COMMENT #: 1

DATE: 6/25/21 10:55 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Dave Brough
COMMENT:

| note that you have now reduced the LC alternatives to two (bus and gondola), both of which, among
other, are expensive and require substantial parking, when my Dual-Mode Advanced Vehicular
Endeavor ('DAVE') was cheaper, had higher capacity, was a faster build, was Valley-wide (plus Park
City), and eliminated parking lots, just for starters.

Please explain why it was dropped.

Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 2

DATE: 6/25/21 11:55 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Julia Geisler
COMMENT:

Salt Lake Climbers Alliance
P.O. Box 9157
Salt Lake City, Utah 84109

June 25, 2021

Utah Department of Transportation

Joshua Van Jura

Project Manager, Little Cottonwood Canyon EIS
jvanjura@utah.gov

2825 E Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200

Salt Lake City, UT 84121

RE: Salt Lake Climbers Alliance Request for Extension of Environmental Impact Statement Draft
Formal Comment Period

UDOT Planners:

The Salt Lake Climbers Alliance (SLCA) welcomes the opportunity to provide input to UDOT'’s Little
Cottonwood Canyon Environmental Impact Statement Draft Alternatives Development and Screening
Report. The SLCA is formally requesting an extension of the planned LCC EIS Formal Comment Period
from 45 days to 60 days.

About the SLCA

The Salt Lake Climbers Alliance is the local climbing advocacy 501(c)(3) non-profit in and around Salt
Lake City, Utah. The mission of the Salt Lake Climbers Alliance is to serve as the unified voice of all
climbers in the greater Wasatch region, engaging as an advocate to protect outdoor climbing access
and as a steward to maintain sustainable climbing resources in the Wasatch and surrounding regions.
SaltLakeClimbers.org

The SLCA has reviewed all of the publicly available materials and resources regarding the EIS and has
met with stakeholders in an attempt to build partnerships and better understand the problems and
solutions presented in the study. After the SLCA’s initial review of the Draft Alternatives, it is clear that
additional review time is necessary to assess these alternatives, coordinate with other interested
stakeholders, and provide meaningful comments so that UDOT can meet its National Environmental
Policy Act obligations to be fully informed on the potential impacts of the proposed alternatives.
Because of the enormous level of detail involved in the EIS, and all of the associated data and
information (including some not yet available, such as mapping detail and engineering specs for the
proposed solutions) the SLCA believes that more time is needed for stakeholders of Little Cottonwood
Canyon to review and understand the impacts of the EIS and proposed alternatives.

The SLCA recognizes the need of the study and proposed alternatives. Safety and efficiency of
roadway travel are essential for users of Little Cottonwood Canyon and also for UDOT. The EIS is the
primary method to provide review and stakeholder feedback regarding any changes made to the
Canyon. The SLCA is heavily invested in preserving the climbing resources and natural beauty and
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appeal of the canyon and finding the solution that best supports those goals. It is essential that during
this time period, before decisions are made and funding allocated, that a thorough review and
understanding of all the potential impacts from a proposed alternative is completed; in order to do that
effectively, 45 days is not enough time.

Julia Geisler, Executive Director

CC: Salt Lake Climbers Alliance LCC EIS Sub-committee Members
Rick Vance, SLCA Board Chair

David Carter

Michael Mason, SLCA GIS Specialist

Mason Baker

Allen Sanderson

Jonathan Knight

Tori Edwards

Timothy Behuniak
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COMMENT #: 3

DATE: 6/25/21 12:17 PM
SOURCE: Phone Comment
NAME: Doug Black
COMMENT:

Hi, my name is Doug black. | live in Draper Utah. My phone number is 801-509-3664. | was watching a
report on KUTV today about the Little Cottonwood. possibly putting in another Lane for buses my
comment would be put the other Lane in keep the buses out of the canyon. And have two lanes up in
the morning and two lanes down at night. I'm sure you guys have thought about this, but | don't know
what the logistics would be at the top of the canyon dispensing the two lanes. But anyway this my
thoughts thought I'd pass it along. My dad used to tell me you can't harvest the crop unless you go out
and plant the seed. And | think there's a lot of Truth to that. Anyway, thanks.
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COMMENT #: 4

DATE: 6/25/21 4:06 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Bill Brass
COMMENT:

My wife and | would strongly advocate for the gondola option. That’s 2 votes for the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 5

DATE: 6/25/21 11:11 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Andy Odenwal
COMMENT:

Hello,

I’'m writing to weigh in on the final 2 options to improve traffic flow up little cottonwood. | use the canyon
road at least 50-60 times per year and it's mostly during the winter. It's understood that the bus has
some benefits but the gondola seems to be a much lower impact on the environment and would allow
more use of the canyon during heavy winter storms. It could minimize risks when avalanches are
possible. Also, it would likely allow for people to spread out more.

Andy
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COMMENT #: 6

DATE: 6/25/21 11:36 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Tyler Reese
COMMENT:

LCC transit committee,

A BRT system is unfortunately often seen as cheap and will be a turn off for people who don’t regularly
use public transit, where a gondola will be seen as premium and luxurious. A bus system will look like
wider, chunkier roads , but a gondola looks like a well developed European Mountain. Image isn’t
everything, but it means something. And a smooth gondola ride is way more pleasant than a bus ride
up a windy canyon

Best,

Tyler
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COMMENT #: 7

DATE: 6/26/21 12:40 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Amber Littlewood
COMMENT:

As a resident just off Wasatch and Bell Canyon Rd, | fear for the expansion near my home. The
residents don’t want more cars and traffic, nor does anyone else in Utah who cares about the lands.
We need better solutions. Not only does a gondola + parking sound far more exciting and effective, it
could serve to preserve the lands and homes around it.

Thank you,

Amber Littlewood
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COMMENT #: 8

DATE: 6/26/21 1:27 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Gina Burt
COMMENT:

We see the gondolas as being a very unique and convenient mode of transportation for the canyon.
Gondolas would be wonderful to have not only during the winter, but also during summertime travel to
Snowbird and large events such as Oktoberfest and concerts.

In addition to enjoying a beautiful scenic ride up the canyon, gondolas could be a convenient way to
transport passengers if road closers were to occur due to roadside avalanches or accidents.

Our skiing family is for Team Gondolas!
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COMMENT #: 9

DATE: 6/26/21 5:07 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Nancy Ockene
COMMENT:

To Whom It May Concern:

We have skied in Europe as well as in Colorado and have experienced the gondola system to the ski
resorts. It has always been part of the outdoor experience and we have always loved this mode of
transportation.

I’'m relieved and happy that both of these options are being considered but it makes more sense to use
the gondola option, less impact on the beautiful Little Cottonwood Canyon and what a scenic journey it
would be. With an ever growing imprint humans are leaving behind, also more development in the area,
especially along Wasatch Road, it is the better, more thoughtful choice to make. Thank goodness
someone is taking note. It seems that irresponsible developers have the last say in most of the decision
making.

Respectfully,

Nancy Ockene
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COMMENT #: 10

DATE: 6/26/21 8:14 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: LDS Areyouldsalso
COMMENT:

The list of people who will NOT use the buses or gondola is very large...so the question is, who WILL
use it...maybe some skiers during the winter and hikers during the summer.

Who won't use it.

People going on picnics.

People camping.

People living in or visiting Alta (hotels and cabins).

People living in or visiting Snowbird (hotels and cabins).

Bicyclist

Motorcyclist

Backpackers

People simply wanting to go for a ride in the canyons

Skiers who want to snowboard AND ski (can't haul all that stuff on the bus)
Larger families/groups that make the bus more expensive than driving.

In order to use the bus, you have to be able to carry ALL your stuff in your hands and find room for it on
the bus. That is just too much of a hassle for most people. PLUS, the poor quality ond scheduling of
buses is a well-deserved, notorious flop.

If you want to reduce traffic, reduce development.

And don't even get me started on charging people to drive the canyon unless you are going to forego
ALL state and federal highway funds...otherwise we are getting charged twice--through taxes AND tolls.
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COMMENT #: 11

DATE: 6/26/21 9:27 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Janet Cook
COMMENT:

Please do not build a 1500 car garage at the base of Little Cottonwood Canyon. Make it a bus terminal,
so that people take public transit to the base of the canyon instead of driving their cars. All you’re doing
is increasing the air pollution in the valley by making a big garage there.
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COMMENT #: 12

DATE: 6/26/21 10:07 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Colin Clark
COMMENT:

I am in favor of the Gondola solution because it would become a tourist attraction in and of itself and
make it such a pleasant ride up the canyon. It would operate year-round regardless of weather, it would
be safe, have more frequent departures, be more enjoyable, have less noise pollution and impact on
the water shed, and promote electric transport rather than the gas transport of the buses. The state
would not regret making the investment in the gondola long-term, it will become something incredible
for the county and state.
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COMMENT #: 13

DATE: 6/26/21 10:39 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Diane Schnarr
COMMENT:

I like the widening road. It would be so nice for hikers and bikers in the summer, and it recognizes that
the canyon is not just used in the winter
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COMMENT #: 14

DATE: 6/26/21 10:39 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Scott Blackwell
COMMENT:

Hello,

If the Gondola plan ends up as the outcome, | think that there should be a recreation pass available,
but one that does not allow for parking at Alta or Snowbird. This would prevent people from taking
advantage to just go park at the resorts anyway. | think the model of Millcreek canyon is a good one.
You can pay for a day or buy an annual pass. As a regular backcountry skier, having access to white
pine and other roadside spots is important. Ensuring that the price is fair and not prohibitive is
extremely important so it remains inclusive regardless of whether you have the financial means to ski or
just want to go enjoy our beautiful natural resources.

Second, | believe alta and snowbird should offer a premium parking pass (again could be daily and
annual) that is expensive enough where most people would not use it. The revenue coming from this
should go towards helping to pay for this project. The resorts will easily make this money up in
increased skier traffic plus having skiers on days where they normally wouldn't due to the road closure.

Finally, 1 do think skier and snowboarders should more heavily bear this financial burden (I go to
snowbird regularly and ski 50+ days per year). Whether that entails the resorts paying for their
passholders and daily skiers or the passholders and daily skiers pay more for their passes remains to
be seen (it would probably be both in reality). We are the direct beneficiaries of this plan and should be
held accountable for our environmental impact.

Thanks,

Scott Blackwell
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COMMENT #: 15

DATE: 6/26/21 10:42 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Tracy Maxwell
COMMENT:

| feel like the gondola is a great solution. It will take the load off of the road and reduce emissions. |
think it would be great to run the gondola all year long as it would provide beautiful views of the canyon
and would be something people could do in the summer to get to hiking or other recreation in the
canyon.
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COMMENT #: 16

DATE: 6/26/21 11:05 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Susan Horvath
COMMENT:

Thank you for the careful and extensive analysis on the best options for SR 210. Our family members
are avid skiers and are loyal Alta pass holders. We have lived here for 21 years and the issue of
transportation up LCC is near and dear to us.

Personally | still feel the option of a cog train is the best long term option. We have skied at Zermatt in
Switzerland, a ski town only accessible by cog train. It works beautifully. AlImost immune from natural
weather issues, reliable and safe.

But sticking to the 2 options presented to the public: road widening vs gondola | have to say without a
doubt that the gondola is a much much better long term option. Environmentally a much better with less
air pollution, less of a ground footprint and less vulnerable to weather conditions.

Susan Horvath
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COMMENT #: 17

DATE: 6/26/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Christine Hult
COMMENT:

To Whom It May Concern:

We think the gondola is the best alternative because it has the least long-term impact on the canyon
and the environment. We do not need to put more cars or buses on the road, adding more pollution to
the already polluted air in Utah. The gondola is a very good option and we support it.

Sincerely,

Christine and Nathan Hult
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COMMENT #: 18

DATE: 6/26/21 12:22 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Michael Jaffe
COMMENT:

Pro gondola. Just putting my 2 cents in

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 19

DATE: 6/26/21 1:02 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Van Fudge
COMMENT:

| would like to voice my support for the proposed gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon. This option is
the best for several reasons - first, it is the least impacful to the watershed, a priority that supercedes
recreation access. Second, it can operate in any weather, a critical aspect of solving the congestion
problem. Third, it will be more effective at reducing private transport than offering expanded bus
service, | suspect many, myself included, would rather pay a till than a take a bus.

I am a resident of Summit County, UT and frequently visit LCC. Please build the gondola and help us
protect the canyon!

Thank you,

Van Fudge

January 2022 Page 32B-20 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 20

DATE: 6/26/21 2:25 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Bill Johnson
COMMENT:

The bus option is clearly the most economic and adaptable year-round. However, it must preserve the
ability of cyclists to ride a dedicated bike lane on the uphill side of the road. Thank you, Bill
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COMMENT #: 21

DATE: 6/26/21 2:37 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Andrew Moeller
COMMENT:

Hello,

My name is Andrew Moeller
| am a Salt Lake resident and part-owner of a home in cottonwood heights. | reviewed the two
alternatives on the YouTube video, and | have to say both are unsatisfactory.

First the main problem with traffic in the canyon is access restrictions due to avalanche mitigation and
parking. Neither of the alternatives really address these issue directly.

Both don’t take into account that most people would rather spend an extra half hour in the car rather
than go on a gondola or public transport.

While | think it is a good idea to increase the frequency of bus service in the canyon, | am strongly
against widening the road in the canyon for three reasons:

1. The severe environmental impact
2. Cost to taxpayer
3. It is totally un-necessary

The gondola, likewise is a poorly thought out proposal. Yes while it may be more reliable, people will
still rather use their car on the road. If the road is closed, the gondola line is going to be ridiculous, no-
one is going to want to wait outside in the freezing snow to get on the gondola. So it literally solves NO
problem. Did anyone even think this through?

The snow shelter and berm seems like the most rational low cost short term solution, however if UDOT
is serious about addressing the long term sustainability of the growth of traffic in the canyons, the best
alternative is to move the traffic away from the avalanche corridor altogether.

First build a tunnel between Alta and Brighton. Second maintain Guardsman pass open through the
winter. Third, build a tunnel from Kimball junction to Solitude/Brighton.

This would move traffic from the sensitive and constricted Little/big corridors to the much higher
capacity 1-80 corridor and relive most of the congestion as well as providing faster commute times.

This is certainly within technical feasibility, as many places in the world (ie Switzerland, Norway) have
such infrastructure.

The tunnel construction can be paid for using tolls, easing the burden from the taxpayer to the user.
(Hell, you could even put trains in there)

Stop with the boondoggles and poorly thought out proposals, and focus on the only long term,
sustainable solution: tunnels paid for by tolls

Thanks for listening
Andrew Moeller
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COMMENT #: 22

DATE: 6/26/21 3:28 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: David Rohde
COMMENT:

| like the idea about a bus service going up little cottonwood canyon every 5 minutes. How many buses
will do that? Then you have to factor in the time of operation. You don't want someone to get stuck up
there when the last bus leaves and they don't have any more room of others. Then there's the holiday
seasons and times for bus operations then too.

Thanks,

DROHDE
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COMMENT #: 23

DATE: 6/26/21 3:41 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Mary Beth Whittaker
COMMENT:

Hello,

| support the expanded bus system because it serves a variety of canyon users, including hikers and
bikers. Potentially, at some point electric buses could be used to protect the airshed.

I am concerned about harming the watershed with the road construction and | prefer that other
solutions are considered, such as eliminating private vehicle traffic and using a continuous tram
system.

Like the national parks, the number of visitors will eventually need to be controlled. A tram system
could do that. The gondola seems to favor the ski resorts, which may have limited seasons as the snow
pack diminishes over time.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mary Beth Whittaker
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COMMENT #: 24

DATE: 6/26/21 6:03 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Nancy Wilson
COMMENT:

Instead of widening the road in Little Cottonwood or building an extravagant gondola add regulations
and fees to use roadway, just like a parking garage. The only thing that would be free is transit. That
way the buses are full, driver user fees help fund, and the canyon is saved.
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COMMENT #: 25

DATE: 6/26/21 8:44 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Theresa Heinrich
COMMENT:

| read the article about the EIS & gondola project in the Tribune today 6-26-21. | have lived at the
mouth of Little Cottonwood Canyon for 23 years. | have watched the traffic in the winter. | am very
aware of the congestion. When | am in front of my home shoveling snow | can see the cars go by. A lot
of the time there is 1 person in each car. If | leave my house to go to the hospital where | work as a
nurse & have | forgotten something & need to turn around to go back there is no way that would work. |
have to be in the long line waiting to get up the canyon. The point is | can deal with that. It's only around
15 days per year on average that the traffic is congested. | knew about this when | built my home. | am
very informed. | have attended many Zoom meetings in the past 6 months. The ones | attended were
CWC, Save Our Canyons, Save not Pave & Cottonwood Heights City Council. Snowbird & Alta are
already at maximum capacity for skiers & snowboarders. Spending tax payers money on a gondola that
costs 592 million to build & then an additional 10.6 million to run each year is not the solution. Where
are the ski resorts going to come up with money initially & every year? Also a gondola eliminates
anyone who wants to enjoy LCC while not using the ski resorts. The gondolas move 1000 people per
hour? We don’t want that many people skiing. It doesn't make the experience pleasant

Imagine if you will. You are a 40 year old guy (these are the guys | see in cars every day) you leave
your house in Sugar House, then you get off the freeway & slowly bumper to bumper make your way to
LaCaille. Then you have to park in an 1800 stall parking garage. You finally get to the gondola & it
takes 35 minutes to get to Alta. | just do not see this happening. Skiers don’t want to take that much
time to get up to the resorts. It is selfish but that is the reality. | haven’t even mentioned the fact that
they will have to pay. There is no way people will be inconvenienced like this. It is too costly & time
consuming. If they closed LCC to traffic then there would be no other option. That would not be fair to
hikers & climbers who access the canyon.

| think that a designated bus lane that doesn't have to compete with cars is a great solution. Fast &
frequent bus service could happen a lot sooner then a gondola being built. We could implement fees for
cars that have only 1 driver. Decrease the fee if people car pool & make people pay for parking. In this
way we incentivize use of the canyon without so much impact on resources. Another impact a gondola
would have is destroying the beauty of LCC. Who wants to look at gondolas with huge towers in such a
beautiful setting as the mountains.
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COMMENT #: 26

DATE: 6/27/21 4:46 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Stephen Rackers
COMMENT:

Please, please, please build a gondola! | believe this option is much better than a bus, which will have
many of the same problems as cars. | completely agree with the perspective of “having to take a bus,
versus getting to take a gondola.
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COMMENT #: 27

DATE: 6/27/21 9:40 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Emily Pitsch
COMMENT:

Hello,

I am a climber, resort skier and trail runner. LCC is my favorite place to go because the views are
amazing. | see the problems in the winter with the traffic but 1) those are a handful of days out of the
year and 2) during avalanche mitigation when the traffic is at its worst on Wasatch blvd the resorts
cannot open their lifts anyways. Building a gondola would completely destroy the views in little. Most of
the hikes starting in the canyon have their best views looking back towards the other side of the
canyon. This includes Mt superior/Monte Cristo, red and white pine, pfeifferhorn, Lisa falls, mount
baldy, devils castle, the WURL. Additionally LCC is a climbing Mecca that attracts climbers from all over
the world because of the pristine granite and amazing views. As a climber | know that LCC is a favorite
among climbers in the area, ranking higher than American fork and BCC because of the impeccable
climbing. Yesterday | was climbing near the LDS Church vault and admired the beauty of the canyon as
| was on top of the climb. These views are unmatched and provide appreciation for nature and
therapeutic relief. Driving up the canyon | see people filming their drive as they ascend the beautiful
scenery - even people who are not exploring the canyons on foot, enjoy its beauty from their cars. None
of this would be happening with a 200 ft gondola tainting the canyon. | cannot begin to express the
distress and heartbreak | feel for potentially having a gondola in the canyon. This solution would
ameliorate a problem for a small fraction of the year and completely destroy the beauty of the canyon
for 365 days. Please consider the weight of the the gondola. Making this choice to prioritize ski tourism
to 2/6 SLC-proximal resorts over climbing, trail running/hiking, and simply enjoying the canyons is not
reasonable. Repercussions for building this infrastructure are enormous.

Please do not destroy our canyon.
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COMMENT #: 28

DATE: 6/27/21 10:55 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jilian Jenkins
COMMENT:

To whom it may concern:

As a resident of Utah, living just below the mouth of little cottonwood canyon, we DO NOT want or think
that a gondola is a logical solution to the congestion issues. It's not economical and definitely does not
maintain the integrity of the area.

Jilian Jenkins

January 2022 Page 32B-29 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 29

DATE: 6/27/21 12:20 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Elizabeth King
COMMENT:

Dear Governor Cox and Carlos Braceras,

The neighborhoods of Cottonwood Heights and Sandy made many suggestions for the expansion of
UDOT in the canyon. We proposed tunnels, planted cement or metal archways to mitigate sound and
pollution. We designed planted roadways and planted medians. We requested noise enforcement and
speed reduction.

What are we presented with an expanded road with is an expanded roadway and constant buses. This
is completely unacceptable. You implemented none of our suggestions and ignored the community
completely.

When we vote you out - and | will campaign hard - | hope someone builds a freeway in front of your
house. You will both, Cox and Carlos be remembered as the men who destroyed the canyon and
ignored the citizens.

Shame on you both,

Dr. E.E. King
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COMMENT #: 30

DATE: 6/27/21 1:58 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Donald McKenzie
COMMENT:

Gondola Is the best idea for the canyon traffic especially during stormy weather.
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COMMENT #: 31

DATE: 6/27/21 4:38 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Jill Harris
COMMENT:

I am firmly against a gondola

More bus service. Limit parking to ticketed skiers. Parking for bus services located away from Wasatch
blvd.

Could you also please eliminate the giant billboard at Big Cottonwood. Unsightly
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COMMENT #: 32

DATE: 6/27/21 10:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephanie Gelman
COMMENT:

To whom it may concern,

I do not support building a gondola in LCC. | think it is too expensive and will not solve the traffic
problem. | think the best solution is to close the canyon to cars and run buses up the canyon, modeled
after Zion NP.

Sincerely,
Stephanie Gelman
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COMMENT #: 33

DATE: 6/28/21 8:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Amber Helmer
COMMENT:

I am 100% for the gondola, the enhanced bus with road widening alternative has much more of an
environmental impact than the gondola and is not a good long term solution. If we currently go with the
bus/road widening plan, traffic will still continue as many people will continue to drive their personal
vehicles, and the gondola idea will eventually be considered again as the number of people who want
to use the mountains keeps increasing.

If the road is widened this will cause significant delays during construction and will severely impact the
canyon in doing so. Putting gondola towers up does not require any widening of the roads and is a
considerable amount less of an environmental impact.

| also do not think the gondola will be as much of an "eye sore" as some have said, I'd much rather see
a gondola and its towers than a snake of cars up and down the canyon, Wasatch Boulevard, and all the
way onto the |-215.

Next, pollution would be drastically reduced with a gondola- people sit idling in their cars for 2-4 hours
on powder days and this would change if we had the gondola. Having a gondola up the canyon would
also make it easy to travel up/down the canyon and possibly even free up snowplows and cop
assistance in the valley, as they won't be stuck up in the canyon like this year and previous years. Less
cars and traffic in the canyon also helps with emergency vehicles, | know a lot of accidents happened
this year that caused up to 4 hour delays on the roads.

Lastly, as we move towards the future, gondolas are something that many other countries use and its
not just for the privileged. This is a great transportation option that can help reduce pollution and
improve the overall experience of anyone who would like to use or access the mountain or anything in
the surrounding neighborhoods. Unfortunately, many are resistant to change but this is a change that
needs to happen. Widening the road is only putting a bandaid on a problem/wound and will only
contribute to the problem in the long term.
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COMMENT #: 34

DATE: 6/28/21 8:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Hannah OC
COMMENT:

I am wondering what will happen to the boulders? Are you breaking them up? Can they be relocated?
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COMMENT #: 35

DATE: 6/28/21 8:44 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rudiger von Arnim
COMMENT:

| vote for the bus option. It makes a lot of sense! Thanks.
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COMMENT #: 36

DATE: 6/28/21 9:10 AM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Stewart Landau
COMMENT:

Need a train system or buses. No towers or gondola please.
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COMMENT #: 37

DATE: 6/28/21 9:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stan Rosenzweig
COMMENT:

| have attended numerous meetings and followed development to date. | favor the bus and lane
expansion alternative.
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COMMENT #: 38

DATE: 6/28/21 9:59 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Christopher Balun
COMMENT:

I live in Sandy by 9400S and Highland and | 100% support the Gondola at the La Caille option.
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COMMENT #: 39

DATE: 6/28/21 10:02 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Erik Sahlin
COMMENT:

Obviously | agree with La Caille Gondola because it does add some degree of mobility and adding the
Enhanced Bus Service would only destroy some beauty of the canyon rather than increase mobility.
Mobility from buses is great, but how reliable will it be during snowstorms and closure? Widening the
road would add more harm to the environment while the gondola would require none. Since the La
Caille proposal, | believed it made that gondola option popular more because of the elimination of bus
riding and you can just take the car to the parking lot of the gondola. The gondola needs to win! Go
Gondola!
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COMMENT #: 40

DATE: 6/28/21 10:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: n. edward
COMMENT:

the gondola is the best option. you can't put off the future by placing more transportation vehicles on
the road. the gondola will indeed get use during the summer months if advertised correctly and
promoted by the resorts as a mode of transportation.
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COMMENT #: 41

DATE: 6/28/21 10:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Lee Sendall
COMMENT:

why does the taxpayer have to pay for this, when the resort's up there will be the ones gaining the
profit's off this??
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COMMENT #: 42

DATE: 6/28/21 10:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shayna Pugh
COMMENT:

| am want to express my concern over the future of Little Cottonwood Canyon. Having grown up in the
mouth of the canyon, | have a strong interest in protecting the area. With recent population growth and
interest in skiing, traffic in the canyon is increasing dramatically during the ski season. There have been
several occasions on which my family and | were unable to get back to our home without waiting over
an hour for traffic to clear up. While it is true that this problem is in urgent need of a solution , | am
concerned that several of the recently proposed alternatives will be destructive to the canyon’s natural
environment.

As you are aware, UDOT has proposed the following solutions to reduce ski traffic problems in the
canyon: The Enhanced Bus System with roadway widening, the Enhanced Bus System without
roadway widening, the Gondola, and the Cog Rail. Each of these alternatives will have significant
environmental impacts on Little Cottonwood Canyon. However, the alternative with the least negative
impact on the canyon is the Enhanced Bus System without roadway widening. Through the course of
this letter, | will present major reasons to approve the Enhanced Bus System Alternative with no
roadway widening.

One of the primary reasons that | support the Bus Alternative is its relative lack of permanence. The
installation of a massive gondola or cog rail is largely irreversible. Widening the road for the bus system
will also cause damage to the canyon. The only relatively permanent aspect of the Bus System would
be the large parking lots that must be constructed outside the canyon (these parking lots would have to
be constructed for the Gondola Alternative as well). When choosing between several potentially
destructive solutions, it is best to start with the least permanent solution then adapt to improve as
needed. Approving the Bus Alternative will protect the canyon from the permanent installations
involved with other alternatives.

UDOT recently constructed an Environmental Impact Statement (2020) which covers the effects of
each alternative. This statement included several categories of natural environment impacts including
floodplains, wetlands, streams, and critical habitat. For each of these categories, the Enhanced Bus
System without roadway widening had either the lowest or equal impact. Additionally, the Enhanced
Bus System alternatives were the only alternatives consistent with local and USDA Forest Service
plans for the area. This study makes it clear that the Enhanced Bus System without roadway widening
is the most environmentally-friendly option.

Supporters of the other alternatives claim that the bus systems would cause excessive carbon
emissions making it less beneficial to the environment. However, according to a review of UDOT’s
Environmental Impact Statement done by Friend’s of Alta, “UTA has received a $14 million grant to
install 20 more electric buses.” Using these electric buses would greatly reduce the carbon emissions
associated with bus alternatives.

Another important consideration is that Little Cottonwood Canyon is home to a watershed. Both the cog
rail and the road widening alternatives will require construction that clears a wide section of the canyon.
The plans for the gondola include 23 towers in the canyon. The build-up of sedimentation that often
results from intensive construction could be harmful to water quality. In a time when Utah’s drinking
water is decreasing due to less snowmelt, it is risky to start construction projects near the Little
Cottonwood watershed. The Enhanced Bus System without roadway widening will involve the least
amount of construction in the canyon.
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The best course of action to protect Little Cottonwood Canyon is to start with the Enhanced Bus
System Alternative without widening the road. This alternative is the least permanent, least expensive,
and most environmentally friendly option. If the Enhanced Bus System Alternative alone is not enough,
other methods to improve the efficiency of the system can be implemented. For example, tolling cars
with single riders may incentivize carpooling and using buses over cars.

As someone who has enjoyed exploring the canyon's natural beauty my whole life, | hope that you will
consider approving the Enhanced Bus System Alternative without roadway widening
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COMMENT #: 43

DATE: 6/28/21 10:55 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Taylor Anderson
COMMENT:

Buses would serve the entire canyon. Gondola serves only the resorts and nearby backcountry. Make it
truly transit-only (plus people on bikes), not flex lanes that allow people to drive in them.
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COMMENT #: 44

DATE: 6/28/21 11:05 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rachel Petersen
COMMENT:

As a member of the community, | respectfully ask my comments on this matter to be considered. After
reviewing both proposed options, the Gondola B is the best option to move forward with. With the high
risk of avalanche danger, a gondola would be the best way to get people in an out of the canyon
unaffected and avoid the 2+ hour back up we saw in the 2020 avalanche/car accident. It would allow
the beauty of the canyon to be enjoyed and preserved , and is something that could be operated year
round. This could be a great addition to Utah's many attractions. Finally, Salt Lake's winter pollution is a
very serious matter. Eliminating as many cars and busses in the canyon to be replaced by a "green",
environment friendly alternative gondola would make a huge, positive impact on our city and residents
health.

Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 45

DATE: 6/28/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Layne Papenfuss
COMMENT:

I am in favor of the bus option, as the faster alternative. The buses could still be used in the canyon or
other areas around salt lake county, and | believe would help alleviate congestion year round better
than a gondola.
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COMMENT #: 46

DATE: 6/28/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Steven Jepperson
COMMENT:

| believe it would be a serious mistake to put all your capital into one fixed solution as the Tram would
be.

Every previous effort to upgrade public transportation has not gone as planned. Projections were off,
assumptions proved invalid, by the time the solution was up and running conditions had changed.

With the TRAM you are committing to a single\fixed answer that we would be committed to indefinitely.
While the Bus solution has its weaknesses, we could make adjustments as warranted.
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COMMENT #: 47

DATE: 6/28/21 11:33 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andy White
COMMENT:

One of the publicized negative points of the bus alternative remains the cost of that many busses.
SPLIT the cost with National and/orState Parks who are using more and more busses DURING THE

CANYONS' OFF SEASON. It's a win-win.
Though electric busses may be more expensive NOW, Their cost is dropping and electric is the mode

of the future. Get on board.
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COMMENT #: 48

DATE: 6/28/21 11:35 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mark Williams
COMMENT:

I love going up the canyon, and | can agree that there is a problem that needs to be addressed. Out of
all the options, | urge UDOT to choose the gondola option. The economic impact is low. And instead of
just jumping on the bus, a gondola could create a high quality experience for the community. A bus has
no draw. But a gondola would be something that could benefit and become a positive draw for the city
and even the state. Please don't do the bus route!
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COMMENT #: 49

DATE: 6/28/21 12:10 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Daniel Dean
COMMENT:

I would like express my support for the Enhanced Bus With Shoulder Widening alternative. | cannot
support the gondola alternative due to the limited capacity of the proposed gondola, the significantly
longer travel time, the deep cuts that are made to the capacity of the mobility hubs under the gondola
alternative, and the gondola's impact to the viewshed.
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COMMENT #: 50

DATE: 6/28/21 12:22 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Liz Dean
COMMENT:

I would like express my support for the Enhanced Bus With Shoulder Widening alternative. | cannot
support the gondola alternative due to the limited capacity of the proposed gondola, the significantly
longer travel time, the deep cuts that are made to the capacity of the mobility hubs under the gondola
alternative, and the gondola's impact to the viewshed.
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COMMENT #: 51

DATE: 6/28/21 12:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ronald Steele
COMMENT:

| like the enhanced bus service option, but suggest you consider one reversible direction bus lane in the
middle, separated by jersey barriers so cars can't poach it, slide off into it, or otherwise impede traffic
on it. This option should cost less than two shoulder lanes, and have less environmental impact. From
6:00 AM to 12:00 noon, the bus lane would be open to up-canyon bus traffic, and from 12:30 - 7:00 PM,
it would be open to down-canyon traffic. Generally speaking, buses should be able to maintain
schedule when using regular lanes going the opposite direction to the reversible bus lane. One problem
that could arise with this approach is when a bus breaks down inside the reversible lane, but this should
not be very common.
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COMMENT #: 52

DATE: 6/28/21 12:27 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Buse
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola 2 project. After driving in Little Cottonwood for the last 26 years, | believe
expanding the road isn't a good option. When it snows the wider road will just end up being two lanes,
as it does now, or you'll have buses sliding into cars which will likely close the road. Buses will still get
stuck in the resorts parking lots creating delays. People will "poach" the bus lanes on busy days unless
the lanes are constantly monitored. Avalanche hazard and plowing will remain an issue as well. The
gondola will get people off the road and also provide an additional clean, year round, tourist attraction
separate from the ski resorts. The gondola will remain open even when the road is closed for avalanche
work and plowing. A hiking and biking trail could also be developed under the lift line. In conclusion, |
think the Gondola B project is the long term solution for transportation in Little Cottonwood Canyon.
Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 53

DATE: 6/28/21 12:38 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Leslie Moss
COMMENT:

My vote is NO on the Gondola
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COMMENT #: 54

DATE: 6/28/21 12:52 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Powell
COMMENT:

| prefer the gondola over widening the road. The environmental impact of the salty roads would hurt
that area. the safety factor for the gondola seems better as well. The gondola would be a cool attraction
for tourism and as a better method for frequent skiers and snowboards to commute and not add to
traffic.
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COMMENT #: 55

DATE: 6/28/21 1:16 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Briana Charchafliah
COMMENT:

| am strongly in support of widening the ppsl roadway as it will have the least impact on the climbable
boulders in the area.
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COMMENT #: 56

DATE: 6/28/21 1:20 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dave Brough
COMMENT:

To me, it's simple: if the Project can expand to include cograil, it can be expanded to include
cograil+car. Which, in addition to being door-to-door, autonomous, a quicker, cheaper and cleaner
build, DAVE is.

Please to this request.
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COMMENT #: 57

DATE: 6/28/21 2:35 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ross Hinman
COMMENT:

I am a firm believer in the expanded bus service, providing an adaptable solution to the crowded roads
up Little Cottonwood Canyon. | am sure no one there remembers the Great Salt Lake flooding debacle,
we spent millions buying and installing natural gas powered pumps to lower the water level in the GSL,
however now we have them, they are not required. There is no guarantee we will receive a huge
snowpack over the next 5, 10, or even 25 years.

If you invest in a gondola plan B, and there is a complete draught over the next 20 years, the engineers
at the DOL, will indeed look like young, inexperienced dreamers with no thought to a budget or
common sense. Scrap the financial commitment to a gondola, if it is not needed in a few years, we will
not have a huge outlay of state tax dollars for a transportation service which is not required. Buses can
be sold, a gondola is there forever and cannot provide service to people who are not present.
Seriously, be sensible... Ross Hinman
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COMMENT #: 58

DATE: 6/28/21 2:36 PM
SOURCE: Phone Comment
NAME: Bonnie Powers
COMMENT:

Hi, my name's Bonnie Powers. My comment is this on gondolas. There are people that ski that are
afraid of heights and it's not it's a real condition. Those skiers can do fine on chairlifts. They can also
get used $2,000 on the ski hills themselves. But to ride a gondola over an entire Canyon | think would
be a serious problem for those people because it is real believe me. | I've suffered that condition and
this guy right at Lagoon even scares me. So | think you need to account for some of that money
everybody. | don't think would be comfortable with that. So | do not prefer $1. So that's my comment. |
hope you will take this into consideration ma'am.
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COMMENT #: 59

DATE: 6/28/21 2:57 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Warren Beckcom
COMMENT:

Do not implement the tolling infrastructure. | lived in NYC forty years with jobs and a business in NYC
and northern NJ - a land of tolls. Tolls always impede traffic flow. Bus travel will be negatively affected.
To be effective on big snow days, tolls may have to be $200 to discourage car travel. On ordinary days,
Snowbird with its now in place reservation parking fees would be competing with tolls. The result will be
to discourage skiers from buying season passes for either Snowbird or Alta.

$5 million is an exorbitant amount to pay for a toll structure and the booth will always have to be
manned. Not everyone will have electronic passes.
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COMMENT #: 60

DATE: 6/28/21 3:11 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ryan Selfaison
COMMENT:

Please stop trying to build your damn gondola in LCC! The impact of trying to cater just to the ski
resorts fails to take into account the hundreds of thousands of people who flock to Little Cottonwood to
climb. Beyond this, you will be destroying countless boulders whose history is integral to the climbing
community. Especially with the increase in popularity due to the Olympics, destroying thousands of
climbs will be a grave mistake. Please do not cater to just one sport. Take everyone's opinion into
account. Do not destroy the canyon anymore than it already has been!
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COMMENT #: 61

DATE: 6/28/21 4:03 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Summers
COMMENT:

What about a boring company tunnel? https://www.boringcompany.com/tunnels
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COMMENT #: 62

DATE: 6/28/21 4:44 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Grady Kohler
COMMENT:

I highly prefer the Gondola B option. The impacts during construction and use are so much lower. | also
believe adoption will be greatly increased.
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COMMENT #: 63

DATE: 6/28/21 4:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Marshall Burt
COMMENT:

| prefer the gondola option regarding the Icc traffic options. There isn't a perfect solution, but the
gondola provides consistent travel times regardless of weather which is the key factor for me. It's when
it snows that traffic is the worst. Gondola also provides safe way up and down when there's an
avalanche.
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COMMENT #: 64

DATE: 6/28/21 4:49 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tosh Martin
COMMENT:

The gondola is a very exciting idea and one that should definitely be implemented. The environmental
issues surrounding Little Cottonwood are only going to increase, and putting a green solution in place
NOW is the best way to stop this from happening.
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COMMENT #: 65

DATE: 6/28/21 4:56 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paul Oberkircher
COMMENT:

Gondola would be better solution. No pollution and most important no snow day impact that a bus
would have. | cant imagine being stuck on a bus for hours.
No additional roads/salt/oil.
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COMMENT #: 66

DATE: 6/28/21 5:03 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tyler Bott
COMMENT:

| like the idea of the gondolas. It provides a unique and very scenic ride and leaves the road open for
service and emergency vehicles. Statistically speaking gondola rides are a much safer option over
buses. Therefore | support the gondola option
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COMMENT #: 67

DATE: 6/28/21 5:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: richard maxfield
COMMENT:

As a resident of Salt Lake City, the road widening is the better option rather than the gondola. A better
still option would be a light rail or mono rail that could eventually transport people to park city. With
continuous routes down both big and little cottonwood as well as parley's canyon. Think like BART - a
long term plan for long term solutions. Imagine catching a train at the airport which whisks you to your
ski resort.
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COMMENT #: 68

DATE: 6/28/21 5:26 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Austin Whitehead
COMMENT:

| support adding a bus-exclusive lane in Little Cottonwood canyon. It seems this would give us the most
flexibility in the future, could offer safer bike access in the summer, and makes the most sense
financially. Disincentivizing car travelers (especially solo ones) will be just as important for this plan. |
would love to see creative solutions that generate revenue equitably - charging rental car companies,
sliding scale fees, incentives for car-pooling, etc.
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COMMENT #: 69

DATE: 6/28/21 6:47 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Erica Marken
COMMENT:

I'm advocating for the road. The gondola towers are just too much of an eyesore and take a lot longer
than the bus to get people to the ski resorts. A wider road could accommodate bikers during the off
season.
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COMMENT #: 70

DATE: 6/28/21 7:00 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Madeline voloshin
COMMENT:

Hello,

My name is Madeline Voloshin and | am a local here in SLC. As an avid rock climber, the two proposed
alternatives stated in the Environmental Impact statement are detrimental to the climbing in Little
Cottonwood Canyon.

The canyon is used for many other outdoor activities YEAR ROUND and its use extends beyond the ski
areas at the top of the canyon. The proposed alternatives could potentially destroy over 110 boulder
problems, some of which have been historically important to the growth and development of the sport.
As a member of the community, | am requesting an extension of the formal commenting period from 45
to 60 days in order to fully address and understand the impacts these transportation alternatives will
have on the canyon.

Regards,

Madeline Voloshin
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COMMENT #: 71

DATE: 6/28/21 7:57 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dave Tucker
COMMENT:

Gondola is the best choice. Paint it camouflage. No tolls needed, tourism and tax dollars pay for our
roads. OK if ski resorts charge for parking.
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COMMENT #: 72

DATE: 6/28/21 8:08 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jess Holzbauer
COMMENT:

| support the construction of a gondola to reduce emissions, increase reliability when there are big
storms, reduce the instances of tourists with limited snow driving experience being in the canyon, and
increasing the enjoyment of traveling up and down the canyon. The buses are hot, cramped and
smelly, coupled with the twists and turns of the road, this makes for a very unpleasant experience. |
suggest that the gondolas have seating and ski storage outside the carriage.
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COMMENT #: 73

DATE: 6/28/21 8:28 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Clara Bachman
COMMENT:

Put a gondola with a parking garage at the bottom of the canyon. Think about the environment, more
pollution from cars will not help preserve the area. The UTA busses genuinely did nothing to help traffic
in previous years, why would it help now that it's busier than ever?
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COMMENT #: 74

DATE: 6/28/21 8:36 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Spencer Griffin
COMMENT:

| am all for the gondola simply because | feel people would be more likely to use them. | would love to
take a gondolas ride through the mountains and it would itself be a draw for people to visit. It also
provides redundant methods of getting up to the resorts during snow storms. My one concern is the
cost and | am hesitant if the taxpayer is paying for the entirety of either project. | would hope that the
resorts would be contributing to either solution.
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COMMENT #: 75

DATE: 6/28/21 9:33 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ran Yehushua
COMMENT:

| am in strong support of the express bus lane option with frequent busses. This will have a much
lighter impact on the conservation of untouched backcountry of little cottonwood
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COMMENT #: 76

DATE: 6/28/21 9:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Billy Schmohl
COMMENT:

I understand the benefits and viabilities of both solutions. With the exception of a select few, users of
Little Cottonwood Canyon will not utilize bus service. Cars do not belong in the canyon. An incentive
structure needs to be created to encourage the use of alternative transportation. A toll system would be
a good example. A gondola as a form of transportation has been remarkably successful in Telluride
and all over Europe. Users are asking for this resource and will use it. As a canyon employee, it would
be a privilege to send everyone down the canyon in a gondola, instead of having everyone idle for
hours waiting for slideoffs to get cleared. Buses will continue to sit in traffic during storms with or
without a private lane. Users will likely use the lane to their benefit, adding strain to UPD resources.
Let’'s remove cars from the canyon by developing a gondola system.
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COMMENT #: 7

DATE: 6/28/21 10:31 PM
SOURCE: Email

NAME: Barbara Riser
COMMENT:

Please, No expensive Gondola. People need to get used to taking the bus.
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COMMENT #: 78

DATE: 6/28/21 10:50 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paul Winter
COMMENT:

I go up Little Cottonwood 100 times a year. | vote gondola for sure! less traffic more peaceful and a
beautiful way to travel.

January 2022 Page 32B-80 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 79

DATE: 6/28/21 11:11 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Trey Zobell
COMMENT:

I know there are some environmental concerns about the whole situation with the gondola being a
tourist attraction and turning the canyon into a amusement park. | think you need to remember that little
cottonwood is already a major tourist attraction. | think if tourist want to ski Alta or Snowbird they will go
do it regardless of whether there is a bus or a gondola system. | think the major impact will be in the
summer operation. | think it is safe to assume there will be increase traffic to snowbird summer resort
with a gondola which could have a positive affect on the economy if handled well.

I myself like the idea of the gondola system mainly due to the ability to operate during avalanche road
clearances and storms. | like how the gondola offers a safer option during storms to stay off the roads.
Is what | am worried about is the visual impact a gondola is going to have in LCC. You're defiantly
going to be able to see the gondola throughout the canyon, and | am worried it might dampen the
canyon beauty.
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COMMENT #: 80

DATE: 6/29/21 3:06 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stuart Browne
COMMENT:

Build for the future, not the current. Bus proposal while cheaper, may not handle skier volume.
Additionally, buses impacted by weather and other drivers.

SLC needs to add light rail to gondola, airport to ski resort by mass transit will increase tourism to SLC
over option in CA or CO.

Tag a small tax onto ski passes that provide access to Snowbird and Alta, to offset costs.
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COMMENT #: 81

DATE: 6/29/21 7:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jennifer Treadway
COMMENT:

No gondola, please! Sure, they are sexy but busses are the best, most affordable option. My kids ski
Alta every winter and | am looking forward for them to be old enough to take the bus.
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COMMENT #: 82

DATE: 6/29/21 8:27 AM
SOURCE:

NAME: Phillip Thompson
COMMENT:

| am strongly in support of having a dedicated bus lane for Little Cottonwood Canyon. This method of
public transportation will be much lower impact on the existing canyon, and will provide better access
for more people. | am strongly against the gondola not only because of the visual blight it will create,
but because it will continue to cause more traffic buildup at the canyon mouth. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 83

DATE: 6/29/21 9:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robin Fults
COMMENT:

The Little Cottonwood Canyon boulders are extremely important to a large number of Salt Lake county
residents and beyond. Climbing routes found on these boulders are world class and are visited by and
important to the climbing community.

Damaging or removing these boulders to allow tourists to more easily travel up to resorts would be a
disservice to the local community and should be avoided at all costs.
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COMMENT #: 84

DATE: 6/29/21 9:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jim Baker
COMMENT:

Either preferred alternative solutions should offer the relief the immediate future for the current traffic
congestion and avalanche problems. The cost between the two are appreciable when comparing the
installation and long term operating costs.

The enhanced bus service in peak period shoulder lane alternative would allow for future innovations in
the type, style and power trains of the existing buses. If we can ween ourselves off from fossil fuels the
opportunities are exciting. With climate change it could happen soon than we think.

The gondola alternative B is an exciting approach to the transportation issue. Unfortunately it does not
allow as much flexibility in the future. Upgrades will probably become available, but with expensive
results. The other caveat is standing in lift lines before you even get to the resorts. | prefer the
enhanced bus service in peak period shoulder lane alternative. That being said Alta and Snowbird
need to step up to the plate in providing adequate day facilities for changing areas and personal gear
storage at the resort terminals of either solution.
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COMMENT #: 85

DATE: 6/29/21 9:55 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Randy Vannurden
COMMENT:

| feel the visual impact of a gondola running through canyon would be far too great. | dont think it would
be enough to deter people from using the road. it seems like it would only benefit the ski areas.
Enhanced bussing systems work, and they work for more people than just resort users. Access to ALL
of the canyon , and reducing visual impacts should be top priorities.

January 2022 Page 32B-87 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 86

DATE: 6/29/21 9:56 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Gray
COMMENT:

For any plan, please take into account the climbing, hiking, and bouldering impacts. According to the
Salt Lake Climbers Alliance, the gondola option would impact several boulders in the canyon. These
boulders are gems to the climbing community. | learned how to climb and attained a greater
appreciation for the nature and geography of Utah on these boulders.

Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 87

DATE: 6/29/21 10:00 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mike Kraszewski
COMMENT:

This is absurd. There is a lot of history in the canyon they are going to lose, forever.
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COMMENT #: 88

DATE: 6/29/21 10:58 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alex Gordon
COMMENT:

Hello,

If you choose to expand the size of the road to include a bus lane, could you please consider putting a
barrier between the bus lane and the main traffic lane?

I have seen yellow flexible posts that seem to work well at making a division between traffic. My
concern is that during the summer people will cut corners and drive into the bus lane. While road biking
up the canyon, | see people drive far into the shoulder because they get fatigued by all of the turns, and
this makes it dangerous for road bikers. If there was a bus lane that pedestrians could use in the
summer, you would make a world class road biking area, that would be a great benefit to the
community. Look at how popular sr 65 and mill creak canyon are when the road is closed to traffic.
Thank you
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COMMENT #: 89

DATE: 6/29/21 11:12 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cameron Carter
COMMENT:

| greatly prefer the gondala because of it's attractiveness and environmental impacts. Expanding
roadway and bus routes would be bad for air quality and the canyon landscapes. | also believe the
gondala would be fun and attractive for not just skiiers.
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COMMENT #: 90

DATE: 6/29/21 11:13 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kaelene Schoen
COMMENT:

Gondola PLEASE!!
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COMMENT #: 91

DATE: 6/29/21 11:14 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ornella Dalla Bona
COMMENT:

in favor of the gondola
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COMMENT #: 92

DATE: 6/29/21 11:14 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Paul Christiansen
COMMENT:

I would like to see the costs associated w/ the Gondola option.
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COMMENT #: 93

DATE: 6/29/21 11:14 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Josh Fisher
COMMENT:

Gondola, please! It's the most efficient and effective solution for the long term.
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COMMENT #: 94

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mike McCabe
COMMENT:

| support the gondola
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COMMENT #: 95

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Eric Liljenquist
COMMENT:

Gondola much preferred option.
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COMMENT #: 96

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Magali Lequient
COMMENT:

| support the enhanced bus system option, it is the option that is the most sustainable for the
environment and that serves different users. The gondola options are too expensive and aren't o cater
only to resort users. Getting users to its base will cause just as much traffic (as the buses parking can
be on different locations and farther away. Please continue to allow parking alongside the road above
snowbird, it is important for Backcountry users.

Thank you

Magali
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COMMENT #: 97

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Rutter
COMMENT:

| support the gondola
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COMMENT #: 98

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: McKay Wilson
COMMENT:

I am in full support of a gondola.
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COMMENT #: 99

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tom Merchant
COMMENT:

I would prefer LCC mass transportation via a gondola. It would be attractive to visitors and em love less
road traffic.
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COMMENT #: 100

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mary Collard
COMMENT:

I would like to see the Gondola option approved. | am not in favor of adding lanes or more buses.
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COMMENT #: 101

DATE: 6/29/21 11:15 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: lva Williams
COMMENT:

| am in support of the gondola
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COMMENT #: 102

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicholas Ward
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola option augmented by bus service.
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COMMENT #: 103

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Margot Pauni
COMMENT:

I’'m in favor of the gondola option for reducing traffic up the canyon. It's a much safer option for winter
ski travel.
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COMMENT #: 104

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brad Barton
COMMENT:

My family and | have been going up LCC for generations. We would absolutely love to see this
manifest. It would make the transit so much more efficient and also sometime we don't even go up
because of the parking nightmare. This would solve these issues as well. We fully support!
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COMMENT #: 105

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Vansteenkiste
COMMENT:

| am strongly AGAINST the Gondola option. | am for the bus option.

| wish the cog rail would have replaced the bus option.

I am a Utah transplant having moved here in 2004. | worked at Snowbird for a decade. | am a business
owner and a home owner. | pay taxes in 2 Salt Lake County municipalities and to 3 school districts.
The Gondola is a sham and tax dollars should not support a novelty that benefits 2 private businesses.
Buses make more sense and won't harm the environment PERMANENTLY like a gondola would.
Water quality and environmental protection should supercede ALL other considerations.

The Gondola is a private business sham.
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COMMENT #: 106

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Miguel Rovira
COMMENT:

| support the gondola proposal. We need to reduce the amount of traffic emissions going into our
canyons.

January 2022 Page 32B-108 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 107

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Clay Jones
COMMENT:

A Gondola would be the most efficient and effective way to help relieve congestion in Little Cottonwood
canyon. Increased bussing is a short term solution to a long term problem. Thanks.
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COMMENT #: 108

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Carie May
COMMENT:

GONDOLA WORKS
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COMMENT #: 109

DATE: 6/29/21 11:16 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ben Williams
COMMENT:

| support the gondola
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COMMENT #: 110

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brent Davis
COMMENT:

| believe the gondola solution is much better from an environmental standpoint than running more
busses up the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 111

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brennan Wade
COMMENT:

| support the gondola option for the LCC transportation issue.
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COMMENT #: 112

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nick Markosian
COMMENT:

Gondola!
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COMMENT #: 113

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Diane Whittaker
COMMENT:

Considering cost and maintenance | hope that the bus option is selected for Little Cottonwood canyon.
As public transportation becomes the more common way to travel up the canyon, please expand the
locker and storage area for skiers. People will have packs and street shoes to store while skiing.
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COMMENT #: 114

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Perry Hacker
COMMENT:

I would love to see the gondola option as opposed to expanded bus service. We need to reduce
vehicle traffic up the canyon. Finding ways other than gas power would be great.
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COMMENT #: 115

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dave Tyler
COMMENT:

I don't think a Gondola will cut down traffic. It will be nice for tourists. | think a train would be best option
to cut down traffic or more parking structures at resort and at mouth of canyons.
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COMMENT #: 116

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shawn Powell
COMMENT:

The gondola must run year round to be effective and it must be free to use.
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COMMENT #: 117

DATE: 6/29/21 11:17 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Carolyn Jordan
COMMENT:

Please save our canyon and make getting to ski easier, with less traffic.
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COMMENT #: 118

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jonathan Hansen
COMMENT:

| support the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 119

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Eric Meyer
COMMENT:

Gondola is preferred. | have been skiing Icc since the 90’s and traffic is a mess. In 2010’s we left the
area near the mouth of the canyon due to the traffic mess and reduced the time we spent up the Icc
canyon. Unpredictable closures in the canyon often left significant traffic issues backing up into the
neighborhoods. A gondola option should help more that the other option.

January 2022 Page 32B-121 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 120

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Emily Payne
COMMENT:

Please go with the route of the installing a gondola solution instead of more bus routes. It will provide a
better long term solution and a lot less emissions in the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 121

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephan Danyluk
COMMENT:

The LCC gondola solution is a clear win for Utah. The sustainability, convenience, and long-term
solutioning that would result from such a move are clear no-brainer reasons we should have a gondola
solution.
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COMMENT #: 122

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Amy Brossard
COMMENT:

As a Utah resident and Snowbird family season pass holder, | fully support a Gondola for Little
Cottonwood Canyon entrance. As a Utah county resident, | also support and encourage a 2nd
Gondola to be added to American Fork Canyon with entry through Mineral Basin. | believe this addition
would help solve traffic problems up Little Cottonwood and around the point of the mountain. This
would also give many Utah county residents easier and convenient access to the resort.
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COMMENT #: 123

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brooke Tuft
COMMENT:

I am in favor of an expanded bus system. If a gondola is decided | would like to see it mandatory for
non-locals to use this system or other transport system with 4+ people and allow locals to still drive up
the Canyon, but require they have at least 2 people per vehicle, single riders will require the use of the
bus.
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COMMENT #: 124

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jim Krejci
COMMENT:

Yes, | support it.
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COMMENT #: 125

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Patrick Van Horn
COMMENT:

Do the gondy. Europe does it. They are way ahead of us. Another bus lane doesn’t add up
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COMMENT #: 126

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Greg Jensen
COMMENT:

A gondola is ugly, inefficient, and a giveaway of taxpayer money to the ski resorts. | think a robust bus
system or rail is the only long-term solution that puts canyon users ahead of the resorts private
interests.
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COMMENT #: 127

DATE: 6/29/21 11:18 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Scott Woller
COMMENT:

| support the gondola as a sustainable option for canyon access.
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COMMENT #: 128

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ali Prigmore
COMMENT:

If traffic is already of such a concern, why would adding buses reduce such traffic? Additionally, if an
accident occurs in the canyon, buses will still be unable to move. A gondola is the obvious choice.
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COMMENT #: 129

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeffrey Parriott
COMMENT:

| hope this idea comes to fruition, as it seems the most climate friendly option , and hope that it would
be supported by the resorts and still be a free ride with passes.
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COMMENT #: 130

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sean Dowdle
COMMENT:

Gondola is a much a better long term option for the sustainability of the canyon and reduction of
emissions. Please no more buses or traffic up out canyon. Thanks!
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COMMENT #: 131

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Venessa Dobson
COMMENT:

We vote for a gondola to get up LCC 100%
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COMMENT #: 132

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Robert Imhoff
COMMENT:

The solution to traffic in Little Cottonwood Canyon cannot be a reliance on vehicles. Please give the
Gondola your upmost consideration.
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COMMENT #: 133

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: DAVID SHICK
COMMENT:

Gondola please

January 2022

Page 32B-135

Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 134

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Josh Crandall
COMMENT:

| think it's a great option! Let’s prove it’s both safe and affordable for those who want to use it. There
should be a way to limit the car traffic as a parallel option...like the e-pass on toll roads, count it u and
charge those who drive.
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COMMENT #: 135

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephani Castillo Widmer
COMMENT:

Please support the gondola option! It's a much better long term solution with minimal environmental
impact. Win-win!
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COMMENT #: 136

DATE: 6/29/21 11:19 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Matt Thalhamer
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola option instead of the expanded road option
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COMMENT #: 137

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Zach White
COMMENT:

Gondola is the only logical solution to minimize cars / traffic. People are more likely to park and take a
gondola for the experience and ease rather than taking public transportation
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COMMENT #: 138

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tiera Kunz
COMMENT:

This is a genius ideal
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COMMENT #: 139

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sean Sullivan
COMMENT:

No additional emission sources in LCC. The solution also must address the 57% of the canyon that
falls into avalanche zones that can potentially disrupt travel for days or trap visitors. More buses and
more pavement does not meet that requirement.
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COMMENT #: 140

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Erin Suttman
COMMENT:

I am in full support of the gondola option for Little Cottonwood Canyon. The ability to reduce traffic and
promote safety in the canyon by reducing accidents related to snowy conditions makes the gondola the
best option for improving transit throughout the canyon. As a transit option that can be accessible year-
round, additional support for hikers and mountain bikers in the off-winter season will also add to the
utility of the option, particularly for those with limited access to transportation.
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COMMENT #: 141

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandon Sipherd
COMMENT:

| support installing a gondola. If not, an expanded bus system.
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COMMENT #: 142

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shelley Tucker
COMMENT:

Install the gondola in big and little canyon
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COMMENT #: 143

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Susan Nelson
COMMENT:

Little Cottonwood Canyon is too narrow and already overcrowded with vehicles. | vote for the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 144

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ken Comerford
COMMENT:

This would be a fantastic opportunity for the Mountains and Utah Tourism.
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COMMENT #: 145

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rod Boogaard
COMMENT:

| have busess, the gondola is a much cleaner approach
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COMMENT #: 146

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jonah Widmer
COMMENT:

The gondola is the best option! | ski on the alpine Jfast team and would use the gondola a lot!
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COMMENT #: 147

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM

SOURCE: Website

NAME: Prefer not to say Prefer not to say
COMMENT:

Make the resorts and not the tax payers pay for this. If tax payers are paying for it it should be year
round and stop at popular backcountry locations and trailheads and not just do what snowbird is
publicity campaigning for.
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COMMENT #: 148

DATE: 6/29/21 11:20 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Scott Olson
COMMENT:

No Gondola
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COMMENT #: 149

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Traci Magleby
COMMENT:

| support the gondola proposal. Thanks!
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COMMENT #: 150

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Linda Molyneux
COMMENT:

Gondola would be wonderful to help with parking.
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COMMENT #: 151

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dan Molyneux
COMMENT:

Gondola would be wonderful to help with parking.

January 2022 Page 32B-153 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 152

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Marcus Sorensen
COMMENT:

| think the gondola option makes the most sense - with the assumption that it is the most avalanche-
proof and could run at times when the roads might close. In particular this would be good for getting
people out of the canyon during interlodge, or perhaps emergency responders in. In general it seems
like the more reliable option, not being dependent on road conditions.

People are perhaps skeptical of the gondola option because it is somewhat newer. Let's ensure the

data is good and the plan is sound, and make decisions based on that rather than just reacting to
something that seems unconventional.
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COMMENT #: 153

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rob Brunt
COMMENT:

In favor of the gondola option in Little Cottonwood Canyon.
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COMMENT #: 154

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Eric Hampshire
COMMENT:

| would like to register my vote for the gondola system. This would be a unique solution to the area,
operate regardless of weather conditions, have a smaller environmental impact, and since overall cost
is similar seems like the much better option to me!

January 2022 Page 32B-156 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 155

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: James McConkie
COMMENT:

Please pursue a gondola option for LCC. It makes sense and is the right move long term for the
canyon.
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COMMENT #: 156

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Matt Davis
COMMENT:

I’'m in favor or the gondola solution. Allows for movement of people regardless of weather.
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COMMENT #: 157

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cary Dunn
COMMENT:

| support the gondola option as it is the lesser of two evils.
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COMMENT #: 158

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM

SOURCE: Website

NAME: Hildegard Niedeggen-McManus
COMMENT:

| personally believe after reading all the available information that a gondola system for the LCC is the
most sense full option - short and longer term. Please avoid more paving and more traffic on the road.
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COMMENT #: 159

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Zachary Hansen
COMMENT:

please make this happen and save our canyons
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COMMENT #: 160

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jack Garzella
COMMENT:

Would like to see a MIX of Gondola for 100% sure, self drive (carpool or otherwise) and bus. | would
NOT be using the bus based on where | live, but the Gondola seems like a good alternative to the bus
and could probably carry more people (safer even due to accidents and avalanches) than bus. | would
still want the option to drive when | have 5+ relatives in town a few times a year to ski.
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COMMENT #: 161

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Warren Scott
COMMENT:

Please do not move forward with the Gondola. It makes no sense. What we need is more bussing,
uphill only lanes at peak uphill times, parking at the base of the canyons with more buses. The gondola
will ruin LCC. It is not Europe- it is a tiny mountain range.
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COMMENT #: 162

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Kluft
COMMENT:

| am in support of the proposed gondola in LCC. It is very needed as the traffic and congestion is
terrible and dangerous.
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COMMENT #: 163

DATE: 6/29/21 11:21 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jon Erickson
COMMENT:

| fully support the Gondola Option for improved access to Little Cottonwood Canyon. This option will
allow for rapid transport with limited waiting times to the final destination. This will increase usage while
reducing the overall impact on the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 164

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jared Sweet
COMMENT:

| support the gondola concept.
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COMMENT #: 165

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michelle Kelly
COMMENT:

I'm in favor of the Gondola option. I've lived at the mouth of Little Cottonwood my entire life and | love
this option!
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COMMENT #: 166

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: arnaud claude
COMMENT:

Gondola!
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COMMENT #: 167

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Krause
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola B alternative.
Less environmental impact, more consistent access in bad weather, Will attract other users not just
skiers.
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COMMENT #: 168

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Christalyn Pottenger
COMMENT:

Please reconsider the Gondola as LCC preferred alternative transit. Increasing road traffic is NOT the
solution. It does not address the issue of gridlock in our canyon on snowy days where the UTA Busses
are often the source of the traffic jam. Busses have been in our canyon for years and they have proven
themselves NOT to be the solution.
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COMMENT #: 169

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Evangeline Widmer
COMMENT:

The gondola is the best option! | ski on the alpine Jfast team and would use the gondola a lot!
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COMMENT #: 170

DATE: 6/29/21 11:22 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Christopher Hendrickson
COMMENT:

I'd like to see LCC and BCC go the Zion NP and Yosemite NP route. Charge for car entry. Perhaps
even by the axle, or passenger. Discounts for more people in your car. The problem with a tram is that
there'd only be 1 entry and 1 exit. The beauty of having a road is that you can pull over wherever and
hit your special little corner of the canyon. A tram would concentrate people at the top of the canyon,
and discourage dispersal throughout the entirety of the space. Ban 2WD vehicles entirely between Dec.
1 and May 1. Ban single-occupant vehicles on Friday, Saturday and Sunday (only) between Dec. 1 and
May 1. Provide budget resources to ENFORCE the rule changes, whatever they are, when the time
comes.
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COMMENT #: 171

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shane Smart
COMMENT:

The future of this Wasatch Canyon will be greatly preserved with the addition of a TRAM!
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COMMENT #: 172

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandon Waters
COMMENT:

| support the gondola option.
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COMMENT #: 173

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tess Warzyn
COMMENT:

The gondola option is much better, it's a long term solution

January 2022 Page 32B-175 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 174

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Richard Grossen
COMMENT:

The canyon problem went exponential with the IKON pass. Get rid of the pass!
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COMMENT #: 175

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Frank Puleo
COMMENT:

Gondola is a better idea then increasing bus traffic.
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COMMENT #: 176

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jason Barlow
COMMENT:

I am in favor of the gondola option. It appears to be less environmentally intrusive, but also prevents
further carbon emissions that the alternative seems to encourage. Nevertheless, the gondola solution
on its own seems incomplete given that it would only go to Alta and Snowbird. An additional suggestion
that | like would require that only overnight guests of Alta, Snowbird, etc. be allowed motor vehicle
access. All other guests of the resorts should be required to utilize the gondolas. Parking at trailheads
would be available for those who are accessing the canyon in a non-skiing/non-resort function. This
seems like it would significantly reduce congestion, encourage utilization of the gondola system and
provide a solution for non-resort visitors. Bus lines and Trax (eventually) should be routed to the
gondola base station to allow people to access the canyon fully utilizing mass transit.
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COMMENT #: 177

DATE: 6/29/21 11:23 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Amber Baker
COMMENT:

| would prefer a gondola as this makes the most sense, and most likely will happen in the future
anyhow.
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COMMENT #: 178

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: TAYLOR WILLIAMS
COMMENT:

This is a terrible idea. Why would you just put in a gondola to the resorts? How will that lessen traffic
for all the other use the canyons get all the time? Close the road to traffic, put in a train. Build a big old
parking lot.
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COMMENT #: 179

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Matt Davis
COMMENT:

Please take into account capacity of the canyon. | support buses and | hold a seasons at Snowbird.
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COMMENT #: 180

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Conor McGee
COMMENT:

This gondola plan seems incredible. | support it wholeheartedly!
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COMMENT #: 181

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandon Schelin
COMMENT:

I am in support of the gondola solution for Little Cottonwood Canyon. | oppose widening the road, and
affecting more and more of the canyon floor. | am pro gondola.
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COMMENT #: 182

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mayt Bolic
COMMENT:

I would never ride the bus up to ski, like many people- a gondola however | would ride
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COMMENT #: 183

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brian Jupina
COMMENT:

I am all for the gondola solution.
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COMMENT #: 184

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Garry Stromness
COMMENT:

This would create a clean type of transportation and will be a attraction to all that bride and see our
beautiful canyon. Pro Gondola, no to buses.
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COMMENT #: 185

DATE: 6/29/21 11:24 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Justin Martin
COMMENT:

Having a globally relevant experience is important and Gondola is a far better and more competitive
experience.

I've ridden busses in utah since i was a child and they are far less effective, and enjoyable as Gondola.
The experience starts when you board a Gondola, where the bus is more "transportation".

Marketing is far better with Gondola, as is the experience. They are quiet, personal, and the views are
stellar!

"Airport to gondola in 30 minuts" :-)
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COMMENT #: 186

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicholas Ogden
COMMENT:

The gondola seems cool as heck and | sure do love the environment.
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COMMENT #: 187

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kent Naylor
COMMENT:

| prefer the gondola option. It will keep canyon traffic down, keep larger vehicles (buses) to a minimum
and will be less affected by canyon avalanches (Skiers and residents can get out of the canyon)
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COMMENT #: 188

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Elizabeth Mendoza
COMMENT:

Vote for the gondola
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COMMENT #: 189

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sabrina Young
COMMENT:

| support the option for the gondola. Although it is more expensive, it reduces emissions and gives an
alternate route during an emergency.
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COMMENT #: 190

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Scott Bratsman
COMMENT:

| strongly support and prefer the gondola option because it is better and more sustainable for our
environment, a better and safer experience for people, a more advanced and upscale option that is
already successful in other places with prominent tourism (e.g. Europe, China), and will make Utah an
even more distinctive destination year-round. Also, please do not require riding a bus between car
parking / public transportation and the gondola, which will make the option much less attractive to
people and worse for the environment and logistics. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 191

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ryan St. John
COMMENT:

Build a gondola
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COMMENT #: 192

DATE: 6/29/21 11:25 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Matthew Tingey
COMMENT:

Our family visit Snowbird several times a year. As regular users of Little Cottonwood Canton, we feel
the proposed gondola project would be better for the canyon and environment than the proposed bus
system. Please vote for the gondola project.
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COMMENT #: 193

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Adam Higham
COMMENT:

Please support the Gondola options suggested by Snowbird.
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COMMENT #: 194

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jack Ohme
COMMENT:

| think that the best choice for our canyons is the gondola solution
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COMMENT #: 195

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Richard Hafets
COMMENT:

| support the gondola concept.
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COMMENT #: 196

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dave Sacco
COMMENT:

Gondola!
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COMMENT #: 197

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jim Oberweis
COMMENT:

| support the gondola
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COMMENT #: 198

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Andrew Stawski
COMMENT:

I am for the solution that does less environmental damage to the canyon, gondola seems to be the way,
expanding roadbed not so much.
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COMMENT #: 199

DATE: 6/29/21 11:26 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Coco McKeough
COMMENT:

Do not want to have to pay to park.
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COMMENT #: 200

DATE: 6/29/21 11:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kevin Packer
COMMENT:

| think the gondola option is the best, sustainable, option to save the canyon
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COMMENT #: 201

DATE: 6/29/21 11:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kelsie Bowler
COMMENT:

| greatly support the building of a gondola system to help preserve our mountains and enable people to
effectively enjoy them. The increased safety that it can create by reducing vehicles on the canyon
during showy weather should be enough for it to be constructed
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COMMENT #:
DATE:

202
6/29/21 11:27 AM

SOURCE: Website
NAME: Harlan Evans
COMMENT:

For the gondola
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COMMENT #: 203

DATE: 6/29/21 11:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Christopher Sipes
COMMENT:

This is the IDEAL solution to deal with the high volume of people going to and from the resorts. Glad to
hear it's the preferred choice.
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COMMENT #: 204

DATE: 6/29/21 11:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Joe Goodman
COMMENT:

| am in support of the gondola proposal. Long term maintenance costs are less and a more
environmentally friendly option. Consideration of the environmental impact of both proposals is of
paramount importance, and on that side of the ledger, there is no discussion. Gondola.
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COMMENT #: 205

DATE: 6/29/21 11:27 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: george kolbenschlag
COMMENT:

| support the gondola option for Little Cottonwood Canyon.

| have used gondola transportation in mountain areas in Europe and have found them to be both
reliable and efficient. | believe that the gondola option is best transportation for the future of Little
Cottonwood Canyon
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COMMENT #: 206

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brett Backman
COMMENT:

The gondola option is the most eco friendly and long term sustainable approach. Can be used as skier
transport and sighting seeing attraction year round.
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COMMENT #: 207

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Tyler Peterson
COMMENT:

Half of the problem is poor driving and lack of snow tire requirements. Also lack of enforcement of the
existing m+s tire rule. Make people buy snow tires and enforce it. Thank you
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COMMENT #: 208

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Forest Good
COMMENT:

Please go through with the gondola project. It is a no brainer solution to canyon traffic and
environmental impact of cars!
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COMMENT #: 209

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shantal Sessions
COMMENT:

| would love to see a gondola through this area, especially this canyon, with only one way up and down.
I've always believed there needed to be another travel option and this seems an extremely viable
option.
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COMMENT #: 210

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Michael Gallivan
COMMENT:

| was the first assistant marketing director at Snowbird, starting in 1971. We looked at several
transportation alternatives for Little Cottonwood Canyon including cog railroad, widening the highway
when the first sewer line was installed to accommodate increased bus transport, and aerial tramway.
Clearly then, and even more clearly now, the aerial tramway is far and away the most efficient and least
intrusive means of saving the canyon from the impact of current demand. | urge UDOT to consider only
the aerial tramway alternative.
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COMMENT #: 211

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Margaret Pedicini
COMMENT:

I am in favor of the gondola option- we do not want to increase traffic and pollution up LCC, and we do
not need to see a widening of any roads- not only does this destroy the landscape, it is a HUGE waste
of resources and materials that are not friendly and not mindful of climate change. Gondola all the way.
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COMMENT #: 212

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: John Frontero
COMMENT:

Pass the Gondola option only.
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COMMENT #: 213

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bryan Berger
COMMENT:

| support the gondola option over the extended bus service as it is less invasive to the wildlife and the
canyon landscape while actually solving the problems presented by vehicle congestion instead of
delaying it a few years
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COMMENT #: 214

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: DelLacy Healey
COMMENT:

I would like it if we minimized the impact on the canyons in any way possible. | don't know that
increasing the ability for humans to access these mountains is the best idea. | think a better idea is
limiting the amount of people coming in and out of the canyons.

That being said, | do PREFER the gondola to the expanded bus system.
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COMMENT #: 215

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jonathon Vance
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola solution. Thanks
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COMMENT #: 216

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Justin Lee
COMMENT:

This is BRILLIANT! | have largely stopped skiing due to the traffic in Little Cottonwood Canyon. There is
NO REASON that private vehicles should be allowed into this canyon during the ski season. | live right
off of Wasatch Blvd & often cannot even get out of my own street due to congestion. The gondola will
resolve most if not all of these problems.
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COMMENT #: 217

DATE: 6/29/21 11:28 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Steve Nielsen
COMMENT:

| think this proposal using a gondola is a great idea, it solved many problems including traffic safety.
The question would be the cost to put it in and what the rider cost would be.
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COMMENT #: 218

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Dallas Moulton
COMMENT:

Who is going to pay for this? Don't fell that my taxes should pay for something that | don't use, just so
Snowbird & Alta can make a profit. Why don't they limit the amount of people that can ski on the
mountain. Charge people a toll to park, ride, or drive up the canyon to ski.
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COMMENT #: 219

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Alexander Cohen
COMMENT:

I am in support of a gondola to Snowbird and Alta from the La Caille station (as well as a gondola to
Snowbird/Alta over the mountain from Park City/Deer Valley).
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COMMENT #: 220

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jeff Justice
COMMENT:

Please put in a Gondola System
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COMMENT #: 221

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Megan Collins
COMMENT:

| think the gondola is the long term solution. As people don't ride the buses, more buses is
questionable. | would like to see a gondola stop at White Pine trailhead and for it to run year around.
White Pine is a popular trailhead year around and believes as backcountry use continues to grow in the
winter, this will help immensely with congestion.
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COMMENT #: 222

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jann LeVitre
COMMENT:

| personally support the gondola option for Little Cottonwood Canyon. It is the best way to protect the
canyon while providing access to the resorts for all who want to visit.
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COMMENT #: 223

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Charles Pigg
COMMENT:

| favor reducing car traffic in Little Cottonwood canyon because of inconvenience of parking, needing to
avoid avalanches, and to keep the air clean. A Gondola is a scenic option that will enhance the skiing
experience! And be popular all year. It is the smartest thing to do!
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COMMENT #: 224

DATE: 6/29/21 11:29 AM

SOURCE: Website

NAME: Juan Pablo Capdevila Ponce De Leon
COMMENT:

As a draper resident | would love the idea of being able to take a gondola close to home all the way to
snowbird.

| think it would also be a great tourist attraction.

| get excited just with the possibility, please make it real!
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COMMENT #: 225

DATE: 6/29/21 11:30 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicholas Giustino
COMMENT:

Gonodola option makes the best sense!
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COMMENT #: 226

DATE: 6/29/21 11:30 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bryan Poulsen
COMMENT:

I am in full support of one of the two proposed solutions for the traffic issues in LCC.
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COMMENT #: 227

DATE: 6/29/21 11:30 AM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Von Isaman
COMMENT:

Does the go