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& BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

Minutes of the June 8, 2026 Meeting

  
TAB Members present were Josh Stewart, Justice Morath, Kelbe Goupil, Lynn Jacobs, and Matt Gray. 

TAB Members electronically present were Brian Conley, Miranda Bradshaw, Samantha DeSeelhorst, and Solomon Brumbaugh.

TAB Members absent were Craig Buschmann, Lt. Bron Cruz, and Turner Bitton. 

BAC Members present were Esther Daraciang and William Davis.

BAC Members electronically present were Jeannie Rollo, Laura Lewis, Maxwell Hoagland, and Rebecca Bauer.

BAC Member absent was Kerry Doane.

Also present were Josh Willie, Julianne Sabula, Meredith Muller, Joe Taylor, and Dannon Rampton. 

Also electronically present were Mike Juarez, Randy Hillier, Becka Roolf, Kevin Campos, Andrew Reed, Amy Lyons, and Spencer Madanay. 

The meeting was held electronically and was called to order at 5:15 p.m. by Esther Daranciang.

Welcome and Member Introductions – Esther welcomed everyone and members introduced themselves.     

Public Comment
Mike Juarez, a District Five resident, thanked the Transportation Advisory Board and Bicycle Advisory Committee for the opportunity to speak. Mike stated that he uses both the TRAX and bus systems and also commutes by bicycle. He provided comments regarding the Salt Lake City HIVE Pass and acknowledged that another council-related meeting was scheduled for the following day.  Mike stated that he understood the City was considering eliminating the HIVE Pass and that one of the primary concerns raised by the City Council was low utilization, with only a few hundred Salt Lake City residents using the pass annually. He argued that utilization could increase substantially if the City better advertised the pass and improved awareness of its availability.  Mike described the HIVE Pass as a critical resource for low-income residents, including himself. He noted that Salt Lake City's housing development increasingly includes apartment complexes with limited or no parking. He stated that eliminating the pass could negatively affect residents who cannot afford vehicles, hinder access to employment, and potentially increase fare evasion on trains and buses.  Rather than eliminating the program, Mike recommended considering a modest price increase, reducing administrative costs, and improving outreach to residents eligible for the pass. He stated that he personally relied on the HIVE Pass to get to work and that it helped make it possible for him to afford living in Salt Lake City while maintaining his quality of life. He encouraged members to advocate for maintaining the program.

Westside Transportation Impacts including Quiet Zones, Railroads
Josh Willie, Deputy City Engineer, provided an update on Salt Lake City’s railroad quiet zone project. At 1000 West and South Temple, the crossing had fallen out of FRA compliance following a change in how an adjacent spur line was classified. The City completed required improvements, and Union Pacific began installing additional gate arms. Once completed and approved by the FRA, 1000 West can reopen and operate within the quiet zone without a waiver. Josh noted that train horns may still be used for safety or construction reasons.
The City is also establishing a new west-side quiet zone. Improvements include quad-gate systems at Navajo and Orange Streets, along with new crossing panels and pavement improvements at Orange Street. At 200 South, the City determined that closing the crossing was preferable to reconstruction because of its configuration, elevation differences, safety concerns, low traffic volumes, and high improvement costs.
City Council approved the indefinite closure of 200 South, while preserving the possibility of reopening it if future development and funding improvements. Nearby properties will maintain access through surrounding streets. The City also evaluated pedestrian and bicycle access but determined that a safe crossing would require substantial right-of-way or create other safety concerns. 
Joe Taylor, Salt Lake City Transportation Planner, then presented the West-East Connections Study, a federally funded effort examining the transportation and community impacts of Salt Lake City’s west-east divide. Joe explained that the divide affects not only crossings of railroads and freeways but also mobility, access to services, property values, investment, and neighborhood connectivity.  The study is being guided by a 17-member paid Community Advisory Board, a Technical Advisory Committee, and broader public engagement. Residents identified difficult and unsafe crossings and concerns about unequal investment and amenities on the west side.  
Through online mapping, open houses, schools, community organizations, and neighborhood events, the project received nearly 600 ideas. Suggestions ranged from crosswalk, lighting, transit, and safety improvements to major concepts such as burying railroad or freeway infrastructure.  The project team is organizing these ideas into potential corridor projects, with preferred concepts advancing for additional engineering and economic analysis. The study does not provide construction funding but is intended to develop projects that can compete for future local, state, and federal funding.
The study is also considering nontraditional transportation solutions and preferred concepts will return to the public for review before selected projects advance to planning-level design, funding analysis, and potential City Council consideration.  Joe explained that smaller improvements could potentially use CIP funding, while major infrastructure projects would likely require federal funding. Large projects could also be paired with smaller bicycle, pedestrian, transit, and corridor improvements.
Salt Lake City Budget 101
Andrew Reed, Acting Budget Director, presented an overview of the Mayor’s recommended budget, focusing on the General Fund and Public Utilities. Salt Lake City’s total budget is approximately $2 billion.  He explained that the City is working to maintain core services while reducing General Fund expenses. Police, Fire, and 911 Dispatch account for approximately 42 percent of the General Fund. Departments identified approximately $13.2 million in reductions through hiring freezes, reduced travel and supplies, contract reductions, and decreased support for golf operations, which are now largely self-supporting.
The proposed budget includes a property-tax increase, with an average assessed home value of approximately $624,000 used to illustrate the impact. The proposed FY2027 CIP budget includes approximately $2.3 million for Vision Zero corridors and citywide safety improvements, including approximately $1.9 million associated with the proposed property-tax increase.
Miranda Bradshaw asked about continued General Fund support for golf. Andrew stated that only a small internal payment remains. Jeannie Rollo asked about the relationship between population growth and City revenues. Andrew said the Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute is assisting with an analysis expected during the next budget cycle.
Andrew also discussed proposed Public Utilities rate increases needed to address aging water and wastewater infrastructure. Many facilities date to the 1950s and 1960s, while federal infrastructure assistance has declined significantly. The City’s water reclamation facility project is expected to be completed in 2027, and he characterized current investments as preventative measures to maintain reliable services and avoid future infrastructure failures.
Public Utilities resources were highlighted, including a rate calculator and water-conservation programs. Additional proposed increases include stormwater and waste and recycling rates, with a 9 percent increase proposed for a 96-gallon garbage container.
The City Council is expected to adopt the budget by the end of June, followed by a Truth in Taxation hearing in August. Andrew confirmed that Public Utilities rate increases would broadly apply to entities receiving those services. 
Future of TAB / BAC / BTC
The meeting moved to discussion of the future structure of the Transportation Advisory Board (TAB), Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC), and Business Transportation Coalition. Staff explained that several months of conversations with the boards and other stakeholders had informed preliminary recommendations. Because all three groups were established through City code, the City Council would ultimately need to approve structural changes.
Staff stated that maintaining three separate advisory bodies was not working as effectively as desired. Each group could provide different recommendations on the same transportation issue, leaving staff responsible for reconciling those perspectives afterward. A preliminary proposal is therefore to combine the groups into a single, larger advisory body where transportation, bicycle, business, transit, geographic, and other perspectives could participate in the same discussion.
Staff emphasized that the intent was not to eliminate the perspectives currently represented by TAB or BAC. Instead, the goal would be to bring those perspectives together so members could discuss disagreements directly, identify shared priorities, and potentially develop stronger recommendations.
Because restructuring requires changes to City code, the process is expected to take time. During the interim, staff recommended continuing joint meetings but reducing their frequency to approximately quarterly. The next meeting was anticipated for September, with no August meeting. Staff expected the September agenda could include updates on the advisory body restructuring and developments concerning SB 42 and the City's agreement with UDOT.
Staff explained that previous discussions had also raised broader questions about the purpose of the advisory groups. Rather than primarily serving as public forums or reviewing detailed project designs, staff suggested that the future body could provide more meaningful high-level policy and transportation guidance. Less frequent, more purpose-driven meetings could allow staff to prepare clearer questions and give members more time for substantive discussion and formal recommendations.
Members asked how representation would work in a combined organization. Staff anticipated that the body would be larger and intentionally include diverse transportation perspectives, potentially including transit users, bicycle advocates, commuters, business owners, and geographic representation, including businesses outside downtown and on the west side. Staff emphasized the importance of members advocating for their perspectives while constructively engaging with differing views.
The preliminary goal is to complete restructuring by the end of the year and begin operating under the new structure in 2027, although staff stated that additional time would be taken if necessary.
A significant portion of the discussion focused on the proposed quarterly meeting schedule. Miranda Bradshaw expressed concern that combining several groups would broaden the range of topics while reducing opportunities to meet, potentially resulting in the advisory body providing feedback on fewer City initiatives. Other members noted that meeting four times annually could make volunteer participation feel less substantive, and missing one meeting could result in approximately six months between participation opportunities. Members also questioned whether longer, three-hour meetings would remain productive.
Staff responded that quarterly meetings could be longer and more action-oriented, with the body making recommendations to UDOT, City Council, or City staff. Subcommittees could also meet between regular meetings to address specific issues.
Members identified the Utah legislative session and City budget cycle as particular concerns with quarterly meetings. Transportation legislation can develop rapidly, making it difficult for a body meeting only quarterly to respond while legislation is still under consideration. A legislative subcommittee was discussed as one possible solution.
The group also discussed what level of transportation planning would benefit most from advisory-board involvement. Staff suggested that the future body's greatest value would likely be at the policy and strategic level, including evaluating the City's overall transportation direction, establishing priorities, and conducting post-project evaluations. Detailed project designs already involve professional expertise and substantial stakeholder engagement, meaning the board's involvement at that level could simply add another stakeholder voice.
Members generally recognized value in concentrating on higher-level policy rather than attempting to replace project-specific public engagement. However, Samantha DeSeelhorst noted that infrequent meetings could also affect group cohesion and relationship-building, potentially making members less comfortable expressing differing opinions.
Miranda proposed a hybrid structure, where the larger multi-interest advisory body could meet quarterly while a smaller TAB-like group continued meeting monthly. This could preserve regular engagement and allow quicker responses to City and State developments while still providing broader quarterly discussions. Staff indicated that several alternatives remained possible, including meetings every two months with subcommittees meeting during intervening months.
Staff emphasized that transportation policy frequently requires coalition-building and relationships among people with different perspectives. Bringing those perspectives into the same organization could allow members to discover common priorities and develop compromises that strengthen transportation recommendations.
The discussion also considered how the future advisory body could interact with recent changes in State transportation legislation. Staff suggested that the group could potentially serve as a sounding board and recommending body for projects on Tier 1 and Tier 2 roadways requiring UDOT approval. A representative body containing both business and residential perspectives could review proposals and provide recommendations that strengthen the City's position when seeking UDOT approval.
Staff noted that the City already conducts extensive engagement with stakeholders directly affected by individual projects, but obtaining a broader community perspective can be more difficult. A diverse advisory body could help fill that role.
Staff also acknowledged the workload associated with supporting multiple advisory groups, particularly with a Vision Zero group potentially adding another advisory body. Consolidation could reduce administrative demands while improving communication among transportation interests.
No final structure was adopted during the discussion. Staff will continue gathering feedback, including from the Business Transportation Coalition, and evaluating options for meeting frequency, subcommittees, representation, and responsibilities. The discussion identified several priorities for the future structure: diverse representation, productive disagreement, direct communication among differing interests, meaningful policy involvement, responsiveness to legislative and budget timelines, and ensuring that the body's recommendations are actually used.

Motion: William Davis motioned to adjourn the meeting; Matt Gray seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously.  The meeting was adjourned at 6:34 p.m.

Meeting Chat
Reed, Andrew 6/8/2026 6:08 PM • 
Feel free to email your pubilc tilities questions to: slcpu@slc.gov
Reed, Andrew 6/8/2026 6:08 PM • utilities*
You 6/8/2026 6:11 PM • Next Joint TAB/BAC Meeting on September 14th @ 4:00 P.M.
Jeannie Rollo 6/8/2026 6:21 PM • Another downside with quarterly is if you happen to miss a meeting, it would be 6 months for that particular member
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