies, public comments received

throughout the current study, and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS team. At

this phase of the process, the alternatives are conceptual only. Alternative

concepts that do not meet the purpose and need, or that perform similarly to

other alternatives but have greater impacts to key resources, will be eliminated

during the screening process. The remaining concepts will be developed further

before the detailed impacts analysis.
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Virtual and in-person public meetings are planned in early October to present

the concepts for public and agency review and comment. The virtual meeting is

planned for October 5 and will be followed by an in-person meeting scheduled

for October 6. The 30-day public comment period is scheduled to run from

October 5 through November 4. During the comment period, UDOT will be

seeking comments on the range of alternatives under consideration, criteria

used to screen alternatives, and identification of social, economic, and

environmental considerations.

More details on the public meetings and the alternative
concepts will be placed on the website in advance of the

October 5 virtual meeting.
   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

The project team presented a project update to the Midway City Council and

Wasatch County Council. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. The team will also be presenting to Heber City Council on Sept.

21.

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process
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To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

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.
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

UDOT is inviting the community to two public meetings, one virtual and one in-

person, to review the conceptual transportation alternatives the project team has

developed for the EIS. 

The virtual public meeting is October 5 from 5:00 - 8:00pm on Zoom, with a

presentation followed by a question & answer session. 

The in-person open house is October 6 from 5:00 - 8:00pm at Heber Valley

Elementary School, where the community will have an opportunity to review

the materials and speak directly with team members. 

While no formal presentation is planned for the in-person open house event, the

same information will be presented at both meetings. Please review the

participant guides prior to attending each meeting for details on what to expect.

Oct. 5 Virtual Meeting Guide

Oct. 6 In-Person Open House Guide

Alternative Concepts Developed

The study team has begun preliminary work on developing alternatives and has

identified a range of conceptual alternatives to address the purpose and need.

These include concepts that improve U.S. 40 along its current alignment, west

bypass options, east bypass options, a one-way-couplet, and transit. 

At this phase of the process, the alternatives are conceptual only. Alternative

concepts that do not meet the purpose and need, or that perform similarly to

other alternatives but have greater impacts to key resources, will be eliminated
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during the screening process. The remaining concepts will be developed further

before the detailed impacts analysis.

More details on the alternative concepts will be placed on the
website in advance of the October 5 virtual meeting.

   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process
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To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

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.
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS project team.

These alternative concepts will be evaluated in a multi-level screening process

to determine which alternatives will be carried forward for detailed environmental

analysis.

Four alternative concepts for a western bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western bypass

concepts generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City

and Wasatch County. These three bypass concepts have an option to realign

U.S. 189. The fourth extends farther to the north.

Three alternative concepts for an eastern bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

bypass concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200

East (Mill Road).

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without
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the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

Submit Comment

   

Public Meetings To Be Held On October 5&6
Virtual Meeting on Oct. 5 & In-Person Open House on Oct. 6

UDOT will be hosting a virtual public meeting and presentation on October 5 to

review the alternative concepts and answer questions, along with an in-person

open house on October 6 at the Heber Valley Elementary School.

The virtual public meeting is October 5 from 5:00 - 8:00pm on Zoom, with a

presentation followed by a question & answer session. 

Please review the participant guide prior to attending the meeting for
details on what to expect.

Join Oct. 5 Zoom Meeting

Oct. 5 Virtual Meeting Guide

The in-person open house is October 6 from 5:00 - 8:00pm at Heber Valley

Elementary School, where the community will have an opportunity to review

the materials and speak directly with team members. While no formal

presentation is planned for the in-person open house event, the same
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information will be presented at both meetings. 

Please review the participant guide prior to attending the meeting for
details on what to expect.

Oct. 6 In-Person Open House Guide

If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 by October 3 for assistance with

participating in the meeting, viewing materials or providing comments. Hard

copies of project information are available to view at the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

Public Comment Period Open Next Tuesday
October 5 through November 4

A 30-day public comment period begins on October 5. UDOT is asking the

public to comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen

alternatives, and identification of any social, economic, and environmental

impacts. The 13 concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process

based on how well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential

impacts to key resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be

evaluated in detail in the Draft EIS.  

Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 
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The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process
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To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

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.

This email was sent by hebervalleyeis@utah.gov to hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
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UDOT Heber Valley Corridor EIS | c/o HDR 2825 E Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200 Salt Lake City, UT 84121
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Virtual Public Meeting Tonight on Zoom
Presentation begins at 5:00pm, followed by Q&A until 8:00pm
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT will be hosting a virtual public meeting and presentation tonight,

October 5 to review the alternative concepts and answer questions.

The virtual public meeting will run from 5:00 - 8:00pm on Zoom, with a

presentation followed by a question & answer session. The meeting will be

recorded and also live-streamed to the Heber EIS Facebook Group.

Please review the participant guide prior to attending the meeting for
details on what to expect.

Join Oct. 5 Zoom Meeting

Oct. 5 Virtual Meeting Guide

If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498  for assistance with participating in the

meeting, viewing materials or providing comments. Hard copies of project

information are available to view at the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

Alternative Concepts Information Available
for Review on Website

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8d7&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
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UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS project team.

These alternative concepts will be evaluated in a multi-level screening process

to determine which alternatives will be carried forward for detailed environmental

analysis.

Four alternative concepts for a western bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western bypass

concepts generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City

and Wasatch County. These three bypass concepts have an option to realign

U.S. 189. The fourth extends farther to the north.

Three alternative concepts for an eastern bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

bypass concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200

East (Mill Road).

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
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website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

Submit Comment

   

Public Open House On October 6
Open House begins at 5:00pm - no formal presentation

All materials that will be displayed at the open house are available to
view on the project website.

The in-person open house is October 6 from 5:00 - 8:00pm at Heber Valley

Elementary School, where the community will have an opportunity to review

the materials and speak directly with team members. While no formal

presentation is planned for the in-person open house event, the same

information will be presented at both meetings. 

Please review the participant guide prior to attending the meeting for
details on what to expect.

Oct. 6 In-Person Open House Guide

   

Public Comment Period Opens Today
October 5 through November 4

A 30-day public comment period begins on October 5. UDOT is asking the

public to comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen

alternatives, and identification of any social, economic, and environmental

impacts. The 13 concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process

based on how well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential

 

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8db&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8dd&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
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impacts to key resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be

evaluated in detail in the Draft EIS.  

Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8e1&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8e3&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8e5&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8e7&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
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Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8eb&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8f3&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e041d&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2de8f5&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e069c
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental

laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a

Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.
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Public Open House Tonight
Open House begins at 5:00pm - no formal presentation
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1/4/22, 2:49 PMState of Utah Mail - Reminder: Public Open House Tonight at 5:00pm

Page 2 of 7https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=5c984d4ebc&view=pt&search…read-f%3A1712892347744908290&simpl=msg-f%3A1712892347744908290

All materials that will be displayed at the open house are available to
view on the project website.

The in-person open house is October 6 from 5:00 - 8:00pm at Heber Valley

Elementary School, where the community will have an opportunity to review

the materials and speak directly with team members. While no formal

presentation is planned for the in-person open house event, the same

information will be presented at both meetings. 

Please review the participant guide prior to attending the meeting for
details on what to expect.

Oct. 6 In-Person Open House Guide

If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance with participating in the

meeting, viewing materials or providing comments. Hard copies of project

information are available to view at the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

Alternative Concepts Information Available
for Review on Website

UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS project team.

These alternative concepts will be evaluated in a multi-level screening process

to determine which alternatives will be carried forward for detailed environmental

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a24&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/465+E+1200+S?entry=gmail&source=g
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analysis.

Four alternative concepts for a western bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western bypass

concepts generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City

and Wasatch County. These three bypass concepts have an option to realign

U.S. 189. The fourth extends farther to the north.

Three alternative concepts for an eastern bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

bypass concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200

East (Mill Road).

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

Submit Comment

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a26&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a28&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
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Public Comment Period Open October 5 through
November 4

A 30-day public comment period is currently open. UDOT is asking the public to

comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives,

and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The 13

concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process based on how

well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential impacts to key

resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be evaluated in detail

in the Draft EIS.  

Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

 

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a2a&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a2c&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
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Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a2e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a30&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a32&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a34&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
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Website Email Facebook

Twitter

Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a3c&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a3e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a40&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a42&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a44&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a46&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2e6d91&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2e6a3a&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2e7011
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental

laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a

Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.
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Heber Valley EIS <hebervalleyeis@utah.gov>

NOTIFICATION: Recording of Virtual Meeting Available
1 message

Heber Valley Corridor EIS Project Team <hebervalleyeis@utah.gov> Fri, Oct 8, 2021 at 7:00 PM
Reply-To: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
To: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov

Can't read or see images?  View this email in a browser

   

Virtual Public Meeting Recording Available

https://fgme.campaign-view.com/ua/viewinbrowser?od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&rd=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4&sd=1975d6b6fb2ef649&n=11699e4c231f826&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&m=1
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On Facebook Group & YouTube

All materials that were displayed at the Oct. 6 open house
are available to view on the project website.

Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT hosted two public meetings, one virtual (10/5/21) and one in-person

(10/6/21), to review the conceptual transportation alternatives the project team

has developed for the EIS. The same information was presented at both

meetings.

For those unable to attend either of the meetings, a full recording of the virtual

meeting is available to view on the Heber Valley Corridor EIS Facebook Group

and YouTube.

View Full Recording in Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4eb&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4e7&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4e9&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
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If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance with participating in the

meeting, viewing materials or providing comments. Hard copies of project

information are available to view at the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

Alternative Concepts Information Available
for Review on Website

https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/465+E+1200+S?entry=gmail&source=g
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UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS project team.

These alternative concepts will be evaluated in a multi-level screening process

to determine which alternatives will be carried forward for detailed environmental

analysis.

Four alternative concepts for a western bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western bypass

concepts generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City

and Wasatch County. These three bypass concepts have an option to realign

U.S. 189. The fourth extends farther to the north.

Three alternative concepts for an eastern bypass have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

bypass concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200

East (Mill Road).

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project

 



1/4/22, 2:50 PMState of Utah Mail - NOTIFICATION: Recording of Virtual Meeting Available

Page 5 of 8https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=5c984d4ebc&view=pt&search=…read-f%3A1713101848213636106&simpl=msg-f%3A1713101848213636106

website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

Submit Comment

   

Public Comment Open October 5 through
November 4

A 30-day public comment period is currently open. UDOT is asking the public to

comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives,

and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The 13

concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process based on how

well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential impacts to key

resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be evaluated in detail

in the Draft EIS.  

Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

View Project Team Presentations

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4ef&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4f1&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4f3&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4f5&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
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to Local Governments
The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4f7&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4f9&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4fb&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef4fd&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef505&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef507&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef509&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef50b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef50d&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef50f&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ef62f&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef503&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ef8b4
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental

laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a

Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS, which include options for U.S. 40, western routes, eastern routes and

transit. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments from the previous EIS comment periods and traffic

analysis conducted by the EIS project team. These alternative concepts will be

evaluated in a multi-level screening process to determine which alternatives will

be carried forward for detailed environmental analysis.

Public and agency comments helped define the project purpose and the range

of alternatives that should be evaluated in the EIS process, including the

recommendation to look at options for the east side. More information about

both comment periods, including all the comments submitted, is available in the

Early Scoping Summary Report and the Scoping Summary Report on the

project website. 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc37b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc377&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
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Submit Comment

U.S. 40 Concepts Information

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

View U.S. 40 Concepts Details

West Concepts Information
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Four alternative concepts for a western route have been developed. The primary

differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to the local

network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western concepts

generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City and

Wasatch County. These three concepts have an option to realign U.S. 189. The

fourth extends farther to the north.

There are numerous wetlands on the west side of Heber City where the western

concepts are located. If a west alternative were to be selected as the preferred,

it is highly likely that a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit would be required by

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for wetlands impacts. USACE will

not issue a permit without first evaluating whether there are alternatives that

avoid wetlands. If wetlands cannot be avoided, the impacts must be minimized

and then mitigated.

View West Concepts Details

East Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc385&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
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Three alternative concepts for an eastern route have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200 East (Mill

Road).

These are new concepts, as the previous planning studies had not identified

east options. NEPA regulations require the EIS team to explore and objectively

evaluate all reasonable alternatives. The regulations also require an opportunity

for agency and public involvement in defining the purpose and need and

determining the range of alternatives. The eastern alternative concepts come

from public comments and traffic analysis. 

Even if eastern concepts had not been suggested by the public, UDOT would

still need to evaluate them in the screening process as it is required by NEPA to

consider east options because they could be reasonable alternatives to meet

the project purpose. Traffic analysis shows the traffic coming to/from the

southwest and the southeast are roughly equal with 49% of the traffic on Main

Street traveling to/from U.S. 189 (towards Provo Canyon) and 44% traveling

to/from U.S. 40 (towards Daniels Canyon).
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View East Concepts Details

Transit Concept Information

View Wasatch County Transit Study

   

Public Comment Open October 5 through
November 4

A 30-day public comment period is currently open. UDOT is asking the public to

comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives,

and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The 13

concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process based on how

well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential impacts to key

resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be evaluated in detail

in the Draft EIS.  

 

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc389&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc38b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
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Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

   

Virtual Public Meeting Recording Available
On Facebook Group & YouTube

All materials that were displayed at the October 6 open house
are available to view on the project website.

UDOT hosted two public meetings, one virtual (October 5, 2021) and one in-

person (October 6, 2021), to review the conceptual transportation alternatives

the project team has developed for the EIS. The same information was

presented at both meetings.

For those unable to attend either of the meetings, a full recording of the virtual

meeting is available to view on the Heber Valley Corridor EIS Facebook Group

and YouTube or by clicking the image below.

View Presentation Only

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc38d&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc38f&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc395&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc391&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc393&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
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If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance viewing materials or

providing comments. Hard copies of project information are available to view at

the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/465+E+1200+S?entry=gmail&source=g
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The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc399&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc39b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc39d&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc39f&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc3a7&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc3a9&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc3ab&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc3ad&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb2ff7ff&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb2fc3af&repDgs=1975d6b6fb2ffa85
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental

laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a

Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS, which include options for U.S. 40, western routes, eastern routes and

transit. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments from the previous EIS comment periods and traffic

analysis conducted by the EIS project team. These alternative concepts will be

evaluated in a multi-level screening process to determine which alternatives will

be carried forward for detailed environmental analysis.

Public and agency comments helped define the project purpose and the range

of alternatives that should be evaluated in the EIS process, including the

recommendation to look at options for the east side. More information about

both comment periods, including all the comments submitted, is available in the

Early Scoping Summary Report and the Scoping Summary Report on the

project website. 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315ba2&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315b9e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315ba0&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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Submit Comment

U.S. 40 Concepts Information

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

View U.S. 40 Concepts Details

West Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315ba4&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315ba8&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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Four alternative concepts for a western route have been developed. The primary

differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to the local

network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western concepts

generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City and

Wasatch County. These three concepts have an option to realign U.S. 189. The

fourth extends farther to the north.

There are numerous wetlands on the west side of Heber City where the western

concepts are located. If a west alternative were to be selected as the preferred,

it is highly likely that a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit would be required by

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for wetlands impacts. USACE will

not issue a permit without first evaluating whether there are alternatives that

avoid wetlands. If wetlands cannot be avoided, the impacts must be minimized

and then mitigated.

View West Concepts Details

East Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bac&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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Three alternative concepts for an eastern route have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200 East (Mill

Road).

These are new concepts, as the previous planning studies had not identified

east options. NEPA regulations require the EIS team to explore and objectively

evaluate all reasonable alternatives. The regulations also require an opportunity

for agency and public involvement in defining the purpose and need and

determining the range of alternatives. The eastern alternative concepts come

from public comments and traffic analysis. 

Even if eastern concepts had not been suggested by the public, UDOT would

still need to evaluate them in the screening process as it is required by NEPA to

consider east options because they could be reasonable alternatives to meet

the project purpose. Traffic analysis shows the traffic coming to/from the

southwest and the southeast are roughly equal with 49% of the traffic on Main

Street traveling to/from U.S. 189 (towards Provo Canyon) and 44% traveling

to/from U.S. 40 (towards Daniels Canyon).
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View East Concepts Details

Transit Concept Information

View Wasatch County Transit Study

   

Public Comment Open October 5 through
November 4

A 30-day public comment period is currently open. UDOT is asking the public to

comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives,

and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The 13

concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process based on how

well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential impacts to key

resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be evaluated in detail

in the Draft EIS.  

 

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bb0&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bb2&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

   

Virtual Public Meeting Recording Available
On Facebook Group & YouTube

All materials that were displayed at the October 6 open house
are available to view on the project website.

UDOT hosted two public meetings, one virtual (October 5, 2021) and one in-

person (October 6, 2021), to review the conceptual transportation alternatives

the project team has developed for the EIS. The same information was

presented at both meetings.

For those unable to attend either of the meetings, a full recording of the virtual

meeting is available to view on the Heber Valley Corridor EIS Facebook Group

and YouTube or by clicking the image below.

View Presentation Only

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bb4&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bb6&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bbc&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bb8&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bba&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance viewing materials or

providing comments. Hard copies of project information are available to view at

the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/465+E+1200+S?entry=gmail&source=g
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The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bc0&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bc2&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bc4&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bc6&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bce&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bd0&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bd2&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bd4&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bd6&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bd8&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb317ab7&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315bcc&repDgs=1975d6b6fb317d34
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental

laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a

Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.

This email was sent by hebervalleyeis@utah.gov to hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
Not interested? Unsubscribe | Update profile

UDOT Heber Valley Corridor EIS | c/o HDR 2825 E Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200 Salt Lake City, UT 84121

Email Marketing by 

mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/ua/optout?od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&rd=1975d6b6fb317d34&sd=1975d6b6fb317ad1&n=11699e4c2a612f8
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/ua/upc?upd=1975d6b6fb0aa168&r=1975d6b6fb317d34&n=11699e4c2a612f8&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6
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Heber Valley EIS <hebervalleyeis@utah.gov>

Reminder: Comment Period Closes Tomorrow (11/4) at 11:59PM
1 message

Heber Valley Corridor EIS Project Team <hebervalleyeis@utah.gov> Wed, Nov 3, 2021 at 12:00 PM
Reply-To: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
To: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
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Alternative Concepts on Website
Comment Period Open Through November 4

https://fgme.campaign-view.com/ua/viewinbrowser?od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&rd=1975d6b6fb321594&sd=1975d6b6fb321331&n=11699e4c2eb9030&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&m=1
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS, which include options for U.S. 40, western routes, eastern routes and

transit. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments from the previous EIS comment periods and traffic

analysis conducted by the EIS project team. These alternative concepts will be

evaluated in a multi-level screening process to determine which alternatives will

be carried forward for detailed environmental analysis.

Public and agency comments helped define the project purpose and the range

of alternatives that should be evaluated in the EIS process, including the

recommendation to look at options for the east side. More information about

both comment periods, including all the comments submitted, is available in the

Early Scoping Summary Report and the Scoping Summary Report on the

project website. 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec70&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec6c&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec6e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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Submit Comment

U.S. 40 Concepts Information

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

View U.S. 40 Concepts Details

West Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec72&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec76&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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Four alternative concepts for a western route have been developed. The primary

differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to the local

network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western concepts

generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City and

Wasatch County. These three concepts have an option to realign U.S. 189. The

fourth extends farther to the north.

There are numerous wetlands on the west side of Heber City where the western

concepts are located. If a west alternative were to be selected as the preferred,

it is highly likely that a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit would be required by

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for wetlands impacts. USACE will

not issue a permit without first evaluating whether there are alternatives that

avoid wetlands. If wetlands cannot be avoided, the impacts must be minimized

and then mitigated.

View West Concepts Details

East Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec7a&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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Three alternative concepts for an eastern route have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200 East (Mill

Road).

These are new concepts, as the previous planning studies had not identified

east options. NEPA regulations require the EIS team to explore and objectively

evaluate all reasonable alternatives. The regulations also require an opportunity

for agency and public involvement in defining the purpose and need and

determining the range of alternatives. The eastern alternative concepts come

from public comments and traffic analysis. 

Even if eastern concepts had not been suggested by the public, UDOT would

still need to evaluate them in the screening process as it is required by NEPA to

consider east options because they could be reasonable alternatives to meet

the project purpose. Traffic analysis shows the traffic coming to/from the

southwest and the southeast are roughly equal with 49% of the traffic on Main

Street traveling to/from U.S. 189 (towards Provo Canyon) and 44% traveling

to/from U.S. 40 (towards Daniels Canyon).
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View East Concepts Details

Transit Concept Information

View Wasatch County Transit Study

   

Public Comment Open October 5 through
November 4

A 30-day public comment period is currently open. UDOT is asking the public to

comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives,

and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The 13

concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process based on how

well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential impacts to key

resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be evaluated in detail

in the Draft EIS.  

 

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec7e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec80&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

   

Virtual Public Meeting Recording Available
On Facebook Group & YouTube

All materials that were displayed at the October 6 open house
are available to view on the project website.

UDOT hosted two public meetings, one virtual (October 5, 2021) and one in-

person (October 6, 2021), to review the conceptual transportation alternatives

the project team has developed for the EIS. The same information was

presented at both meetings.

For those unable to attend either of the meetings, a full recording of the virtual

meeting is available to view on the Heber Valley Corridor EIS Facebook Group

and YouTube or by clicking the image below.

View Presentation Only

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec82&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec84&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec8a&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec86&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec88&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance viewing materials or

providing comments. Hard copies of project information are available to view at

the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/465+E+1200+S?entry=gmail&source=g
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The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec8e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec90&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec92&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec94&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec9c&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec9e&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31eca0&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31eca2&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31eca4&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31eca6&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb321317&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb31ec9a&repDgs=1975d6b6fb321594
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental

laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a

Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.

This email was sent by hebervalleyeis@utah.gov to hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
Not interested? Unsubscribe | Update profile

UDOT Heber Valley Corridor EIS | c/o HDR 2825 E Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200 Salt Lake City, UT 84121

Email Marketing by 

mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
mailto:hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/ua/optout?od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&rd=1975d6b6fb321594&sd=1975d6b6fb321331&n=11699e4c2eb9030
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/ua/upc?upd=1975d6b6fb0aa168&r=1975d6b6fb321594&n=11699e4c2eb9030&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6
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Heber Valley EIS <hebervalleyeis@utah.gov>

Reminder: Comment Period Closes Tonight (11/4) at 11:59PM
1 message

Heber Valley Corridor EIS Project Team <hebervalleyeis@utah.gov> Thu, Nov 4, 2021 at 8:00 AM
Reply-To: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
To: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov
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Alternative Concepts on Website
Comment Period Open Through November 4

https://fgme.campaign-view.com/ua/viewinbrowser?od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&rd=1975d6b6fb322604&sd=1975d6b6fb3223a2&n=11699e4c2a4c34a&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&m=1
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Thank you for your continued interest in the Heber Valley Corridor

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Utah Department of Transportation

(UDOT) is conducting an EIS to evaluate potential transportation solutions to

improve mobility through the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

UDOT has identified 13 alternative concepts that are under consideration in the

EIS, which include options for U.S. 40, western routes, eastern routes and

transit. Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous

studies, public comments from the previous EIS comment periods and traffic

analysis conducted by the EIS project team. These alternative concepts will be

evaluated in a multi-level screening process to determine which alternatives will

be carried forward for detailed environmental analysis.

Public and agency comments helped define the project purpose and the range

of alternatives that should be evaluated in the EIS process, including the

recommendation to look at options for the east side. More information about

both comment periods, including all the comments submitted, is available in the

Early Scoping Summary Report and the Scoping Summary Report on the

project website. 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-

Action Alternative to serve as a baseline for comparison of the action

alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 traffic conditions without

the Heber Valley Corridor Project and will be considered with the conceptual

alternatives.

Additional information on the alternative concepts and how
they will be evaluated are available for review on the project
website.

View All Alternative Concepts Materials

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c19&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c15&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c17&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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Submit Comment

U.S. 40 Concepts Information

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have been developed. These include

widening, intersection improvements, tunneling/bridging, converting to a one-

way couplet and utilizing reversible lanes between 500 North and 1200 South.

View U.S. 40 Concepts Details

West Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c1b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c1f&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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Four alternative concepts for a western route have been developed. The primary

differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to the local

network (interchange or intersection locations). Three western concepts

generally follow the corridor that has been preserved by Heber City and

Wasatch County. These three concepts have an option to realign U.S. 189. The

fourth extends farther to the north.

There are numerous wetlands on the west side of Heber City where the western

concepts are located. If a west alternative were to be selected as the preferred,

it is highly likely that a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit would be required by

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for wetlands impacts. USACE will

not issue a permit without first evaluating whether there are alternatives that

avoid wetlands. If wetlands cannot be avoided, the impacts must be minimized

and then mitigated.

View West Concepts Details

East Concepts Information

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c23&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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Three alternative concepts for an eastern route have been developed. The

primary differences between the alternatives are speed limit and connections to

the local network (interchange or intersection locations). Two of the eastern

concepts would be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be on 1200 East (Mill

Road).

These are new concepts, as the previous planning studies had not identified

east options. NEPA regulations require the EIS team to explore and objectively

evaluate all reasonable alternatives. The regulations also require an opportunity

for agency and public involvement in defining the purpose and need and

determining the range of alternatives. The eastern alternative concepts come

from public comments and traffic analysis. 

Even if eastern concepts had not been suggested by the public, UDOT would

still need to evaluate them in the screening process as it is required by NEPA to

consider east options because they could be reasonable alternatives to meet

the project purpose. Traffic analysis shows the traffic coming to/from the

southwest and the southeast are roughly equal with 49% of the traffic on Main

Street traveling to/from U.S. 189 (towards Provo Canyon) and 44% traveling

to/from U.S. 40 (towards Daniels Canyon).
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View East Concepts Details

Transit Concept Information

View Wasatch County Transit Study

   

Public Comment Open October 5 through
November 4

A 30-day public comment period is currently open. UDOT is asking the public to

comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives,

and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. The 13

concepts will be narrowed down through the screening process based on how

well they meet the project's purpose and need and potential impacts to key

resources. The concepts that pass through screening will be evaluated in detail

in the Draft EIS.  

 

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c27&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c29&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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Comments may be submitted through the project website, email, public

meetings, voicemail, or sending a letter to the study team by November 4

 Mailed comments need to be postmarked by November 4. 

The project team will collect all questions and comments submitted throughout

the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked

subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those

subjects, which will be posted on the project website.

Submit Comment

Project Contact Information

   

Virtual Public Meeting Recording Available
On Facebook Group & YouTube

All materials that were displayed at the October 6 open house
are available to view on the project website.

UDOT hosted two public meetings, one virtual (October 5, 2021) and one in-

person (October 6, 2021), to review the conceptual transportation alternatives

the project team has developed for the EIS. The same information was

presented at both meetings.

For those unable to attend either of the meetings, a full recording of the virtual

meeting is available to view on the Heber Valley Corridor EIS Facebook Group

and YouTube or by clicking the image below.

View Presentation Only

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c2b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c2d&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c33&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c2f&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c31&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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If you are aware of anyone in the community without internet access or needing

accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, please

notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance viewing materials or

providing comments. Hard copies of project information are available to view at

the following locations:

Heber City Administration: 75 N Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Administration: 25 North Main St, Heber City, UT

Wasatch County Public Library: 465 E 1200 S, Heber City, UT

   

View Project Team Presentations
to Local Governments

https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/75+N+Main+St,+Heber+City,+UT+Wasatch+County?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/465+E+1200+S?entry=gmail&source=g
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The project team presented a project update to the Heber City, Midway and

Wasatch County Councils. Click the links below to view/listen to the

presentations. 

Midway City Council - Sept. 7 (UDOT at 23:50)

Wasatch Co Council - Sept. 8 (UDOT at 12:10)

Heber City Council - Sept. 21 (UDOT at

1:15:30)

Wasatch Co Interlocal - Sept. 22 (UDOT at

2:30)

   

Heber Valley EIS Timeline & Process

To learn more about the environmental process that

UDOT is following, watch the video below.

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c37&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c39&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c3b&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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Website Email Facebook Twitter

   

Connect with us.
   

The project team has a Facebook Group where you can expect the most

accurate and up to date information on the study, direct from the source. We'll

be sharing project updates and information in this group and using this as a way

to live-stream public meetings so we encourage you to share this group with

your fellow community members to join the conversation.

Join the Facebook Group

https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c45&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604
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https://fgme.maillist-manage.com/click.zc?m=1&mrd=1975d6b6fb322388&od=3z9070a12c0158367ee48b67ae06b94801389cd0369e04fbd5342900fa2c96a1d6&linkDgs=1975d6b6fb315c43&repDgs=1975d6b6fb322604


1/4/22, 2:53 PMState of Utah Mail - Reminder: Comment Period Closes Tonight (11/4) at 11:59PM

Page 11 of 11https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=5c984d4ebc&view=pt&search…read-f%3A1715506452317628907&simpl=msg-f%3A1715506452317628907

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

VIRTUAL PUBLIC MEETING
PARTICIPANT GUIDE

AFTER THE MEETING
To view a recording of the public meeting, visit the project website. An email notification will be sent when
the recording is posted on the website.

Individuals Requiring Accommodations
For those without internet access or needing accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning,
please notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance with participating in the meeting, viewing materials or 
providing comments.

ABOUT THE MEETING
October 5, 2021 | 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Presentation 5:00 - 5:30 p.m. | Q&A 5:30 - 8:00 p.m.
• The meeting platform being used is Zoom; there is 1,000 participant capacity.
• If the meeting reaches capacity, others may leave and open up spaces so check back often. A live-stream of the 

meeting will be broadcast on the UDOT Heber Valley EIS Facebook group to accommodate additional viewers.
• A presentation will be given once at the start of the meeting. If you join late, you will miss the presentation. 
  A question and answer period will follow the presentation.
• The meeting and chat will be recorded as part of the project record.

DURING THE MEETING
• Only the presenter will be speaking during the presentation. All participants will be muted when the presenter 
   is speaking.
• Following the conclusion of the presentation, the project team will answer as many questions as possible during the 

remaining time.
• Participants will be able to ask questions through the chat box or verbally. Verbal questions are limited to three 

minutes.
• Verbal questions can be made by using the “Raise Hand” feature.
• Each medium will be alternated after each question asked, e.g. chat box, verbal, chat box, etc. 
• Participants will be limited to one question in order to make sure as many people as possible have an opportunity to 

ask a question. Questions will be answered in the order they are received. 
• Submitting a written question on any medium during the meeting does not guarantee it will be answered at that 

time. The project team will collect all questions submitted during the meeting and through the public comment 
period and group these according to commonly asked subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be 
developed to address those subjects and posted on the project website.

• Please respect the group and presenter. Questions or comments that include foul language, threats or obscenity will 
be deleted at UDOT's discretion. Those individuals will also be removed from the meeting.

• While useful to the project team, comments submitted during the meeting either verbally or through chat are not 
considered comments included in the project record. Please submit comments on the EIS through the o�cial 
project channels (email, website, voicemail, letter mailed to the project team) during the public comment period of 
October 5 to November 4, 2021:

ASKING A QUESTION FROM A COMPUTER
• During the meeting, click      at the bottom center of your PC or Mac screen.
• At the bottom of the window, click    . When it is your turn, the moderator will 
   unmute you.

ASKING A QUESTION FROM A MOBILE DEVICE OR TABLET ON THE ZOOM APP 
• Click       and then select    .
• To cancel your request, lower your hand. Lower it by clicking the       button and selecting     .

LISTENING TO THE MEETING ON A PHONE
Call in to listen to the meeting from a phone by dialing:
1-720-707-2699  |  1-888-788-0099 Toll-free  |  Meeting ID: 875 9030 9489  |  Passcode: 694468
Press *9 to “Raise Hand” if you would like to speak during the question/answer time. Your hand will be lowered by  
the moderator after you speak.

     Go to hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov to access the link for the meeting.

    Ensure you have either speakers or headphones to listen to the meeting.

JOINING THE MEETING FROM A COMPUTER OR AN APP

Website: hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov 

Email: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov

Project phone: 801-210-0498

Heber Valley Corridor EIS c/o HDR

2825 E Cottonwood Parkway # 200

Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121

More

More



La revisión ambiental, la consulta y otras acciones requeridas por las leyes ambientales federales pertinentes para este proyecto están siendo o han sido realizadas por el 
UDOT de conformidad con el Código de los Estados Unidos § 327, título 23, y un Memorando de Entendimiento fechado el 17 de enero de 2017 firmado por FHWA (Adminis-
tración Federal de Carreteras) y UDOT.

GUÍA DEL PARTICIPANTE PARA 
LA REUNIÓN PÚBLICA VIRTUAL

Para ver una grabación de la reunión pública, visite el sitio web del proyecto. Se enviará una notificación 
por correo electrónico cuando la grabación se publique en el sitio web.

DESPUÉS DE LA REUNIÓN

Personas que requieren adaptaciones
Para aquellos que no tengan acceso a Internet o necesiten adaptaciones, incluidas, entre otras, traducciones o subtítulos, 
notifíquenlo al equipo del proyecto al 801-210-0498 para que les ayuden a participar en la reunión, ver materiales o hacer 
comentarios.

SOBRE LA REUNIÓN
5 de octubre de 2021 | 5:00 p.m. a 8:00 p.m.
Presentación 5:00 - 5:30 p.m. | Preguntas y respuestas 5:30 p.m. a 8:00 p.m.
• La plataforma de reuniones que se utiliza es Zoom; hay una capacidad de 1.000 participantes.
• Si la reunión alcanza su capacidad máxima, es posible que otros se vayan y liberen espacios, así que vuelva a 

consultar con frecuencia. La reunión se transmitirá en vivo y directo en el Facebook grupo de la Declaración de 
Impacto Ambiental de Heber Valley del Departamento de Transporte de Utah (UDOT Heber Valley EIS) para llegar a 
más espectadores.

• Se realizará una presentación al inicio de la reunión. Si se une tarde, se perderá la presentación. Luego de la 
presentación, se habilitará un período de preguntas y respuestas.

• La reunión y el chat se grabarán como parte del registro del proyecto.

DURANTE LA REUNIÓN
• Solo el presentador hablará durante la presentación. Todos los participantes se silenciarán mientras el presentador hable.
• Tras la conclusión de la presentación, el equipo del proyecto responderá tantas preguntas como sea posible durante el 

tiempo restante.
• Los participantes podrán hacer preguntas a través del chat o verbalmente. Las preguntas verbales están limitadas a tres 

minutos.
• Las preguntas verbales se pueden hacer utilizando la función "Levantar la mano".
• Los medios se irán alternando después de cada pregunta formulada, por ejemplo, chat, pregunta verbal, chat, etc. 
• Los participantes se limitarán a hacer una sola pregunta para asegurarse de que la mayor cantidad de personas posible 

tenga la oportunidad de formular una pregunta. Las preguntas se responderán en el orden en que se reciban. 
• Enviar una pregunta por escrito en cualquier medio durante la reunión no garantiza que se responda en ese momento. El 

equipo del proyecto recopilará todas las preguntas enviadas durante la reunión y durante el período de comentarios 
públicos, y las agrupará de acuerdo con los temas más frecuentes. Se elaborará una guía de preguntas frecuentes para 
abordar esos temas y se publicará en el sitio web del proyecto.

• Por favor, respete al grupo y al presentador. Las preguntas o comentarios que incluyan lenguaje inapropiado, amenazas u 
obscenidades se eliminarán a discreción del Departamento de Transporte de Utah (UDOT). Esas personas también serán 
retiradas de la reunión.

• Aunque son útiles para el equipo del proyecto, los comentarios enviados durante la reunión, ya sea verbalmente o por 
chat, no se consideran comentarios incluidos en el registro del proyecto. Envíe sus comentarios sobre la Declaración de 
Impacto Ambiental (EIS) a través de los canales oficiales del proyecto (correo electrónico, sitio web, correo de voz, carta 
enviada al equipo del proyecto) durante el período de comentarios públicos del 5 de octubre al 4 de noviembre de 2021:

HACER UNA PREGUNTA DESDE UNA COMPUTADORA
• Durante la reunión, haga clic en      en la parte inferior central de la pantalla de su PC o Mac.
• En la parte inferior de la ventana, haga clic en    . Cuando sea su turno, el moderador le activará el micrófono.
• Para cancelar su solicitud, baje la mano. Baje haciendo clic en el mismo botón, ahora etiquetado como "Bajar la mano".

HACER UNA PREGUNTA DESDE UN DISPOSITIVO MÓVIL O TABLETA EN LA APLICACIÓN ZOOM 
• Haga clic en       y luego seleccione    .
• Para cancelar su solicitud, baje la mano. Baje la mano haciendo clic en el botón       y seleccione    .

ESCUCHAR LA REUNIÓN POR TELÉFONO
Llame para escuchar la reunión desde un teléfono marcando:
1-720-707-2699 | 1-888-788-0099 sin cargo | ID de reunión: 875 9030 9489 | Código de acceso: 694468

Presione *9 para "Levantar la mano" si quiere hablar durante el tiempo de preguntas y respuestas. El moderador le 
bajará la mano después de hablar.

     Vaya a hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov para acceder al enlace de la reunión.

    Asegúrese de tener altavoces o auriculares para escuchar la reunión.

UNIRSE A LA REUNIÓN DESDE UNA COMPUTADORA O UNA APLICACIÓN

Página Web: hebervalleyeis.udot.utah.gov 

Correo electrónico: hebervalleyeis@utah.gov

Teléfono del proyecto: 801-210-0498

Heber Valley Corridor EIS c/o HDR

2825 E Cottonwood Parkway # 200

Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121

 Más

 Más



Virtual Public Meeting

October 5, 2021



Project Team Members

• Craig Hancock | UDOT Project Manager

• Geoff Dupaix | UDOT Region 3 Communications Manager

• Naomi Kisen | UDOT Environmental Program Manager

• Vince Izzo | HVC Team Project Manager

• Andrea Clayton | HVC Team Environmental Lead

• Charles Allen | HVC Team Traffic Lead

• Justin Smart | HVC Team Public Involvement Lead

• Brianna Binnebose | HVC Team Public Involvement



Project Purpose



Alternative Concepts Development



Alternatives Screening Process



U.S. 40 Alternatives



U.S. 40 Alternative Concepts



Alternative 40A
Widen U.S. 40



Alternative 40B
Improve U.S. 40 - Roundabouts



Alternative 40C
Improve U.S. 40 - Intersection Improvements



Alternative 40D
Improve U.S. 40 – Tunneling/Bridging



Alternative 40E
Improve U.S. 40 – Reversible Lanes



Alternative 40F
One-Way-Couplet



West Alternatives



West Alternative Concepts



Alternative WA1
West Bypass Limited-Access Grade-Separated



Alternative WB1
West Bypass Parkway At-Grade



Alternative WC1
West Bypass Arterial At-Grade



Option Two for Alternatives WA, WB & WC
Realign a Portion of U.S. 189



Alternative WD
West Bypass Parkway Turbo Roundabouts



East Alternatives



East Alternative Concepts



Alternative EA
East Bypass Limited-Access Grade-Separated



Alternative EB
East Bypass Parkway At-Grade



Alternative EC
East Bypass Arterial At-Grade



Transit Alternative



Transit Alternative



Public Comments



Public Comment Period



Public Meetings



Project Timeline and Process



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.











Logo/Project Name Placeholder

Heber Valley

S-R399(310) 17523 Three

Craig Hancock chancock@utah.gov 801-928-9158

Brianna Binnebose bbinnebose@pennapowers.com 801-597-5128

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔



Heber Valley EIS Virtual Public Meeting

October 5, 2021 5-8pm

Zoom/Facebook Live

N/A

Craig Hancock
Naomi Kisen
Geoff Dupaix
Andrea Clayton
Vince Izzo
John McPherson
Kelly Johnston
Manuel Zamora
Charles Allen

The purpose of the virtual public meeting was to provide an opportunity to learn more about the alternative concepts developed by
UDOT and to ask clarifying questions of the project team in regards to the concepts and development process. A virtual option was
held to provide an alternative format for people who had public health concerns related to COVID-19 or a schedule that would
otherwise prohibit them from participating in an in-person meeting. The format of the virtual meeting was a presentation given by the
project team, followed by Q&A with the public.

There were approximately 101 attendees, including the project team and the following questions/comments were discussed by the
public:

·       A bypass should be placed where it would impact the fewest people.
·       West side is much less developed (fewer homes and schools).
·       Something needs to be done about congestion.

UDOT

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

Desert News, Salt Lake Tribune, Wasatch Wave

✔

Heber City Council, Wasatch County Council, Midway
City Council, Wasatch County Interlocal Meeting



Completed by: ________________________________________ Organization: ___________________ 

Please send this sheet to the Title VI Coordinator, civilrights@utah.gov 

The Civil Rights evaluation and communication plans should be included in your Public Involvement Plan.  
At the conclusion of your project, include the Civil Rights engagement methods and outcomes in your final 
report. 

  9. c oda

10. 

11. 

  

Additional Comments/Action Requests:

Y

17

0 0

0 0

0 0

0

No

N/A

0

N/A

The project team did not receive any requests to provide translated materials. However, based on demographic information
and stakeholder interviews UDOT did have some materials translated in Spanish and made those materials available at the
Wasatch County Library, Heber City Administrative Offices and Wasatch County Administrative Offices.

0 2

0 0

20 0

17 20 0

There were approximately 100 attendees including project team members but only 41 members of the public completed the
sign-in form, 17 of the 41 did not provide an answer to the aforementioned categories. Completing the sign-in form was not
required to participate in the meeting, as the project team determined that choosing to do so could potentially prohibit
participation.

Craig Hancock Digitally signed by Craig Hancock 
Date: 2022.05.24 13:14:36 -06'00' UDOT

Submit This Form
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APPENDIX D 

In-person Open House Meeting Materials 

 Sign in Sheet 

Participant Guide 

Factsheets 

Scroll Plots 

Boards 

Title VI checklist 
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Individuals Requiring Accommodations
For those without internet access or needing accommodations including but not limited to translation or captioning, 
please notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for assistance with participating in the meeting, viewing materials or 
providing comments.

IN-PERSON OPEN HOUSE
PARTICIPANT GUIDE

HOW TO COMMENT
Comments on the conceptual alternatives will be accepted through the following o�cial 
channels: email, website, voicemail, written letter from October 5 to November 4, 2021. 
Commenting resources are found at the study website.

ABOUT THE OPEN HOUSE

Date and Time: October 6, 2021 | 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Location: Heber Valley Elementary School
                 730 South 600 West, Heber City, UT 84032

AFTER THE OPEN HOUSE
•  The project team will collect all questions submitted in writing during the meeting and 

through the public comment period and group these according to commonly asked 
subjects. A frequently asked questions guide will be developed to address those subjects, 
which willl be posted posted on the project website.

    Please respect the group and project team. Attendees that have questions or comments
that include foul language, yelling, threats or obscenities will be removed from the meeting 
at UDOT's discretion.

    

PUBLIC HEALTH CONSIDERATIONS
Masks are not required, but recommended.
If you're sick, please stay home.
Use “Enter” and “Exit” doors appropriately.
Avoid hand shaking or physical contact with other attendees.
Maintain hygiene standards such as handwashing/sanitizing; covering coughs and sneezes
with tissues, sleeves or elbows.

Learn more at HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov

DURING THE OPEN HOUSE
Project team members will be available to answer questions.
No presentation will be given.
Written comments may be submitted by filling out provided forms.

      Verbal questions and comments made at the open house stations are helpful to the project 
team, but are not considered comments included in the project record. Please submit 
comments on the EIS by filling out a written form or through other o�cial channels listed 
on the project website.



Personas que requieren adaptaciones
Para aquellos que no tengan acceso a Internet o necesiten adaptaciones, incluidas, entre otras, traducciones o subtítulos, 
notifíquenlo al equipo del proyecto al 801-210-0498 para que les ayuden a participar en la reunión, ver materiales 
o hacer comentarios.

GUÍA DEL PARTICIPANTE PARA 
LA JORNADA PRESENCIAL 
DE PUERTAS ABIERTAS

CÓMO COMENTAR
Los comentarios sobre las alternativas conceptuales se aceptarán a través de los siguientes 
canales oficiales: correo electrónico, sitio web, correo de voz, carta escrita del 5 de octubre al 
4 de noviembre de 2021. Los recursos para comentar se encuentran en el sitio web del estudio.

SOBRE LA JORNADA DE PUERTAS ABIERTAS

Fecha y hora: 6 de octubre de 2021 | 5:00 p.m. a 8:00 p.m.

Ubicación: Escuela Primaria de Heber Valley
                 730 South 600 West, Heber City, UT 84032

TRAS LA JORNADA DE PUERTAS ABIERTAS
•  El equipo del proyecto recopilará todas las preguntas enviadas por escrito durante la 

reunión y durante el período de comentarios públicos y las agrupará de acuerdo con los 
temas más frecuentes. Se elaborará una guía de preguntas frecuentes para abordar esos 
temas, que se publicará en el sitio web del proyecto.

    Por favor, respete al grupo y al equipo del proyecto. Los asistentes que tengan preguntas 
o comentarios que incluyan lenguaje inapropiado, gritos, amenazas u obscenidades serán 
retirados de la reunión a discreción del UDOT.

CONSIDERACIONES DE SALUD PÚBLICA
No se requieren máscaras, pero se recomienda su uso.
Si está enfermo, quédese en casa.
Utilice las puertas de entrada y salida apropiadamente.
Evite el saludo con apretón de manos o el contacto físico con otros asistentes.
Mantenga normas de higiene como lavarse las manos o desinfectarse; cubrirse al toser 
y estornudar con pañuelos, mangas o codos.

Más información en HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov.

DURANTE LA JORNADA DE PUERTAS ABIERTAS
Los miembros del equipo del proyecto estarán disponibles para responder preguntas.
No se realizará ninguna presentación.
Los comentarios por escrito pueden presentarse rellenando los formularios proporcionados.

      Las preguntas y comentarios verbales realizados en los puestos de la jornada de puertas 
abiertas son útiles para el equipo del proyecto, pero no se consideran comentarios incluidos 
en el registro del proyecto. Envíe sus comentarios sobre la Declaración de Impacto 
Ambiental (EIS) rellenando un formulario escrito o a través de otros canales oficiales que 
figuran en el sitio web del proyecto.
  



What is the purpose and need of a project?
The purpose and need of a project defines a statement of goals 
and objectives that the study will address (purpose), and identifies 
the existing and future conditions that need to be changed (need). 
The purpose and need drives the environmental study process and 
lays a foundation for the types of alternatives developed. 

HEBER VALLEY CORRIDOR EIS
PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED

PROJECT OVERVIEW
UDOT’s mission is to keep Utah moving while 
enhancing quality of life through transportation 
improvements in our state. UDOT is conducting an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate 
transportation solutions to improve mobility through 
the Heber Valley and the operation of U.S. 40.

Through this process UDOT will develop 
transportation alternatives that could include a variety 
of solutions including reconfiguration of Main Street, 
improvements to other area roads, constructing new 
roads, and other options identified by the public.  

PROJECT PURPOSE
The purpose of the Heber Valley Corridor Project is
to improve regional and local mobility on U.S. 40
from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189 and provide opportunities for 
non-motorized transportation while allowing Heber 
City to meet their vision for the historic town center.

10/1/2021

HEBER VALLEY BY THE NUMBERS
REGIONAL POPULATION GROWTH BY 2050

Combined new residents 55,518
Summit County 50% GROWTH

Wasatch County 101% GROWTH
Heber City* 84% GROWTH

The major transportation needs 
are a result of growing population 
and a highway that was designed 
to accommodate tra�c conditions 
from over 30 years ago.

*Heber City's population is projected to increase by 84% by 2050, making up half of Wasatch County's population growth.
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NO DELAYSA

Highest quality of service.
Free traffic flow with few restrictions
on maneuverability or speed.

NO DELAYSB

Stable traffic flow. Speed becoming
slightly restricted. Low restriction
on maneuverability. 

CONSIDERABLE
DELAYSE

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

MINIMAL
DELAYSC

Stable traffic flow, but less freedom
to select speed.

CONSIDERABLE
DELAYSF

Heavily congested traffic.
Demand exceeds capacity and
speed varies greatly.

NOTICEABLE
DELAYSD

Traffic flow becoming unstable.
Speed subject to sudden change.
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HEBER MAIN STREET LEVEL OF SERVICE

What is level of service?
Level of service (LOS) is a measurement of the vehicle-carrying capacity and performance of a street, freeway, or intersection. When the capacity of a road
is exceeded, the result is congestion, delay, and a poor level of service. Level of service is represented by a letter “grade” ranging from A for excellent 
conditions (free-flowing traffic and little delay) to F for failing conditions (extremely congested, stop-and-go traffic, and excessive delay).

All signalized intersections on Main Street are expected to fail during the PM peak hour by 2050 if no improvements are made. 

LOS on road

LOS at intersection

TRAVEL TIME COMPARISON
Southbound PM peak travel time will double by 2050 if no improvements are made.

500 N.

U.S. 189 U.S. 40
1200 S.

S.R. 32

U.S. 40

  7 Mins.
55 Seconds

  8 Mins.
20 Seconds

3:50 3:55

4:004:30

5:05

4:30

500 N.

U.S. 1
89 U.S. 40

U.S. 40

S.
R.

 3
2

Ri
ve

r R
d.

M
ai

n 
St

.

S.
R.

 1
13

500 N.

U.S. 1
89 U.S. 40

U.S. 40

S.
R.

 3
2

Ri
ve

r R
d.

M
ai

n 
St

.

S.
R.

 1
13

500 N.

U.S. 189 U.S. 40
1200 S.

S.R. 32

U.S. 40

  9 Mins.
10 Seconds

16 Mins.
40 Seconds

9:20 3:40

5:307:20

5:45

4:40

500 N.

U.S. 1
89 U.S. 40

U.S. 40

S.
R.

 3
2

Ri
ve

r R
d.

M
ai

n 
St

.

S.
R.

 1
13

500 N.

U.S. 1
89 U.S. 40

U.S. 40

S.
R.

 3
2

Ri
ve

r R
d.

M
ai

n 
St

.

S.
R.

 1
13

2050 No-ActionCurrent

Southbound Northbound



PROJECT NEED
• The character and function of U.S. 40 changes from a 65-miles-per-hour (mph) 

limited-access freeway north of town to a 35-mph Main Street in Heber City with signalized 
intersections.

• Throughput on U.S. 40 is traded for increased access within Heber’s historic core, resulting 
in congestion and delay.

• U.S. 40 is currently operating at failing conditions (level of service F) from 100 North to 100 
South during the PM peak hour, and these conditions will continue to get worse by 2050.

• All signalized intersections on U.S. 40 are expected to operate at failing conditions during 
the PM peak hour by 2050 if no improvements are made.

• Southbound travel time on U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189 during the PM peak hour will 
double by 2050 if no improvements are made.

• Queue lengths (vehicles backed up waiting to get through an intersection) during the PM 
peak hour will increase and spill back to other intersections and onto U.S. 40 north of town 
where the posted speed is 55 mph, resulting in safety concerns.

• There is limited infrastructure for non-motorized transportation in the Heber Valley. 

• Increased tra�c on Main Street has disrupted the traditional downtown feel with increased 
noise and pedestrian safety concerns.

IS A NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE BEING CONSIDERED?
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires evaluation of a No-Action Alternative to serve as a 
baseline for comparison of the action alternatives. The No-Action Alternative assumes 2050 tra�c 
conditions without the Heber Valley Corridor Project. 

QUEUE LENGTH COMPARISON
Tra�c will queue onto U.S. 40 north of town (where the speed limit is 55 mph) if no improvements are 
made, resulting in safety concerns.
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What is mobility?
Mobility refers to the ease with which people can move from place to place using a transportation system. Impediments to mobility 
can include traffic congestion, numerous accesses to properties, high crash rates, and other factors.

IMPORTANCE OF MOBILITY THROUGH THE HEBER VALLEY
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Non-motorized transportation
The existing non-motorized (for example, bicycle and pedestrian) transportation infrastructure is 
limited and lacks connectivity in the Heber Valley. Improvements to the non-motorized infrastructure 
will be based on the Wasatch County Trails Master Plan (2016); Heber City Parks, Trails, and Open 
Space Master Plan (2021); and Envision Heber 2050 (2020). Non-motorized components will be 
developed for the alternatives that are not eliminated in the screening process and will be evaluated
in detail in the EIS.

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.
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PROJECT PURPOSE
The purpose of the Heber Valley Corridor project is to improve regional and local mobility on U.S. 40 
from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189 and provide opportunities for non-motorized transportation while allowing 
Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center.

UDOT held two public comment periods in 2020/2021 to help inform the study team of 
transportation issues, develop potential alternatives and define criteria to evaluate potential 
alternatives. This evaluation process is known as "screening”.

ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS
The alternatives development and screening 
process will consist of the following seven phases:

Define study area to meet the purpose and need, 
alternatives that are not on the U.S. 40 corridor 
should provide an attractive alternative to U.S. 
40, like a relief valve. Travel demand modeling 
will be used to determine how far away 
alternatives can be from U.S. 40 and still 
e�ectively draw tra�c. 

Develop conceptual alternatives informed by 
tra�c data and public input.

Preliminary evaluation of alternatives to 
determine if they are technically feasible, meet 
project objectives and NEPA requirements, and 
are within the project study area.

Apply first-level screening criteria (Purpose and 
Need - see chart on back) to eliminate 
alternatives that do not meet the purpose and 
need of the project. 

Preliminary engineering of the alternatives that 
pass Level 1 screening. Alternatives will be 
further developed to avoid and minimize impacts 
to the natural/built environments.

Apply second-level screening criteria (Impacts - 
see chart on back) to eliminate alternatives that 
might meet the purpose and need of the project 
but would be unreasonable alternatives for other 
reasons — such as environmental or regulatory 
impacts.

Refine engineering for alternatives that pass 
through screening before the detailed impact 
analysis in the Draft EIS.

Email: HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov      Phone: 801-210-0498 10/1/2021

Detailed Alternatives
Evaluation in the

Draft EIS

Preliminary Evaluation of Concept/Alternatives

Develop Conceptual Alternatives

Define Study Area

Level 1 Screening: Purpose and Need

Preliminary Engineering

Level 2 Screening: Environmental
and Regulatory Impacts

Refine Engineering Current
Phase

HEBER VALLEY CORRIDOR EIS
ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT AND SCREENING PROCESS



LEVEL 1 SCREENING CRITERIA - PURPOSE AND NEED
The purpose of Level 1 screening is to identify alternatives that meet the purpose and need of the project.

LEVEL 2 SCREENING CRITERIA - IMPACTS
The purpose of Level 2 screening is to determine which alternatives are practicable and reasonable and 
therefore will be evaluated in detail in the EIS. Level 2 screening takes into consideration potential 
impacts to key resources.

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.

Criteria Measure

• Number of full property acquisitions and relocations (commercial
and residential)

• Number of partial property acquisitionsRight-of-way

• Acres and types of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. a�ected
• Linear feet of ditches and creeks a�ectedWaters of the U.S.

• Alternatives cost compared to other alternatives (alternatives
would not be eliminated based on cost unless they are an order
of magnitude greater)Cost

• Number of Section 4(f) historic properties a�ected
• Number of Section 4(f) recreation resources a�ected Section 4(f) 

Resources

1 .  Conflicts include cross streets and driveways.
2.  All alternatives that pass through Level 1 and Level 2 screening will be designed to include a non-motorized component which    
   could include sidewalks, bike lanes, or trails, depending on the context of the alternative.
3. Downtown urban parks in the Heber city Parks, Trails and Open Space Master Plan.

Email: HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov      Phone: 801-210-0498 10/1/2021

Improve regional
and local mobility on 
U.S. 40 through 2050

Allow Heber City to 
meet their vision for 
the historic town 
center

• Improve arterial and intersection Level of Service (LOS) on U.S. 40
• Substantially decrease thru-tra�c travel time 
• Substantially decrease queue length along U.S. 40
• Minimize conflicts1 to north-south mobility for thru-tra�c

• Avoid/minimize impacts to valued places3 and historic buildings on
Main Street 

• Avoid improvements that would preclude Heber City from 
implementing strategies to achieve their vision for Main Street
(wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, reduced speed limit) 

Criteria Measure

Provide opportunities 
for non-motorized 
transportation

• Provide opportunities for non-motorized transportation consistent with 
local and regional planning documents2



HEBER VALLEY CORRIDOR EIS
PROJECT OVERVIEW & SUMMARY: ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS

PROJECT OVERVIEW
UDOT’s mission is to keep Utah moving while enhancing quality of life through 
transportation improvements in our state. UDOT is conducting an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) to evaluate transportation solutions to improve mobility through the 
Heber Valley and the operation of Heber City Main Street (U.S. 40).

Through this process UDOT is developing transportation alternatives that could include
a variety of solutions including reconfiguration of Main Street, improvements to other 
area roads, constructing new roads, and other options identified by the public.

PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED
The purpose of the Heber Valley Corridor Project is to improve regional and local 
mobility on U.S. 40 from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189 and provide opportunities for non-motorized 
transportation while allowing Heber City to meet their vision for the historic town center.

10/1/2021

LEVEL 2 CRITERIA

Waters of the U.S.
• Waters of the U.S. (wetlands, 

creeks, ditches) impacted

Section 4(f) Resources
• Historic properties and 

recreation resources a�ected

Right-of-way
• Full and partial property 

acquisitions and relocations

Cost

LEVEL 1 CRITERIA

Improve regional and local mobility on U.S. 40 
through 2050
• Improve arterial and intersection Level of Service 

(LOS) on U.S. 40
• Substantially decrease thru-tra�c travel time 
• Substantially decrease queue length along U.S. 40
• Minimize conflicts to north-south mobility for 

thru-tra�c

Provide opportunities for non-motorized 
transportation
• Provide opportunities for non-motorized 

transportation consistent with local and regional 
planning documents

Allow Heber City to meet their vision for the 
historic town center
• Avoid/minimize impacts to valued places and 

historic buildings on Main Street 
• Avoid improvements that would preclude Heber 

City from implementing strategies to achieve their 
vision for Main Street (wide sidewalks, bike lanes, 
landscaping, reduced speed limit) 

Detailed Alternatives
Evaluation in the

Draft EIS

Preliminary Evaluation of Concept/Alternatives

Develop Conceptual Alternatives

Define Study Area

Level 1 Screening: Purpose and Need

Preliminary Engineering

Level 2 Screening: Environmental
and Regulatory Impacts

Refine Engineering

Current
Phase

ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS



Three alternative concepts for an eastern 
bypass have been developed. The primary 
di�erences between the alternatives are 
speed limit and connections to the local 
network (interchange or intersection 
locations).
Two of the eastern bypass concepts would 
be parallel to 1200 East; the third would be 
on 1200 East (Mill Road).
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Four alternative concepts for a western 
bypass have been developed. The primary 
di�erences between the alternatives are 
speed limit and connections to the local 
network (interchange or intersection 
locations).  
Three western bypass concepts generally 
follow the corridor that has been preserved 
by Heber City and Wasatch County. The 
fourth extends farther to the north. 
Each west bypass concept has an option to 
realign U.S. 189. 
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DANIEL

HEBER CITYSo
uthfi

eld
 R

d
.

M
ill Rd.

M
ill Rd.

6
0

0
 W

.

1200 S.

600 S.

980 S.

400 S.

Center St.

1200 S.

2400 S.

600 S.

500 N.

1200 N.

1800 N.

2400 N.

Potters Ln.

N

INTERSECTION

INTERCHANGE

TURBO
ROUNDABOUT

WD

WA

WB

WC

Specific route pending
further analysis

10/1/2021



The Wasatch County Transit Study (2020) 
identified a combination of local service in 
the Heber Valley, a Park City commuter 
route from Heber City, a Wasatch County 
to Utah County commuter route from 
Heber City and vanpool services from 
Heber City to Orem and Park City, starting 
with dial-a-ride service in Midway and 
Heber City. The recommendations in this 
plan will be evaluated to determine if they 
meet the purpose and need of the project.

TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES CONCEPTS

Six concepts for improving U.S. 40 have 
been developed. These include widening, 
intersection improvements, tunneling/
bridging, converting to a one-way couplet 
and utilizing reversible lanes.

U.S. 40 ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS
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The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are being, 
or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated January 17, 2017, and 
executed by FHWA and UDOT.

Email: HeberValleyEIS@utah.gov

Website: HeberValleyEIS.udot.utah.gov

Phone: 801-210-0498

Facebook Group: UDOT Heber Valley Corridor Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

CONNECT WITH US

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

OPEN HOUSES LOCAL GOVERNMENT
PRESENTATIONS

SOCIAL MEDIA WEBSITE

30-DAY COMMENT PERIOD
October 5 – November 4, 2021

The public may comment on the range of alternatives, the criteria used to screen alternatives
and identification of any social, economic, and environmental impacts. Comments may be submitted 

through the project website, email, public meetings, voicemail, or written letter.

Individuals Requiring Accommodations For those without internet access or needing accommodations 
including but not limited to translation or captioning, please notify the project team at 801-210-0498 for 
assistance with participating in the meeting, viewing materials, or providing comments.

PROCESS AND TIMELINE

• File Notice
of Intent to 
begin NEPA 
process

• 45-day public 
comment 
period

• Develop 
alternative 
concepts

• Public
meetings & 
30-day 
comment
period

• Public 
hearing

• 45-day 
public 
comment 
period

• Respond
to public
comments
on DEIS

• Revise EIS

• Virtual
public
meeting

• 30-day public
comment
period

• Public
engagement

ONGOING STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT 

MONTHLY COORDINATION WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND REGULAR STAKEHOLDER WORKING GROUP MEETINGS 

PURPOSE AND 
NEED & SCOPING
Winter 2020-
Summer 2021

ALTERNATIVES
DEVELOPMENT
Summer 2021-
Winter 2021
Current Phase

PREPARE  
DRAFT EIS
Winter 2021- 
Summer 2022

DRAFT EIS
Summer 2022- 
Fall 2022

PREPARE
FINAL EIS
Fall 2022- 
Spring 2023

RELEASE FINAL 
EIS & ROD
Spring 2023

NEPA
OVERVIEW & 
EARLY SCOPING
Spring 2020-
Fall 2020

10/1/2021
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DANIELDANIEL
HEBER CITYHEBER CITY

ALTERNATIVE EA: EAST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS GRADE-SEPARATED

ALTERNATIVE EB: EAST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE

ALTERNATIVE EC: EAST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE
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INTERCHANGE

Parks Wetlands Potential Historic Buildings

EAST ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS
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KEY TERMS
•   A limited-access facility is the same design 

type as U.S. 40 between I-80 and S.R. 32.
•   An arterial is a high-capacity road, for 

example Main Street in Heber City.
•   An intersection is an at-grade junction where 

two or more roads converge, diverge, meet, 
or cross.

•   A grade-separated interchange is when a 
local road crosses over or under the highway 
and ramps are used to enter or exit the 
highway.

•   A parkway is a controlled-access divided 
highway, with few intersections and a 
median in the center.

•   An at-grade roadway is a facility where the 
intersection crossings between roads are on 
the same level.
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ALTERNATIVE 40A: WIDEN U.S. 40

ALTERNATIVE 40B: IMPROVE U.S. 40 ROUNDABOUTS

ALTERNATIVE 40C: IMPROVE U.S. 40 INTERSECTIONS 

ALTERNATIVE 40D: IMPROVE U.S. 40 TUNNELING/BRIDGING

ALTERNATIVE 40E: U.S. 40 REVERSIBLE LANES

ALTERNATIVE 40F: U.S. 40 ONE-WAY-COUPLET
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ALTERNATIVE WA: WEST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS GRADE-SEPARATED

ALTERNATIVE WB: WEST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE

ALTERNATIVE WC: WEST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE

ALTERNATIVE WD: WEST BYPASS TURBO ROUNDABOUTS

WEST ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS
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Specific route pending
further analysis

KEY TERMS
•  A limited-access facility is the same design type as U.S. 40 between I-80 and S.R. 32.
•  An arterial is a high-capacity road, for example Main Street in Heber City.
•  An intersection is an at-grade junction where two or more roads converge, diverge, meet, or cross.
•  A grade-separated interchange is when a local road crosses over or under the highway and ramps are used 

to enter or exit the highway. 
•  A parkway is a controlled-access divided highway, with few intersections and a median in the center.  
•  An at-grade roadway is a facility where the intersection crossings between roads are on the same level.
•   A turbo roundabout is a large-scale, multi-lane roundabout that requires drivers to choose travel direction 

prior to entering.

Alternatives WA, WB, and WC have two 
options for U.S. 189: 1) keep U.S. 189 in
its existing location (shown here), or 2) 
realign U.S. 189 and remove this segment 
(see Option 2 for Alternatives WA, WB, WC 
board for more details).



INITIAL ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS
Alternative concepts were developed using information from previous studies, public comments, and traffic analysis conducted by the EIS project 
team. There are currently 13 build alternative concepts under consideration. UDOT will use a multi-level screening process to determine which 
alternatives are reasonable and will be carried forward for detailed analysis.

ALTERNATIVE 40A: WIDEN U.S. 40
Concept proposes widening U.S. 40 from five lanes to 
seven lanes, from 500 North to U.S. 189.

ALTERNATIVE 40B: IMPROVE U.S. 40 – ROUNDABOUTS
Concept proposes replacing the existing signalized 
intersections with roundabouts at 500 North, Center 
Street, 100 South, 600 South, and 1200 South, with no 
additional lanes added to U.S. 40.

ALTERNATIVE 40C: IMPROVE U.S. 40 – INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENTS
Concept proposes realigning S.R. 113 to line up with 
Center Street (to align major east-west movements), 
adding turn lanes to signalized intersections, with no 
additional lanes added to U.S. 40. 

ALTERNATIVE 40D: IMPROVE U.S. 40 – TUNNELING/BRIDGING
Concept proposes constructing a bridge over or a
tunnel under U.S. 40 (for through traffic at 50 mph)
from 500 North to 1200 South.

ALTERNATIVE 40E: REVERSIBLE LANES
Concept proposes converting the center turn lane to
a reversible lane from 500 North to U.S. 189, with no 
additional lanes added to U.S. 40. The center lane
would be used for northbound traffic in the AM and
southbound traffic in the PM.

ALTERNATIVE 40F: ONE-WAY-COUPLET
Concept proposes splitting U.S. 40 into two roads 
between 500 North and 1000 South. Main Street would 
be for northbound travel and 100 West would be for 
southbound travel.

40A

40D

40F

40B

40C

40E

U.S. 40 ALTERNATIVES

ALTERNATIVE EA: EAST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS 
GRADE-SEPARATED
Concept proposes a highway-type facility offset from
1200 East (Mill Road) with three interchanges: Center 
Street and the north and south connections to U.S. 40.

ALTERNATIVE EB: EAST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE
Concept proposes a parkway-type facility offset from
1200 East (Mill Road) with seven intersections at key 
locations.

ALTERNATIVE EC: EAST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE
Concept proposes an arterial-type facility on 1200 East 
(Mill Road) with intersections at all cross streets, 12 total.

EC

EB

EA

EAST ALTERNATIVES

ALTERNATIVE WA: WEST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS 
GRADE-SEPARATED
Concept proposes a highway-type facility with
six interchanges at major connections: U.S. 40 (2),
U.S. 189 (2), S.R. 113, and 1300 South.

ALTERNATIVE WB: WEST BYPASS PARKWAY
AT-GRADE
Concept proposes a parkway-type facility with
eight intersections: U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 (2), S.R. 113,
1300 South, Industrial Parkway, and 300 West.

ALTERNATIVE WC: WEST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE
Concept proposes an arterial-type facility with 
intersections at all cross streets, nine total: U.S 40 (2),
U.S. 189 (2), 1300 South, S.R. 113, Industrial Parkway,
300 West, and S. Daniels Road.

ALTERNATIVE WD: WEST BYPASS PARKWAY
TURBO ROUNDABOUTS
Concept has turbo roundabouts at seven key locations.

Concepts WA, WB and WC each have an option to 
realign U.S. 189.

WD

WA

WB

WC

WEST ALTERNATIVES

ARE THERE OTHER ALTERNATIVES UDOT SHOULD CONSIDER

10/1/2021



PROCESS AND SCHEDULE

• File Notice
of Intent to 
begin NEPA 
process

• 45-day public 
comment 
period

• Develop 
alternative 
concepts

• Public
meetings & 
30-day 
comment
period

• Public 
hearing

• 45-day 
public 
comment 
period

• Respond
to public
comments
on DEIS

• Revise EIS

• Virtual
public
meeting

• 30-day public
comment
period

• Public
engagement

ONGOING STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT 

MONTHLY COORDINATION WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND REGULAR STAKEHOLDER WORKING GROUP MEETINGS 

PURPOSE AND 
NEED & SCOPING
Winter 2020-
Summer 2021

ALTERNATIVES
DEVELOPMENT
Summer 2021-
Winter 2021
Current Phase

PREPARE  
DRAFT EIS
Winter 2021- 
Summer 2022

DRAFT EIS
Summer 2022-
Fall 2022

PREPARE
FINAL EIS
Fall 2022- 
Spring 2023

RELEASE FINAL 
EIS & ROD
Spring 2023

NEPA
OVERVIEW & 
EARLY SCOPING
Spring 2020-
Fall 2020

10/1/2021



CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVE
SCREENING PROCESS AND CRITERIA

Criteria Measure

• Number of full property acquisitions and relocations (commercial
and residential)

• Number of partial property acquisitionsRight-of-way

• Acres and types of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. affected
• Linear feet of ditches and creeks affectedWaters of the U.S.

• Alternatives cost compared to other alternatives (alternatives
would not be eliminated based on cost unless they are an order
of magnitude greater)Cost

• Number of Section 4(f) historic properties affected
• Number of Section 4(f) recreation resources affected Section 4(f) 

Resources

Detailed Alternatives
Evaluation in the

Draft EIS

Preliminary Evaluation of Concept/Alternatives

Develop Conceptual Alternatives

Define Study Area

Level 1 Screening: Purpose and Need

Preliminary Engineering

Level 2 Screening: Environmental
and Regulatory Impacts

Refine EngineeringCurrent
Phase

ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS

LEVEL 2 SCREENING CRITERIA - IMPACTS

Improve regional
and local mobility on 
U.S. 40 through 2050

Allow Heber City to 
meet their vision for 
the historic town 
center

• Improve arterial and intersection Level of Service (LOS) on U.S. 40
• Substantially decrease thru-traffic travel time 
• Substantially decrease queue length along U.S. 40
• Minimize conflicts to north-south mobility for thru-traffic

• Avoid/minimize impacts to valued places and historic buildings on
Main Street 

• Avoid improvements that would preclude Heber City from 
implementing strategies to achieve their vision for Main Street
(wide sidewalks, bike lanes, landscaping, reduced speed limit) 

Criteria Measure

Provide opportunities 
for non-motorized 
transportation

• Provide opportunities for non-motorized transportation consistent with 
local and regional planning documents

LEVEL 1 SCREENING CRITERIA - PURPOSE AND NEED

10/1/2021



PROJECT PURPOSE

The purpose of the Heber Valley Corridor EIS is 
to improve regional and local mobility on U.S. 40 
from S.R. 32 to U.S. 189 and provide opportunities 
for non-motorized transportation while allowing 
Heber City to meet their vision for the historic 
town center.

10/1/2021



KEY TERMS

• A limited-access facility is the same design type as U.S. 40 between I-80
and S.R. 32.

• An arterial is a high-capacity road, for example Main Street in Heber City.

• An intersection is an at-grade junction where two or more roads converge, 
diverge, meet, or cross.

• A grade-separated interchange is when a local road crosses over or under 
the highway and ramps are used to enter or exit the highway. 

• A parkway is a controlled-access divided highway, with few intersections
and a median in the center.

• An at-grade roadway is a facility where the intersection crossings between 
roads are on the same level. 

• A turbo roundabout is a large-scale, multi-lane roundabout that requires 
drivers to choose travel direction prior to entering.

10/1/2021



NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION

Improvements to the non-motorized infrastructure will be based 
on the Wasatch County Trails Master Plan (2016); Heber City 
Parks, Trails and Open Space Master Plan (2021); and Envision 
Heber 2050 (2020). Non-motorized components will be 
developed for the alternatives that are not eliminated in the 
screening process and will be evaluated in detail in the EIS.

WHAT NON-MOTORIZED 
TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS 

WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE 
FOR THE HEBER VALLEY

10/1/2021



TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE

The Wasatch County Transit Study (2020) 
identified a combination of local service in 
the Heber Valley, a Park City commuter 
route from Heber City, a Wasatch County to 
Utah County commuter route from Heber 
City, and vanpool services from Heber City 
to Orem and Park City, starting with 
dial-a-ride service in Midway and Heber City. 
The recommendations in this plan will be 
considered during the EIS process.

10/1/2021



ALTERNATIVE EA
EAST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS GRADE-SEPARATED

EA

DANIELDANIEL
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Concept proposes a highway-type facility offset from
1200 East (Mill Road) with three interchanges: Center Street 
and the north and south connections to U.S. 40. 

INTERCHANGE

POTENTIAL
HISTORIC
BUILDING

PARK

WETLAND

PROPOSED EAST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS, GRADE SEPARATED
(TWO LANE SECTION, ONE LANE IN EACH DIRECTION)*

*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.
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ALTERNATIVE EB
EAST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE

EB
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Concept proposes a parkway-type facility offset from 1200 
East (Mill Road) with seven intersections at key locations. 

*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

PROPOSED EAST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE
(TWO LANE SECTION, ONE LANE IN EACH DIRECTION)*
Concept would likely require a two lane section south of 1200 South.

PROPOSED EAST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE
(FOUR LANE SECTION, TWO LANES IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require a four lane section north of 1200 South.

LANE REDUCTION

10/1/2021



ALTERNATIVE EC
EAST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE
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WETLAND
Concept proposes an arterial-type facility on 1200 East
(Mill Road) with intersections at all cross streets, 12 total.

PROPOSED EAST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE (FIVE LANES)*
Concept would likely require a five lane section along entire route.

*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.
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ALTERNATIVE 40A
WIDEN U.S. 40

Concept proposes widening U.S. 40 from five lanes 
to seven lanes, from 500 North to U.S. 189.
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N
PROPOSED WIDENING OF U.S. 40 (SEVEN LANES)*

EXISTING U.S. 40 (FIVE LANES)*

*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.



ALTERNATIVE 40B
IMPROVE U.S. 40 – ROUNDABOUTS

EXISTING U.S. 40 (FIVE LANES)*

Concept proposes replacing the existing signalized 
intersections with roundabouts at 500 North, Center 
Street, 100 South, 600 South, and 1200 South, with 
no additional lanes added to U.S. 40.40B
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*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.



ALTERNATIVE 40C
IMPROVE U.S. 40 – INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Concept proposes realigning S.R. 113 to line up with 
Center Street (to align major east-west movements), 
adding turn lanes to signalized intersections, with no 
additional lanes added to U.S. 40. 
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*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

EXISTING U.S. 40 (FIVE LANES)*

EXISTING S.R. 113*PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION
FOR REALIGNED S.R. 113*



ALTERNATIVE 40D
IMPROVE U.S. 40 – TUNNELING/BRIDGING

PROPOSED U.S. 40 TUNNEL*

PROPOSED U.S. 40 BRIDGE*

Concept proposes constructing a bridge over or a 
tunnel under U.S. 40 from 500 North to 1200 South.

40D

189

40

40

113 HEBER CITYHEBER CITY

Southfield R
d. M

ill R
d.

1200 S.

600 S.

980 S.

400 S.

200 S.

Center St.

600 S.

500 N.

POTENTIAL
HISTORIC
BUILDING

PARK

WETLAND

N

*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.



ALTERNATIVE 40E
REVERSIBLE LANES

Concept proposes converting the center turn lane to 
a reversible lane from 500 North to U.S. 189, with no 
additional lanes added to U.S. 40. The center lane 
would be used for northbound traffic in the AM
and southbound traffic in the PM. This concept is 
similar to 5400 South in Taylorsville, UT.
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*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

U.S. 40 REVERSIBLE LANES SIGNAGE

PROPOSED REVERSIBLE LANES*



ALTERNATIVE 40F
ONE-WAY-COUPLET

Concept proposes splitting U.S. 40 into two roads 
between 500 North and 1000 South. Main Street 
would be for northbound travel and 100 West would 
be for southbound travel.
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*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

PROPOSED ONE-WAY-COUPLET (100 WEST)*

PROPOSED ONE-WAY-COUPLET (U.S. 40)*



ALTERNATIVE WA1
WEST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS GRADE-SEPARATED

Concept proposes a highway-type facility with six 
interchanges at major connections: U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 
(2), S.R. 113, and 1300 South. A limited access facility is the 
same design type as U.S. 40 between I-80 and S.R. 32.Specific route

pending further
analysis
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*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

PROPOSED WEST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS, GRADE-SEPARATED
(TWO LANE SECTION, ONE LANE IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require two lane sections north of S.R. 113,
south of 1300 South, and along 1300 South.

PROPOSED WEST BYPASS LIMITED-ACCESS, GRADE-SEPARATED
(FOUR LANE SECTION, TWO LANES IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require a four lane section between S.R. 113 and 1300 South.

LANE REDUCTION
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ALTERNATIVE WB1
WEST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE

Concept proposes a parkway-type facility with eight 
intersections: U.S. 40 (2), U.S. 189 (2), S.R. 113, 1300 
South, Industrial Parkway, and 300 West. 

Specific route
pending further
analysis
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*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

PROPOSED WEST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE
(TWO LANE SECTION, ONE LANE IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require two lane sections north of S.R. 113,
south of 1300 South, and along 1300 South.

PROPOSED WEST BYPASS PARKWAY AT-GRADE
(FOUR LANE SECTION, TWO LANES IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require a four lane section between S.R. 113 and 1300 South.

LANE REDUCTION
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ALTERNATIVE WC1
WEST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE

Concept proposes an arterial-type facility with 
intersections at all cross streets, nine total: U.S 40 
(2), U.S. 189 (2), 1300 South, S.R. 113, Industrial 
Parkway, 300 West, and S. Daniels Road. Specific route

pending further
analysis

u
r

WC1

DANIELDANIEL
189

40

40

113 HEBER CITYHEBER CITY

N

Southfield R
d. M

ill R
d.

60
0

 W
.

1200 S.

600 S.

980 S.

400 S.

200 S.

1050 N.

Center St.

1200 S.

2400 S.

600 S.

500 N.500 N.

1200 N.

POTENTIAL
HISTORIC
BUILDING

PARK

LANE REDUCTION

WETLAND

INTERSECTION

*Sidewalks not shown on typical sections. Non-motorized transportation options will be 
developed for alternatives that are not eliminated during the screening process.

PROPOSED WEST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE
(FIVE LANE SECTION, TWO LANES IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require a five lane section between S.R. 113 and 1300 South.

PROPOSED WEST BYPASS ARTERIAL AT-GRADE
(THREE LANE SECTION, ONE LANE IN EACH DIRECTION)*

Concept would likely require three lane sections north of S.R. 113,
south of 1300 South, and along 1300 South.
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OPTION 2 FOR ALTERNATIVES WA, WB, WC
REALIGN A PORTION OF U.S. 189

N

Alternatives WA, WB, and WC have two 
options for U.S. 189:
1. Keep U.S. 189 in its existing location (see 

boards for Alternatives WA1, WB1 or WC1) 
or

2. Realign U.S. 189 and remove the segment 
between the bypass connections 
(shown here).

This segment of U.S 189 would
be realigned for Option 2 of
Alternatives WA, WB and WC.

Realigned segment
of U.S. 189 for
Option 2 of
WA, WB, WC.
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ALTERNATIVE WD
WEST BYPASS PARKWAY TURBO ROUNDABOUTS
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locations: U.S. 40, 3000 North, 2400 North, 
1200 North, S.R. 113, 1200 South, and U.S. 189.
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Heber Valley EIS Public Meeting

October 6, 2021 5-8pm

Heber Valley Elementary School

730 S 600 W, Heber City, UT 84032

Craig Hancock
Naomi Kisen
Geoff Dupaix
Andrea Clayton
Vince Izzo
John McPherson
Kelly Johnston
Manuel Zamora
Charles Allen

The purpose of the public meeting was to provide an opportunity to learn more about the alternative concepts developed by UDOT
and to ask clarifying questions of the project team in regards to the concepts and development process. The format of the meeting
was an open house with no formal presentation given. Participants had an opportunity to speak with project team members at the
stations, which had large scale maps and informational boards for viewing. Printed copies of factsheets that contained summary
information from the maps and boards were available in English and Spanish.

There were approximately 75 attendees, including the project team and the following questions/comments were discussed by the
public:

-A bypass should be placed where it would impact the fewest people.
-West side is much less developed (fewer homes and schools).
-Something needs to be done about congestion.
-Congestion on Main Street is preferable to impacting so many homes and neighborhoods.
-The north fields and south fields should be preserved. Please don’t impact the fields.
-Concern for impacts to natural resources (wetlands, creeks, aquifer, wildlife).
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Completed by: ________________________________________ Organization: ___________________ 

Please send this sheet to the Title VI Coordinator, civilrights@utah.gov 

The Civil Rights evaluation and communication plans should be included in your Public Involvement Plan.  
At the conclusion of your project, include the Civil Rights engagement methods and outcomes in your final 
report. 
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Additional Comments/Action Requests:

Y

18
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0 0

0

No

N/A

0

Spanish

The project team did not receive any requests to provide translated materials. However, based on demographic information
and stakeholder interviews UDOT did have some materials translated in Spanish and made those materials available at the
Wasatch County Library, Heber City Administrative Offices and Wasatch County Administrative Offices.

0 0

0 0

26 2

18 28 1

79 members of the public completed the sign-in form, 34 of the 79 did not provide an answer to the aforementioned categories.
Completing the sign-in form was not required to participate in the meeting, as the project team determined that choosing to do so
could potentially prohibit participation.

Craig Hancock Digitally signed by Craig Hancock 
Date: 2022.05.24 13:10:44 -06'00'
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