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Purpose of Report

Overview and Definitions

Overview.of Key Findings
Presentation

Staff Recommendations

Next Steps




Provide summary of written comments

Identify the public’s preference for scope,
attributes, and objectives for a Mountain
Transportation System within the Central

Purpose of Wasatch Mountain Range
the Report

Make and staff-recommended edits,
changes, or additions to the CWC MTS
scoping document




Public comment period 2/7 -- 3/1

1,223 comments from 366 individuals

Including 40 stock comments

\ 4

Four major comment themes:
Scope, Attributes, Objectives, &
Transportation Mode and Management Strategies

CO I I l I I l e nt Total Comments on the Mountain Transportation System Scope,

Objective, and Attributes
Februray 7th through March 1st, 2020
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O V e rV | e W 1223 comments from 366 individuals

Comment Topics

= Attributes (192 comments)

» Scope (151 comments)

Objectives (351 comments)

= Transportation Modes & Management
(529 comments)

Objectives
351 comments
29%




Definitions

Scope

e The MTS scope pertains to the geographic footprint and area that will be included in the
process. The MTS scope also includes current regional transportation systems, economic
nodes, and recreation nodes.

Attributes

e These are the qualities of what a MTS should exhibit. For example, a MTS should provide year-
round access to serve today’s and tomorrow’s visiting residents, businesses, and employees.

Objectives

e The objectives are the preferred outcomes and implementation targets of the mountain
transportation system.

Transportation Modes and Management

e These are specific types of modes (car, rail;, aerial, bus, etc.) and transportation demand
management strategies (parking, tolling, etc.)



Key Findings

Scope

Comment Topic: Scope
154 comments from 105 individuals

No more development More detail

6 comments 5 comments
5% 4%
Populationgrowth

6 comments

Includeall major_ 5%

jurisdictions
6 comments
5% Funding

6 comments
4% Connectionswith

regional transit system
50 comments
38%

Connectionsbetween /

General CC/PC

comment 18 comments

8 comments 14%
6%

Scope sub-topics

= Connectionswith
regionaltransit
system

= Support sope

Connections between

rclor
\.\..’P\.

m Generalcomment

m Funding

m Includeallmajor
jurisdictions

Created March 26, 2020



Key Findings

(Attributes)

Comment Topic: Attributes
193 comments from 93 individuals

Economical/Life-

Cycle Costs Attributes sub-topics
7 comments
Reliable 5% = Environmentally friendly

8 comments
5%

= Equitable access
Reduces pollution

12 comments .
8% = Efficient
® Year-round access

= Affordable/free transit
Convenient

16 comments _
10% Convenient
® Reduces pollution

m Reliable

Affordable/free transit
16 comments
11%

Economical/Life-Cycle
Costs

Created March 26, 2020




Key Findings

Objectives

Comment Topic: Objectives
351 comments from 184 individuals

Resorts should pay for Short-term solutions

solutions 13 comments Objectives sub-topics
14 comments 6%
6% = Improved transit

Ensure trailhead access
16 comments
7%

» Disincentivize vehicles

Carrying capacity/visitor
management

) = Reduce vehicles
Year-round transit

18 comments

» Incentivize transit
8%

= Year-round transit

Incentivize tr Ensure trailhead access

18 commen
8% = Resorts should pay for solutions

= Short-term solutions

Carrying
capacity/visitor
management
22 comments

9%

Reduce vehicles
22 comments
10%

Disincentivize vehicles
23 comments

10%
Created March 26, 2020




Key Findings

Mode &
Management

Comment Topic: Transportation Mode and Management
529 comments from 246 individuals

Transportation Mode and
Against rail Management sub-topics

19 comments
6%

. . m Parking in the valleys
Against aerial

21 comments

= For buses
6%
Restrict vehicles For rail
27 comments
8%
= Improve bus system
For aerial = Tolling
28 comments
8% = For aerial
Tolling . )
m Restrict vehicles
32 comments
10%

Against aerial

For rail

54 comments
16% Created March 26, 2020

Improve bus system
36 comments
11%




&% Central Wasatch Mountains

Connections between Cottonwood Canyons and
Staff “* , !
potentially PC/Summit Co./Wasatch Co.

Recommendations

SCOpe B  Include Mayflower development

£ 77 Include Millcreek




Central Wasatch Mountain Transportation System Initiative (Updated 3/26/2020)
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&%  Equitable access

Summary

Recommendations
Attributes

[~ Enhance experience for Central Wasatch Mountain
% visitors

Reliability during all mountain conditions




Reduces pollution

Summary

Protects environmental quality

Recommendations with sensitivity to ridgelines

Attributes

Economical/Cost Effective




Summary of

Recommendations
Objectives

Disincentivize vehicles and incentivize transit

Evaluate carrying capacity and visitor management

Provide year-round access

Evaluate mix of private and public funding options

Improve Trailheads as part of transportation system

Preserve wilderness and environmental quality




&/% Development around transit nodes
B Use technology to optimize a MTS

Emergency Egress

S umima ry £77» Reduce fuels/wildfires
Recommendations
Objectives

Reduce or continue to limit parking in the canyons

ﬂ],'.] Improve communication to the public about traffic conditions

Consider both short-term and long-term solutions

I

&% Protect visual quality




Next Steps

Seek Commissioner approval for recommended
scope, attributes, and objectives

Review conclusions of scope with Stakeholders
Council, members jurisdictions, state legislators, etc.

Staff will develop evaluation criteria

Explore modes and management strategies against the
scope, attributes, and objectives
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