COMMENT #: 11678

DATE: 9/2/21 2:29 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Madeleine Johnson
COMMENT:

Please please do NOT build a gondola!!! It would be awful in the canyon and make our beautiful
canyon industrial! People escape the city to the mountains and the gondola will be seen as an eye
sore looking at the mountains! Please do not do a gondola or train! Also! The parking structure would
be awful! Expand the park and ride but please don’t go in people’s backyards and build a parking
garage!!l The location is awfull Keep our canyons as natural as they can be! When people want to ski
they can wait in lines & take the buses!
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COMMENT #: 11679

DATE: 9/2/21 2:29 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sarah Blair
COMMENT:

Hi,

| am a resident of Midvale and | also became a member of the rock climbing community about two
years ago. | am concerned about the impact the two proposals (gondola and lane widening) will have
on the climbing resources in the canyon. Please do not destroy these wonderful, naturally occurring
resources for the benefit of the few (skiers) during a small portion of the year (powder days and the
holidays). | myself am a skier and | know the frustration of getting up the canyon on peak days. But |
am also a climber and | am willing to carpool take the bus, and chose different days to ski in order to
protect the canyon. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 11680

DATE: 9/2/21 2:30 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Marci Curran
COMMENT:

As a Cottonwood Heights resident who lives near || | "' ve been keeping up with the
proposals for a couple of years on how to handle the canyon/skiier traffic. Initially | was in favor of the
Gondola, but have since heard other perspectives that have given me pause. It seems to me that we
should do what we can to preserve the area for residents of the area and Utah first. | would think a
Gondola is always an option for the future. Jim Bradley and Mayor Wilson have other ideas. It's too bad
we are down to the wire before learning that there might be other ways to address the traffic, but their
ideas make sense. Have the current studies really taken these into consideration? Or do those in who
benefit from tourism, the developers, and others who stand to make $$ from the more "invasive"
solutions have a louder microphone? I'm not pointing fingers, but we all know $$ and power talk first
and loudest.
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COMMENT #: 11681

DATE: 9/2/21 2:30 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Doug Metcalf
COMMENT:

Please approve the Gondola plan and also support any train proposals. We need both options up both
canyons to reduce pollution and accidents. Buses are just going to create more traffic accident risk in
the canyons. We need sophisticated transportation to the mountains, not outdated bus and fee
alternatives. Busses are just a bandaid. Let's fix this intellegently.
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COMMENT #: 11682

DATE: 9/2/21 2:33 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Katherine Anderson
COMMENT:

| am a second home owner in Big Cottonwood Canyon. | am in agreement with the statement that the
BCCA (Big Cottonwood Canyon Association) drafted and presented to you. Whatever you do in LCC
will have a huge impact on BCC.

-Please consider tolling as an immediate solution to the heavy traffic problem by encouraging carpools
and managing the traffic in the canyon.

-Have a more robust bus system in place for the summer and winter seasons in the canyon

-Do not pave any more in BCC. More pavement encourages more vehicles.

-Put restrictions on parking on the side of the road. Have people pay for parking-it is done in most
public areas throughout the US such as beaches, campgrounds, Uinta recreation areas such as Mirror
Lake.

-l am opposed to the Gondola in LCC. The fragile Wasatch Mountain range is not like the Swiss Alps.
The impact on the environment would be great.

-Enhanced bus service with easy parking and wait lots at the bottom of the canyons are the best
solution.
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COMMENT #: 11683

DATE: 9/2/21 2:34 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Bob Gallagher
COMMENT:

I'm in favor of adding more buses and adding more parking at the base.
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COMMENT #: 11684

DATE: 9/2/21 2:35 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Katherine Bennett
COMMENT:

| grew up at the mouth of this canyon. I've spent many hours skiing, climbing, and hiking in Little
Cottonwood. The proposed additions, while helping some issues, will create new problems and destroy
so much that is irreplaceable and priceless to Utah and this canyon. | urge those deciding to look at
other options that will promote safety and ease traffic while preserving part of what makes this canyon
so special.

January 2022 Page 32B-11986 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11685

DATE: 9/2/21 2:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: KW
COMMENT:

| think the gondola is a terrible idea. It will be expensive, ruin the beautiful scenery of the canyon, and
only serve the ski resorts. There are many other uses for the canyon; | am a hiker and the gondolas
would not help the traffic during the summer months.
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COMMENT #: 11686

DATE: 9/2/21 2:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Jaclyn Wright
COMMENT:

No gondola, buses can be quickly implemented and don't require destruction of Little Cottonwood
canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11687

DATE: 9/2/21 2:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Mike Wojtczak
COMMENT:

Good day,

Hope this finds you well. Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

From a high-level, would like to understand why we’re only being presented with two high cost/high
impact alternatives, as opposed to a phased approach. We’d like to see the details behind the
assumptions UDOT is making in the costs (initial and operating) and benefits (capacity) of the two
alternatives. We're looking to spend $500M, (1/2 BILLION DOLLARS?!?) of taxpayer dollars to deal
with 15-20 problem days a year, to enrich the ski resorts?

This solution is not going to be used year-round, and looking at proposals, | do not see it being more
convenient to local skiers/snowboarders. Obviously this has no real benefit to any of the other sports
(climbing, hiking, biking etc) the LCC is used for.

We're told by Snowbird that LCC sees about 7,000 cars a day, someone mentioned as high as 15,000
in one day. If we assume 1.5 people per car, that's about 10,500 to 22,500 people a day. The gondola
at 35 people every 2 minutes (which | have trouble believing we can load that efficiently with all the
gear people will have, kids, skis, backpacks, coolers etc), that’s an estimate of 900 people per hour
(even if paperwork says 1050). In 3 hours of the morning, we’ll alleviate a fraction of the people at a
very high cost. Parking to gondola is capped at 1,500 cars, so that doesn’t’ even get us to that number.
The end-user experience will be to park, walk to bus, wait for bus, take bus, wait for gondola, ride
gondola. ALL WITH SKI/SNOWBOARD GEAR. How is terrible user experience going to entice people
to not drive? And | cannot imagine what the lines for the gondola will be like on the way home.

The bus alternative is more reasonable, but why widen roads right away when we can try and entice a
more reliable bus solution and see if people start using it' No need to go to 100% and spend the
money if we don’t convince people to leave their cars at the base. Make buses reliable and run more
often (which both current proposals require), and people will be willing to take them. Bus technology is
and will be changing as rapidly as the car industry. Electric and natural gas buses have been here for
years. We can reduce emissions and noise and still manage to reduce the numbers in the canyon
without any permanent installments or widening a road impacting our watershed. The cost numbers
shared for bus alternatives are using today’s technology as assumptions. And you can always scale
buses up and down.

| don’t disagree that a toll up the canyon could entice people to use the bus, however | believe think if
we encouraged HOV (3+ people) to go up free, that would encourage carpool and would help reduce
the number of cars in canyon, which is the real goal. Offer a parking spot, and people will gladly carpool
with others and pick up strangers.

Why not spend some of that gondola/bus money on a police officer to monitor cars going up LCC on
snow days, and not allow cars without winter tires up. Rental cars can stay at bottom of canyon and
bus. This would reduce further delays and accidents.

Thank you for your time.

-mike, resident of LCC
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COMMENT #: 11688

DATE: 9/2/21 2:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Paul Gibbons
COMMENT:

Yes, install the Gondola.

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 11689

DATE: 9/2/21 2:39 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Joe Elliott
COMMENT:

Count me among the legion of LCC lovers when | say: anything but the gondola. All other options'
environmental impacts pale in comparison to the gondola, which would forever blight views and
landscape in the most spectacular canyon directly next to a major city that I've ever seen. | adore
Snowbird and Alta resorts, but their interests and wishes should not fall to taxpayers, and nature lovers.
Anything but the gondola, please, for the future of the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11690

DATE: 9/2/21 2:39 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Blake Nielson
COMMENT:

LCC is a treasure, and something deserves to be protected for generations. My concerns with the
Gondola are that we will permanently change the nature of the canyon in ways that will only benefit
some.

I am an avid climber, hiker, and backcountry snowboarder. I'm up LCC weekly. The Gondola does
nothing for hikers or climbers, and actually could limit access to hiking and climbing areas.

I'm in favor of optimizing our current infrastructure: roads. Adding a bus lane would do less harm and

change the canyon less. We already have a road up the canyon, lets leverage this to fix the traffic
problem.
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COMMENT #: 11691

DATE: 9/2/21 2:39 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Cole Paradis
COMMENT:

Please consider all outdoor sports before expanding the road or putting in gondola towers. | love going
and climbing on the rocks on the north side of the canyon and hiking on the south side, increasing
traffic up the canyon for skiers should not come at the expense of other recreational activity enjoyers.
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COMMENT #: 11692

DATE: 9/2/21 2:40 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Danielle Alling
COMMENT:

Vehemently against a gondola.
Very against road widening.

Let's start with common sense solutions first. Often the simplest solutions can take us very, very far.
Start by adding a tollbooth at the mouth of the canyon. Improve the bus system (including paying the
drivers well.) Create systems that incentivize carpooling and public transit.

The goal is to reduce congestion to better allow people to enjoy the canyon. This includes tourists to
the ski resorts, yes, but we also need to consider the locals. Locals use the canyons year-round. We
recreate in them every day. Tourists are only here for a few days or weeks at a time. We need to make
the canyons accessible for everyone, but we need to prioritize local input first and foremost.

Furthermore, UDOT absolutely needs to consider the implications and effects that our climate crisis will
have on this project. The chances of this region seeing the same amount of tourism 50 years from now
is quite grim -- and we should be making huge efforts to minimize our impact on the environment and
reduce our carbon footprint. Spending $500+ million dollars on either a gondola or road widening does
none of those things.

Would you like to hear an alternative solution? One that is simple to manage, benefits the locals as well
as the tourists, keeps the canyons beautiful year-round, takes our climate crisis into account, AND
costs very little? It is tolling. Improved bus service. Incentivized carpooling and public transit.

The solution is to minimize our impact. The solution is for people to change their behaviors, not to

forever change the land. Please, ditch both the gondola and the road widening until we have first
considered these low-impact, low-cost, and common-sense solutions first.
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COMMENT #: 11693

DATE: 9/2/21 2:42 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: David Davis
COMMENT:

| think a gondola is a preferred decision as the road will always be subject to avalanches and
congestion. A combination of bus and gondola with auto restrictions sounds ideal. Regarding the
gondola is there any community that has not enjoyed a similar transportation model? Meaning after
building a gondola has any community not liked it.
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COMMENT #: 11694

DATE: 9/2/21 2:43 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Matt Taylor
COMMENT:

| want to state for the record | think the Gondola, enhanced bus service, and development of La Caille
are all the wrong approach. | ask UDOT to reconsider all options brought forward and do not move
forward with either option. We only have one LCC we can never undo the damage of development.
What is the problem we are solving for?

20~ days a year on Powder Days it can take a few hours to go up the canyon.

Why is UDOT solving for a problem that only affects a small percentage of the year and isn’t a big
deal? What about the other 340 days of the year why are we spending 1BN for something that goes
unneeded the vast majority of the year.

Why are the lifts not running during the spring, summer, fall (Except for the tram and peruvian lift)? Is it
not in the ski resorts best interest to keep them running and charge for rides? Answer: because there is
no demand for it. Do you really think there will be a demand to: Drive to the base station, park, ride in a
gondola 30+min then repeat? A reasonable person would not.

Why is the base station at La Caille? Have you seen the traffic patterns on the busy ski days? Where is
the traffic? The proposed base station is in the heart of the traffic. If you build a base station in the
proposed location, nobody will be able to access it due to the traffic.

Instead move a bus hub to the South Towne Mall, a speaker on the public zoom meeting said that the
owners of the mall are open to working with UDOT in creating a bus hub at that location. This makes
more sense for tourists and locals to have a location that is already built, tons of parking and multiple
avenues to send busses.

The introduction of a Gondola will permanently scar the landscape and our beautiful canyon. The
Gondola is a novelty, and it will not be used for 300+ days a year. Have you been to LCC in the
summer? There is no traffic, why would someone park and ride a gondola during the summer or ski
weekdays? A reasonable person would not.

The Gondola would remove some drivers from the roads. Per Brian Kissmer remarks during the public
zoom meeting. The economics of drivers that would take the gondola are then replaced by drivers
willing to drive on the road. Thus, we are adding individuals to the ski resorts but no change in traffic.
The ski resorts are obviously biased towards the Gondola for one reason. Profit. They get another
avenue to increase daily ticket sales while spending nothing. Any business would love that opportunity
for a 1BN taxpayer funded profit increase.

Questions?

Why are we solving an issue that two private ski resorts have created?

Why is the taxpayer paying for the benefit of two private companies?
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Have you personally been to the resorts in LCC on a weekday in the prime of Ski season? How long
did it take you to get there? What traffic issues did you encounter? | have personally skied hundreds of
days and can say that there is no traffic on weekdays. Even weekends the traffic is gone by 11am.

Why is there traffic during the peak season weekends?

- The introduction of the Ikon pass and Mountain Collective pass have greatly increased the traffic to
the resorts.

- There is limited supply (resort parking, mountain space, powder, skiable area)

- There is no limit to demand. (Ikon pass, daily ticket sales, season pass)

- This is a problem the ski resorts have created. Why is UDOT even involved? This is not a public
issue, this is a private industry issue.

| ask UDOT again, please do not destroy our canyon, please do not expand the road, please do not

build a gondola. We can never undo the damage of development to this canyon. We need to preserve
not build. This is a private industry created issue. Why are we the taxpayers asked to fix this?
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COMMENT #: 11695

DATE: 9/2/21 2:43 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Jaxson Rose
COMMENT:

We do not want a damn gondola. Corporate resorts have enough money. SAVE THE CLIMBING.
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COMMENT #: 11696

DATE: 9/2/21 2:44 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Elena Wright
COMMENT:

| appreciate the opportunity to post a comment about the proposed transportation solutions for Little
Cottonwood Canyon. Like many others in the community, | firmly believe that the state should conduct
a study over the next few years to assess the impact of tolling, enforcing the traction law, and
expanding/improving bussing alternatives (free of charge). These simple solutions should be tested
prior to adding infrastructure like the gondola or expanding the roads, which would irreversibly damage
the state of the canyon and only serve to benefit Alta and Snowbird. Currently, there is no incentive to
take the bus at all - it runs at inconvenient times, does not stop at backcountry trailheads, there are no
lockers easily available, and and there is not a warm space to wait for the bus (like then the canyon had
5+ hours of traffic, and those who took the bus had to wait out in the cold instead of in a warm car).
Obviously no one is going to use the bus. There needs to be a toll to disincentive driving, which will
help limit congestion as well as limit the environmental impact of having so many cars on the road. The
bussing needs to be more frequent and more comfortable as an alternative. Thank you for your
consideration.
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COMMENT #: 11697

DATE: 9/2/21 2:46 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Lisa Russell
COMMENT:

| support the gondola. As an avid winter sports enthusiast my entire life | have been is several terrifying
moments on buses in the winter. Now that | am a mom, | am terrified of the idea of putting my little one
unrestrained on a bus in winter driving conditions in the canyon. | think the gondola is also as unique as
Utah and would provide an unmatched experience in the US. Lets get as far away from our
dependence on fossil fuel as possible.

Thanks you,

Lisa
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COMMENT #: 11698

DATE: 9/2/21 2:46 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Peter May
COMMENT:

| support the gondola alternative up Little Cottonwood Canyon. Sitting in slow moving traffic in the
mornings is just terrible. This deters skiers like me from coming to SLC.

Gondola rides from the valley below, up to the ski areas in Europe are a true delight. Travelling quietly
through the magnificent scenery is a highlight of the day. No fumes. No frustration. Not cramped on a
bus.
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COMMENT #: 11699

DATE: 9/2/21 2:47 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Erkki Maripuu
COMMENT:

Hello,

| would like to say that the idea of building a gondola is not the best. It will visually be disturbing and it
would only serve the interest of the ski resorts and not the general public. | feel that the best short term
solution would be widening the roads and increase the bus service but this would only be a short term
solution. | would like to add that the best long term solution would be to build a rail road where train
schedules could be adjusted depending on the needs and it would have less visual effect on the
landscape than some pod's hanging in the air. It would look like picturesque Alps with little red trains.

Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 11700

DATE: 9/2/21 2:48 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Colleen Nipkow
COMMENT:

To Whom It May Concern:

In choosing between the two options, the enhanced bus option is my preference. More frequent buses
with more park-and-ride locations, along with direct buses to Alta and direct to Snowbird should be
implemented immediately. There should also be priority lanes for the buses going up and down the
canyons in traffic. Making it easier, faster and less expensive to take the bus than drive is the only thing
that will get people out of their cars.

What about BCC? The bus option should be implemented there as well.

And what about early buses that offer stops at trailheads for backcountry skiers/riders/hikers and later
buses for people who want to stay at the resort for dinner, or employees who work late? Has this been
considered?

UDOT and the ski resorts should also enforce the traction law at the mouth of the canyons. There were
plenty of times last winter when | saw an attempt to enforce this, only to see the person walk away and
let tons of cars up the canyon, which later caused problems driving down. This should also be enforced
every day in the winter, not just snowy mornings, as the drive down can be treacherous when people
don’t have proper traction on their vehicles.

| also urge you to offer more buses year-round. We all know our canyons are much more crowded than
they used to be in the summer, especially on weekends and holidays.

In regards to widening Wasatch Boulevard, is that really necessary? This project should start
immediately this coming winter with more buses and more park-and-ride locations and then decide if
widening any roads is truly necessary.

| am against the gondola alternative for the following reasons:

- The fact that over 100 iconic climbing boulders will be impacted by the gondola

- That current views will be blocked by towers and cables

- The noise of the machinery will forever ruin the peace of hiking and backcountry skiing/riding in
the canyon

- There are no plans for trailhead stops in the canyon with the gondola - only stopping at
Snowbird and Alta. This does not benefit all canyon users, only resort patrons.

- The fact that there are only 1,500 parking spots at the La Caille station. While there are plans
for buses to get people there, this is not convenient and therefore when someone shows up to find the
lot full, they will just drive up the canyon.

- That the gondola will only run during the ski season. What about the traffic problems in the
summer?

- What will it cost to ride the gondola? What will the hours be? Will it accommodate early-morning
skiers and hikers and people who want to stay for dinner?

In conclusion, the main benefactors of this publicly funded gondola will be privately-owned businesses.
This makes no sense and therefore the enhanced bus service in both Little and Big Cottonwood
Canyons (year-round as well) gets my vote.

Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 11701

DATE: 9/2/21 2:49 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Tyler Schon
COMMENT:

Pleeeease don’t expand the road into the boulders at Little Cottonwood Canyon. This is the climbing
capital of the country where the Olympic team trains and that’s like the number one convenient and
awesome bouldering spot in the area. You would be significantly damaging the climbing community in
SLC as well as economic growth prospects for the city since a large proportion of people coming into
the city are incentivized by the climbing here.
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COMMENT #: 11702

DATE: 9/2/21 2:51 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Gee Woon Loh
COMMENT:

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, | am advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC has in place today in an effort to address the traffic and

congestion problems. Some of these proven systems and programs could include:

- Tolling to incentivize use of public transportation

- Tolling to manage canyon capacity

- Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends
- Increased funding to support more buses

- Increased funding to create/operate express bus routes from locations all across the Wasatch Front
— instead of bringing all traffic to Wasatch Blvd, bring Express Bus routes to key neighborhood hubs to
avoid the crush of people on Wasatch Blvd

- Shuttles vans to transport dispersed recreation users to trailheads

- Express bus and shuttle routes that deliver people directly to their destination
- Optimized ski resort navigation to reduce resort congestion

- Traffic controls

- Double stacking

- Managed- and reversible-lane alternatives

Furthermore, any efforts that intentionally or unintentionally increase capacity beyond the current
capacity limit (as defined by current parking spots) are unacceptable. | am concerned that without a
plan in place now to manage canyon capacity, LCC will become even more crowded, which will
negatively impact the beauty of the canyon, the watershed and the recreational user experience.
Increased capacity will also inevitably lead to increased ski resort expansion pressures. | am against
any future ski resort expansion outside of their current footprints.
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COMMENT #: 11703

DATE: 9/2/21 2:51 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Chelsea Moore
COMMENT:

This actually look amazing. We brought a 30-person ski trip to Utah 2 years ago. We got 3-day passes
to Snowbird, but quickly found parking to be an issue. And the 2-hour drive to go all of 20 miles over the
weekend... yikes! It was actually way better and faster going to Powder Mountain, even though it was
much further mileage-wise. So a gondola would make SUCH a difference for groups coming to the
area.
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COMMENT #: 11704

DATE: 9/2/21 2:52 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Kenneth Ashby
COMMENT:

Please consider a Train line up the canyon

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 11705

DATE: 9/2/21 2:52 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Anna Turner
COMMENT:

| do not support either option put forth by UDOT. Both the gondola and road widening have impacts on
the canyon that are far beyond what has been closely examined, including a capacity study. Both
options are DRASTIC measures that could significantly damage the natural beauty of Little Cottonwood
Canyon, and also not solve the main issue, which is canyon traffic. Furthermore, canyon traffic is
ONLY bad on a handful of days in the winter. As a climber and skier, | don't believe that the damage to
the canyon (i.e. watershed and the ~100 boulders that would be destroyed) outweigh the benefit of
being able to "maybe" see an increase in time to arrive at the resort.

If we must choose between the lesser of 2 evils, | believe that road widening is a significantly more
viable option for LCC. Widening the road and increasing public transportation, in concurrence with
tolling and incentives for bus riders, has the potential to help relieve the traffic issues the canyon is
facing during the winter.

| DO NOT SUPPORT THE GONDOLA OPTION IN ANY WAY. As a skier and a climber who spends
80% of my time in Little Cottonwood Canyon, the gondola has negative impact on the land and the
canyon. The gondola WILL NOT REDUCE TRAFFIC and will only have a negative impact on the
beauty of the canyon. It will RUIN Little Cottonwood Canyon as we know it to benefit only the 2 resorts,
pushing aside locals opinions. The gondola will become an attraction and could actually increase
people in the canyon.

Furthermore, neither option considers other recreationalists that use Little Cottonwood Canyon aside
from skiers and snowboarders at the LCC resorts. Both options IGNORE backcountry users and will not
alleviate traffic to other areas of the canyon.

| believe UDOT should exhaust all other options before considering the 2 options put before the pubilic,
including increased bus schedules, tolling, and stricter enforcement of traction law (I was a part of the
traction program last year and never once got stopped to check my sticker).

PLEASE CONSIDER LESS DESTRUCTIVE OPTIONS FOR LCC. THE TWO PROPOSED OPTIONS
(in particular the gondola) WILL RUIN LITTLE COTTONWOOD FOR CLIMBERS, SKIERS, BIRD
WATCHERS, HIKERS, SNOWSHOEERS, RUNNERS, VISITORS and LOCALS alike. PLEASE HELP
PROTECT ONE OF THE THINGS THAT MAKES SLC SUCH AN AMAZING PLACE TO LIVE.
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COMMENT #: 11706

DATE: 9/2/21 2:53 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Keegan McCaffrey
COMMENT:

| would support the gondola option if the ski resorts have to pay the the majority of the associated costs
and people could still get into the canyon for a reasonable price. | think in this scenario resort skiers
should not be allowed to use the road.
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COMMENT #: 11707

DATE: 9/2/21 2:54 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Brita UIf
COMMENT:

I'm writing to urge you to consider options that are less impactful to both our budget and the natural
beauty of Little Cottonwood Canyon. | do NOT support the construction of a gondola. We need to
explore and test options such as tolls, carpooling incentives, and expanded bus service. Spending
billions of dollars on a "solution" that would permanently alter our canyon and primarily serve industry
before people would be a tragedy.

In the past two years especially, nature has become a refuge for those of us seeking peace, beauty,
personal challenge, and connection. It's so important that we continue to preserve these natural
resources that are such a draw to the Salt Lake and Wasatch regions.

Please - NO GONDOLA. Please seriously consider and test every less impactful option. It would be
such a disgrace to be the generation that ruined Little Cottonwood Canyon for the rest of history.
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COMMENT #: 11708

DATE: 9/2/21 2:55 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Patrick Wilson
COMMENT:

Expanding roads and damaging is roadside features like boulders would permanently harm the canyon.
Exploring less destructive options that ensure continued access to the great climbing should be a
priority. Making bus-service faster and easier, as well as further encouraging carpooling should be
implemented before anything that permanently alters the character and access of the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11709

DATE: 9/2/21 2:56 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Kyle Mills
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola.

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 11710

DATE: 9/2/21 2:57 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Flavia Lopez
COMMENT:

Pro train

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 11711

DATE: 9/2/21 2:57 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Stephanie Kagen
COMMENT:

| don’t believe a Gondola or expanding the road will work for our problem. What is our problem? Over
crowding? Parking? Create parking structures at multiple points throughout i80 & SLC &Sandy &
create an incentive for bus riding. Putting a fee on car use will only discriminate & act negatively on
people who cannot afford recreation outdoors & shouldn’t be punished. Create more buses & parking.
Increase bus usage time- more frequently used.
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COMMENT #: 11712

DATE: 9/2/21 2:59 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Willi Trienekens
COMMENT:

| support the Gondola solution.

January 2022

Page 32B-12015

Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11713

DATE: 9/2/21 3:01 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Daniel Hoechst
COMMENT:

Neither option presented by UDOT considers the entire canyon. While they might be the "best" options
from the views of the ski resorts, they don't consider the impact to recreation and view shed in the
remainder of the canyon. Both the gondola and road widening impact climbing options in the canyon.
Neither really address access to other areas of the canyon for backcountry skiing and other recreation
options.

Traffic isn't just a problem in the canyon. Bringing vehicles to big central lots at the mouth of the
canyon will cause more traffic problems on Wasatch. The 1-215 exit at 6200S can be a huge traffic
snarl already. You should be building satellite lots that all have bus service so we don't have to drive so
close to the mouth of the canyon. In addition, you should consider alternatives to reducing personal
vehicle traffic up the canyon. Strategies such as tolls, carpool (3+ occupants), and bus only times can
improve the experience for everyone.
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COMMENT #: 11714

DATE: 9/2/21 3:01 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Gwen Crist
COMMENT:

Neither of your proposed alternatives are good! They both create huge environmental impact to the
canyon, they do not address the real issues, and they are give-aways to the ski industry. They both
cost far too much and there are alternatives that do not cost this much. Taxpayers should not be
subsidizing the ski industry. both of these alternatives will contribute to additional pollution in our
drinking water supply, will reduce and dramatically impact the total recreational opportunities in the
canyon by favoring only one - the ski industry. Climbing, camping, picnicking, and many other activities
will be irreparably harmed. Wasatch Boulevard will be expanded into a dangerous highway, fracturing
neighborhoods and impacting wildlife as well as the quality of life in this area. These alternatives
represent an abuse of public lands and of the public trust. Please look at other alternatives, such as
shuttles, fees for cars, carpooling, timed buses, etc. Smart Bus Transit is scalable, requires phased
implementation (reducing the impacts over time), is flexible and all-season. In this time of extreme
drought, we should put all our efforts toward preserving our watershed and not toward short-term gain
by one industry.
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COMMENT #: 11715

DATE: 9/2/21 3:03 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Colby Child
COMMENT:

Of the two preferred alternatives, | believe that the enhanced bus service option makes far more sense.
It is much cheaper, offers faster travel times, and is less environmentally damaging. The Gondola
seems overly expensive, unnecessary, slow, and would mean a drastic change in the view-scape. As a
user of the canyons, all | need to stop taking a vehicle up is way more parking at the base of the
canyons and more busses. If | have to park on the street a half mile away from the park n ride station
and then wait to fit inside a packed bus with standing room only then I'd way rather drive my car up the
canyon. This is a problem solved with a lot less money than a gondola that may not even solve the
problem.
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COMMENT #: 11716

DATE: 9/2/21 3:03 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Karli Maynes
COMMENT:

We need to implement other options before raping LCC’s beauty with a gondola or wider roads. There
are better options.

January 2022 Page 32B-12019 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11717

DATE: 9/2/21 3:06 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Brad Saiki
COMMENT:

This is bad for the state, bad for the environment, bad all around. We should never allow it and never
approve it.
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COMMENT #: 11718

DATE: 9/2/21 3:07 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Eva Lopez
COMMENT:

| support the proposed gondola expansion. We need to prepare our canyons for the vitality and impact
it will have on future generations. The bus routes or expansion of canyons only increases the problem
we are trying to solve. We must look towards other methods and tools that decrease congestion,
eliminate human presence directly on the canyon ground and to help folks access our resorts in a
sustainable manner, all while keeping our world class resorts accessible. As a latina with minimal
access to the outdoors, this solution helps create space for my community to access these recreational
canyons with infrastructure that will last generations to come.
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COMMENT #: 11719

DATE: 9/2/21 3:08 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Elizabeth Kinne
COMMENT:

| am vehemently opposed to the two preferred alternatives as put forward by UDOT and other special
interests. There are so many other tactics that could be deployed in order to address the traffic issues
that only seem to be a problem for a limited amount of days throughout the year.

Why would we ever destroy the scenic and ecological value that LCC currently has to offer? The
gondola option is a terrible idea in terms of environmental impacts because service roads would need
to be cut into an already degraded watershed for each of the 22 towers. The tower footprint is huge.
We must realize that this canyon has a carrying capacity and be respectful of its limitations. Increasing
accessibility shouldn't be the end game here, instead it should be watershed conservation.

Before spending more than half a billion dollars to tear up LCC to construct unproven solutions like a
gondola or roadway widening, I'm advocating that we first adequately fund programs and resources
that leverage the existing infrastructure LCC already has in place. Traffic and congestion issues don't
necessarily need to be resolved. They are what they are, given the capacity of the canyon.

| am in favor of:

-Implementing a Tolling System now

-Enforcing traction rules!!! | can't tell you how many times I've tried to get up the canyon only to be
horrified by the endless number of vehicles off the road and blocking traffic due to the fact that they
were not compliant with the simple traction requirements

-Increased funding to support more busses for both BCC and LCC

-Reduced or free bus ticket prices on busy weekends

-Express bus routes from locations all across the valley, connecting the busses that go up the canyon
to TRAX, and including trailheads as drop-off locations, not just the ski resorts.

-Restrict single occupancy vehicles on holidays and weekends.

There are so many affordable and simple solutions that could be enacted now to help address the
traffic and congestion issues that we only experience for 30-50 days per year.

January 2022 Page 32B-12022 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11721

DATE: 9/2/21 3:16 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Janet Johnson
COMMENT:

"My ancestors settled this valley, skied here before the resorts, and started LaCallie. They, and my
family are sick at the horrific thought of a gondola. The visual, environmental and cultural impacts are
absolutely unacceptable and offensive to all we stand for as Utahians. Bus at best, cap limits at ski
areas instead!!! Do not destroy this beautiful area for rich and greedy!
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COMMENT #: 11722

DATE: 9/2/21 3:17 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Julia Disney
COMMENT:

As a resident of Salt Lake City and a lover of LCC (my husband and | got married in Alta), | think it is a
very rash decision to widen the canyon road or place a gondola when less destructive options have not
yet been given a chance. Tolling to encourage carpooling and to increase bus ridership should
absolutely be utilized first in an effort to avoid permanent destruction. Widening the road in particular
will only lead people to think, “Oh the road is wider, more cars can drive up the canyon,” leading to
further increased traffic | have been an avid rider of the ski bus for the past few winters and feel that
increased use of the bus is not only less destructive to the canyon, but also will reduce air pollution due
to cars sitting in the snake up to the resorts and will also reduce road accidents with fewer cars driving
up snowy, winding roads. | hope you will pursue the options that have less impact on the geography
and will also be better for our air quality and safety overall.
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COMMENT #: 11723

DATE: 9/2/21 3:17 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Lindsay Minck
COMMENT:

The issue with transportation in the Little Cottonwood Canyon is worthy of a lengthy study and
discussion. | appreciate the number of options that were identified and the extension of the review
period. Although the gondola may work for other locations, | don't see it as a flexible, practical or cost
effective option for the LCC. In theory and on paper it may provide benefits, but | think that in actual
operation the usage will not attain the results required for the expensive endeavor. | think the addition
of parking lots for encouraging carpooling is a very good idea. It has been proven over the past few
years (pre-covid) that carpooling and bussing is increasing in usage. | would also support any and all
efforts to provide more regulation within the canyon. Whether this is done through fees, inspections or
other means.

| hope that the future of our canyon is one of preservation and not degradation. The growth in this area
is outstanding and the future of this region relies heavily on the watersheds of LCC and BCC and if we
introduce more and more people into this area then we are straining our natural resources. Lets face it,
people are not all respectfully leaving no trace. There needs to be balance in a solution to the
transportation issues along with flexibility for future growth or future decline. | am not in favor of the
gondola option and | think it will ruin the natural beauty of our canyon, spend money that could be used
better in other areas (construction and long term maintenance) and will not function in a way that is
useful all year to all people in the canyon.

Thank you for offering comments and taking into consideration all points of view.
The canyon is not about the ski resorts.
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COMMENT #: 11724

DATE: 9/2/21 3:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Ignacio Herbstein
COMMENT:

| do not agree with the proposed options for LCC. The beauty of the canyon will be severely disturbed
with this kind of invasive construction. Damaging the spaces we use for recreation just to get more
people on the slopes in an already too crowded scenario makes no sense. Let’s explore public
transport options or even a toll at bottom of the canyon. Please consider some lesser invasive options.
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COMMENT #: 11725

DATE: 9/2/21 3:17 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Abby Baka
COMMENT:

While it is apparent that transportation improvements are necessary in Little Cottonwood Canyon, it is
essential that these transportation improvements do not impact the outdoor resources that they seek to
improve access to. There is no point in expanding access to the canyon if the activity areas that people
wish to access will be destroyed by the transportation infrastructure. | personally am invested in the
climbing and bouldering areas in the canyon. Salt Lake Climbers Alliance estimates that 64 boulders
and 273 bouldering problems will be destroyed by the proposed UDOT expansion. The very rocks that
people are trying to access will be destroyed by proposed access infrastructure. Please do not allow
this to happen. Areas important for other outdoor activities are no doubt threatened by the expansion as
well. Please seek expert advice on how to improve access to the canyon without destroying the natural
areas for which the canyon is valued. Outdoor areas and adventure sports are central to Utah's culture
and appeal. Public projects that destroy natural areas run counter to this essential aspect of the state's
culture.

Sincerely,
Abby Baka
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COMMENT #: 11726

DATE: 9/2/21 3:18 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: David Robinson
COMMENT:

Interesting that although the Alta Bypass Road is included in the Purpose and Need statement, it is
never mentioned again. It plays an important role in the Saftey, Reliability and Mobility of traffic in the
canyon when the main line under Superior is restricted. Issues on the Bypass Road are well known to
users, businesses, and agencies. The only time avalanche mitigation under Superior is addresed is in
the now discarded Cog Rail proposal, and that consisted of a snow shed protecting only the rail line.
Avalanche mitigation measures to reduce the number, and duration of main line Highway 210
restrictions should be an active part of this Transportation Project.

January 2022 Page 32B-12028 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11727

DATE: 9/2/21 3:22 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Samantha Blume
COMMENT:

What happens to gondola when there's a fire in the canyon, an earthquake in the valley or at the fault
line below Icc, landslides (like last week, where debris was 15 ft high) that hit the gondola towers, or
high winds? What happens when the infrastructure is dependent on the gondola and thousands of
people are up the canyon and the gondola can't run? The resorts are already too crowded. You really
want more people? Why won't they do a capacity study? Who is giving you money to say this
nonsense? It is obvious that this is not logical and not what the citizens want. Please don't destroy this
canyon for the ski industry. @skiutah what about those who use the canyon for anything else? |
snowboard, should my tax payer dollars support @altaskiarea lots of people don't use the canyon,
should they pay?? How can it be better for the water to construct in the canyon when they cannot mine
and my dog cannot use this space? Please do not build the gondola nor the widened lanes. Please do
not ruin this canyon forever to benefit the ski resorts. Please listen to the public outcry and consider
other options!!!!
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COMMENT #: 11728

DATE: 9/2/21 3:22 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Davin Grapentine
COMMENT:

I am most in favor of the enhanced bus with no roadway widening option. | believe that this option
provides the best long term transportation solution and will also be the least expensive, quickest to
implement and will have the last environmental impact. Not allowing cars in the canyons during peak
periods will eliminate the need to widen the road for a dedicated bus lane. If a bus only system works at
Zion National Park that sees many more visitors we shouldn't have any trouble making it work in the
Cottonwood Canyons. Additionally the gondola and cog rail options only focus on transportation to
Snowbird and Alta. What about Big Cottonwood and the numerous summer and winter trailheads in
both canyons? Anyone that spends any time in the canyons knows that we need a year-round
transposition solution that serves all trailhead locations and not just the ski resorts. Any solution needs
to involve simultaneously increasing public transportation to all locations that people need to go while
making in more difficult/more expensive to use personal vehicles. We need a solution now. Not a
project that will take years of construction and will cause devastating irreversible environment impact
and doesn't even solve the problem.
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COMMENT #: 11729

DATE: 9/2/21 3:23 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Kay Heravi
COMMENT:

It seems to me that improving the Canyon road will help everyone who commute up and down that
road for any reason all year round. While Godola can only help the skiers and riders during the skiing
season probably.
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COMMENT #: 11730

DATE: 9/2/21 3:23 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Seth Brothers
COMMENT:

We need a train that connects from the TRAX into the cottonwood canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11731

DATE: 9/2/21 3:23 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Samantha Blume
COMMENT:

What happens to gondola when there's a fire in the canyon, an earthquake in the valley or at the fault
line below Icc, landslides (like last week, where debris was 15 ft high) that hit the gondola towers, or
high winds? What happens when the infrastructure is dependent on the gondola and thousands of
people are up the canyon and the gondola can't run? The resorts are already too crowded. You really
want more people? Why won't they do a capacity study? Who is giving you money to say this
nonsense? It is obvious that this is not logical and not what the citizens want. Please don't destroy this
canyon for the ski industry. @skiutah what about those who use the canyon for anything else? |
snowboard, should my tax payer dollars support @altaskiarea lots of people don't use the canyon,
should they pay?? How can it be better for the water to construct in the canyon when they cannot mine
and my dog cannot use this space? Please do not build the gondola nor the widened lanes. Please do
not ruin this canyon forever to benefit the ski resorts. Please listen to the public outcry and consider
other options!!!! "
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COMMENT #: 11732

DATE: 9/2/21 3:24 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: John Mcclain V
COMMENT:

The canyon is beutiful PLEASE do not muddy up the whole cliffside for a bigger highway, a Gondola is
way better for the environment and a parking garage could be built at the bottom, it would allow for
more revenue to the resorts as well as keep the canyon free from larger construction
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COMMENT #: 11733

DATE: 9/2/21 3:25 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sean Tropsa
COMMENT:

As a relatively "new" wasatch local of 7 years, i have always been drawn to the beauty of Little
Cottonwood, whether it be trail running, skiing, climbing, or most recently, helping others as a part of
SLCO Search and Rescue. | am an avid user of the canyon both winter and summer. In my opinion it
would be a shame to industrialize the canyon with a gondola looking specifically to serve a very specific
user set in winter with the hopes of summer users as well.

In my opinion, as a current ski bus user, i think we should put a concerted effort into making a more
efficient and user friendly bus system prior to making any major infrastructure changes to the beautiful
canyon. The current ski bus has continually and gradually been scaled back since i first began using it
back in 2015. | think the most respinsible and cost friendly option would be to put our efforts into
making the bus work (with possible tolling on busy days) prior to spending half a billion dollars on an
infrastructure plan that many locals will not take and would only serve a specific subset of the broader
LCC user group.

Putting it clearly, in order, it is my opinion as a local and a heavy user of the canyon, i think we should
put our efforts in to making an efficient and user friendly bus system for winter AND summer users, with
direct busses to Snowbird/Alta in winter plus more stops for backcountry users in winter and summer.
This should happen BEFORE any major infrastructure projects are undertaken.

If this non-infrastructure option is deemed undesirable because we absolutely need to spend half a
billion in tax payer dollars, we should make an effort to widen the road as this will have the largest
benefit for the broadest audience, including summer cyclists who can use the spare lane in the summer
months, and expedited bus traffic using the swing lane in winter.

| believe the gondola is the least desirable option. It is frustrating that this is also, by FAR, the most
widely advertised option as a private company would be responsible for this project. It is also my
opinion that the gondola option, which is the most expensive, is also the most likely option to vastly
exceed the initial budget as the numbers seem artifically low for something that has never been built
anywhere else in the world. | also believe that all of the locals adamantly for the gondola will likely use
it once or twice, and then push use for "tourists" as a tourist attraction, in which case the gondola will
completely miss its mark and not see the road reduction that is desired (it is also the slowest option with
the most transfers).

In short, we should make an effort to increase bussing efficiency prior to any infrastructure projects
(maybe make the busses a bit greener also with CNG or electric busses). We should definitely not be
persuing the gondola as this is the most pushed by special interests, is the most likely to exhibit cost
overruns, the least known option (nothing like that exists anywhere else), serves the least user interests
(specifically looks to only server users of ski resorts), is the most expensive from an infrastructure view
AND from a usership view, the slowest option, has the largest impact on the viewshed of the canyon,
and is the most likely to fail in terms of the goal of getting users off the road.

Please take heed of locals who live directly at the base of the canyon (i am one of them), keep non ski-
area users in mind (as well as low income users who frequent the canyon in summer) and start with the
most do-able and known option of making a concerted effort to have an efficient and effective bussing
system.
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Thank you for the hard work in trying to solve a very difficult and heated problem and taking the view of
those who will use it into account, the work is definitely appreciated.
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COMMENT #: 11734

DATE: 9/2/21 3:25 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Earl Smith
COMMENT:

The citizens of salt lake city and other do NOT want either preferred alternative. You have already
wasted 65$ million dollars to come up with these terrible ideas. Please use a phased approach.
Neither the gondola nor the widened lanes are good for our water or our environment. Neither can fix
the issue this winter. You have not fairly evaluated the environmental impact of the bus, as technology
will change, nor the gondola as you calculated based on a different power grid than that which is
currently available and excluded the fact that it runs during the summer. This is unfair and unjust. DO
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COMMENT #: 11735

DATE: 9/2/21 3:25 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nancy Seamons
COMMENT:

I am in favor on installing a gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11736

DATE: 9/2/21 3:26 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sarah McNurlin
COMMENT:

We should do the least disruptive thing first. Adding a gondola will ruin views for all those who enjoy
the mountains. The gondola will impact local climbing spots and access to outdoor recreation. We
need to preserve all aspects of our canyons, not just those for the skiers. | am absolutely against the
adding of a gondola.
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COMMENT #: 11737

DATE: 9/2/21 3:28 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Fred Johnson
COMMENT:

Neither preferred alternative will really solve the problem. Both only transport about 1000 people per
hour during the early morning time period prior to when the lifts open when thousands want to get to the
two resorts, each resort with lifts having uphill capacities of many thousands of skiers per hour. These
alternatives might ease the parking problems up the canyon, but they don't solve the fundamental
problem "mass" transit should try to solve.

January 2022 Page 32B-12040 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11738

DATE: 9/2/21 3:28 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Nila Haertel
COMMENT:

Go back to the drawing board. The gondola is an outrageous expenditure to benefit 2 businesses. Not
to mention that it destroys the grandeur of the canyon. Buses are better. But let’s stop and review all
possibilities....tolling, car pool incentives, limiting skiers. Again, why are taxpayer funds being used to
support Alta and Snwbird.... And, I'm a skier."
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COMMENT #: 11739

DATE: 9/2/21 3:28 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Cara Lingstuyl
COMMENT:

More work needs to be done. Both the bus and gondola options will cause irreparable damage. I'm
against both.
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COMMENT #: 11740

DATE: 9/2/21 3:28 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: George Harrison
COMMENT:

PLEASE DO NOT BUILD IN LITTLE COTTONWOOD CANYON. This place is sacred. There are
serious flaws pointed out by WBA and SOC with your plans. Please use a phased approach and save
this space. Please listen to us citizens who do not want to see your ideas implemented in the canyon.
No amount of money can repair the damage you will cause to the trust of your citizens when you decide
to go against our pleas and build in the canyon! SNOWBIRD AND ALTA are corrupting your minds to
have you build this. You do not accurately assess the impact of natural disasters such as this
https://www.sltrib.com/news/politics/2019/08/16/little-cottonwood-canyon/ what happens if this slide hits
the gondola tower? Listen to us please and DO NOT CONSTRUCT IN LITTLE COTTONWOOD!
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COMMENT #: 11741

DATE: 9/2/21 3:28 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Justin Hampshire
COMMENT:

| support the gondola
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COMMENT #: 11742

DATE: 9/2/21 3:29 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Marypat Paxton
COMMENT:

>Would like to see the Traction Law in effect on EVERY day from Nov 15th to Apr 30th.

>Would like to have effective ENFORCEMENT & fines for violation of the Traction Law

>Do not see a need to change anything about LCC roadways unless Alta & Snowbird are increasing
their acreage. Both resorts are already too crowded.

>|f any bus service expansion, must have DIRECT BUS FOR ALTA.

>What would travel time look like IF TRACTION LAW was strictly enforced + SNOW SHEDS were
built? Is it possible to introduce both of these before deciding to destroy trees, vegetation & impacting
the wildlife in LCC?

Thank you
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COMMENT #: 11743

DATE: 9/2/21 3:29 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Abe Washington
COMMENT:

Please do not implement either of your preferred alternatives. Use a phased approach starting this
winter!!!l Add busses, toll the road, build mobility hubs and enforce the traction law. it will be shameful
if you build in the canyon and the citizens of this place will never ever forgive you. | will leave and never
come back. You will forever be at fault for ruining this sacred place.
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COMMENT #: 11744

DATE: 9/2/21 3:29 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Claire Parsons
COMMENT:

There is no doubt that we are witnessing a massive increase in volume throughout LCC and greater
SLC. The Wasatch is an area of not only 2,000+ species of plants and wildlife, but it is also home to our
watershed. This screams "conservation of the land"! With the increase of anthropogenic engagement,
we have all established that we need to find a solution to the congestion and traffic issues in the
canyon. The solution has to be full proof - one that serves not only those who use it but also one that
keeps the environment intact. Both suggested alternatives will not solve your issue of traffic. A gondola
will serve a small populous while dumping cash into the pockets of successful ski resorts and
destroying the land. The bus lane will be invasive and rarely used because many people will not leave
their vehicles for public transit. If you are truly trying to solve the issues of this canyon, you will think
beyond tax payer money that will build a monstrosity of a gondola that the EIS states will not increase
mobility. Simply put, how can one say these alternatives solve the actual issue at hand? This entire
plan needs to be reevaluated for the shear fact nothing presented alleviates the pressures the canyon
faces now and will continue to face in the future.
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COMMENT #: 11745

DATE: 9/2/21 3:29 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Virginia Carroll
COMMENT:

| would like to voice my support for the gondola.
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COMMENT #: 11746

DATE: 9/2/21 3:30 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Emily Augason
COMMENT:

Prior to changing the natural landscape, other resources should be used.
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COMMENT #: 11747

DATE: 9/2/21 3:34 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Darren Knezek
COMMENT:

Please don't build the Gondola. It's one-sided and completely benefits the ski resorts only to a massive
exclusion to the other users of the canyon. A bus line is better, userwise, as well as a less of a burden
to the taxpayers. And with climate change, the snow could eventually be too low for skier use and a
gondola would sit unused.
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COMMENT #: 11748

DATE: 9/2/21 3:34 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sean Leonard
COMMENT:

| am against a gondola being installed in LCC. There are more cost-effective alternatives to get the
same result such as: tolls, additional buses, snowsheds, etc. Most importantly, these alternatives
provide flexibility whereas the gondola is a set number of "cars" per hour and presents the additional
issue of where will everyone park at the base station?

Please do not move forward with the gondola!l
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COMMENT #: 11749

DATE: 9/2/21 3:35 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Jon Boyden
COMMENT:

My Grandfather’s family settled at the mouth of Little Cottonwood Canyon in the 1800’s. They farmed,
raised cattle and hauled ore for the mines.

| spent my summers growing up in the town of Granite.

I have had a deep love for this canyon all my life. | was married in this canyon.

| have hiked its trails and skied its slopes for close to 70 years now.

I am very much opposed to the construction of an aerial tram, or gondola in Little Cottonwood Canyon.
It will have almost no effect on reducing traffic in the canyon. Once the novelty of the thing wears off,
no one (except the developers who live near the base area and curious tourists) will want to spend an
extra hour to access Alta or Snowbird when they can simply keep driving up the road. At the cost of
more than half a billion dollars, this is simply a get rich scheme by a few well-connected people.

Don’t use my tax dollars to increase the profits of two private ski areas.

Before we waste that kind of money let’s try a few things first:

Build a large transit hub at the gravel pit on Wasatch Boulevard and run enhanced bus and shuttle
service to both Big and Little Cottonwood from there. (“‘Enhanced” meaning busses running every 15

minutes and stopping at trailheads and ski resorts. Encourage resort shuttles.)

Reduce private vehicles in the both canyons by restricting parking, encouraging car-pooling and
enacting a toll.

These solutions could be used year-round, not just during ski season.

Enforce the traction law that’s already on the books and close the canyon during times of high
avalanche probability.

Little Cottonwood Canyon is on the path to being loved to death. At this point the only sensible solution
is to restrict, not encourage usage. Making it easier for more people to access the canyon will only
acerbate the problem.

Respectfully,
Jon Boyden
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COMMENT #: 11750

DATE: 9/2/21 3:35 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Ben Doxey
COMMENT:

Install a "coat closet or dry cleaning" type system at the ski resort to store your skis for really cheap like
10 dollars a season. Its not reasonable to have tons of lockers installed for everyone.

January 2022 Page 32B-12053 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11751

DATE: 9/2/21 3:36 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Jonathan Argoitia
COMMENT:

Gondola or train up canyon. Buses dont work and add to the danger of canyon driving.
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COMMENT #: 11752

DATE: 9/2/21 3:37 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Conner Soule
COMMENT:

| vote for the gondola solution

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 11753

DATE: 9/2/21 3:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Marianne Wander
COMMENT:

Please do not destroy the beauty of Little Cottonwood canyon, and the gorgeous views as we look up
and down this beautiful glacial canyon. A gondola would destroy this geological and natural treasure.
Do not destroy what is remaining of the natural beauty of this magnificent canyon. Our transportation
problems can be resolved in a much more thoughtful and smart way.

January 2022 Page 32B-12056 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11754

DATE: 9/2/21 3:38 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: George Crowell
COMMENT:

As someone who spends about 50 days a year skiing in Big and Little cottonwood canyons | would like
to voice my objection to the LCC gondola. | feel that a $500 million dollar investment of tax money in
what will ultimately benefit two private ski areas is absurd. | would prefer an option of busses with
stops where all canyon visitors can reap the benefits of the upgrade not just those visiting Snowbird
and Alta. | also think the bus option is something that can be tried out now without widening the road
and can also bring people from all over the valley with minimal upgrades as opposed to a massive
parking area at the base of the canyon.

January 2022 Page 32B-12057 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11755

DATE: 9/2/21 3:38 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Michael Ames
COMMENT:

Buses are the way to go a gondola is a horrible idea.Buses would be less impactfull and sometime
down the road they can all be electic.You can also start implementing them right off.
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COMMENT #: 11756

DATE: 9/2/21 3:40 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Adriana Sta Agueda
COMMENT:

The growth rate of Utah has increased exponentially in the past ten years. Along with the population
size, the interest in recreation in the outdoors, specifically the Cottonwood canyons has increased. We
have all personally seen the traffic and safety hazards these growths have imposed on the canyons.
Safety should be the number one priority for all. However, it must be in tandem with sustainability - of
the canyons, the environment and views we all love dearly, the population and adjacent cities. We must
all accept the reality that the limited space in Little Cottonwood cannot support the drastic increase in
human traffic that a gondola would bring. It is not only on UDOT, but also the resorts located in Little
Cottonwood to come up with a sustainable solution. The environmental impact a gondola would have
on this beautiful canyon, with its finite resources and capacity, is detrimental and unsustainable. The
beauty and ability to continue to provide a space to recreate in the mountains must be preserved, and
the gondola solution cannot do this.

| have personally taken the ski buses across the years as a way to access the resorts in both Big and
Little Cottonwood canyons. The time schedule, number of buses, and reliability is inconsistent,
especially on weekends or during and after a snowstorm. Appropriate time and resources should be
allocated to creating a more reliable bus schedule that can help manage and safely transport those
interested in accessing the canyons. Sustainability and safety should be at the core of a proposed
solution."
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COMMENT #: 11757

DATE: 9/2/21 3:41 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Dwight Clark
COMMENT:

Please don’t widen the road to little cottonwood canyon. Having lived in the Bay Area in Ca for many
years, | observed you can never widen the road enough to accommodate the traffic. The traffic always
swells to fill the new lanes. And, we don’t need more traffic up the canyon. | would suggest selecting
the gondola idea. | think overall much less impact to the canyon itself after it is complete.
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COMMENT #: 11758

DATE: 9/2/21 3:41 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Rob Kertesz
COMMENT:

I've waited to the close of the comment period hoping to hear from as many folks with different
perspectives, opinions, and information in addition to the materials you have provided the public,
hoping to gauge overall and interest group sentiment before forming my own.

Whle | understand that the comment period helps you hear and consider individual and interest group
responses, I’'m curious about them myself. | love a well thought out rationale, and these comments may
have given me pause to change my own position.

However, since it doesn’t look like that the comments will be accessible till after the fact, and | want my
voice to be heard and acknowledged, I'll give it here:

While both the buses and a tram accomplish moving people up the canyon, the tram’s most significant
drawbacks are that its not scalable to demand and it's three terminals serve and benefit two private
businesses rather than all the other “user groups” who wish to recreate in other ways and places in
Little Cottonwood, then at a resort.

| find your conclusions about viewshed and environmental impact scant and incompatible when
compared to other places of similar protected natural beauty and quality. In short, tram towers are as
ugly on ridge lines as they are in valleys. A road, widened by one lane, and planned snowsheds, are
less impactful.

Bus service can be scaled make and adopted to demand, that interconnects more with an already
existing service.

| agree that something must be done, but strongly believe that giving two resorts an exclusive free
lunch is the wrong way to go.
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COMMENT #: 11759

DATE: 9/2/21 3:43 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kyle Hungerford
COMMENT:

Being raised on the country side of Oahu, HI | can speak first hand on the eye sore big developments
have on nature soo pure and beautiful. Despite the pros of development like wind farms and in your
case transportation it is ruining the centerpiece of why people visit Utah. When living in Salt Lake City
for 2 years | escaped to little cottonwood canyon for its rawness and beauty. It what made me feel like |
was in Utah. Utah, which is known for its extreme outdoors. It would be a shame to scar the nearest
and most accessible escape to the “essence of Utah” for the citizens surrounding little cottonwood.
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COMMENT #: 11760

DATE: 9/2/21 3:44 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Barbara Gutke
COMMENT:

| think the gondola is a good idea. Much better than widening the road.
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COMMENT #: 11761

DATE: 9/2/21 3:49 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Jen Hosenfeld
COMMENT:

| do not support this option!

January 2022
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COMMENT #: 11762

DATE: 9/2/21 3:50 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Zachary Masi
COMMENT:

UDOT should put money into existing infrastructure before building any permanent and invasive
transportation infrastructure/systems. Increased bussing and carpooling as well as a possible tolling
system during peak hours is a more practical and less destructive solution to the canyon congestion.
The gondola is a rash solution, that only promotes the ski resorts in LCC without supporting all of the
other activities that the canyon provides. It is a huge eye sore, and will change the canyon forever,
while only increasing the amount of people in the upper canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11763

DATE: 9/2/21 3:51 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Ryan Griffiths
COMMENT:

| support the gondola option. It is safer, environmentally cleaner, more reliable, faster and more
comfortable than any bus. It won't matter how many buses you drive up the canyon, | don't want to ride
one. Also | don't support widening the road and putting more pavement up the canyon, along with the
increase of diesel exhaust which is already too strong up there. Nobody likes to breath diesel exhaust.
Honestly it will make me want to ski and hike up there far less because of the buses. And maybe that is
why people are fighting for that option, to keep more people from using the canyon, which is selfish and
ridiculous.
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COMMENT #: 11764

DATE: 9/2/21 3:53 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandan Whiting
COMMENT:

The impacts of a gondola will forever destroy the main reason why most people want to go to these
mountains, the scenery. Included in this is the maintenance road (s) needed to access the support
towers. When avalanche control works the canyons, the gondolas could easily be taken out which
could be cost prohibitive.

In my opinion, the train option that was presented would be the best! This would allow passengers to

connect to the Trax system allowing a greater array of individuals to see the beautiful sights of the
canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11765

DATE: 9/2/21 3:53 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Kathy Goodman
COMMENT:

UDOT needs to reconsider the damage a gondola will do to our canyon. Please put the environment
first and consider how more people and traffic will affect our resources, like water. Thank you!
#saveourcanyons
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COMMENT #: 11766

DATE: 9/2/21 3:55 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Benjamin Kahn
COMMENT:

The gondola is the way to solve all problems LCC faces...please get started ASAP! | don’'t want to
spend another second in red snake traffic
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COMMENT #: 11767

DATE: 9/2/21 3:55 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Joe Food
COMMENT:

| oppose the gondola approach due to alteration of the canyon character, safety in the event of a break
down requiring evacuation and cost.

The gondola also would not provide access to other recreational locations in the canyon.

Both of the proposed actions are to benefit relatively few taxpayers while asking all of us to fund this
project. Limit the capacity of both resorts at a manageable level that matches parking availability.
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COMMENT #: 11768

DATE: 9/2/21 3:57 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Brandan Whiting
COMMENT:

The impacts of a gondola will forever destroy the main reason why most people want to go to these
mountains, the scenery. Included in this is the maintenance road (s) needed to access the support
towers. When avalanche control works the canyons, the gondolas could easily be taken out which
could be cost prohibitive.

In my opinion, the train option that was presented would be the best! This would allow passengers to

connect to the Trax system allowing a greater array of individuals to see the beautiful sights of the
canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11769

DATE: 9/2/21 3:57 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Ally Cirenza
COMMENT:

| am against the gondola option. | am in favor of the enhanced bus service, mobility hubs, and trail side
parking (mostly for our backcountry touring folks in the winter)
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COMMENT #: 11770

DATE: 9/2/21 3:57 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sandy Sasser
COMMENT:

After reading all the information, the gondola clearly is the best alternative for improved transit in the
canyon and has less impact environmentally.
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COMMENT #: 11771

DATE: 9/2/21 3:58 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: J Lyman
COMMENT:

Please don't ruin LCC with a gondola. Bus service has such a lower impact on the canyon's beauty and
existing landscape.
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COMMENT #: 11772

DATE: 9/2/21 3:58 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Todd and Sheila Peterson
COMMENT:

Dear UDOT.

We are providing comment (s) on the two transportation alternatives proposed (by UDOT) for Little
Cottonwood Canyon.

We do not support either of the transportation alternatives (Gondola / Expanded Bus Service as
identified ) for the following reasons.

Neither proposal considers the human carrying capacity for the entire canyon. We need a plan that is
protective of the critical watershed and the overall environmental health of the canyon. UDOT is a road
maintenance and road design organization and is not capable of doing this kind of assessment.

2. Any transportation proposal must consider year-round use not just for winter and for skiers. All
proposals must offer competent traffic mitigation and usage year-round.

3. The cost of the two proposed transportation alternatives is too much! Why have other options - toll
booths with usage fees that encourages car pooling, dedicated shuttle service, etc. not been tried
before proposing these two very expensive proposals?

4. Neither transportation proposal fully addresses the needs of all the canyon stakeholders...residents,
backcountry recreationalists, rock climbers, etc.

Finally, what are the specific financial contributions expected from Snowbird and the Alta Ski Area
towards any transportation plan? Are taxpayers expected to "foot the bill" for any and all transportation
plans that deliver skiers to Snowbird and Alta's door step? Both resorts should be required to pay their
fair share for any transportation plan for Little Cottonwood Canyon. There is no such thing as a free
lunch!

Sincerely,

Todd and Sheila Peterson
Holladay, Utah
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COMMENT #: 11773

DATE: 9/2/21 4:00 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: ccC
COMMENT:

Making carpooling a priority and funding better bus to and within the canyons will benefit the user
experience, the environment, our watershed and not come at the expense of other users from hikers
and bikers along the Little Cottonwood Trail to climbers enjoying some of the west’s best granite and
boulders problems. No gondola, no road widening. Start with the least destructive, least intrusive
options.
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COMMENT #: 11774

DATE: 9/2/21 4:01 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Christine Spang
COMMENT:

Hi there, I'm a frequent visitor to Salt Lake City and Little Cottonwood Canyon. But | don't come in the
winter for the skiing. | come in the skiing off season for the world class rock climbing opportunities in the
pristine setting. | was disturbed to hear of the main proposals to reduce winter traffic congestion in LCC
involving permanent alternations to the canyon and adding transit that only services the ski resorts.
What about the popular Gates Buttress, with already limited parking? What about the hundreds of
boulder problems scattered throughout the canyon? What about looking out from a cliff top and seeing
trees, not a huge gondola? LCC already has strict restrictions on camping in the canyon in order to
protect the watershed. | find it alarming that the 2 proposals to address traffic make such major
changes to the year round experience of the canyon for traffic experienced only a few days a year.
What about implementing electric busing and traffic restrictions for high traffic days on the winter? Salt
Lake City is renowned for its recreational access year round. Don't take that away for a problem only
affecting a few weeks of the year.
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COMMENT #: 11775

DATE: 9/2/21 4:02 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sammie Dall
COMMENT:

Please do not change or add anything to Little Cottonwood Canyon. We want to keep the peaceful
beauty of our canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11776

DATE: 9/2/21 4:03 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Cristina Raspollini
COMMENT:

Transportation infrastructure that physically and permanently alter the canyon should only be
considered after less impactful options have been implemented and shown not to be effective.
Expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and other traffic mitigation strategies must be tried
that include dispersed recreation transit needs before permanent landscape changes are made.
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COMMENT #: 11777

DATE: 9/2/21 4:03 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Bromley Busath
COMMENT:

The great success of the ski resorts has increased congestion in the canyon. Building a Gondola
reduces congestion, preserves the canyon and improves year round access for everyone.

The government should pay to build it.

The resorts should pay to operate and maintain it.
The pubic should ride for free year round.
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COMMENT #: 11778

DATE: 9/2/21 4:05 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Mary Gene Fuller
COMMENT:

Of the 2 options, | think the enhanced bus system is better, but | don't think we need to do either of
those options. Both will do IRREVERSIBLE DAMAGE TO BOTH THE ENVIRONMENT AND THE
BEAUTY AND ENJOYMENT OF THE CANYON! If you instead significantly increase the incentive to
not drive to the ski resorts, you can do enhanced bus service without widening the road. You could
charge a toll at the bottom of the canyon and then a second very expensive toll, maybe $50 to $100,
just before the first ski resort entrance. You would not have to enforce a carpool mandate. People will
do that on their own to share the cost if they choose to drive, or they will take the bus. The bus should
be free, or very low cost, with a ski pass. This would reduce the traffic enough that the buses should be
able to get up and down the canyon without the extra lane. Maybe it would take 40 minutes instead of
35. You could still put in the snow sheds in the avalanche-prone areas to help keep the traffic moving.
You should have several lots to meet the bus, so the traffic doesn't back up too much in one area in the
communities at the bottom of the canyon. This could be implemented right away, would save hundreds
of millions of dollars, and would leave our beautiful canyon for all to enjoy--rock climbers, hikers,
campers, snow-shoers, cross-country and back-country skiers, and sight-seers, as well as downhill
skiers.
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COMMENT #: 11779

DATE: 9/2/21 4:05 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Sebastian Traechsel
COMMENT:

The short term solution should be a bus system. Even though this is environmentally not really
sustainable. )

In my point of view a train system up the canyon would be the best solution. Especially because it's

sustainable, flexible and environmental friendly. This could also increase the general use of trains in
Utah as it could be connected to the TRAX systems in the valley.
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COMMENT #: 11780

DATE: 9/2/21 4:07 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Jerome Wile
COMMENT:

The Summer road up Albion Basin used to be absolute zoo, choked with traffic and the Basin filled with
people. Then 4 or 5 years ago ASL took over responsibility for the road and the campground. A toll was
instituted for all summer traffic, $6 the first year, $10 now, and the horrible traffic disappeared. The
funds collected pay the attendants who collect tolls. Walking in the Basin and surrounds has changed
dramatically. The model works. If LCC was tolled, it could be done electronically, and the money
collected went towards funding much needed avalanche sheds, there would be less traffic and maybe
fewer people on all but the busiest days and safety improved as well. Busses would have a faster route
and maybe be used more. It is not an expensive solution either.
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COMMENT #: 11781

DATE: 9/2/21 4:07 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Johannes Lorenz
COMMENT:

A rapid bus service would be the most reasonable short-term solution and | like the idea of cyclists and
pedestrians utilizing the road in the summer.

However, a train service would have been the best long term solution further eliminating traffic during
the summer, while also being a very attractive alternative for tourists flying into SLC, hikers and
backpackers etc.
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COMMENT #: 11782

DATE: 9/2/21 4:08 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Dusty Heyrend
COMMENT:

The Gondola will be a great option for reducing traffic and continuing to bring tourism traffic to Utah for
the skiing and ski industry infrastructure. Looking at cities like Telluride, CO, we see that Gondolas can
be great public assets, improving quality of life for citizens and visitors alike.
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COMMENT #: 11783

DATE: 9/2/21 4:08 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Dan Gates
COMMENT:

Please please please don't push the gondola idea thru. This seems to be a complete waste of tax
payer money, and only solves a problem for two businesses!!. There are many other users of the
canyon that would never benefit from a gondola. With stops only being at Snowbird and Alta.

For whatever an opinion is worth, | believe there are many other ideas that could be implemented
before such a drastic construction project.

Some ideas might include bus only days, with an enhanced bus schedule. Express buses that only
pickup and drop off at one point.

Mandatory SNOW tires no matter what the weather conditions exist should become the normal. Many
of the problems in the canyon are from inadequate vehicles and tires.

The gondola option is sexy and would look really good on a ski Utah brochure. But it is NOT
what/where | want my tax dollars being spent.
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COMMENT #: 11784

DATE: 9/2/21 4:09 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Ray Klukoske
COMMENT:

No Gondola, No Wider Road! Charge to drive up on big days and increase bussing.
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COMMENT #: 11785

DATE: 9/2/21 4:14 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Shane Charlebois
COMMENT:

There are incredible ideas of innovation going down here. Each person involved has a vision that could
potentially improve transportation in the canyon. Each option also has great cost. Cost and Value is
always the focal points to finding balance in decisions. There are also steps to be taken before such
extreme projects begin. What I'm not seeing is any discussion about limiting driving access up the
canyons. For example, Out of state plates could be regulated from driving up the canyon. People
staying at the hotels, or visiting friends could get a code to scan, or something like that, to allow them
access to drive up the canyon if they are from out of state. Starting by enforcing out of state people to
take the public transportation is a step to see how much difference it would make. If you "have to"
include out of state drivers driving up the canyon, have an "out of state" toll booth on the way up, that
does not affect the traffic flow, which charges $20 - $30/per day to drive up. That revenue would go
back in to future developments, and present canyon operations. With out a doubt we would see
improvement in the daily flow of traffic. It would also help develop an improvement in the bus system
experience that would be getting out of state visitors up the canyons. The locals of this beautiful state
are the fabric that makes this place what it is. Keep them in the forefront to development. And may we
all remember, Respect is what we show, not what we demand. Thank you
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COMMENT #: 11786

DATE: 9/2/21 4:15 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Ray Klukoske
COMMENT:

Please just enforce the winter traction/tire law strictly 24/7. This would be a minimal cost and could
have a huge effect. Let’s just try it, please.
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COMMENT #: 11787

DATE: 9/2/21 4:17 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Mark Ballinger
COMMENT:

| want to state for the record | think the Gondola, enhanced bus service, and development of La Caille
are all the wrong approach. | ask UDOT to reconsider all options brought forward and do not move
forward with either option. We only have one LCC we can never undo the damage of development.
20~ days a year on Powder Days it can take a few hours to go up the canyon.

Why is UDOT solving for a problem that only affects a small percentage of the year and isn’t a big
deal? What about the other 340 days of the year why are we spending 1BN for something that goes
unneeded the vast majority of the year.

Why are the lifts not running during the spring, summer, fall (Except for the tram and peruvian lift)? Is it
not in the ski resorts best interest to keep them running and charge for rides? Answer: because there is
no demand for it. Do you really think there will be a demand to: Drive to the base station, park, ride in a
gondola 30+min then repeat? A reasonable person would not.

Why is the base station at La Caille? Have you seen the traffic patterns on the busy ski days? Where is
the traffic? The proposed base station is in the heart of the traffic. If you build a base station in the
proposed location, nobody will be able to access it due to the traffic.

Instead move a bus hub to the South Towne Mall, a speaker on the public zoom meeting said that the
owners of the mall are open to working with UDOT in creating a bus hub at that location. This makes
more sense for tourists and locals to have a location that is already built, tons of parking and multiple
avenues to send busses.

Why is there traffic during the peak season weekends?

- The introduction of the Ikon pass and Mountain Collective pass have greatly increased the traffic to
the resorts.

- There is limited supply (resort parking, mountain space, powder, skiable area)

- There is no limit to demand. (Ikon pass, daily ticket sales, season pass)

- This is a problem the ski resorts have created. Why is UDOT even involved? This is not a public
issue, this is a private industry issue.

| ask UDOT again, please do not destroy our canyon, please do not expand the road, please do not
build a gondola. We can never undo the damage of development to this canyon. We need to preserve
not build. This is a private industry created issue. Why are we the taxpayers asked to fix this?

Mark
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COMMENT #: 11788

DATE: 9/2/21 4:17 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Nicholas McEachern
COMMENT:

To speak frankly, the current proposed transportation alternatives for LCC are "too little, too late".
Widening the road for bus service will result in environmental damage that will never recover while still
not meeting the demands of a growing population and the increased scarcity of powder. The gondola
proposal fails to consider the importance of scalability while also neglecting the diverse users of the
canyon who are not only ski resort patrons. Both of these alternatives cost an amount of money that
would be burdened by a tax base that would not be able to reap the rewards for decades to come.

It was disappointing that the DEIS was done without conducting a capacity study for the canyon. It is
clear that the multi-million dollar ski resort industry of Utah was prioritized in the gondola alternative and
while predictable, it upsets me.

Unfortunately, the best and only realistic way forward for the Wasatch community would be a
combination of tolling, increased bus service, and incentivizing those who take the bus.
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COMMENT #: 11789

DATE: 9/2/21 4:18 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sue Weaver
COMMENT:

The aerial tram (gondola) is the wrong solution. Without drastic government measures combatting
climate change, ski resorts will have less and less relevance. Don’t spend more money to build a
gondola for a soon to be unprofitable ski industry.
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COMMENT #: 11790

DATE: 9/2/21 4:18 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Brent Steenblik
COMMENT:

I am strongly opposed to the gondola approach to reducing congestion in Little Cottonwood canyon. |
also am not a real supporter of widening the road to accommodate more traffic. This canyon is too
pristine to have something this dramatic done to it. | am supportive of further study and perhaps trying
some less permanent options including better bus service, bus riding incentives, car pooling incentives,
tolls, and vehicle number restrictions. This canyon is too valuable of an asset and resource to have
something with such significant impact done to it. | don't believe that the traffic and congestion is a
problem everyday but primarily at peak seasons. The dramatic options proposed will be with the
canyon every day into the future. Please continue to explore and try some less permanent solutions
before proceeding with such dramatically suggested options which cannot be undone.
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COMMENT #: 11791

DATE: 9/2/21 4:24 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Sarah Behle
COMMENT:

| oppose the Gondola plans. | disagree with the plans for traffic expansion in the canyon. The real
problem of actual user numbers ought to be addressed. | suggest calculating the maximum capacity
tolerated to minimize environmental impact should be the primary focus.
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COMMENT #: 11792

DATE: 9/2/21 4:25 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Toyo Tsuyakahane
COMMENT:

| feel both alternatives are not good. Enhanced Electric Buses running on a REAL schedule, especially
during ski season and powder days are the BEST alternative. NYC instituted this in Manhattan and it
works like a charm and is less expensive than a subway or in this case building a gondola or a 6 lane
highway. With less pollution, hassle, and environmental impact than your proposals.
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COMMENT #: 11793

DATE: 9/2/21 4:26 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: William Campbell Scott
COMMENT:

Hello,

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on the Little Cottonwood EIS and all the time
and effort everyone involved has put into into this. Here are my reasons for why NEITHER option
presented at this point should be put into place —

1. Most importantly we need to take small steps to try and mitigate canyon traffic before taking drastic
measures by putting in a gondola that will permanently change the look of the canyon. Can we start by
adding the tolls that are a part of these plans? Even using an HOV minimum to access the canyon
without a toll.

2. Tolls and HOV laws would be a huge step in the right direction and then we can re evaluate.

3. A 20-40% increase of bus service in addition could be an easy small step too.

4. Is the goal to reduce private vehicles in the canyons? UDOT’s own proposal says the gondola won’t
reach that mark (UDOT, LCC EIS, p. 2-16).

5. The gondola will rely on private vehicles to operate so it won't reduce the amount of them in the
canyon.

6. The gondola doesn't service many summer trailheads so will only benefit activities during a third of
the year.

7. Alta and Snowbird (my preferred ski resorts in the Wasatch) Have been funding massive increases
to their marketing efforts and recent years and it only seems they favor the gondola so tax payer dollars
can help offset their spending.

8. We haven't evaluated the max capacity of LCC and the gondola will only bring more people in
addition to those using private vehicles causing more and more congestion at the ski resorts.

PLEASE PLEASE DO NOT MOVE FORWARD WITH EITHER of these expensive plans until we take

reasonable and sound actions that will have measurable impact first.
Thank you!
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COMMENT #: 11794

DATE: 9/2/21 4:26 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Robin Patfield

COMMENT:

| am writing in support of the bus service option with these concerns:

a. The visual impacts of a gondola will forever destroy the main reason why most people want to
go to these mountains. This is a big issue.

b. Widening of the roadways has the potential to significantly increase traffic in the canyons.

C. Bus service would be the most reasonable short-term solution.

d. Gondola only serves the ski resort and not the whole community.

This is the best option of what was presented, but an even better option would be to have train service
up the canyon for the following reasons:

a. Less visual impact on landscape

b More environmentally friendly than having even more cars on the road

C. Service can be adjusted depending on need

d. Most cost-effective long-term solution for the area.

e Would ultimately connect to the TRAX systems in the valley
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COMMENT #: 11795

DATE: 9/2/21 4:26 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Emily Trombly
COMMENT:

The Gondola or the extra lanes to LCC would destruct iconic climbing areas and boulder problems that
make LCC such a dream for climbers. It would destroy the natural beauty of what the cottonwood is,
and put more man-made destructiveness when there are less destructive options exist such as UDOT's
Enhanced Bus without Roadway Widening proposal.

January 2022 Page 32B-12098 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11796

DATE: 9/2/21 4:29 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Bridger Christensen
COMMENT:

| think the bus option would be a temporary solution because busses can slide off the road, it may help
with traffic a little bit and widening the road could be harmful to the environment and make it more
dangerous of a canyon. The train option is a better option because you have two tracks that keep the
train from going off the edge and it could be better for the environment. And you don't have to worry
about bus traffic jams.
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COMMENT #: 11797

DATE: 9/2/21 4:31 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Eveline Field
COMMENT:

| do not support a Gondola rather use more buses and don’t allow so much parking at Snowbird or Alta.

January 2022 Page 32B-12100 Little Cottonwood Canyon Final EIS



COMMENT #: 11798

DATE: 9/2/21 4:34 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Maggie Noonan
COMMENT:

The Gondola alternative still seems the most useful. Thank you.
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COMMENT #: 11799

DATE: 9/2/21 4:34 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Todd Walton
COMMENT:

The only real option is the bus. DO NOT consider gondola or train.
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COMMENT #: 11800

DATE: 9/2/21 4:35 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Josh Douglas
COMMENT:

As a resident of Sandy and a long time user of the canyon | cannot stress enough how much | oppose
either of these ideas. First two businesses benefit from this project, how much money are the two
businesses that benefit from this paying to the project? If these go through they should pay for the bulk
of it not the tax payer. Second, how much money are we going to spend for an eyesore gondola that
only benefits the canyon for one of the four seasons. | for one go to the canyon to spend time free of
the city and man made objects not have my view obscured by this proposed monstrosity. Instead of
ruining the canyon for the rest of us so snowbird can make a better profit. Have them charge $150 for
parking, can't be much more than the obscene amount the already charge. Don't allow snowbird to
cover the no parking signs on the road in the winter time and maybe just encourage more ride share
bus rides instead of spending obscene amounts of money to support more business for two Utah
businesses. | understand that those two businesses draw money too lots of other businesses, but
again this is for one season. Other residents enjoy this canyon as well, why are we ruining it for the
other 3 seasons of the year.
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COMMENT #: 11801

DATE: 9/2/21 4:35 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Zev Rosenfield
COMMENT:

| support the gondola with the La Caille base station option. With that said, | don’t think that this EIS
goes far enough in banning traffic within the canyon. | would love to see the gondola, along with buses
with frequent stops so that nobody ever has to drive a car up the canyon.
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COMMENT #: 11802

DATE: 9/2/21 4:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Cristina Amat
COMMENT:

do not build the gondola,is only going to benefit 2 private sky resort and do nothing to improve the
problem.
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COMMENT #: 11803

DATE: 9/2/21 4:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Lisa Jones
COMMENT:

As a local resident living one mile from the entrance of little cottonwood canyon | support the gondola
option. | would hate to see the road expanded as it would disrupt animals and vegetation, and with so
many cars going up amd down the gondola would not add to the congestion, noise and air pollution.
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COMMENT #: 11804

DATE: 9/2/21 4:36 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Hubert Wang
COMMENT:

As a long term resident of the Salt Lake Valley and an Alta pass holder for twenty five years | am taking
this opportunity to comment on the transportation proposal for Little Cottonwood Canyon.

First and foremost | would like to register my opposition to the gondola alternative. This is nothing
more than a blatant tax payer subsidy for the private ski lift companies in the canyon. With stops only
at Snowbird and Alta, as well as ambiguity as to whether the gondola would run during the summer,
there is no real pretense that this is a general solution to transportation needs in LLC. In general most
traffic problems in the canyon stem from a few days each winter, usually corresponding to holidays or
big winter storms which result in canyon road closures. Spending upwards of a billion dollars in public
funds to benefit two private companies who would like to sell even more lift tickets on these days
seems to be fiduciary malpractice on the part of UDOT. It seems to me that there is an upper limit on
the number of skiers that can be accommodated in LLC on a given day and that this number is not
solely determined by the lift capacity of the ski resorts.

The canyon is an important part of the salt lake valley watershed on which approximately one third of
Utah’s population depends for household water. It seems that environmental concerns with respect to
maintaining watershed quality should trump lift ticket sales ( it should be noted that dogs, horses, and
etc are excluded from the canyon for this reason). It is my understanding that Utah State University is
conducting a study to determine carrying capacity for daily recreation use in LLC perhaps it would be
prudent to wait for the results of this study before proceeding with plans to put thousands more people
in the canyon for the benefit of limited private interests. Furthermore given the importance of
environmental integrity in LCC it would appear that a coalition of stake holders should reach a
consensus opinion as to its preservation rather than having a “solution “ forced on us by UDOT and the
ski resorts.
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COMMENT #: 11805

DATE: 9/2/21 4:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Rebecca Turville
COMMENT:

Please consider a toll gate and limit the number of cars. Traffic will be controlled, more mass transit will
be utilized and there will be less environmental impact than building gondolas or widening roads.
Signage can be updated throughout the valley and social media to let people know if the canyon is at
capacity and busses are available. Make carpooling more easier by allowing a carpool entry. 32.2.4A)
Overall this problem has been growing for too long and any type of solution is way overdue. Hoping for
the best.
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COMMENT #: 11806

DATE: 9/2/21 4:37 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Marianne Lewis
COMMENT:

| am a Sandy resident and frequent (several times a week) LCC user. | want to express my strong
opposition to proceeding with the gondola for the following reasons:

- The Model is Intentionally Biased. The economic model considering the gondola should include
a robust consumer uptake analysis that fully analyzes the strong consumer resistance to the increased
friction of the proposed system. Specifically, because users must shift from the current system getting
in their car and getting out at the resort, the gondola solution anticipates little friction in transitioning
those users to getting on a bus with all their primary and secondary ski equipment (back-up equipment
normally kept in a car for adverse events or lunch), getting off the bus and cuing for the gondola,
loading gondola with all their equipment, and repeat the process to go home. There appears to be an
overwhelming bias toward skewing the analysis to omit such a crucial consideration. The consumer
friction seems like an enormous impediment to full use absent a major financial incentive, which is not
even outlined in the documents | found.

- Inadequate Peak Capacity. The proposed gondola is woefully inadequate to have a major
impact. It will only carry 1/3 of the people heading up LCC, so our half billion does little to alleviate the
problem in LCC alone.

- Inadequate Scope. The gondola solves none of the larger regional issues. For example, not
even BCC is improved by this massive spending proposal.

- Sole Goal is Making Disney ride for Snowbird and Alta. The capacity is highly ski resort specific
providing no capacity in the ski areas “off” hours or providing access to attractions on the way up to the
resorts. In fact, the gondola solution appears exclusively intended to benefit two for-profit corporations,
and such a narrowly targeted benefit should not be the obligation of our citizens.

- Beneficiaries Make No Commitment. The ski areas are the primary beneficiary, and should
agree to offset any costs of users or governmental operation that directly benefits their for-profit
enterprise. The fee structure is not adequately considered and people are driven by financial structures.
The true environmental impact cannot be known without a robust economic model considering all
payees and payors.

For the foregoing reasons | strongly oppose the gondola solution
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COMMENT #: 11807

DATE: 9/2/21 4:37 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Breanna Lamont
COMMENT:

| support the bus service option because having a Gondola would only serve the ski resorts and not the
entire community. A better option that | would support would be a train service up the canyon, which
would be more cost-effective in the long-term and could connect to the TRAX systems in the valley.
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COMMENT #: 11808

DATE: 9/2/21 4:39 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Eamonn Walsh
COMMENT:

I live in the | | in Little Cottonwood Canyon. The propsed gondola would negatively affect
my family during construction and operation.

In addition, it will dramatically alter the aesthetics of the canyon and negatively impact the environment.
This negative environmental impact includes the area under and around the towers and all access
roads necessary to maintain the towers, base and top area construction, sound pollution from
constuction and operation, and the loss of natural views throughout the canyon.

Expansion of the bus system would be more cost effective and offer less negative environmental
impacts. | urge you to discard the gondola option as a realistic solution to the traffic issues in the
canyon.

Thank you for your consideration,
Eamonn Walsh
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COMMENT #: 11809

DATE: 9/2/21 4:39 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Cameron Clegg
COMMENT:

| believe that the gondola is better because it doesn’t destroy as much land. | also believe that ikon
pass is not fair to the locals and should be banned at Alta and snowbird. This would result in way less
crowds.

Gondola for the win!!
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COMMENT #: 11810

DATE: 9/2/21 4:39 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Tyler Brawley
COMMENT:

1. Toll booth and fees for LCC
2. Mandatory traction tires 24/7 Nov 1st - Apr 30th ( let’s stop the slide offs )
3. Expanded/additional bus service. ( and put studded snow tires on the busses, they slide out too)
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COMMENT #: 11811

DATE: 9/2/21 4:40 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Emily Bruni
COMMENT:

| am opposed to the proposal to build a gondola or additional lanes in the road at this time. UDOT’s
gondola and additional lane (s) proposals would have an unacceptable impact on the climbing
experience as well as year-round dispersed recreation access throughout all of Little Cottonwood
Canyon.

UDOT must find a new alternative based on an expanded electric bus service coupled with tolling and
other traffic mitigation strategies that includes dispersed recreation transit needs before any permanent
changes are made to Little Cottonwood Canyon that will forever alter the landscape. If there are any
possible solutions available they need to be considered prior to a decision that will cause irreversible
changes.
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COMMENT #: 11812

DATE: 9/2/21 4:40 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: CJ Thede
COMMENT:

If this were in Europe, the gondola option would have been built 10 years ago. Use them as an
example. It's clear that this form of transportation/infrastructure works well for moving people in
mountainous areas, is safe, and brings more tourist revenue. Clearly the safer option. That should end
the argument already.
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COMMENT #: 11813

DATE: 9/2/21 4:41 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Eric Chabot
COMMENT:

This project is a waste of public resources. Over 99% of the time, there is very little traffic to get up the
canyon. The only times when traffic is bad is during snow storms and on weekends. | know this
because | visit the canyon frequently throughout the year and those are the only times when it's busy.
When backcountry skiing, | can always go early and avoid the traffic anyway. This project will use
public tax dollars to benefit ski resorts and wealthy resort skiers. Let's try a toll first and see what
happens. This project is like calling an exterminator when you have a mouse in the house, before you
try a mousetrap. It's a classic boondoggle.
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COMMENT #: 11814

DATE: 9/2/21 4:43 PM
SOURCE: Website
NAME: Scott Howe
COMMENT:

| support the ideas for Enhanced busing, shoulder and lane improvements. | am STRONGLY
AGAINST THE IDEA OF A GONDOLA near the mouth of the canyon. | think it would be helpful to
enforce the 4x4/chains requirements to reduce vehicles without the proper equipment from becoming a
liability and adding to the congestion of traffic.
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COMMENT #: 11815

DATE: 9/2/21 4:44 PM
SOURCE: Website

NAME: Adriana Staagueda
COMMENT:

The growth rate of Utah has increased exponentially in the past ten years. Along with the population
size, the interest in recreation in the outdoors, specifically the Cottonwood canyons has increased. We
have all personally seen the traffic and safety hazards these growths have imposed on the canyons.
Safety should be the number one priority for all. However, it must be in tandem with sustainability - of
the canyons, the environment and views we all love dearly, the population and adjacent cities. We must
all accept the reality that the limited space in Little Cottonwood cannot support the drastic increase in
human traffic that a gondola would bring. It is not only on UDOT, but also the resorts located in Little
Cottonwood to come up with a sustainable solution. The environmental impact a gondola would have
on this beautiful canyon, with its finite resources and capacity, is detrimental and unsustainable. The
beauty and ability to continue to provide a space to recreate in the mountains must be preserved, and
the gondola solution cannot do this.

| have personally taken the ski buses across the years as a way to access the resorts in both Big and
Little Cottonwood canyons. The time schedul