Route 151

Updated: December 2011

Hailstone to Woodland June 26,1933. Deleted: Lemon's Grove to Woodland 1953.

1953 Description:
From Hailstone on Route 6 easterly to Francis on Route 35.

Approved by the 1963 Legislature:
Approved by the 1965 Legislature:

1967 Legislature:

*(A)

1979 Legislature:

Withdrawn as a State Route by the 1979 Legislature.

*(B) 1987 Commission Action August 7, 1987:

From Route 68 east via 10400 South Street to 1300 West Street; thence southeasterly (along
future alignment) to 10600 South Street; thence east via 10600 South Street to Route 15 (I-15)
N .B. on & off ramps.

1988 Legislature Description reads as follows:
From Route 68 east via 10400 South Street to 1300 West, thence southeasterly to 10600 South
Street; thence east via 10600 South Street to state Route 15.

1990 Legislature: Description remains the same.
1992 L.egislature: Description remains the same.

*(C) 1992 Commission Action February 14, 1992:
Extension from I-15 N.B. on and off ramps traversing easterly to 10600 South & 700 East. Not
Actuated until conditions defined in resolution are met.

1993 Legislature: Description remains the same.
1994 Legislature: Description remains the same.

1995 Legislative Description:
From Route 68 east via 10400 South Street to 1300 West Street; thence southeasterly to 10600
South Street; thence east via 10600 South Street to State Route 15.

1996 Legislature: Description remains the same.
1997 Legislature: Description remains the same.

1998 Legislative Description:
From Route 68 east on 10400 South Street to 1300 West Street; then southeasterly to 10600
South Street; then east on 10600 South Street to Route 15.




Route 151 Cont.

1999 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2000 Legislature: Description remains the same.

*(D) 2001 Commission Action January 19, 2001:
Extended SR-151 to begin at SR-154 (Bangerter Highway) via 10400 South.

2001 Legislative Description:
From Route 154 east on 10400 South Street to 1300 West Street; then southeasterly to 10600
South Street; then east on 10600 South Street to Route 15.

2002 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2003 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2004 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2005 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2006 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2007 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2008 Legislature: Description remains the same.
2011 Legislature: Description remains the same.

* Refers to resolution index page following.



Route 151
COUNTY/VOLUME & RESOLUTION NO.

A. Wasatch & Summit Co. 6/2 B. Salt Lake Co. 7/23

C. Salt Lake Co. 9/14 D. Salt Lake Co. 10/26

DES RIPTION OF RESOLUTION CHANGE

(A). Deletion - Deleted SR-151 as a State Route Designation.

(B). Addition - From SR-68 (Redwood Road) via 10400 South to 1300
West, thence proposed roadway southeasterly to 10600
South, thence easterly via 10600 South to SR-15.

(C). Extension - From SR -15 easterly via 10600 South to 700 East in Sandy.
Not Actuated.
(D). Extension - Begin SR-151 at SR-154 (Bangerter Highway) via 10400

South to SR-68 (Redwood Road) then continue traversing
previous SR-151 alignment.



record

routes

the US

curred

action

- - sl " PHENAT' {5 e

RESOLUTION

Redesignation of Various State Routes

WHEREAS, it has been determined that it would be advantageous for
keeping and developing a Highway Reference System that wvarious state
be redesignated by hierarchy with the route number being synonymous with
route designation, and

WHEREAS, this proposed revision of State Route Designations is con-
in by all District Directors.

NOW THEREFCOBE, be it resolwved as follows:

That Interstate Route 15 be designated as State Route 15-and by this

delete the designation of State Route 1 and redesignate present State

Eoute 15ias State Route 9, #

That Interstate Route 80.be designated as State Route 30-and by this

action delete the designation of State Route 2.-8nd redesignate present State

Route 807 as State Route 92,

e

That Interstate Route 80N be designated as State Route 8% and by this

action delete the designation of State Route 3 and redesignate present State

e ':...-:"_J--

Route 82 as State Route 126,

That Interstate Route 70 be designated as State Route 70 and by this

action delete the designation of State Route 4 and redesignate present State

Route ?ﬂ,ipart of State Route 1ﬂ2,xpart of State Route 69, part of State Route 16

and State Route 517as State Route 30vand by this action delete the designation of

State Route 517

That Interstate Route 215 be designated as State Route 215 and by this

action delete the designation of State Route 5,

That US=& and 50 from the Utah-Nevada State line to Delta be designated

as State Route § and that US-6 from Deltz te the junction with I=-70 west of
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Green River also be designated as State Route 6 and by this action delete the
designation of State Route 27,”

That US=-40 be designated as State Route 40" and by this action delete
the designation of State Route_ﬁ and redesignate present State Route 50 as State
Route 134

That US-50 from Delta to Salina be designated as State Route 50 with
the exception of that section coincident with Interstate Route 15 and by this
action delete the designation of State Route 26“and redesignate a part of present
State Route 50 as State Route 26,

That US-89 be designated as State Route 89 with the exception of those
sg¢ctions coincident with Interstate Route 70, US-6, I-15 and US-91 and by this

action delete the designation of State Route 259, part of State Route 11, part

of State Route 28] State Route 32, State Route 8 State Route 271y part of State
Route 106, State Route 169 State Route 49! part of State Route 50, part of State
Route 84, State Route 13 2nd the remaining part of State Route 16, redesignate
present State Route 89"as State Route 169 and redesignate that portion of State
Route 84" from Brigham northerly to State Route 30 as State Route 13,

That US=91 be redesignated as State Route 91 and by this action delete
the designation of State Route 85}~

That US-189 be designated as State Route 189 with the exception of
those sections coincident with US-40 anéd Interstate Route 80“and by this action
delete the designation of State Route 77 1517and part of State Route 357

That US-163 be designated as State Route 163 and by this action delete
the designation of State Route 477 part of State Route 9 and redesisnate present
State Route 163 °as State Route JB¥

That US-666 b: 2signated as State Route 666 and by this action delete
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the remaining portion of State Route 9,
That as a result of the aforementioned revisions the State Routes in-
volved will be described as follows:
Route 6 From the Utah-Nevada State line easterly wia Delta and Tintic
Junetion, thence easterly via Santaquin, Payson and Spanish Fork to Moark Junec-
tion, thence easterly via Spanish Fork Canyon and Price to Route 70 (Interstate
Route 70) west of Green River.

Route 9 From Harrisburg Junction on Route 15 (Interstate Route 153)
easterly to Zion National Park south boundary, thence from Zion Nationmal Park
east boundary to Mt., Carmel Junction on Route B89.

Route 11 From the Utah-Arizona State line north to a junction with I

Rbute 89 in Kanab,

Route 13 From a junction with Route 91 in Brigham City northerly via

" Bear River and Haws Corner to a peoint south of Riverside, thence east to Route 30
north of Collinston.

Route 15 From the Utah-Arizona State line near St. George to the Utah-
Idaho State line south of Malad, Idaho, (traversing the alignment of Interstate
Route 15), Segments of present State Routes used as Interstate Traveled-way will
remain State responsibility until these segments are replaced by completed Inter-
state Projects,

Route 16 From the Utah-Wyoming State line northerly to Route 30 at Sage
Creek Junction.

Route 26 From Route 8% in Roy easterly to Route 89 in Ogden (Former
SR=50 Part).

Route 28 From a junction with Route 89 in Gunnison northerly via Levan
to a junction with Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) north of Levan.

Route 30 From the Utah-Nevada State line northeasterly via Curlew

v i
Junction to Route #2 (Interstate Route 80N) west of Snowville. Then commencing
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again at 2 junction with Route 87 (Interstate Route BON) west of Tremonton
easterly via Tremonton, Haws Corner and Collinston to Route 91 in Logan. Then
commencing again at a junction with Route 89 in Garden City southeasterly via
Sage Creek Junction to the Utah-Wyoming State line.

Route 35 From Route 189 at Francis scutheasterly via Tabicna to
Route &7 north of Duchesne.

Route 40 From Silver Creek Junction on Route 80 (Interstate FRoute 80)
easterly via Heber City, Duchesne and Vernal to the Utah-Colorado State line.

Route 50 From Route 6 in Delta southeasterly to Holden, thence
northerly to Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) and commencing again on Route 15
(Interstate Route 15) near Scipio southeasterly via Sciplo te a junction with
Route 89 in Salina.

Route 69 From Brigham on Route 13 northerly via Honeyville to Route 30
at Deweyville,

Route 70 From Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) near Cove Fort to the
Utah-Colorado State line west of Grand Junction, Colorado, (traversing the
alignment of Interstate Route 70). Segments of present State Routres used as
Interstate Traveled-way will remain State responsibility until these segments
are replaced by completed Interstate Projects.

Route 78 From Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) west of Levan east to
Route 28 in Levan.

Route 80 From the Utah-Nevada State line near Wendover te the Utah-
Wyoming State line west of Evanston, Wyoming, (traversing the alignment of
Interstate Route B0). Segments of present State Routes used as Interstate
Traveled=-way will remain State responsibility until these segments are replaced

by completed Interstate Projects.
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Route £ From the Utah-Idaho State line near Snowville to a point
’/f on Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) near Tremcnton, thence from another point on
Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) near Roy to Route 850 (Interstate Route 30) near

Echo, (traversing the aligmment of Interstate Route 88%), Segments of present

State Routes uged as Interstate Traveled-way will remain State responsibilicy
until these segzents are replaced by completed Interstate Projects.

RoutetE;E From Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) south of Layton northerly
to Route 89 at Hot Springs Junction,

Route 89 From the Utah-Arizona State line northwest of Page, Arizona,
westerly to Xanab, thence northerly te a junction with Route 70 (Interstate
Route 70) at Sevier Junction. Then commencing again at the junction with Route
70 (Interstate Route 70) south of Salina northerly wvia 5alina, Gunnison and

1‘; Mt. Pleasant to a junction with Route 6 at Thistle Junction, Then commencing
again at 2 junction with Route 6 at Moark Junction northerly via Springvilie,
Provo, Orem and American Fork to Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) north of Lehi,
Then commencing again at a junction with Route 15 (Interstate Route 1l5) near
Draper Crossroads northerly via Murray and Salc Lake City to 2 junction with
Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) at Becks Interchange. Then commencing again at a
junction with Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) near Orchard Drive northerly via
Bounriful to 2 junction with Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) at XNorrh Bountiful
Interchange. Then commencing again at a junction with Route 15 (Interstate
Route 15) at Lagoon Junction northerly wiz Uintah Junction and Ogden to Route 91
near south city limits of Brigham City. Then commencing again at a junction
with Route 91 in Logan northeasterly to Garden City, thence north to the Utah-

Idaho State line.

+3) Route 91 From Route 13 (Interstate Route 15) south of Brigham, thence
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easterly via Brigham Canyon and Logan to the Utah=-Jdaho State line near Frank

Idaho,
¥ Route 92 From Route 13 (Interstate Route 13) near Point of the Mountain
east via American Fork Canyon to Route 189 in Provo Canyon.
Route 102 TFrom Route 83 east of Lampo Junction northeasterlv via Penrose

and Thatcher to Route s (Interstate Route 80F) west of Tramoanton.

Bountiful, thence northerly to Sheppard lane in Farmington, thence east to Route B89,

& e
~ Route 2. From Route 30 in Tremonton north wvia 300 East to Garland,

thence east approximately (.8 mile, thence north to Route 13.

Route 134 From Kanesville on Route 37 northerly to Plain City, thence
easterly to Pleasant View on Route 89,

Route 163 From the Utah-Arizona State line southwest of Mexican Hat
northerly wia Blanding, Monticello and Moab to Route 70 (Interstate Route 70) at
Crescent Junction,

Route 169 From Route 162 east to Eden on Route 146.

Route 189 From Route 15 (Interstate Route 15) south of Provo anortherly
via University Avenue and Prove Canyon to Route 40 scuth of Heber. Then com-
mencing again from Route 40 at Hzilstone Junction easterly to Francis, thence
northerly via Kamas to Route 80 (Interstate Route 80) south of Wanship.

Route 215 From a junction with Roule 80 (Interstate Route 80) near the
mouth of Parleys Canyon southeast of Salt Lake City, southwesterly near the south
city limits of Murray, junctioning with Route 15 (Interstate Route 15), thence
northwesterly, northerly and easterly to a junction with Route 15 (Interstate
Route 15) north of Salt Lake City, (traversing the alignment of Interstate Route
215).

Route 6656 From Route 163 at Monticello east to the Utah-Colorado State

line,
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The maps presented relating the action taken herewith are hereby

8]

part of this resolution and will be stored at the office of the Planning
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tics Section of the Transportation Planning Division.
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day of R 1 L, 1677.

}lr.l ¥
UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMMISSIOXN

-
B

Dated this

Chairman

; /f""’""ﬂt //fl“f'--
- / Vice-Chairman

1

= /"‘.‘? o Lo 2 1#"—‘3"

Comnissioncr

ormissioder

f.—;a'!“'faff/ / /7?2?‘/’ /

Commisgdoner i/f

ATTEST -

.-. / ..—--r_ /
4 - (.r._ # f el _,-
Secretary

| <
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STATE ROUTES REQUIRING CHANGES IN ROUTE DESIGRATION SIGNING

Existing Designation New Designation District Miles
SR-15 SR-9 5 32.6
SR=-15 SR-9 3 12.3
SR=80 SR-92 6 26.8
SR=-82 SR-126 1 3.1
SR=40 SR-134 1 12.4
SR=50 Part SR-26 1 3.8
SR=-89 SR-169 1 0.6
SR-84 SR-13 1 _27.8

Total 119.4

SR-70, SR-102, SR-6%9, SE-16 and SR-51 in District 1, remove rectanzular

route signs from sign posts.

US-89 signs thru Sevier Valley will be replaced with "Temporary I-70" signs
with rectangular signs under the Temporary I=70 sign indicating the State Route
designation until completion of I-70 thru this area., Upon completion of I-70
between Sevier Junction and Salina all 5tate Routes will be resigned by their
designated State Route, District 3

Present State Routes 15 and 80 will be dual route signed for a period of

approximately two years as a guide to Tourists, Distriets 5, 3 and 6

All directional signing (junction signs, etc.) affected by these revisions

will also require changing.

(-\.



TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

T e —— - R o o e

M EMOoran d Ui - UTAH STATE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

DATE: June 2, 1977
District Directors

sy v
L. R. Jester, P.E. VZ,;
Engineer for Transpartdis Planning

Redesignations of State Routes

On May 20, 1977, the Utah Transportation Commission approved the
redesignations of various State Routes as described in the attached

resolution. Please review the changes that have been approved in
your District and notify all interested agencies within your area.

Attachment

Note: Al11 Districts refer to last page of resolution for
necessary signing changes.
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UTAH STATE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

June 2, 1377

Kr. Norman V. Hancock, Chief

Game Management Section

Utah State Division of Wildlife Resources
1586 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, Utah 84104

Subject: Redesignation of State Routes
Cear Mr. Hancock:

On May 20, 1977, the Utah Transportation Commission approved the
redesignations of the various State Routes as described in the

enclosed Resolution.

Yours very truly,

L. R, Jester, P.E.
Engineer for Transportation Planning

LRJI/EDB/WDM/BDent fcs -
Enclosure

cc: H.B. Leatham

Memo sent to all District Engineers & interested state personnel.

[, 1 3] . . - T u ity FOra ] T e A e
e e 14 +=pmye T Ty L O i ek i
HAESh s5ent To. L drV 1 . : - = R | I ] -

- . fas e - oy os

ot L - Py Vpugm = ey L oing w4 3
SRS LS oL [V o AT g R i



= I ,_L
Sh N S =
PrmnehS — = | @fmmﬁm — E B,

— N |
i

F W - : - T W LT = ™ b T AT =
AMERICAN ASSOCIATICN OF STATE ! IGHWAY
T P a; T ™ T Om OFTIT
AND TRANSPORTATION OFFICIALS

eleprone (202) 2454800

July 12, 1977

Mr. Blaine J. Kay, Director

Utah Department of Transportation _ n
Mr. Darrell Y. Manning, Director s {4
Idaho Transportation Department SN B
Mr. Robert A. Burco, Director BT
Oregon Department of Transportation g 5;

Gentlemen:

The Route Numbering Committee reviewed the application coming Trom
the Idaho Department of lranspa”tatic,, and conctirred in by the Utah
Department of Transportation, for the redesignation of I-SON.

Atter reviewing the application, together with objections rai seu by
tates of aash]ngtﬂﬂ and Oregon, the Commitiee voted to redesignate I-80N
as I-84, subject to concurrence by the Federal Highway Auﬂ:nssbra‘or, an
with the 5State of Oregon in consultation with the States of Utah and Id
to make the determination when the sign change would take place; but no

later then July 1st, 1980.
This action was reviewed by the Executive Copmittee at its meeting
on July 7th, 1977, and concurred therein.

SiTjE;eI{//// v
/

T —

J. Rhodes

A s Deputy Director
HJR:pw
cc: Mr. William Cox Cobv
c TEETTEN BETAINE - o ey
43 ». Federal Highway Administrator P i e I ERETAL FILES AETURY
S Federal Highway Administration B : R 0, S A
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UTAH STATE DEP’A

He, Horman Y. Hancock, Chief

Management Section

Hest Horth Temple
Lake City, Utah

L owed £ 0 C1T
[ B o

Subject:

Cear Mr. Hancock:

54164

UMENT OF HIGIWAYS

o
h State Division of Wildlife Resources

Redesignaticn of State Routes

Cn HMay 20, 1977, the Utzh Transportation Commission approved the
redesignations of the various State Routes as described in the

enclosed Resolution.

LRJ/ECHWDM/BDent fos -
Enclosure
cc; H.B.
Memo sent to all District

R ~ = Eend
[ Evr
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ingers & interested state pe

Yours very truly,

t. R, dester, PULE.
troineer for Transportation Planning
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State Route 151 (10800 Sourn Street)

WHCREAS, the Jtah Highway System 5tudy estaclisned criteri
designating cities wnich are eligaple to o2 served Dy state nighway
and,

WHzRcAS, Soutn Jordan City and fhe proposed 1d4dd and 106800
Soutn connection to Interstate 15 qualify under said criteria:

Ndw, TACAZ=JHZ, De 1t resolved as follows:

From State Route 68 east wvia 10400 South Strest to 1300 wWest
S5treet; tnance soutnesasterly (along future aligmment) to 1080U
Soutn Street; thnence east via 106800 South 5Street to State
foute 15.

Tnat in aczcoraance with Section 27-12-27 of the Jtan Cogse
Annotated, 1953, that the aforementioned roadway, a distance of 2.21
miles, pe adoed to thne State Hignway System and pe designated as Starte
rRoute 151,

Tnat Soutn Jordan's “C" System mileage will decrease U.B5+
miles and Sandy City's "C" System mileage will decrease 0.15+ miles.

Tnat tne accompanying map be hereoy incorporated as a part of
thizs Resolution,

Jated tnis /77%,) day of ﬁrlmuu:l , 1987,

UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

LXman )
fdﬁi;fjgé diiaéﬁgzﬁég;fx_

e S F ¥
Camnissioner

ol s

Commissioner

Commissioner

Attest:

Secretra

)

‘:'n' o

20641
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RESOIL.UOUOT I OGN

Extension of SR-151

whereas, Section 27-12-27 of the Utah Code 1990 provides for the
addition to or deletion from the State Highway System, and

Whereas, Sandy City officials have requested expansion of the State
System of Highwavys along 10600 Scuth to help alleviate =some of the
transportation problems created by tremendous population growth within the
Sandy City¥ area, and

Whereas, Sandy City agrees that prior teo the Commission accepting
the section of 106th Scouth from I-153 to 700 East on the State Highway Svystem,
they will pav all outstanding bills teo UDOT for engineering and contract

management ,

and claims due and pavable to the Contractor [W.W. and W.EB.

Gardner, Inc.) on the project M-1008({1) completed in 1988, and

Whereas, Sandwvy City Agrees to provide fee title for Right-of-Way
for future widening te a width of 80 feet prior teo the Commi=sion accepting
the section of 106th South from I-15 to Y00 East on the State Highway Svystem,

and

whereas, the District 2 Director has studied the problems relating

to the transportation situation within the Sandy City area, and concurs the

need for expansion of SR-131 along 10800 Scuth providing the afore-mentioned
Ccandit.iunﬁ are satisfactorily completed, and

Whereas, the appropriate staff of the Transportation Planning
Division have reviewed the problems related to transportation within Sandy
City, concurs with proposed extension of SR-151 aleong 10600 South.

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved as follows:

1
L.

(]

Roadway traversing easterly via 10600 South Street from the N.B.
on and off ramps of Interstate 15 {SR=15), to the intersection
of 10600 Scouth Street and 700 East Street a distance of 1.30%
miles be placed on the State System of Highways as an extension
of SR-151 contingent upon compliance to afore-mentioned
stipulations.

The Functional Classification on 10600 South Street will remain
Minor Arterial and the Federal-aid System Number will remain
FAU-1008 residing on the State System of Highways.

This resolution will be actuated upon approval of the
Transportation Commission and completion of afore-mentioned
stipulations.

The accompanving Commission Minutes of Jan. 24,1992 pages 16
through 20, Fee Title, and map be made part of this rescluticon.
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Extension of SR-151
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Dated on this_

w
Att £ ' M\
est: : Y
/f_{;_m /. O d g aa onr
Secretarv

3 UL Saw of%i-ﬂ}-_,k_a_ax « 1992
2

Utah Transportation Commission

Jrnwﬁ&j 4? y iﬂ/é‘ﬂh—

Chairman

a;ua.\

zslioner

Commissioner
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of what we are committing to. BRI L S

Mayor Pett said they used 550,000 yards of dirt for the golf
course, and this site was selected as the most outstanding project
in the entire United States as an non-pollution demonstration
project., When he went back to Tor§nto to receive the award, we
were the ‘only city and first in the \United States to get such an
award on environmental model projegt.

Jack Mann said that relative\ to the inconsistencies
regarding wetlands, they were told last 11 that they would have
a grant, and the new man said no grant. The\Mayor told them it was
an award-winning\project. They told him theyx didn’t realize that,
and he got the grant. They appreciate what\ the Commission has
done. They think ere may be a need for so additional water
beyond the 10"-12" line. Frankly, one of the things they are also
trying to do is have e surface pollutants drop:sthrough to what
goes through the golf coyrse. By the time it goes through the golf
course, 90 percent of tha pollutants have been cleahed ocut. They
syspect the same thing wi happen on the other side:

, Commissioner Winters said he thinks it is a grea
Chairman Taylor told the delegation he thinks they can
feeling of the Commission. =

acreg are involved, and he was“\told they are doing the ‘entire
Jordéq River Parkway for their CI

project.

these \projects. They have the goif course of 150 acres, ey
acquir another 110, and they will\pbtain another 30 acres r
control of the entire corridor thyxough their city. Gene

Sturzenegger explained that they ha already constructed a
pedestrian bridge across the Jordan River\in this area and also one
just southhof 5400 South. Jack DeMann said they are also trying
to work with UDOT to get one under I-215 for their trailer to get
te the golf sourse. They will be receiving %450,000 in grants to

develop traiblg, wetlands, and parking lot as part of this
corridor. :

LY

CommissioneX Winters suggested that the Commission have this
brought back as t District develops some cost figukes. Chairman
Taylor asker Gene urzenegger if he can get the info tion by the
meeting on February“l4th, and he said he could. Jack Demann said
they would also like“{o have them consider giving them the water
rights, so there is no“guestion on that. Gene Sturzenegger said
they feel they have no interest in the water rights, so there is
no reason we can‘t do that.

Sandy City Request - 106th South

Byron Jorgensen, Chief Administrative Qfficer for Sandy City,
explained that the Mayor can’'t be here and asked that he make the
presentation for Sandy City. He has Darrell Scow, Public Works
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Director for Sandy City, with him.

During the last seventeen years, the population in Sandy City
nas grown from 6,000 people to 76,000 which means that it has
increased thirteen times. That has created trauma, frustrations,

fourth largest city in Utah.

One of the difficult challenges they have had is putting the
road system in place to handle the population. Some of the things
they have done over the years to try and deal with that is that
anytime they have a development along a State Highway they require
the developers to widen the road to its eventual width with curb,
gutter, and sidewalk. That has been working fairly well except
that they have narrow and wide sections. They have a project which
will come in pretty soon to widen those areas which have not been
widened. The State is also talking about widening 90th South which
is what the hearing was about the other night. Sandy City has also
worked along 13th East. It carries the heaviest traffic leoad in
their city, and it hasn’'t been widened in a number of places. Over
the last five years, they have spent about 80 percent of their
construction money on widening 13th East from border to border.
For the last two years, they put all the money they could to widen
13th East along the Snyder Golf Course between 86th and 94th South.
There have been lawsuits along there, but they are getting pretty
close to having it done. They expect to have it finished by mid
summer, but it has taken everything they have had to get that
accomplished.

Mr. Jorgensen said they have also been out on Wasatch Blvd.
to extend the road down to where it deadends near the Hidden Valley
Country Club near the Draper border. Over the last six years, they
have put in approximately three miles of that rocad. The County
owns two quarter-mile portions not in, and there is funding to buy
the ground this year and install one section next year. Wasatch
Blvd. is four lanes with turning lanes. They bonded to put that
in six years ago, and they still have about four more years to go
on the bonds.

Basically, it has turned from a farming community to a major
city. The State Road System normally serving major arterials has
left them with some holes where the roads have not been extended.
They understand it has happened because their city has grown so
fast, and the system hasn’t had a chance to react to it.

Sandy City has two requests they would like to make and ask
the Commission to consider. The first one is for the State to
adopt 106th South onto the State Road System. The State came in
several years ago, built the road to 13th West, and adopted 106th
South west of the freeway from just east of State Street onto the
system. It is a City road up to 7th East, and a County road for
the rest of the way. They are requesting that the State adopt
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106th South from State Street to where it ties into 20th East as
they have on the west side. They are suggesting that the City and
County do two things to help make that easier. About half of it
isn‘t widened yet. They are trying to acquire right-of-way, and
they will be in a condemnation mode with some of those. If they
are willing to do that, the City will continue acquiring the right-
of-way and pay for it. The top half of that is already widened.

Mr. Jorgensen referred to a letter from their traffic engineer
explaining it and one from Commissioner Horiuchi. The County is
requesting that the State adopt 106th South up to 20th East.

Mr., Jorgensen asked if the Commission will also consider
taking Highland Drive to where it deadends about 200 yards south
of 94th South, help them take it over to the Dimple Dell Regional
Park, and eventually out to Draper where it will hook into the West
Valley Highway from the east end. That will be a major corridor
traffic loop for the Salt Lake Valley. They are asking for their
help where they feel it is wvery legitimate, and they are proposing
that Sandy City continue to fund the other areas.

Mr. Schow said he would also like to mention that along with

Sandy City acgquiring the right-of-way for their portion of that

road, the County Commissioners are planning an overlay on the

County portion from 7th East to 13th East and have committed to

complete that overlay this construction season. If the State

‘ elects to take it under State jurisdiction, it will be in good
condition when they receive it.

Commissioner Winters said he talked to Mayor Smith a week or
so ago and suggested that he and the County get together and
present a letter, so UDOT can get together to study it and
determine exactly what 1s requested. Commissioner Horiuchi
indicated that they are interested in doing some trading, and he
hopes that is part of the letter. Darrell Schow said he wasn't
aware of that. He drafted the letter for him, and Commissioner
Horiuchi signed it. He thinks his position is the same as when he
talked to Commissioner Winters, but he was not aware of it.
Commissioner Winters suggested that he get back with them and
determine exactly what they have in mind.

Chairman Taylor asked Gene Sturzenegger if the District has

reviewed this. Gene Sturzenegger said not to any extent. He
talked to Mayor Smith several months ago about their interest in
asking that this be done. That was the last discussion.

Commissioner Winters suggested that they have the District and
Planning Division look at the reguest, study the letters, and get
back with the County about trading some jurisdiction.

Chairman Taylor told Sandy City it is their normal procedure
to have the District and Planning Division make a recommendation
based on the functional classification criteria for adding roads

-



19

—_

State Highway System. He thinks when they entered into a
agreement a number of years age to jointly fund the

ersection at 106th South, they knew there was going to be some
development out there. There was only a branch bank at that time.
Now there is the South Town Mall with 32 new businesses going into
the Mall. There is also development on the west side of it. He
thinks there is good justification for this.

Commissioner Winters moved that the staff get a recommendation
to the Commission as soon as possible. Commissioner Larkin
seconded the motion, and it carried unanimously.

Howard Richardson asked Darrell Schow if he is aware of the
fact that for 106th South they contracted with UDOT to do the
construction for them. That has not been resolved yet, and there
are a lot of unpaid bills on that with the contractor. Mr. Schow
said they are aware of that. Mr. Richardson said they are trying
to bring that to a head, and they are having a little trouble
getting a good feeling that Sandy City is interested in closing
that out. They will be talking to them more about that.

Commissioner Winters said he thinks if we are to take any
action at all, they will need to clear all of those things up at
one time. There was a very firm commitment made by Sandy City on
some financial responsibility. It hasn't been resolved, it ought
to be as we take a look at these other issues. Chairman Taylor

added that it will be along with the commitment for right-of-way
acquisition.

Darrell Schow said they appreciate their consideration of
this. There are roughly 850 new homes built each year with about
four pecple moving into each of those homes. They all need to wind
through subdivisions or drop down to 13th East to get through. It
is quite a challenge for them, and they appreciate UDOT’S help.

Commissioner Winters asked if they resolved their differences
with Draper en 13th East. Mr. Schow said they are getting closer.
The Planning Commission is looking at the safety issues and
protection of the neighborhood. They were planning a shopping
center there without any protection, and there is a very steep "S"
curve on the end of 13th. Those things are being looked at right
now. It is going to take a few weeks, but he thinks they are
proceeding in a productive direction.

Clint Topham said one of the things he pointed out was the
Dimple Dell area. They toock the legislature on a tour of that area
last year and discussed the 20th East study with them. Sandy City
told them that the only acceptable solution for crossing that is
with a bridge. 1If they stand in the area and lock across, it is
a mighty big bridge, and they need to understand the financial
implications of that if they choose to do that.
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Commissioner Winters said based on their recommendation,
doesn’'t commit us to what kind of road is actually going to in
there. He doesn't think anyone should be committed to that. They
should probably let that fall out at the time the study is made as
to what should be done. Clint Topham said he believes right now
that the 20th EBast Study carries with it the recommendation of
Sandy City that it be a bridge. Commissioner Winters said he knows
that; but before we can do anything, we need to go back to the
environmental study and go through all of the details. That will
be the time to make a decision as to whether it will be at-grade,
a bridge, or a combination. If they take any action, he hopes it
won't be taken as committing the Commission to any particular kind

of road through that area when it is built. Darrell Schow said he
understands that.

1&]

Pre nary R rt - Noise Walls on I-215

-Dyke LeFevre referred to the copy of the Noise Study Report
sent the Commission. It recommended an increase in the noise
walls ich were built in 1989, There was about 15,500’
establish at that time, and there will\be 16,800’ more. There
will be a increase in funding from \what they originally

anticipated, and they will be coming back\ later on to make a
recommendation.

Chairman Taylox asked Mr. LeFevre if they wi
in three weeks when ey have their next meetin
said yes; that is why\he was told they could ha
committee. Chairman Taywlor asked that it be an a
three weeks.

have that ready
Dyke LeFevre
the special
nda item in

U.S5. West - Mouth of Weber C

Jim Schnetzer, U.S. West Desigmh\Engineering, said they arik to
the Commission in regard to considerations, conditions, etc. to
help.Morgan County with a feeder route %o their area. The second
sheet\is a request for placement of condyit for fiber optics on
Interst@te right-of-way in Weber Canyon.

Mr.
the handou
the Commissi
the proposed r

chnetzer referred to the highlightedhmap at the back of
He said they have been working whkth District 1 and
» and it has been guestionable. map indicates
ting for the conduit. One of the prgblem areas is
where Utah Powe Light Company has a 6’ diameter Penstock line
to their sub-statdgn from a holding pond by the easthound rest
area. They have met“wyith District 1 about lateraling the\Penstock

line, which is at a nimum of 1’ in depth. They will 'geed to
place their conduit at 8! depths. Utah Power & Light Company has
presently encroached the foothill at the slope of the hill, ich

will require them to place their conduit between the Penstock line
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RESOLUTION
C

Extension of SR-71 & SR-151
12600 South & 10600 South

From Redwood to ogert ichway

Salt Lake Counry

WHEREAS. Secuons 72-2-102. 72-3-103. 72-4.104 of the Utah Code Annotated 19353, 2s amended.
authorize the Transportation Commission to :j.:prm'r: deletions from the state highway sy¥stem berween generai
sessions of the state Legislamure: and

WHEREAS. the Transportation Commission CCJ"S"CI-""*"W the extended additions of 12600 South and
10400 Sourh (refersd to as 10600 South). as portions of SR-71 and SR-151 respectively, has determined with

the continued amount of growth in the south end of Salt 1___\-.." \'allev along with an underdevaioped State
Highway System ajong the east west corridor ot the south =nd of the Salt Lake Valley. and

WHEREAS, the duly appointed officials of Riverton City and South Jordan Ctiy respectfully, agree to
adhear to all the provisions discussed and acted upon. which are contained and described in the documentation
of minutes passed by the Transporiation Commission in the February Commission meeting, and

WHEREAS. the Region Two Director recogmizing the problems with unprecedented growth in the
c yuthern portion of Salt Lake County requisite to improve the underdeveloped State Highway System along the
east west corridor. concurs with the Transportation Commission’s passage of stated documentation. and

WHEREAS. the Program Development Division. concurring with the Transportation Commission
advocating the inclusion of 12600 South and [0400 South (refered to as 10600 South), onto the State System of
Highways as extensions of SR-71 (12600 South) and SR-151 (10600 South) from SR-154 (Bangenter Highway)
10 SR-68 (Radwood Road) when ail conditions reiated to the documentation of minutes passed by the
Transportation Commission are sausfied.

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved as follows:

1. Roadway known as 12600 South in Riverton City. from the junction with SR-154 (Bangerter
Highway) traversing easterly to the junction with SR-68 | (Redwood Road) a distance of 1.46— miles be
placed on the State System of Highways as the beginning termini of SR-71 when all conditions defined
by the stated documentation of minutes passed by the Transportation Commission are satisfied.

2. Proposed roadway alignment and ewisrinf* roadwav know as 10400 sth (referred 10 as being 10600
Soutm n South Jordan City, proceeding from the junction with SR-1354 (Bangerter Highway) traversing
easteriv 10 2 junction with SR-68 (Redwood Road) 2 distance of 1.97+ miles be placed on the State
System of Highways as the beginning termini of SR-131 when proposed roadway is constructad as well
as when all conditions defined by the stated documentation of minutes passed by the Transportation
c Commission are satisfied.



age 2
{: cension of SR-71 & SR-131
" 12600 Souti & 10600 South
From Redwood Road ro Bangerter Higlhway
Salt Lake County

1. The new addition to $R-71 will be funcionaily classed Urban Principai Arterial and the new addition to SR-
151 wiil be functionally clzssed as Urban Minor Artenal.

4 These actions will become effective upon passage of this resoiution and actuated when all provisions defined
bv the stated documentation of minutes passed by the Transporation Commission are satisfied.

3. The accompanying Commission minutes, L,oc-r_\e ative Maintenance Agreements berween UDOT, Riverton
City. and South Jordan City respectively. and Exhibit “A” wiil be included and beseme part of this resolution.
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FOR 10600 AND 12600 SOUTH
SEE PAGES 4. 5 AND 6

UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

.-'::::;:r_-' 0. 2000

The reguiar mesting of the Utah Transoorzation Commussion. neid 2t 43501 South 2700 West. Salt Lake City
Utah. was called 1o order a: 9:035 a.m. by Commussicn Chairman Glen E. Brown, He weicomed those in merunncﬂ
Mike Ritchie was recognized. as this would be his fast mezung s the Utah Division Administrator far FHWA befors

moving on to another cagacity in California. Also. Depury Director Clint Topham announced his retirement from
the Department after 30 vears of service. and said he would be taking 2 position with Parsons Brinckerhoff. The
following Commissioners. s:arf members and others wers in aqandancs:

Glen E. Brown. Chairman
James G. Larkin. Vice-Chairman
Hai M. Clyde. Commissioner
Dan R. Eastman. Commissioner
Stephen M. Bodily, Commissioner
Jan C. Wells. Commissioner
Bevan K. Wilson. Commussioner
LeAnn G. Abeggien. Commission Secrezary
Thomas R. Wame, Execurive Director
Clinton D Topham. Deputy Director
Randall K. Lamoreaux. Project Deveiopment Dirscter
David K. Miles. Enginesr for Operaticns
. Linda Toy Hull. Program Deveiopment Director
: Max J. Ditevsen, Comptroller
Dyke M. LeFevre, Region One Director
Jim McMinimes, Region Two Director
Alan W. Mecham, Region Three Director
Robert P. Bamrew, Director of Aeronaurtics
Andrea Packer, Community Relations
Lyle McMillan, Chief of Right of Way
John Quick. Program Deveiopment
Austin Baysinger, Program Developmen:
Kevin Nichol, Program Deveiopment
Dan Kuhn, Program Development
Robb Edgar, Region Two
Dave West, Legacy Highway/1-15 North Project
John Njord, UDOT/SLOC
Mike Ritchie, Division Administator, FHWA
Senator Mont Evans, Utah State Senate
Represeanative David Hogue, Utzh House of Reprasentarives
Stuart Adams. Laywen City Council
Alex jeasen, Layton City Manager
Tom Christopulos. Layton City Economic Deveicpment Dirsctor
Mayor Sandra Lloyd, Riverton City
Mark Palesh, Riverton City Administator
Lecn Berren, Riverton City Engineer
Mayor Dix McMullin, South Jordan Ciry
Mayor Harold (Hal) Wing, Springville Cicy




FOR 10600 AND 12600 SOUTH
SEE PAGES 4.5 AND 6

UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

February {0, 2000
Salt Lzke Cinv

The rezuiar mesting of the Utak Traasoortation Cemmussion. ~2id at £301 Sourh 2700 West. Sait Lak=Cicv,
Utaiw was cailed o orderar 9:03 am. oy Comm:ssion Chairman Glen £. 2rown. He weicamed those in ;:g::.‘:::::.:_
Mike Ritcoie was recognized. 3s tus would be 2:s [ast mesung as the Uk Division Administrater for FHWA before
moving cn 10 another cagacity in Califormia. Also. Depury Director Clint Topham announced his retirement from
the Department after 30 years of service. and said he would be taking 2 position with Parsons Brnckerhoff. The
followinz Commissioners. siaff members and othars wers in ameadancs:

Glen £. Brown, Chamman

James G. Larkin, Vice-Chairman

Hal M. Clyde, Commissioner

Dan R. Eastman. Commissioner

Stephen M. Bodily, Commussion=r

Jan C. Wells. Commussioner

Bevan K. Wilson. Commussioner

LeAnn G. Abeggien. Commission Secrstary
Thomas E. Wame. Execurive Director

Clinton D Topham. Depury Director

Randail X. Lamoreaux. Project Deveiopment Director
David K. Miles. Enginesr for Operations

Linda Toy Hull Program Development Director
Max J. Ditlevsen, Comptroiler

Dyke M. LeFevre, Region One Director

Jim McMinimee, Region Two Director

Alan W, Mecham, Region Thres Dirsctor
Robert P. Barrew, Director of Aeronautics
Andrea Packer, Community Relations

Lyle McMillan, Chief of Right of Way

John Quick. Program Deveiopment

Austin Baysinger, Program Development

Kevin Nichol, Program Development

Dan Kuhn, Program Development

Robb Edgar, Region Two

Dave West, Legacy Highwaw1-135 Nomh Project
John Njord, UDOT/SLOC

Mike Ritchie, Division Administrator, FHWA
Senator Mont Evans, Utah State Senate
Representative David Hogue, Utzh House of Represeanatives
Stuart Adams, Lavton City Council

Alex Jeasen, Layton City Manager

Tom Christopuloes. Layton City Economic Deveiopment Director
Mayor Sandra Lloyd, Riverton City

Mark Palesh, Riverton Cizy Adminiszazor

Leon Berrew, Riverwea City Engineer

Mayor Dix McMaullin, South Jordan City

Mayor Haroid (Hal) Wing, Springville City
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APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Commussioner Larkin moved 10 approve ne minutes o the February (0. 2000. Commission meeting heid
in Sait Lake Cizv, Utah. The motion was seconged by Commussioner E2stman and approved unanimousiy.

SOU ON INTERCHANGE

Chairman Brown said some of the items on the agenda wiil be moved around in order 10 accommodate
various individuais atending this meeting. The first item of discussion will be on the South Layton Interchange.
Stuart Adams. Layron City Councilmember. started the presenmation. Mr. Adams referred to some displayed maps
of the south arez of Layton. and said copies er the maps are 2iso in the Commission s binders. He noted the marfic
problems they are expeniencing with theiri- 15 interchanges. 2nd said interchange 332 was rated an F, which is about
as bad as itcan ger. [t"s aiso one of the more difficuir intercnanges in northern Utah. One of their chailenges is that
peopie in the southern 2rea of Layton who want 1o 2o north have 1o go througn that mrerchange 1o get onto I-15
which creates more congestion around the mail area. L:}'tun Ciry proposed that a new interchange with an off ramp
coming from the north and an on ramp going to the north. using an existing overpass. would greatly eliminate and
reduce some of the problems around the mall area. Layton has some economic and deveiopment needs there to0.
Mr. Adams rurned the time over to Tom Christopuios for the next parnt of the presentation.

Mr. Christopuios stated they are not here today to ask for money but to point out their parricular pians in
moving forward to resoive 2 problem rhat exists in Layton ar interchange 332, [n their master pian of 2 100 acre
corridor. they are pianning for an intermodal transportation mode in South Layion to reiieve some of the
transportation problems at the 332 interchange. They are trving to anticipate the pianning for a rail station. if all goes
well, in the long term. And. over time. as the intersection they taiked abour eariier is expanded. it wiil not only offer
relief for the construction period. but they'd also like to compiete the development in order 10 disburse traffic. Mr.
Adams added thar they don’t want to be part of the problem. they want to be part of the soiution. and in the
Commission s binders there 1s a resoiution that was passed by the Layton City Council two weeks ago, authorizing
$50.000 from Layton City 1o be spent for a feasibility smudy. They want to move ahead. They ve parmered with
UDOT in the past and have experienced fabuious success with projects they’ve done. Additionai discussion focused
on the raii station and potential [ocations.

[ ]
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SPRINGVILLE 400 SOUTH FROM [-15TO 400 WEST - REQUEST

Maveor Hal Wing of Springville spoke tv the Commission. He thankad the Commission for the opportunity
to discuss the improvements needed on SR-77. Using slides with his presentation. he said the 400 South corridor.,
which 15 referred to as SR-77. 15 the main artery into Springville. and there are changes that need to be made. There
is an at grade railroad crossing that intersects with SR-"". and there are a number of trains that go through there,
which causes problems when the trains stop because it's a changing area for the crew members. The area is blocked
for 12 to 18 minutes. one to three Umes a dav. causing lar ge traffic back ups. Traffic backs up over the overpass to

the I-1 3 off ramp. And with 700 vehicles stopping thers per day. the additional pollution spewing into the airamounts
to 16.6 tons per vear. Mayor Wing shared accident statistics along that strerch of SR-77. and the types of accidents
that occur. He said increasing development also creates additional public safety issues. And. Springville has moved
from a bedroom community to attracting a great deal of commercial development to help with their tax base. One
of the grave concerns Springville has is the continued growth west of the freeway, and the response time for their
emergency services. When a train is blocking the read. they are in deep wrouble. With out a train. response time is
about 5 to 7 minutes. With a train at that crossing. it increases the response time to 15 to 18 minutes,

Mavor Wing said they are not looking for a handout. They are very proactive in making things happen. and
thev would like to work jointly to make this happen. Springville would like to propose some improvements. Cne
would be a phasing preject for improvement on SR-77. The first phase. which is their immediate concern. 1s for a
grade separation where SR-77 and the UP tracks intersect. The road is also going to need 4-3 lanes. Springville is
annexing 2200 acres into the city and it is going to build up rather quickly, Developing the road into five lanes will
be done in conjunction with UDOT. but will be paid for by the developers that come in and be built to UDOT
specifications. Also. Springville is trving to improve local traffic collection distribution. and wants to put in a road
at 1750 West. connecting SR-77 and SR-75 with 1750 West. That will eliminate the need for constructing a frontage
road. [twill also provide a very direct artery with which to transfer and distribute traffic to the freeway interchanges.
They would also like to run 1750 West from SR-77 to 1600 South. In addition. Springville is willing to invest
$150.,000 to 170,000 for infrastructure needed for a signal light. so when the time comes, UDOT can put the traffic
light in and everything will be ready to go. Mayor Wing mentioned other methods they are working on to improve
local and regional traffic. including making improvement to Highwayv 89. Again, he said they are not just bringing
problems to the Commission, but are bringing something well planned out. in a wise and prudent way, to collect the
traffic that is growing, direct it onto 1-13, and do it in a cost effective manner. They are deeply commined. involved,
and determined to make this work.

Chairman Brown asked Alan Mecham where this project is in their region program. Mr. Mecham responded
that it is not on the STIP. He mentioned that Springville has worked well with Region Three on SR-77 to control
access. and they have held back at least 1000 feet on each side of the railroad crossing, which has not been an easy
thing to do. That will give UDOT enough room to get touchdown peints for a grade separation in the future. Mr.
Mecham also mentioned that in their STIP planning meeting they did put two projects for SR-77 on their potential
STIP list that will be presented to the Commuission at the April Workshop. The grade separation will be the top
priority for the SR-77 comidor, while they can still do it without having to impact any businesses or accesses, The
second priority project for the corridor would be recenstruction of the interchange, which now warrants a siznal light
on the west side. The ramps are not to current standards for acceleration and deceleration. the site distance is poor.
and there are only two lanes over the freeway. Commissioner Clyde commented on how well Springville is working
with those who are developing these areas to allow DOT to bener use their funds.

—




CONSIDERATION OF ADDING 10600 SOUTH AND 12600 SOUTH BETWEEN REDWOOD ROAD AND
BANGERTER HIGHWAY TO THE STATE SYSTEDM

Director Warne pointed out that both 10600 South and 12600 South are state highwayvs up to Redwood Road.
The sections berween Redwood Road and Bangerter Highway have been designated as city streets. Over the vears.
there have been numerous discussions with the communities regarding these roads. In the fast few weeks, there
seems to be some desire at the Legislature 1o proceed with the funding of the continuation and completion of these
routes to Bangerter Highway. With that being the case. the logical conclusion is for these routes to become state
highways. About two months ago, there was an agreement made to do a study on the east/west routes. The
north/south svstem in the vailey is very well developed. but the easv'west system 1s only well developed in the central
and northern part of the vailev. The southern part of the valley is not nearly as mature. Director Wamne said the
events occurring at the Legislature right now have essentially precipitated the action that is being requested today
for this agenda item, which would be to add the portions from Redwood Road to Bangerter Highway of both
corridors to the state system. Clearly, there isn’t enough funding at this time on 10600 South. and South Jordan Ciry
recognizes that. The Legisiature has recommended moving some money from 2000 East to do the build-out on
12300 South. :nd given the dvnamics in the south part of the vallev. that seems to be the appropriate priority here.

hairman Brown added that as this discussion has evolved in the Legislature. the Department has been trying
to respond to the local elected officials and the legisiators. Annually. there is a bill the Legisiature acts on that deals
with the designaton of highwaws. The Legisiature was considering taking an action to add these highways to that
bill. But UDOT requested they follow the system that 1s already in place and let the Transportation Commission take
the action. [fthey don’t follow the system. then it creates more problems with other roads. Director Wamne remarked
that the Department has been hesitant to add 2600 South from Redwood Road to Bangerter to the state system for
acouple of reasons. One is that the Depaniment never seems to receive sufficient funding for maintenance purposes.
and would inherit a road that would bring immediate financial liability to the state from a maintenance standpoint.
The same concern goes for 10600 South too. Also, there's a pattern and a strategy the Depantment is concerned with
in that there would be immediacy to the desire of the communities to have the newly added state route widened.
Director Warne cited 5600 West as an example.

Director Wamne noted that a couple of circumstances have changed though. [n regards to ongoing
maintenance. both communities have agreed to handle the same maintenance responsibilities they have been doing
to date. and would do so until actual construction begins. So basically, there™s no financial liability to the state until
such time as construction begins on the route. Director Wame said the other thing that has changed is the
Legisiature s interest in moving the 2000 East money from the Centennial Highway Fund. to fill the financial gap
that exists on 12300 South, and accommodate the construction that wiil need to be done in the next few years. He
also said in regards to the previously mentioned study, there is not much point in spending precious transportation
dollars to do a study that will tell everyone what they already know. Senator Mont Evans expressed appreciation to
the Commuission for considering this action, and said it’s something they have been concerned about for a long time.
Representative Dave Hogue echoed Senator Evans’ comments. He said this has been a long process in the south part
ofthe valley, which has experienced tremendous growth. And with Intel going in. it’s going to take some inteéraction
between the communities. as well as the legisiators in the south part of Salt Lake County, to help UDOT accomplish
their goals in that part of town.

Thomas Pollock. a citizen of Riverton spoke. His primary concern has to do with the aquifer, which is the
sole source of drinking water for Riverton City. He said there 15 a strong probability that the improvement of this
road will accelerate the ongoing degradation of this aguifer resource. The improvements to 12600 South will
accelerate growth in Riverton. Several wells in Riverton City have been shut down because of the encroachment of
Kennecott Copper’s pollution plume. The accelerated growth will surely contribute to the continued over pumping
of the aquifer. inevitably leading to its demise. He asked that the Commission defer adding 12600 South to the state



system until Department of [ntenior has assured the residents of Riverton that this danger to its primary and sele
source of drinking water no longer exists. Mr. Pollock gave his fist of 200 signatures of persens who share his same
concems. along with other attachments. to the Commission. He said thev need a study to clarify whether or not the
aquifer will be overioaded. Chairman Brown said he doesn’t think the Commission’s action would interfere with
the concerns Mr. Pollock has fegitimately raised. He then said he would like to have two separate motions made.
There was additional discussion regarding the transfer of funds from the 2000 East project to 2600 South.

Commissioner Clvde asked Riverton Citv what thev are going to leverage the developers with when it comes
time to raise funds. and if thev are looking ahead in thart direction? Riverton Mayor Sandra Llovd said they are
currently working with Intel. where they have $1.5 million to put forward to start some widening. Commissioner
Clvde said there is enormous economic value in opening these cormidors up, and increasing the capacity and help for
providing the mechanisms for deveiopers of the property. The same would apply on 0600 South. which isn’t even
a road now — just a line on a map. Mayor Lloyd said this would be a commitment from the city that they would
absolutely be working with developers in every way possible 1o help offset the costs for construction and the
widening. Senator Evans commented that both Riverton City and South Jordan City need to be very aggressive in
right of way acquisition and other things to help this project move along, and to make sure they do everything they
can to minimize the cost of this road to the state agencies invoived.

Comnmussioner Wells moved to add [2600 South. from Redwood Road to Bangerter Highway ro the
state svsiem, conditional on the agreement with the ciry in regards to maintenance. The motion was
seconded by Commissioner Eustman and approved unanimousiyv.

Chairman Brown asked that the next monion for 10600 South include a caveat — that it be condinional upon
the fact the study to consider this as an addition to the state svstem not be considered or funded. If someone savs
they still want the study to be done, then that will negate this action. There’s no need to do both. Commissioner
Clyde expressed his concerns. and referred to Mayor McMullin's letter, which he thinks specifically states actual
construction will initiate responsibility of the road being under the direction of UDOT. He's concerned with the way
it is worded. [t looks like it is going to put the whole burden of the construction of this road on UDQT, and he
doesn 't think the Department should takie the position to do that at this point. It’s a road that doesn’t even exist. yet
the cirv is rying to get it into position where UDOT is committed to do it. He said things happen. and there’s going
to be progress and movement. but at this point he doesn 't think 1t's the right thing to do. South Jordan Mayor Dix
McMullin said the oniy reason they stated they didn’t want the maintenance taken over by the state until construction
started is because they already have money set aside. and the preliminary design is already done on the section of
road that is not completed. They have already obtained some of the right of way and will work vigorously to obtain
as much as they possibly can. The reason for the letter is thev didn’t want the state to feel like they would be
responsible for widening and moving in and taking care of the maintenance on the section of road the city is doing
now. Commissioner Clvde reiterated what Senater Evans said in that those who are going to develop property need
to be very much involved in paying part of the cost because it's going to be an enormous financial consideration for
them. There was additional discussion focusing on growth in the area. and right of way acquisition.

Chairman Brown stated that the Legislature has a difference sense of ownership withthe Centennial Highway
Program. and that it can only be advanced as they fund it. He said the issues that have been raised will be on their
minds as they have to grapple with how they find that money. And as money is tight, they are going to be just as
concemned that the local efforts are made. It's a responsibility issue to them. so they are really not going to let these
cities off the hook as far as their efforts are concerned. Commissioner Bodily said he thinks that any work that is
done should be done to a standard that is acceptable to UDOT. Also. he thinks there is still some question as to the
definition of when UDOT takes over responsibility for maintenance. It's a pretty broad statement to say when
construction starts. Chairman Brown noted that the intent would be that a UDOT contract has to be part of it, and
that it connects Redwood Road with Bangerter Highwav, Mavor McMullin responded that when the state moves
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ahead with state construction. that’s when the maintenance is started. In the mean ume. 1f South Jordan City can go
in and complete the environmental work, etc. it would be to state standards. They would make sure of that. Butas
contractors come in. the city will reguire they put in the road. in which they may end up building the whole thing.
The problem is the point where UDOT steps in to help finish the road. or if there’s a section of road in berween.
Another problem is the section berween | 700 West and 2200 West. In the mean ume. if they can get a contractor
1o do that four block section as the development comes. the city 15 still going 10 maintain it and do so until the state
comes in to heip with the connection. Director Wame said the Depanment will enter into some Kind of an
interagency agreement with both cities. individually, on this. as has been outlined. In fact. South Jordan has offered
to do some additional things on the corridor even after UDOT has rebuilt it and owns it. in terms of some of the
routine maintenance. So. there are some other terms and conditions that will be negotiated.

Commissioner Wells made a motion to add [0600 South to the state svstem. conditionai upon the
fact that the studv to consider 10600 South as an addition 1o the state svstem not be considered or
Sfunded. It was seconded bv Commussioner Eastman and passed with one dissenting vote by
Commissioner Clvde.

PUBLIC MMENTS (SR-221)

Clint Topham said he addressed the Commission at the last meeting and said the Department had made an
offer to Park Citv of possibly programming some federal funds to help with an intermodal project in the city. In
consideration for that. Park City wouid take over SR-224 from the Yarrow to the county line. The Commission gave
their philosophical approval 1o move ahead with those discussions. and the Depariment expected to come back today
with a recommendation. but the discussions with Park City are not compietely finished. Jim McMinimee is working
with Park City on that. Park City would also like to enter into a cooperative agreement with UDOT to do some
maintenance. at their request. in the future and at their cost. UDOT has entered into similar agreements with other
cities in the past. Mr. Topham said discussions are continuing and the Department should be back in another month
with a resolution.

Paul Peters said he represents a number of vear round residents at the Brighton Estates subdivision in
Wasatch Countv. There are 420 home sites up there_ with about 90 residents there right now. Their historical access
has been through Park Citv. They have traditionally been snowmobiling up in the winter. and plowing on the
shoulder season so they can drive up in fall. spring and summer. There are enough individuals living up there that
the homeowners association is considering plowing and creating emergency access vear round to their properties.
Mr. Peters said that shouldn’t cause any problems because thev are not asking the state for any money, and they are
considering doing it to the state s standards. The association 15 also considenng contracting with a private ambulance
service. The problem is that Park City has taken an antagonistic position toward the families that live up in Wasatch
County because thev don’t pay taxes, they are all going to drive through Park City, and Park City doesn’t want the
impacts. The city manager has gone on record saying they don’t want to see those impacts. The families of Brighton
Estates are very concerned with what the Department 1s going to do with this road because it involves a basic public
safety issue and allowing emergency vehicles to access their homes. They are hoping the Commission will recognize
this in the transfer to Park City and make some kind of contingency that Park City cannot do anything adverse 1o
these rights they may have.

Jim McMinimee remarked that he has been responsible for working with Park City on this agreement. and
they have discussed the concemns of Brighton Estates. He and Toby Ross. Park City's city manager. have discussed
this particular item. Mr. McMinimee said Mr. Ross has assured him that it is Park City’s intent that the same access
those individuais enjoy right now will be continued under Park Citv's jurisdiction of the road. That inciudes
wintertime access as it is now to Brighton Estates. During the summer. there would still be an access that would



accomplish the same thing. Mr. Peters responded that the problem is having 1o ride a snowmaobilz in the winteruime.
The point 1s. there are now enough people uo there that thev can arford 10 plow during the winter. The issue is
zerting an ambulance up there in January. 1t is not possibie o get one up there now. They are prepared to plow the
current road in order 1o zet an ambulance up there. Chairman Brown asked about plowing from Midwayv. Mr. Peters
said it’s possible. but it’s a tougher road to plow. The traditional access has always been through Park City though.

Chairman Brown asked if the reason the residents have to snowmaobile now is because the state doesn 't push
the snow. He also asked abour the homeowners saying they have plenty of funds to push their own snow. Mr.
McMinimee stated there are not enough permanent residences to warrant puiting the policy to work vear round. Also.
there are some issues of liability and some agresments the Department has with Deer Valley, who operate some ski
runs over the top of the state road. Mr. Topham noted that as tar as access 10 the property itself is concerned. cutside
of the issue of whether it’s kept open in the winter or not. he believes thev are covered under state law already as far
as abandonment of a road 15 concemned. whether 1t's UDOT s road or the ciy’s road. They would have to provide
access to the property. And. a road can’t be abandoned uniess they go through a process that is specified by law.
[fthat happened and the residents were denied access to their properTy all together. that would be considered a taking
and they would be able to zet compensation for that. So. as far as the access itselt is concerned. thev are already
covered under state law without having an agreement. However. Mr. Topham said he thinks the issue here has 1o
do with winter maintenancs. Mr. Topham said with the Department’s experience over the years, this is exactly the
reason why these roads ought to be local roads rather than state roads. because they provide local land access. and
people usually get berter response from local governments than from the state. However. this gentlemen 1s testifving
to the opposite of that. Mr. Peters stated that if Park City was getting a tax base, it might be a different story.

Micheile Daum made some brief comments. She said she is the site manager at the Cloud Rim Girl Scout
Camp, and has been a year round resident for about nine years now. Don't they deserve an ambulance? They are
notasking the state for money for plowing. They ve been budgeting and plowing the road themselves for vears. She
doesn’t care who owns the road. she just doesn’t want whoever owns the road to say they can drive on it from June
to September, but can't drive on it from Qctober through January, meaning they can have an ambulance come during
certain times of the vear, but not others. They are bwo miles from the nearest fire department in Deer Valley, and are
miles closer to the clinics in Park City. As far as an ambulance is concerned. she is much closer to Park City than
Heber City. It's incomprehensible that she would have to go twelve miles one way rather than three and a half the
other way. Chairman Brown said this kind of situation can be found anywhere in the U.S. where there are state or
county lines. These tvpes of irrationai things can be found anywhere there are public jurisdictions and
responsibilities. Sometimes an interlocal agreement can be entered into where revenues are shared. ete. That mav
or may not be the answer here. and the Commaission 15 not in a position to resolve that. But the rights the residents
have under state jurisdiction wiil be maintained under Park City. Ms. Daum remarked that Park City has specifically
said they will only be allowed snowmchbile access during the winter.

Chris Conabee. a full time resident spoke. He said if this road were being given to Wasatch County, it would
be a much easier deal. But unfortunately, the road is being given to Park City, which is in Summit County, and the
Brighton Estates residents’ interests are not protected there. Park City would like to shut them out. The head of Park
City Mines and the City Attorney said in a mesting they would close the road and restrict access if they could. Mr.
Conabee said that is why they are very concerned about this road. Alse. this portion of SR-224 has ski runs over it,
which creates problems. Solving that problem with skier brnidges over the road unfortunately becomes a very
expensive solution. Commissioner Eastman asked if Wasatch Counry, Summit County and Park City have all been
around the same table to discuss this issue? Mr. Conabee responded that the closest thing thev’ve had to a public
forum was when they threatened to plow the road last year. Because of the ski runs, Deer Valley called a meeting,
and that got the ball rolling. Wasatch County was invited. but there’s a lot of {Tiction between Summit County and
Wasatch County, and the residents are caught in the middle of it. Park City is now going out and annexing a tax base
away from Wasatch County, and here are 400 homeowners sitting cut there in the wind. Commissioner Eastman said



taxpayers in Wasatch Counry. it seems to him the residents would have a certain amount of pressure to apply to
fle county commission and urge them 10 sit down with Park City and work semething out in terms of revenue share,
or whatever. The county has an obligation to it’s taxpavers to do something with Park City and Summit County to
accommodate the public safetv. if nothing eise. of Brighton Estates. Mr. Peters said he wouid contact the county
attorney at Wasatch Counry.

Chairman Brown said this doesn 't preciude Wasatch County from leoking atthe issue of plowing 8-10 miles
of dirt road. versus paving Park City so many dollars a vear to help keep the road plowed to accommodate their
citizens. The residents still keep their closest access. but the county has got to financially contribute to their public
safety being met. Mr. Peters reiterated that they are not asking for any public service whatsoever. They just want
the ability to plow the road at their own cost. and hire a private ambulance service. Chairman Brown asked Mr.
MecMinimee to work with these people who are here today. and give them an opportunity to have their issue be part
of the discussions. He also said he can’t r-omise any real conclusions at this point, but will keep them in the
discussions and considerations as this is worked through.

Chairman Brown called a short break.

-

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING
Programming of Minimum Allocation Funds

Clint Topham said the Commission has undoubtedly read and heard that the Govermnor made a proposal in
his budget to take an amount of money of generai funds out of the Centennial Highway fund and replace it by
lengthening the time to pay off the bonds. rather than doing it in the time the Legislature said. That caused a great
deal of scrutiny by the Legislature on the Centennial Highway Program itself. and UDOT was asked to present
information to them. which they did. One item had to do with the 3450 million of Assumed Federal Funds as a
funding source for Centennial Highway F..nds. A vear ago, the Legislature upped that to $520 million, and the
Department was concerned about the increase. So. the Department sent a letter expressing their concern, but the
Governor's budget assumes the $520 mullion figure again this vear as well. UDOT presented information saying they
could probably get to $420 million, and it might even be possible to get to $450 million. but didn’t see any way
possible to get to $520 million of federal funds by 2007. The Department then went back to look for ways to get
from $420 million 1o 3450 million.

Mr. Topham explained when TEA I1 passed. UDOT received an increase in funding in several different
funding categories. such as interstate Maintenance. National Highway System. 5TP, and Bridge Replacement. One
thing that could be done to help add money to the Centennial Highway Fund was to contribute the incremental
increase to the fund. vhich is currently * -ing done. Mr. Topham said there is another source of funding called
Minimum Allocation. and there were ne  -commendations made to program those funds for the first two vears
because the Department wanted to see whether or not they could reaily use it for STIP projects. The total amount
that had accumulated in the fund is about $45 million. This year the Department asked the Commission to program
$9 million of those funds to projects in order to make up for the shortfall in the preservation program. The issue now
becomes how to program the rest of those Minimum Allocation funds. The recommendation of the Department
would be to program $27 million of that to Centennial Highway Projects, leaving $9 million to be programmed for
STIP projects. Then in years 2001, 2002 and 2003, programming $13 million to STIP projects, which have not yet
been identified. Mr. Topham said they are not looking for a motion today, but are just talking to the Commission
philosophically about doing it that way. [fthe Commission agrees. then the Department will put together a list of
projects to recommend. Chairman Brown said he thinks they ought to follow the Legislature’s plan of finance first
and not get ahead of things. This source of money needs to be dealt with in the equation of how the Legislature
completes their action this year.



2000 NOISE WALL STIP RE-EVALUATION

Clint Topham raferred to a lemter in the Commussion’s binders and said there are probiems regarding noise
walls. There 1s a project programmed this vear on [-80 benween 300 East and 1300 East. and the most recent noise
reading since a jersey barmier was installed. shows that mos: of the area no longer qualifies for a wall. In addition.
in following the Commission s policy, the Department has found Salt Lake City to have no interest in supporting this
project. Therefore. after reviewing the list of remaining qualifving areas. the recommendation is to change the
programming from the 500 to 1300 East project five qualifving projects in the Salt Lake area. Mr. Topham stated
there are no guarantees that Sait Lake City will be interested in the projects within their jurisdiction. but the
Department will follow the process and let them know those projects qualify for funding. The same goes for those
under Salt Lake Countv’s junsdiction. However. the Depariment has had excellent cooperation with the county. Mr.
Topham then reviewed the locations of each of the five projects.

Commissioner Larkin moved to accept the Department’s recommendation to work on the five
projects through the local government entities. And. if some of the projects are not supported. then
the Department will repiace them with other projecrs. The motion was seconded by Commussioner
Bodiiv and approved unanimousi.

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING
Aeronautics (14 projects)

Bob Barrent presented the next item. He said there are 2 total of 14 projects to be presented. The first six are
development projects. The FAA's reauthonization bill has stiil not made it through Conference Commitiee in the
U.S. Congress. but these projects are being presented in anticipation that the deadlock will be resolved and the
Federal AIP program will be authorized in the process. 5o, approval of these projects will be contingent upon the
passing of the FAA's reauthorization fund. which should be included in the motion. Ifby chance Congress does give
another partial or six month extension. Mr. Barrert said thev need to be ready to move on these projects as quickly

as possible.

Mr. Barrent said there are three projects at the Logan-Cache airport. The first project is a wetlands mitigation
for unway expansion to the north. the second project is to extend and rehabilitate the aprons. taxiways, and taxilanes.
and the third project is to extend runwayv 17 and it’s parallel taxiwav approximately 3300 feet to the north. Mr.
Barrett said the applications for federal assistance for these projects includes federal, state and applicant funding.
However, in accordance with the policy the Commission adopted last June, the state and local portions of these funds
would be entirely borne by the applicant. Therefore. the numbers have been adjusted. For the wetlands mitigation.
the federal funding would be 300,000, and the sponsor would pay the remaining 29,888. The second project is one
of the pavement maintenance projects that is eligible for federal funding, so the federal amount is $740,000 with the
local sponsor paying the remainder of $73.722. The third project is a big one, with the federal funding amount being
$2,817,340, and the sponsor’s share being $286.660.

Commissioner Bodily moved to approve the projects. pending the availability of federal money. It
was seconded by Commissioner Larkin and approved unagnimousiy.

Mr. Barrett said the next project is at the Blanding Municipal Airport to install precision approach path
indicator lights at each runway, and to also install runway and identifier lights where each runway ends. The federal
funding would be $156.400. and Blandmg's share would be 515.600.



Commussioner Larkin moved for approval. pending the avariability of federal monev. [t was
seconded bv Commissioner Eastman and approved unanimousiv.

The nexz project. at Heber Valley Airport in Heber City. 15 to reconstruct a partiai paraiiel taxiway that goes
to runway 03/21. to light taxxiway 21. construct a runup area o runway 1. do some drainage improvements. and
mstall obstruction lights on hangar row. The rederai amount for this is 5664.996, with Heber City’s share being
$66.251. This will be one of the four airpors that will be heaviiv impacted by the expected traffic during the 2002
Winter Olvmpics.

Commissioner Clyde moved to approve. pending the availability of federal money. It was seconded
by Commissioner Bodilv and approved unamimousiy.

Mr. Barrent continued and said the next project is in 5t. George. and is the last of the Federal development
projects. This is an addition to a previous project due to additional requirements the FAA has placed on them. [t
consists of instailing runway and identifier lights on runway 16. and relocating a 40 foot security light pole. The
additional cost on this project is actually $47.140. The federal amount is $120.505. and the sponsor wiil pay the
remainder.

Commissioner Larkin moved to approve. pending avarlabilitv of federai monev. Commissioner
Eastman seconded the motion and it passed unanimousiy.

Mr. Barrett noted that the remainder of the projects are all either strictly maintenance projects or are projects
that are either not eligible for federai funding or are 21 such 2 priority there would not be any federai funds for them.
A number of these are crack sealing projects. The first one 1s for Panguitch City to crack seal all airport pavement
and asphalt. Total cost of the project is $5.057. They are requesting 80% from the state. or 54,046, and the
remaining $1.011 would be paid by Panguitch City. The next project is at Kanab Municipal Airport and is a crack
seal project for the runway, taxiway, and aircraft parking apron. Total cost is $25,491, with 80% from the state, or
$20.393, and the sponsor payving $5.098. Next is a project in St. George for crack sealing of the runway, taxiway and
aircrait aprons. The total cost of the project 1s $36.070, with 80% from the state. or $28.856. and the remainder of
$7.214 paid by 5t. George City. Mamv'Ephraim s project 1s another crack seal to the runway and taxiway. Total cost
is $5.185, with 80%. or 54.148, being provided by the state. and 51.037 bemng provided by the sponsor. At the
Blanding Municipal Airport they will rout and crack seal the runway. taxiway and aircraft parking apron. The total
cost of the project is $24.693. with 80% from the state. or $19.754. and the remaining $4.939 being borne by
Blanding City.

Mr. Barrent said he will come back to the first Ogden City project. The second Ogden City project is a
maintenance project to do weed killing. The estimated total cost of the project is $8,000. They are asking for $5,000.
or $62.5% from the state, and Ogden City will pay the remaining $3,000. That’s a higher percentage than normal.
Finally, the Cal Black Memorial Airport in San Juan County is a rout and crack seal of the runway, taxiway and
aircraft parking aprons. Total costis $18.573. They are requesting state funds of $14,858, and the sponsor will pay
$3.715.

Commissioner Larkin moved to approve all of the projects indicated for state funds. It was seconded
by Commissioner Eastman and approved unanimousiy.

Mr. Barrert said the last project is at the Ogden Hinckley Airport, which had previously been approved for
construction of an emergency generator housing. However. the cost was more than was originailv requesied. The
project is now compiete and the generator 15 in fuil operation. and Ogden City 1s asking for an additionai $10.000
grant from the state. There would be no additional money put in by Ogden City.
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Commissioner Chide moved to approve. It was seconded by Commissioner Larkin and approved

unanimousiy.

Commissioner Clvde asked Mr. Barrett to give a brief update on issues concemning the Division of
Aeronautics that are before the Legtslature right now. Mr. Barrent responded that there are two bills before the
Legislature that have a significant impact above and bevond the UDOT Authorization that includes their budget for
the next vear. The two bills are sponsored by Senator Hillvard. Senare Bill 112 would change the distribution of
the aviation fuel tax revenues that are collected from commercial operators at any of the commercial service airports
in the state. The second bill. Senate Bill 150, asks for a 52 miilion appropriation for airports from the general fund,
recognizing that all citizens in the state do benefit somewhart from the airports, whether they tly themselves or not.

APPROVAL FOR USE OF CORRIDOR PRESERVATION FUNDS - LEGACY HIGHWAY

Lyle McMillan said the first property is a parcel owned by Bill and Marilyn Random. who have divorced
and would now like to split their ownership in the property. There are three acres with an industrial building on it.
The acquisition price is estimated to be $230.000. Dave West said this parcel is part of the proposed mitigation, and
the FHW A has made it clear the Department can acquire all the properties needed along the alignment. There will
be no Legacy project uniess thev getall of the mitigation land taken care of. Mr. McMillan said property numbers
2,3, and 4. are all part of the same categorical exciusion that has been approved. The properties are also all within
the mitigation area. The property owners would like 1o begin development, so the Department is looking at this as
a protective purchase to prevent the development. which would cost the Department much more in the future. Dan
and Vickie Smith, the property owners of the last property. are unable to sell their property because of the cloud of
the future project. This parcel is also needed for mitigation.

Commissioner Wells made a motion to approve these property acquisitions. [t was seconded by
Commissioner Wilson and approved.

ISOLATED EMPIRE RAILROAD PROJECT

Russ Fotheringham, with DCED’s Division of Business and Economic Development. said he is the project
manager for the [solated Empire Phosphate and Railroad Project. They have received a 31 million TCSP grant to
study and submit applications for the railroad that would be part of this project. They have also submired an
application for additional money for the same purposes. Mr. Fotheringham said they are asking the Commission for
their non-financial support of this two part project. The first part of the project is a complex of manufacturing
businesses/factories. The second part is a short line railroad that would tie the resource — Uintah Basin —to the main
line U.S. Rail System. Two years ago they received a proposal from Universal Chemical and Mineral, out of
Chicago. to develop a $300 million complex of businesses using the phosphate depesits in Eastern Utah as a base
for their manufacturing. Three keys to this project are the phosphate itself, the new manufacturing processes that
would be used, and a railroad. The railroad is needed to bring products into the area. and to transport the
manufactured products out. A 100 acre site at the Deseret Generation and Transmission {DG&T) plant would be used
as the site for the manufacturing complex. The railroad servicing the project would run from the DG&T east into
Colorado. and over to Rifle.

Dan Kuhn. railroad planner for UDOT. continued with the presentation. He said the funding that was
obtained and that they have applied for is in no way connected with highway funding. This 15 money the Federal
Government now sets aside specifically for the development of short line raifroads in various part of the U.S. This
is regarded as a pilot project for the rest of the country to follow because it's the first project that has met all of the
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1a set aside for these tvpes of operations. Mr. Kuhn mentionead that the new ratiroad construction was going
in Colorado. The oniy feasible route is 10 2o east. and some of the reasons for going to Rifle inciude 1t being
most environmental friendiv route. and being the shortest route at about 92 miles. Andat$1 to 2 miilion per mile
build a new raiiroad. distance 1s money. However. the most impornant reason deals with competitiveness. By
‘going to Rifle. they wiil have access to the rwo largest raiiroads in the U.S. And. the DG&T company has offered
the use of their railroad line. saving about 32 miles of new railroad construction. Part of the money they will be
receiving will be earmarked to study and determine exactly what kind of engineering work would be necessarv on
the Deseret Western Railroad. which 15 an i1solated electric rarfroad. to bring 1t up to standard to handle the 10 million
tons a vear this raiiroad is projected to carry — a ratiroad like this oniy needs 3 miilion 1o be profitable. Another issue
is that the railroad needs to be built to mainline standards. which includes the ability to handle double stacked
containers. Since thev don’t run double stacked containers under overhead electric cantinary. it will be an interesting
study to determine whether they have to go to diesel operation for Deseret Western. or if they can raise the overhead
electric canunary sufficiently to clear two nine-foot containers. double stacked. Traffic panerns wiil also be studied.
Mr. Kuhn said there is a great deal of interest in the railroad from engineering and construction firms. etc. There is
also interest in this project because it is not a one commodity raiiroad. It’s really the first railroad of this magnitude
to be built for nultple list of commodities. Mr. Kuhn noted this is not the only raiiroad project in the state. There
is another railroad being planned right now to run between Levan and Salina. which promises to take about 700 truck
loads of ¢oal off the highways.

Cary Wold from Uintah County spoke and said he 1s aiso representing Duchesne County and the Ute Indian
Tribe. His focus is on the locai economics. Uintah Basin as a whole. in its isoiation. is constantly one of the highest
unemployed regions in the state. They are 2.5 to 3 times the state’s average of unemployment. and are iimited to the
oil and gas industry. They are. They wouid like to have an opportunity to become diversified and sustainable. Mr.
Fotheringham added this is about a 5.5 billion project with the rail and manufacturing parts together. and will have
an impact that will be a hundred times greater than Micron would have on the Wasatch Front when it’s finished.
Continued discussion focused on ownership of the deposits that will be mined. and the affects this project will have
on the two gyvpsum plants in cperation in the Sigurd area, Director Warne suggested inviting these gentlemen back
for an update when the study is finished.

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

Director Wamne said they have spent a [ot of time on the Centennial Highway Fund at the Legislature. He
referred 1o the larger sheets of the handouts. and said this is different than anv of the other Centennial Highway Fund
lists the Commission has seen before. The Legislature said they wanted more detail about the projects. what the
scope of each project 15, what the original funding amc .nt was, and what the current project scope would be for that
amount of money. Director Wame said in some cases tere was a difference in what people s expectations were and
what the project scope was. One of the problems with+ : original Centennial Fund list that was adopted in February
of 1997, was that the scope was not well defined on mc.. of the projects. The Department essentially spent the first
two weeks of the Legislative session working on this. and this sheet of paper is the most recent copy given 1o the
Legisiature. Director Wame then went through each column. He said they listed the original doliar amount that was
provided on the project with an original concept. and in the fifth column they listed what the project would cost in
today’s dollars. One of the things that most peopie in the Legisiature didn’t understand is when the Centennial
Highway Fund list was adopted. it was adopted in 1997 doilars and those 1997 dollars were carried through the life
of the project. Those 1997 dollars should have been inflated. but they were not. The Legislature. though. in their
financial plans. did inflate the revenues. So the revenues were growing with inflation. but the dollars were constant.
Some of the projects were changed because of that. The sixth column gets more definitive about the project concept,
and the seventh column shows what’s going on in every project.
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Director Wame noted that every project has something happening on it. and the Department has done their
job in keeping the commitment to advancing projects, making sure something is happening, and staving on a

scheduie. However. some of the projects have changed in vaiue. including the | 100 Scuth overpass in Brigham City.
The original dollar amount was 310 million 1o construct an interchange. burt the Department now knows in order 10
build the single point urban interchange 1t would cost 322 million. Other projects mentioned and discussed by
Director Wamne included Soldier Summit to Helper. SR-20. and SR-71. On the final page of the first handout.
Director Warne pointed ourt that the Legislature directed the Department 10 leave in the original dollar amounts for
four projects in the Centennial Highway Fund. but to separate them out. recognizing there would be four projects
funded afier 2007. Those projects add up ro 52 billion. but are not inciuded in the Centennial Fund. Foralong time.
the Department tock this list and held the 41 projects inviolate. as well as the number in the bottom right hand comer.
What the Legislature changed was they said to go ahead and adjust the project amounts to the real numbers and
recognize that the number in the bottom right hand corner may change from the $1.240 billion for the first three vears
of the Centennial Fund. So. that changed how the Department put this information together. The other thing the
Legislature said was to adjust the dollar amounts, but keep the vears the same for when the projects go to
construction. Don’t delay any projects. money’'s not the object. Chairman Brown added that’s not reality, but it's
what the Legislature wanted. Drirector Warne said it’s what could be if money wasn’t an object. He then asked Max
Ditlevsen to talk about some of the startling changes that have occurred. and that are very significant in terms of cash.

Mr. Ditlevsen referred to the next handout (other projects funded with Centennial Highway Funds). and said
just to the right of the project location description is the original amount and the revised amount, which should
correspond to the handout Director Wamne just went through. The projects that were changed are shaded. In looking
at the original amount. Mr, Ditlevsan said one of the things he thinks some people forgot or mavbe never understood
was that in that original amount there was 31.640 billion. but the Department was constrained at 2 leve] of $1.240
billien through FY 07, so there was some 5300 to 400 million of original estimated cost that was not in that first ten

. vears. When the Department went through the exercise of revising the estimates and taking some of the larger project

a amounts to future periods. they ended up with $1.636.812.000. spread out over the ten year period. He believes the
Legislature can get them through 2001 either through a very minor amount of bonding or by some adjustments in
the revenue stream. Where the Legislature really runs into difficulties will be in FY 02, assuming the Legacy project
moves along the schedule that is listed. Mr. Ditlevsen remarked that the completion of the Bangerter Highway 1o
the interchange at I-15 was always a part of the Centennial plan. The Department received some additional general
funding to begin the early segments of that highwav. The completion was part of this list, and that is now $100
million of the Centennial Highway Fund. Director Wame commented that the Legisiature seems to have changed
in that they want to see the Department update these project numbers every vear. and they also consider the 41
projects part of an inviolatable list. They said they would raise the money to build projects on an annual basis.
Discussions ensued regarding bonding, federal funding, and high prioricy money.

Director Warne said with the discussions they have had with the Legislature, the Legislature seem to be more
realistic than they have in the last three vears about what projects cost. about how little money they really have raised,
and how much more 11°s going to take to meet constituents expectations. Chairman Brown said there will be some
inter-relationships with the funding. Mr. Ditlevsen used SR-6 as an example to explain the combination of
Centennial money and STIP money used.

Moving on, Director Warne asked Mr. Ditlevsen to explain the next handout regarding federal funding. Mr.

Ditlevsen said that the lighter blue color identifies the actual formula funds the Department thought thev could count

on. They wanted to graphically show that through the first five vears they have done quite well on federal funds. but

the Department’s opportunity for discretionary money is really related 1o the Olvmpics and this particular time frame.
They can’t exirapolate or project just on a siraight line basis from this first five years out to the next five vears. This

is extraordinary due to the circumstances the state 1s in because of the Olvmpics. And. 3450 million is in fact a more

! realistic estimate of federal funds than $320 miilion is. Also. there's been a lot of time spent on the hill talking about
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need to put more money into the preservation program. Mr. Ditlevsen said the History of Contractual
intenance handout shows that the condition of the highway_ the rideabilitv. and the qualiity of what is out there.
does track with the amount of investment being made. and that s a strong point in keeping money in the STIF and
putting it into the system. Chairman Brown asked for a review of the previous discussion en Minimum Allocation
Funds. Linda Hull reviewed that information with the Commission. There was also brief discussion regarding a

noise wall bill filed bv Representative LaMont T ler.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS
Next Transportation Commission Meeting

The next regular Utah Transportation Commission meeting is scheduled for Thursday, March 16, 2000

in St. George. Utah. The following date and location has also been scheduled:

April 20. 2000 - Salt Lake City

The meeting adjourned at 12:58 p.m.
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RESOLLUTION NO. VBTN

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND RIVERTON CITY.
UTAH, TO PROVIDE FOR THE JURISDICTIONAL TRANSFER OF A

day of
™

L=

PORTION OF 12600 SOUTH STREET.

WHEREAS, the parties to this agreement desire to provide for the jurisdictional
transfer of the portion of 12600 South Street between 1700 West (Redwood Road)
and the Bangerter Highway, and:

WHEREAS, the Utah Transpontation Commission moved to accept this portion
of 12600 South Street to the State system conditional on this Agreement with the
City, and;

WHEREAS, the City agreed to continue normal maintenance on 12600 South
Street until such time as 12600 South is reconstructed by UDOT, and:

WHEREAS, by law, UDOT may not expend State funds on any local
government streets.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Riverton
City. Utah, that:

1) The auached Cooperative Agreement between the Utah Department of
Transportation and Riverton City, Utah, is hereby adopted.
2) This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Riverton City, Utah, this /¢,
Jén ,2001.

[

City Artorney

ATTEST:

-/

API}RDVE i & Legality g RIVERTON CITY CORPORATION
— /ol el §
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COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this | ¥ day of 5. . 2001, by and
between the Utah Department of Transportation hereinafter referred to as "UDOT" and
Riverton City, a Utah Municipal Corporation, hereinafter referred to as the "CITY"
witnesseth that:

WHEREAS, the parties to this agreement desire to provide for the jurisdictional transfer of
the portion of 12600 South between 1700 West (Redwood Road) and Bangerter Highway,
hereinafter referred to as the “HIGHWAY™, from the CITY to UDOT, and;

WHEREAS, the Utah Transportation Commission moved to accept this portion of 12600
South HIGHWAY to the state system conditional on this agreement with the CITY, and;

WHEREAS, the CITY agreed to continue normal maintenance on the HHGHWAY untl such
time as the highway is reconstructed by UDOT, and;

WHEREAS, by law, UDOT may not expend State funds on any local government highways.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows:
Maintenance: All maintenance activities, including but not limited to, snow removal,
pavement repair, pavement markings, and drainage, will be completed by the CITY until the
roadway is reconstructed by UDOT.

Access Management/Permits/Encroachments:

1. Access management completed by the CITY until the HIGHWAY is transferred to
UDOT will be in accordance to the UDOT State Highway Access Management
Manual, dated October 2000, and any subsequent revisions to that manual.

[

Safe and reasonable access onto 12600 South from the Intel complex will be granted
by UDOT after a recommendation is developed for the optimum location based on
Intel need and traffic projections. The /2300/1 2600, Bangerter Highway to 700 East,
Environmental Assessment & Section 4(f) Evaluation document will determine the
recommended location and access conditions.



All access requests. utility work within the right-of-way, or any other encroachment
will be administered and granted by written permit by the UDOT Region Permits
Office in cooperation with the CITY.

Right-of-wayv Preservation: Right-of-way preservation will be established at 106 feet by
the CITY in accordance with the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) Long-Range Pln
and any highway environmental studies that are completed on the HIGHWAY, including but
not limited to, /2300/1 2600, Bangerter Highway to 700 East, Environmental Assessment &
Section 4(f) Evaluation.

Plan Review: Final plans. specifications and estimates used on the HIGHWAY shall be
recommended by the CITY and approved by the UDOT.

Signal Locations: Signalized intersections will include existing facilities at 3600 West and
2700 West with a proposed signalized intersection. when warranted by UDOT procedures,
at the realigned 2200 West intersection. Additional locations may be considered by UDOT
as an amended agreement with the CITY.

Inter-local Co-operation Act Requirements:

1.

3

This agreement shall be authorized by resolution of the governing body of each party
to Section 11-13-17 of the Inter-local Co-operation Act, Utah Code Title 11, Chapter
13, as amended (the “Act™):

This agreement shall be approved as to form and legality by a duly authorized attorney
on behalf of each party, pursuant to Section 11-13-9 of the Act;

A duly executed original counterpart of this agreement shall be filed with keeper of
records of each party, pursuant to Section 11-13-10 of the Act;

Except as otherwise specifically provided herein, each party shall be responsible for
its own costs of any action done pursuant to this agreement, and for any financing of
such costs; and

No separate legal entity is created by the term of this agreement. To the extent that
this agreement requires administration other than as set forth herein, it shall be
administered by the mayor of the CITY and the Region Director of UDOT, acting as
a joint board. No real or personal property shall be acquired jointly by the parties as
a result of this agreement. To the extent that a party acquires, holds. or disposes of
any real or personal property for use in the joint or cooperative undertaking
contemplated by this agreement, such party shall do so in the same manner that it
deals with other property of such party.



IN WITNESS THEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed by their
duly authorized officers as of the day, month. and year first above written.

~

RIVERTON CITY CORPORATION:

By:\ —~iL

¥

: i
Title: >Mavor Sandra N. L.

P a

UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANS ORTATION REGION OFFICE

, / 2
o (ST

Titke: Region Diréctor Date:
&




COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
Utah Department of Transportation and South Jordan City
10400 South, 1700 West to Bangerter Highway

THIS AGREEMENT. made and entered into this 17" day of January, 2001. by and
between the Utah Depantment of Transportation hereinafier referred to as “UDOT ™ and South
Jordan City, a Utah Municipal Corporation. hereinafter referred to as the “CITY ™ witnesseth
that:

WHEREAS, the parties to this agreement desire to provide for the jurisdictional transfer of the
portion of 10400 South between 1700 West (Redwood Road) and Bangerter Highway. hereinafier
referred to as the "THIGHWAY™, from the CITY to UDOT. and

WHEREAS. the Utah Transportation Commission moved to accept this portion of 10400 South
HIGHWAY to the state system conditional on this agreement with the CITY, and

WHEREAS, the CITY agreed to continue normal maintenance on the HIGHWAY until such
time as the highway is reconstructed by UDOT. and

WHEREAS, by law, UDOT may not expend State funds on any local government highways.

and
NOW. THEREFORE, it is agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows:

1. Maintenance: All maintenance activities, including but not limited to, snow removal,
pavement repair, pavement markings, and drainage, will be completed by the CITY until the
roadway 1s reconstructed by UDOT.

v 3 Access Management/Permits/Encroachments:

a. Access management will be completed in accordance to the UDOT Stare Highway Access
Management Manual, dated October 2000, and any subsequent revisions to that manual.

b. All access requests, utility work within the right-of-way, or any other encroachment will
be administered and granted by written permit by the UDOT Region Permits Office.

3. Right-of-way Preservation: Right-of-way preservation will be established at 106 feet by the
CITY in accordance with the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) Long-Range Plan and
any highway environmental studies that are completed on the HIGHWAY .

4. Plan Review: Final plans, specifications and estimates used on the HIGHWAY shall be
approved by the UDOT.

- Signal Locations: Proposed signalized intersections will include facilities at 3200 West when
warranted by UDOT procedures. Additional locations may be considered by UDOT as an
amended agreement with the CITY. Signalized intersections include existing facilities at 2700
West and 2200 West.



6. Inter-local Co-operation Act Requirements:

a. This agreement shall be authorized by resolution of the governing body of each partv to
Section 11-13-17 of the Inter-local Co-operation Act, Utah Code Title 11, Chapter 13, as
amended (the “Act™);

b. This agreement shall be approved as to form and legality by a duly authorized attomey on
behalf of each party, pursuant to Section 11-1 3-0 of the Act:

c. A duly executed original counterpart of this agreement shall be filed with keeper of
records of each party, pursuant to Section 11-13-10 of the Act:

d. Except as otherwise specifically provided herein, each party shall be responsible for its
own costs of any action done pursuant to this agreement, and for any financing of such
costs; and

e No separate legal entity is created by the term of this agreement. Ta the extent that this

agreement requires administration other than as set forth herein, it shall be administered
by the mayor of the CITY and the Region Director of UDOT, acting as a joint board. No
real or personal property shall be acquired jointly by the parties as a result of this
agreement. To the extent that a party acquires, holds, or disposes of any real or personal
property for use in the joint or cooperative undertaking contemplated by this agreement,
such party shall do so in the same manner that it deals with other property of such party.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed by their
duly authorized officers as of the day, month. and vear first above written.

AUTHORIZED CITY OFFICIAL:

By: g,Qu},_, H AL el e, /=7T-2f
Tite: / BE R Date:

Printed Name: Diy H. MMullin
- Mayor

UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TR?ESPDRTAHD?\: REGION OFFICE

f’f./;"fd‘-e./'_ :
{ Mo i i - ;
B T e e //”/”

Title: Region Director Date:

UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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