EAGLE MOUNTAIN
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

AP

EAGLE

MOUNTAIN

JUNE 3, 2025, 4:00 PM
EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
1650 E STAGECOACH RUN, EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005

4:00 PM WORK SESSION - CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

1.

3.

4.

DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION ITEMS
This is an opportunity to provide information to the City Council. These items are for information
only and do not require action by the City Council.

1.A. DISCUSSION - Zone Transition Table (Table 17.60.160[1]) and the Future Land Use Map
(anticipated time 20 minutes)

1.B. DISCUSSION - Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Utility Rate Analysis
(anticjpated time 20 minutes)

AGENDA REVIEW
The City Council will review items on the Consent Agenda and Policy Session Agenda.

CITY MANAGER INFORMATION ITEMS

ADJOURN TO A CLOSED SESSION

The City Council will adjourn into a Closed Session for the purpose of discussion of pending or
reasonably imminent litigation; the character, professional competence, or physical or mental
health of an individual; and/or the purchase, lease, or exchange of real property, pursuant to
Section 52-4-205(1) of the Utah Code, Annotated.

7:00 PM POLICY SESSION - CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

5.

6.

7.

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

RECOGNITION

7.A.  RECOGNITION - Graduates of the 2025 Teen CERT Internship Program

INFORMATION ITEMS/UPCOMING EVENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS
Time has been set aside for the public to express their ideas, concerns, and comments. (Please
limit your comments to three minutes each.)
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10. CITY COUNCIL/MAYOR ITEMS

Time has been set aside for the City Council and Mayor to make comments.

CONSENT AGENDA

11. BOND RELEASES

1A,

11.B.

Eagle Mountain Data Center Campus Subdivision - Into Warranty

Harmony Phase A, Plat 4 - Out of Warranty

12. CHANGE ORDERS

12.A.

CHANGE ORDER - CO#1 with BHI for Temporary Traffic Signals for Traffic Control (Pony
Express Pkwy and Eagle Mountain Blvd Project)

13. PRELIMINARY PLATS & SITE PLANS

13.A.

SITE PLAN - The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3 (City Center).

14. RESOLUTIONS

14.A.

14.B.

RESOLUTION - A Resolution of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Adopting the Mountainland
Safe Streets 2024 Safety Action Plan Relating to the Safe Streets for All (SS4A) Grant
Eligibility

RESOLUTION - A Resolution of Eagle Mountain City, Supporting Eagle Mountain City’s
Participation in the Healthy Utah Community Initiative and Authorizing the Mayor to Sign
the Commitment Letter

SCHEDULED ITEMS

15. ORDINANCES/PUBLIC HEARINGS

15.A.

15.B.

PUBLIC HEARING - Fiscal Year 2026 Tentative Budget **DISCUSSION ITEM ONLY**

BACKGROUND: (Presented by Director of Administrative Services, Kimberly Ruesch) This
is the first Public Hearing on the proposed budget that was presented to the City Council
on May 6, 2025. The tentative budget is the transition of the budget process from
Administration to the Legislative body. The City Council can review, discuss, and
potentially revise the proposal. The fiscal year 2025-2026 final budget is anticipated to
be adopted on June 17, 2025.

ORDINANCE/PUBLIC HEARING - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Approving
the Steeplechase South Subdivision Second Plat Amendment (877 N Pony Express
Parkway)
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15.C.

15.D.

BACKGROUND: (Presented by Planner, Ashley Swensen) This is an application for a
proposed Plat Amendment (Second Amendment) of the Steeplechase South Subdivision,
located at 877 N Pony Express Parkway. The purpose of the proposed amendment is to
subdivide a second lot for the previously constructed substation (Parcel #: 66:815:0002).

ORDINANCE/PUBLIC HEARING - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Amending
the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Chapter 16.35.140 for Right of Way Profile lllustrations

BACKGROUND: (Presented by Senior Planner, Robert Hobbs) This is a proposal to enact
an ordinance amending Title 16, Chapter 35, Section 140 Diagrams by changing the
section name and substituting new illustrations in a corrected format and order.

ORDINANCE/PUBLIC HEARING - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Amending
the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Sections 16.35.090 Privacy Screening; Section
17.40.020 Land Use Table, and Section 17.60.120 General Fencing Provisions

BACKGROUND: (Presented by Senior Planner, Robert Hobbs) This ordinance amends
EMMC Section 16.35.90 Privacy Screening, and Section 17.40.020 Land Use Table,
deleting reference to conditional uses and Title 17.60.120; reformatting the section,
specifying that the City requires a fence permit, and clarifying when gray wooden
fencing is required along Ranches Parkway.

16. ORDINANCES

16.A.

ORDINANCE - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City Amending the Eagle Mountain
Municipal Code Purchasing Policy Section 3.20.030 (H) to Modify the Approval Process
for Change Orders

BACKGROUND: (Presented by City Attorney, Marcus Draper) The current City code
governing change orders for contracts requires City Council approval in situations where
the cumulative effect of all change orders exceeds the lesser of 10% or $75,000, even if
the project is under budget. While this threshold makes sense for large contracts, it
disproportionately impacts smaller ones. This amendment will simplify the change order
process.

17. TRAINING

17.A.

TRAINING - Open & Public Meetings Act (OPMA)

18. LEGISLATIVE ITEMS

18.A.

UPDATE - Legislative Priorities List
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19. CITY COUNCIL/MAYOR’S BUSINESS AND LIAISON REPORTS
This time is set aside for the City Council's and Mayor's comments on City business, and for
Councilmembers to report on the boards they are assigned to as liaisons to the City Council.

20.COMMUNICATION ITEMS

21. ADJOURNMENT

THE PUBLIC IS INVITED TO PARTICIPATE IN ALL PUBLIC MEETINGS FOR ALL AGENDAS
In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, Eagle Mountain City will make reasonable
accommodations for participation in all Public Meetings and Work Sessions. Please call the City Recorder’s
Office at least 3 working days prior to the meeting at 801-789-6610. This meeting may be held telephonically
to allow a member of the public body to participate. This agenda is subject to change with a minimum 24-hour
notice.

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING
The undersigned, duly appointed City Recorder, does hereby certify that the above agenda notice was posted
on May 29. 2025, on the Eagle Mountain City bulletin boards and website, www.eaglemountain.gov, posted
to the Utah State public notice website, http://www.utah.gov/pmn/index.ntml, and was emailed to at least
one newspaper of general circulation within the jurisdiction of the public body.

Gina L. Olsen, CMC, City Recorder
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: |DISCUSSION - Zone Transition Table (Table 17.60.160[1]) and the
Future Land Use Map

ITEM TYPE: |Discussion ltem
FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A
APPLICANT: |[N/A

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
No Brandon Larsen, Planning Brandon Larsen
Director

Elizabeth Fewkes, Planner

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommend that the City Council provide feedback regarding certain situations as it continues to
prepare the FLUM.

BACKGROUND:

The Planning Staff continues to work with GSBS to prepare a draft version of the updated Future Land Use
Map (FLUM). One of the questions staff is running into deals with the Zone Transition Table (Table
17.60.160[1], EMMC). This table provides a compatibility buffer for uses. It acts to help protect uses from
negative externalities or impacts (i.e., a detached home from noxious smells being located next to an
industrial facility). However, in reviewing and working to locate certain uses on the updated FLUM, in some
cases, the Table may make it difficult to locate two uses relatively near each other without needing a series ¢
intervening zones.

Staff would like the Council's feedback on how they would like staff to deal with these situations as it
continues to prepare the FLUM.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
See Table 17.60.160(1):
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain17/EagleMountain1760.html#17.60.15

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
None
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: |PRESENTATION - Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Utility Rate
Analysis

ITEM TYPE: |Discussion ltem

FISCAL IMPACT: |The rate analysis is based on the FY 2026 Tentative Budget for the
Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Departments.

APPLICANT: | City-Initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
No Terrence Dela Pena, Finance Terrence Dela Pena
Analyst
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council review and provide feedback on the proposed utility rates for
FY 2026, which are based on the Tentative Budget for the Water, Sewer, and Stormwater
Departments.

BACKGROUND:

During a recent budget work session, staff presented the potential financial impact of budget
requests for the Water, Sewer, and Stormwater Departments for Fiscal Year 2026. These requests
included increases in the operating budgets as well as the addition of personnel, equipment, and
vehicles to support ongoing and anticipated service demands.

This discussion item is intended to provide the City Council with an overview of the proposed utility
rate adjustments necessary to support these budgeted needs. The goal is to give Council an
opportunity to review and discuss rate options that would ensure adequate funding for utility
operations in the upcoming fiscal year.

It is important to note that any proposed rate changes will be formally considered by the Council as
part of the adoption of the Consolidated Fee Schedule at the next City Council meeting, scheduled
for June 17.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
N/A

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A



ATTACHMENTS:
1. Proposed Rates
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To: Mayor and City Council
From: Terrence A. Dela Pefia - Finance/Management Analyst
Date: June 3, 2025

Subject Proposed Utility Rates for FY 2026

BACKGROUND

Eagle Mountain City has experienced continued population growth, aging infrastructure, and increased
service demands over the past several years. To maintain reliable services for water, sewer, and
stormwater, the City conducts annual utility rate studies to evaluate financial health, operational costs,
capital improvement needs, and fair cost distribution among users.

The 2025 utility rate study updates previous analyses and incorporates new data on consumption trends,
system demands, and budget projections. This comprehensive review summarizes findings and
recommendations aimed at ensuring long-term financial stability and sustainable utility services for the
community.

PREVIOUS RATE ACTIONS (2024 RATE STUDIES)
Water: Base rate was held at $25.50; a 12% increase in the consumption rate was approved for FY 2025 to

avoid a projected fund deficit by FY 2027.

Sewer: The annual flat 2.5% adjustment to a uniform rate (base only sewer) was found to be insufficient;
for FY 2025, new options were introduced, including base rates tied to meter size and volume-based rate
structures calculated on average winter usage, to ensure adequate revenue and financial stability.

Stormwater: The Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU) definition was updated from 2,500 sq ft to 4,000 sq ft,
while the fee remained at $8.25 per ERU. This change highlighted the need for additional personnel and
critical equipment to support maintenance and system improvements.

ANALYSIS

The 2025 utility rate study focuses on several critical areas to ensure the financial health and long-term
sustainability of Eagle Mountain City’s utility services.

For the Water Fund, the analysis evaluates projected increases in operational costs, driven primarily by
rising energy and chemical prices. The fund’s financial health is measured against the City’s goal of
maintaining a minimum balance equal to 50% of annual operating costs, in line with fiscal best practices. In
addition to higher day-to-day expenses, the City is facing increased costs on several active water
infrastructure projects, highlighting the importance of careful financial planning. To support ongoing
operations and system needs, the water department has also requested two additional staff positions — a
Water Distribution Lead and a Lead Meter Technician — pending approval of this utility rate study

2025 Utility Rate Study | Staff Report 1



E Eagle Mountain City | Finance

Figure 1 - Water Fund Balance Projections

Water Fund Balance as % of Operational Costs
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For the Sewer Fund, the study incorporates updated service charge projections from the Timpanogos Special
Service District (TSSD), which are calculated based on biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), total suspended
solids (TSS), and flow volumes. One of the most significant upcoming expenses for this fund is the planned
Wastewater Treatment Plant expansion. LRB Public Finance is currently evaluating the City’s bonding capacity
and determining how much of the project can be funded through available impact fees. Any portion of the debt
service not covered by impact fees will need to be funded through sewer rates, making careful rate planning
essential to ensure adequate revenue. Additionally, the sewer department has requested two new personnel
positions — a Wastewater Supervisor and a Collections Lead — both of which are contingent upon approval of
this utility rate study.

Figure 2 - Sewer Fund Balance Projections
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E Eagle Mountain City | Finance

For the Stormwater Fund, the analysis evaluated projected operational costs for the upcoming fiscal year,
accounting for the addition of new personnel and essential equipment needed to support system maintenance
and improvements. This department has also undergone recent organizational changes, with the
SWPPP/Compliance Officers moving from the Engineering department to the Stormwater division, as their work
is closely aligned with stormwater inspection and compliance activities. Additionally, the updated Master
Stormwater Plan is expected to significantly reshape capital project priorities and funding needs, making it a key
driver in the fund’s financial planning for 2025 and beyond. Once the updated Master Plans and the repair and
replacement plans are finalized, the City will gain a clearer, comprehensive picture of the costs required to
address system deficiencies. At that point, another round of analysis will be necessary to reassess the overall
health of the Stormwater Fund and determine whether additional rate adjustments or financial strategies will be
needed to sustain the system.

Figure 3 - Stormwater Fund Balance Projections

Stormwater Fund Balance as % of Operational Costs
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WATER CONSUMPTION OVERVIEW
Figure 4 - Historical Water Consumption Data
Water Consumption
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The 2025 utility rate study carefully analyzed water consumption trends over the past three fiscal years to
better understand system demand and usage patterns across different customer tiers. Overall system
consumption, measured in thousands of gallons, increased by 5.23% from FY 2024 to FY 2025, rising from
approximately 3.06 million to 3.22 million thousand gallons.

Breaking this down further:
+ Residential Tiered Water consumption rose by 15.88%, reflecting steady growth in the city’s residential
sector.

 Residential Tiered Water (over 0.5 acre) saw an even steeper increase of 21.05%, likely due to
increased outdoor watering on larger residential lots.

» Commercial Tiered Water grew by 19.36%, indicating strong business expansion and higher commercial
demand.

- Institutional Tiered Water (such as schools and public facilities) posted a modest increase of 10.99%.

* The Other category saw a sharp decline of 36.89%, which may be due to data reclassification or
shifting usage patterns. This category currently includes HOA outdoor meters and City open space
meters, both of which are only charged the basic tier rate. The study recommends reclassifying these
accounts: HOA outdoor meters should be moved to the residential tier, and City open space meters
should be shifted to the institutional tier to ensure they are properly subject to the tiered rate system.

+ Industrial Water use showed the largest proportional jump, increasing by 34.02%, signaling rising
industrial or manufacturing activity within Eagle Mountain.

These evolving consumption trends are crucial when setting future rates, as shifts in large-user categories can
significantly impact revenue forecasts and infrastructure demands. Ongoing monitoring of sector-by-sector
usage will help ensure fair and sustainable cost distribution across all customer classes.

Water: Based on the 2023 and 2024 water rate studies and the analysis of the budget requests for FY 2026,
staff recommend continuing with a 12% increase in the volume rate, which would raise the current rate from
$1.38 to $1.55. Additionally, while the base rate remained unchanged in both 2023 and 2024, staff are now
proposing an increase from $25.50 to $26.50 to help cover the cost of adding two new personnel positions and
to account for inflationary increases in the department’s fixed costs.

Sewer: Based on the adjustments made in FY 2024, operational costs have been reevaluated, and staff
recommends continuing with a 2.5% increase to the base rate, raising it from $34.72 to $35.59. Similarly, the
winter average usage rate is recommended to increase by 2.5%, moving from $4.51 to $4.62. This analysis
focuses on covering operational expenses, funding two additional personnel, and maintaining a healthy fund
balance, especially as the City prepares to pursue bonding for the upcoming wastewater treatment plant
expansion. Once LRB Public Finance has completed its assessment of our bonding capacity and determined
how much of the debt service payment will need to be covered by sewer rates (beyond what can be funded by
impactffeeds), an additional analysis will be required to reassess the long-term financial needs and stability of the
sewer fund.

Stormwater: Staff has evaluated the operational expenses and the impacts of recent organizational changes
within the Stormwater Department. The current analysis supports maintaining the existing rate of $8.25 per
ERU, as it is sufficient to cover the projected operational costs for FY 2026 and ensures the fund maintains a
balance equal to 50% of annual operating expenses. Once the updated Stormwater Master Plan and the repair
and replacement plans are finalized, the City will have a clearer picture of the full scope of costs and projects
needed to address existing deficiencies in the stormwater system. At that point, additional analysis will be
necessary to reassess whether current rates remain adequate to cover both operational needs and anticipated
capital improvements. In conclusion, no changes to the stormwater rate are recommended at this time.
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COMPARISON TO OTHER CITIES

We recognized that water, sewer, and stormwater systems are different and unique from city-to-city;
this comparison aims to see where our current and proposed changes in relations to rates from other
cities.
Figure 5 - Water Base Rate
Base Rate Comparison for 3/4 or 5/8 Meter Size
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Figure 6 - Water Volume Rate
Residential Water Rates Comparison
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Figure 7 - Sewer Base Rate

Base Rate Comparison
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Figure 8 - Sewer Volume Rate
Volume Rate Comparison
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Figure 9 - Stormwater Rate

Base Rate Comparison
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IMPACT TO RESIDENTS

Figure 10 - Total Monthly Bill Scenarios

Total Monthly Bill Increase Scenarios
(Summer)

Scenario Water Sewer Storm S. Waste TOTAL

Current Low $60.00 $48.25 $8.25 $9.50 $126.00

New Low $65.25 $49.45 $8.25 $9.50 $132.45

Current Mid $94.50 $61.78 $8.25 $14.50 $179.03

New Mid $104.00 $63.31 $8.25 $14.50 $190.06 [EEINEIK

Current High $166.30 $275.12
New High $181.5 $292.29 EEEIVAY]

* Low-implies 25Kga water use, 3K winter average usage, and single garbage can.
« Mid-implies 50Kga water use, 6K winter average usage, and single garbage can + recycling can

« High-implies 100Kga water use, 10K winter average usage, and two garbage cans + recycling
can

All the meter sizes listed here are either 3/4 inch or 5/8 inch.

2025 Utility Rate Study | Staff Report 7
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The table above summarizes the projected total monthly utility bill impacts under low, mid, and high
usage scenarios for summer months, comparing current rates to the proposed 2025 rates. For low-
usage households (approximately 25,000 gallons of water, 3,000 gallons winter average, and a
single garbage can), the total monthly bill would increase by $6.45, from $126.00 to $132.45. For
mid-level users (about 50,000 gallons, 6,000 gallons winter average, with a garbage and recycling
can), the monthly bill would rise by $11.03, from $179.03 to $190.06. High-usage households (around
100,000 gallons, 10,000 gallons winter average, with two garbage cans and a recycling can) would
see the largest increase, with bills rising by $17.17, from $275.12 to $292.29. These increases reflect
adjustments to the water and sewer rates, while stormwater and solid waste rates remain
unchanged. Importantly, all the meter sizes modeled here are either 34 inch or 3 inch, ensuring
consistency in the billing comparisons.

OPTIONS

1. Approve the proposed rate adjustments to ensure financial stability and service reliability.

2. Modify the proposed adjustments, understanding that alternative scenarios may require
additional analysis to confirm revenue adequacy.

3. Maintain current rates and structures, accepting the risk of fund deficits, deferred projects, and
potential service impacts.

RECOMMENDATION

City staff recommends approval of the proposed rate adjustments for water, sewer, and stormwater
as outlined in the 2025 rate study update. These changes align with the City’s strategic financial
goals, ensure fair cost distribution, and support essential operational and capital needs.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION

The utility rate study carefully considers several key drivers that influence the need for adjustments.
Rising costs for energy, chemicals, and regional service charges are placing growing pressure on
operational budgets. At the same time, the City reviews projected fund balances to ensure financial
resilience and alignment with established reserve practices. The study highlights the importance of
maintaining equitable rate structures that promote fairness across user classes while encouraging
conservation and responsible resource use. Additionally, the analysis incorporates capital project
funding needs and the impacts of future debt service, ensuring that essential long-term
infrastructure investments can be supported without undermining the financial health of the utility
funds. The study also recognizes that further analysis will be required, particularly regarding the
upcoming wastewater treatment plant expansion and the completion of the stormwater system’s
repair and replacement plans, to fully understand the long-term costs and ensure the financial
sustainability of these systems.

2025 Utility Rate Study | Staff Report 8
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: | RECOGNITION - Graduates of the 2025 Teen CERT Internship
Program

ITEM TYPE: | Recognition

FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A

APPLICANT: |N/A

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
No Gina Olsen, City Recorder David Ulibarri
RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the Mayor and City Council recognize the 2025 graduates of the Teen CERT
Internship program.

BACKGROUND:

Eagle Mountain City proudly recognizes the 2025 graduates of the Teen CERT Internship program.
These exceptional young individuals completed a rigorous training series and earned five national
emergency response certifications, equipping them with vital skills in disaster preparedness, first aid,
fire safety, and more. Their dedication to public service and emergency readiness is a testament to
the strength and potential of our community’s future leaders.

We want to welcome the Mayor and City Council to congratulate this outstanding group of teens.

The graduates are:

e Schafer Liu

e Landon Hatch
Mary Greenwood
Emory Davis
Robbie Lundgren
Alec Walters

e Samantha Hassell

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
N/A

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:



N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
None
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005
EAGLEMOUNTAINCITY.ORG

" EAGLE -

MOUNTAIN

Wednesday, May 21, 2025

City Recorder’s Office

Eagle Mountain City

1650 East Stage Coach Run
Eagle Mountain City, UT 84005

SUBJECT: Eagle Mountain Data Center Campus into warranty Bond Release

City Recorder:

The above-mentioned subdivision has completed all the required improvements as of this date. With the
approval of the installed infrastructure, we are recommending this subdivision begin the required one-year
warranty period. A reduced bond letter has been generated, reducing all bond items which have been
completed. A warranty bond for the remaining warranty amount must be issued and maintained until
released from the warranty period by the city.

Please contact me should you have any comments, questions, or concerns. Thank you.

Sincerely

-

Ve

Vince Hogge, P.E.
Engineering Director
Eagle Mountain City

Cc: Gina Olsen, City Recorder



2565 N PONY EXPRESS PKWY
EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005
EAGLEMOUNTAINCITY.ORG

Wednesday, May 21, 2025

City Recorder’s Office

Eagle Mountain City

1650 East Stagecoach Run
Eagle Mountain, Utah 84005

Subject: Eagle Mountain Data Center Campus Bond Letter Requirements-Reduced
City Recorder:

I have reviewed the improvement requirements for Eagle Mountain Data Center Campus Subdivision
and recommend the following bonding amount for this concept.

ORIGINAL || REDUCED
ITEM DESCRIPTION QUANTITY || QUANTITY || UNIT || UNIT COST TOTAL
1 ROADWORK
a Rough grade 1 0 LS $345,000.00 $0.00
b Curb & gutter type "A" 18535 0 LF $33.50 $0.00
c 8' asphalt trail 128915 0 SF $3.80 $0.00
d ADA ramp & placard 4 0 EA $3,500.00 $0.00
e 4" asphalt 518050 0 SF $2.10 $0.00
f 9" base 518050 0 SF $1.28 $0.00
g 12" granular borrow 582925 0 SF $1.25 $0.00
2 STORM DRAIN
a Check dam 14 0 EA $1,375.00 $0.00
b Curb cut 54 0 EA $250.00 $0.00
3 CULINARY WATER
a Fire hydrant 33 0 EA $11,750.00 $0.00
b 12" C-900 pipe 13305 0 LF $80.00 $0.00
c 2" water service lateral 11 0 EA $5,800.00 $0.00
d 2" irrigation service 11 0 EA $5,800.00 $0.00
e 10" fire line service lateral 11 0 EA $7,000.00 $0.00
f 12" tee w/12" butter fly valve 2 0 LS $10,200.00 $0.00
| g Stub & install 4' washout valve 2 0 EA $2,500.00 $0.00
h Hot tap 1 0 EA $11,500.00 $0.00
4 SEWER
a 24" PVC sewer main 15 0 LF $600.00 $0.00
b 18" PVC sewer main 2815 0 LF $135.00 $0.00
c 15" PVC sewer main 3315 0 LF $110.00 $0.00
d 12" PVC sewer main 5970 0 LF $95.00 $0.00
e 10" PVC sewer main 4100 0 LF $55.00 $0.00
f 6" sewer lateral service 11 0 EA $2,300.00 $0.00
g 5' sewer manhole 21 0 EA $7,500.00 $0.00
h 6' sewer manhole 25 0 EA $13,250.00 $0.00
5 MISC.
a SWPPP & BMP's 1 0 LS $45,000.00 $0.00
b Construction staking 1 0 LS $18,000.00 $0.00




c Signage & striping 1 0 LS $28,000.00 $0.00
d Mobilization 1 0 LS $24,500.00 $0.00
e Traffic control 1 0 LS $10,000.00 $0.00
f Demo/haul off 1 0 LS $61,500.00 $0.00
| g Video inspection 1 0 LS $21,500.00 $0.00
h Testing & inspection water mains 1 0 LS $8,500.00 $0.00
i Hydroseed 1 0 LS $20,000.00 $0.00
i Material/soil testing 1 0 LS $23,000.00 $0.00
k Clear & grub 1 0 LS $35,000.00 $0.00
| Construction entrance 1 0 LS $6,500.00 $0.00
m Stockpile unused material 1 0 LS $45,000.00 $0.00
n Sewer pump station 1 0 LS $1,177,000.00 $0.00
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $0.00

Original 10% Bond Coverage $925,973.98

TOTAL BOND AMOUNT: $925,973.98

A total of 10 percent of the total construction cost shall be guaranteed in the form of a performance bond
totaling $925,973.98, the above estimate is for determining the required bond amount only. The
developer is fully responsible for complying with the Eagle Mountain City Construction Standards and
Ordinances.

Please call- me if you have any questions.

Vince Hogge, FE:
Engineering Director
Eagle Mountain City

Cc: Gina Olsen, Eagle Mountain City Recorder



A 2565 N PONY EXPRESS PKWY

EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005
EAGLEMOUNTAINCITY.ORG

MOUNTAIN

DATE: Wednesday, May 21, 2025

FROM: Robert Ballif Engineering Tec. 11

SUBJECT: Eagle Mountain Data Center Campus roadway & wet utilities walk through-
Updated

A walk-thru was performed on the above subdivision. The following were present.
Robert Ballif — EM Engineering Assistant

After performing a walk-through, we have the following comments:
General Notes:

Virtual Dr.:




8. South side trail shoulder is missing on the trail. Check at exit.

9—Where-the-asphalt-trail meets-the ADA-conerete-to-be-eracksealed:




2565 N PONY EXPRESS PKWY
EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005 ENGINEERING
EAGLEMOUNTAINCITY.ORG

Please provide us with your schedule to correct the above-listed items.
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CEDAH \G—’- 5707871 in accordance with Title 58, Chapter 22, of the Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors Act; | further certify that by
FORT ‘ T 4 authority of the owners | have made a survey of the tract of land shown on this plat and described hereon, and have subdivided
. Z ’ : said tract of land into lots and streets, together with easements, hereafter to be known as EAGLE MOUNTAIN DATA CENTER
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(2) The law applicable to proscriptive rights N ' S’\' ave b(’ \I\\N\\mq, )
(3) Title 54, Chapter 8a, Damage to Underground Ut:llty Facilities, or K '
(4) Any other provision of law _ N | (:m“ _\_‘4 0% {)( on “ ¢ D ) )
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005

E AG LE EAGLEMOUNTAINCITY.ORG

MOUNTAIN

Wednesday, May 21, 2025

City Recorder's Office

Eagle Mountain City

1650 East Stage Coach Run
Eagle Mountain City, UT 84005

SUBJECT: Harmony phase ‘A’ plat 4 out of warranty Bond Release

City Recorder:

The above-mentioned subdivision has completed the required one-year maintenance period as required
in their development agreement. After performing a walkthrough of this subdivision, | would recommend
that the city accepts the subdivision as complete and releases all bonds placed by the developer and held
by the city for this development.

Please contact me should you have any comments, questions, or concerns. Thank you.

Vince Hogge, P.E.
Engineering Director
Eagle Mountain City

Cc: Gina Olsen, City Recorder
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MOUNTAIN

DATE: Wednesday, May 21, 2025

TO: Vince Hogge

FROM: Robert Ballif Engineering Assistant

SUBJECT: Harmony phase “A” plats 4 walk through-updated

A walk-thru was performed on the above subdivision. The following were present.

Robert Ballif — Engineering Tech. 11

After performing a walk-through, we have the following comments:
General Notes:

Doris Loop Rd.:

Please provide us with your schedule to correct the above listed items. Once the punch list items have been
verified for completion, the subdivision can be presented to the city for exit warranty.
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SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 6 . PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND LAND SURVEYORS LICENSING ACT. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: | CHANGE ORDER - CO#1 with BHI for Temporary Traffic Signals for
Traffic Control (Pony Express Pkwy and Eagle Mountain Blvd
Project)

ITEM TYPE: |Change Order

FISCAL IMPACT: |$84,500.00

APPLICANT: |BHI/ City-initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
No David Salazar, Assistant City David Salazar
Engineer
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve the BHI Change Order #1 for Temporary Traffic
Signals for Traffic Control (Pony Express Pkwy and Eagle Mountain Blvd Project).

BACKGROUND:

During the preconstruction phase, the City reviewed the proposed traffic control plans and had
concerns about the contractor using stop signs at the intersection during construction. The City was
concerned the temporary stop signs would cause more confusion and would not be very visible
among the other traffic control devices. The City requested the contractor provide temporary traffic
signals with real-time monitoring and video to provide clear direction for traffic along with the ability to
adjust signal timing during peak flow traffic.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

The temporary traffic signals were not specified in the bidding documents, so the contractor was not
obligated to provide them as part of their bid. The City requested these after the award of the bid.
Even with the addition of these temporary traffic signals, the contractor is under the project budget.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Change Order #1



Change Order #

Eagle Mountain City PCO!
1650 E Stagecoach Run Eagle Mountain Utah 84005
801-789-6600
Date: 5/15/2025 Change Order Amount: $84,500.00
GL # 47-81-44100-7014 PO #
Project Manager:|David Salazar
Project Title: Traffic Signal: Pony Express & Eagle Mountain Project #
Contractor: BHI |Contractor Contact: Cole Carter

Description: Addition of temporary traffic signals for traffic control instead of stop signs.

BHI Change Order form

1.
2.
3.
4
5

Original Contract Amount:

$2,713,473.55

Original Completion Date:

NA

Previously Approved CO's: $0.00|Previously approved days|NA
Present Contract Price: $2,713,473.55|Increased by: NA
Change Order Amount: $84,500.00(Decreased by: NA
New Contract Amount: $2,797,973.55|New Completion Date: NA

Signatures (approval):

(City council approval required if funds are not budgeted, & for purchases over $15,000.00 for auditing, attorneys, architectural
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CHANGE ORDER REQUEST Hoeor 1

Mortenson
35036-3500 - UT_Eagle Mountain City_2025 Traffic Signal Eagle Mountain Bl

To: David Salazar From: Cole Carter
Ealge Mountain City BHI
1650 E. Stagecoach Run 1175200 S St,
Eagle Mountain, UT 84005 Naples, UT 84078
Phone: 801-789-6608 Phone: 435-789-5252
Fax: Fax:
Email: dsalazar@eaglemountain.gov Email: ccarter@bhico.com

Below is the detail for our proposal to complete the following changes in contract work:
- Owner Requested: Add Temp Traffic Signals At 4-way Stop

- Proposed Scope of Work:
PCO Item Status  Change Quantity UM  Unit Price Amount
(in Days)

6.01 : Furnish And Supply Temporary New 65.000 DYS 1300.00000 84500.00
Traffic Signals At 4-Way Stop
Labor - $9,248.83
Equipment - $3,583.13
Subcontracted - $59,486.20
Bond - $674.45
O/H & Profit - $11,507.39

Total Amount: $84500.00
Submitted By: Approved By:
5/12/2025
Cole Carter Date David Salazar Date

Ealge Mountain City
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CHANGE ORDER REQUEST DATE: 5/12/2025

PCO#: 1
Mortenson
35036-3500 - UT_Eagle Mountain City_2025 Traffic Signal Eagle Mountain Bl

ACCEPTED — The above prices and specifications of this change order are satisfactory and are hereby accepted. All work to be performed
under the same terms and conditions as specified in otherwise stipulated.

Response to this change order must be received within ten (10) working days. If no response is received by BHI within this time, it will be
construed that lack of response as agreement to this Change Order as described. If BHI is directed to proceed with the work described herein
without a specific Change Order this document shall serve as the approval and official change Order regardless of execution by either party.

Submitted By: Approved By:
5/12/2025

Cole Carter Date David Salazar Date
Ealge Mountain City
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: |SITE PLAN - The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3 (City
Center)
ITEM TYPE: |Site Plan
FISCAL IMPACT: |[N/A
APPLICANT: | Forrest Gaskill

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE

Community Commercial 0.92

PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY
No David Stroud, Senior Planner

PRESENTED BY
David Stroud

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve the site plan of Lot 3 of The District at Eagle
Mountain Town Center with the condition that the plat is recorded before submitting a building permit
application.

BACKGROUND:

This is a site plan approval of a multi-tenant building in The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center
development. This development also includes McDonald's and Panda Express, which were approved
by the City Council on May 6.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
The proposed site plan complies with all applicable standards in the site plan development (EMMC
17.100) and commercial design (EMMC 17.72) zoning standards.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission recommends the City Council approve the site plan of Lot 3 of The District
at Eagle Mountain Town Center with the condition that the plat is recorded before submitting a
building permit application.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Civil Drawings
2. Elevations



Northeast Corner of Eagle Mountain Blvd & Pony Express
Eagle Mountain, Utah, 84005

DESCRIPTION

Designed by: EM
1 Drafted by: KF, DW
Client Name:

EM Commercial
Development, LLC.
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General Demolition Notes:

1. Demolition and site clearing for this contract are to include all areas
shown within demolition limits or by note.

2. Refer to site improvement plans for more details on limits of removal.

3. Al curbs, gutters, walks, slabs, walls, fences, flatwork, asphalt,
waterlines and meters, gas lines, sewer lines, light poles, buried cables,
storm drain piping and structures within the demolition /imits to be
cleared from site unless otherwise shown.

4. All utilities, sewer, water, gas, telephone and electrical services to be
disconnected and capped according to city, county and utility company
requirements, unless otherwise shown.

5. Excavated areas to be backfilled with clean granular material compacted
to 95% of maximum lab density as determined by ASTM D 1557-00.
(Test results to be given to owner) Excavated areas should be

DESCRIPTION

Designed by: EM
Drafted by: KF, DW
Client Name:

EM Commercial
Development, LLC.

24—-0210M

backfilled per the geotechnical report prepared for the project.

6. Clear and grub trees, shrubs, and vegetation within demolition limits,
disposal to be off—site except where noted otherwise.

7. DO NOT interrupt any services or disrupt the operation of any
businesses shown outside the demolition limits.

8. Remove debris, rubbish, and other materials resulting from the
demolition and site clearing operations from the site and dispose of in
a legal manner.

9. The location and/or elevation of existing utilities as shown on these
plans s based on records of the various utility companies and, where
possible, measurements taken in the field. The information is not to be
relied upon as being exact or complete. Contractor shall contact
authorities having jurisdiction for field locations. Contractor shall be
responsible for protection of in place and relocated utilities during
construction.

10. Stockpiles shall be graded to maintain slopes not greater than 3
horizontal to 1 vertical. Provide erosion control as needed to prevent
sediment transport to adjacent drainage ways.

11. Contractor shall be responsible for disposal of all waste material.
Disposal shall be at an approved site for such material. Burning onsite
/s not permitted.

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net

/ / Exist Fire Hydrant to Remain

12. Contractor shall verify with cily any street removal, curb cuts, and any
restoration required for utility line removal.
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/ // / (A Exist. Storm Drain Stub to Remain 13. Install traffic warning devices as needed in accordance with local
/ standards.
74. Contractor shall obtain all permits necessary for demolition from City,
County, State or Federal Agencies as required.

15. If Contractor observes evidence of hazardous materials or contaminated
soils he shall immediately contact the project engineer to provide
notification and obtain direction before proceeding with disturbance of
said materials or contaminated soil.

16. Limits of demolition/disturbed areas shown on the plans may not be an
exact depiction. It is the contractor’s responsibility to determine the
means and methods of how the work will be completed. The contractor
shall determine the area of construction impact. The contractor is
responsible to restore all impacted areas and all restoration shall be
part of the contract bid.

17. Contractor shall shore and protect neighboring properties per OSHA stds.
during excavation activities when necessary. All excavation shall remain on and
within the bounds of the subject propertly. Unless specifically noted on the
plans and approval from the adjoining neighbor has been obtained prior to
any excavation beyond the subject property limits.

18. The Contractor shall immediately nolify the Engineer in writing of any
discrepancies, conflicts, or conditions encountered during construction

that may affect the work, schedule, or cost. Work in the affected area
<
/ / / / shall not proceed until directed by the Engineer. m S
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Know what's helow.
;@@q Call 811 vefore you dig.

BLUE STAKES OF UTAH
UTILITY NOTIFICATION CENTER, INC.

www.bluestakes.org
1-800-662-4111

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3

Wy,
aw Wy,
8 2
N oFESSIgy, 7,
SR Y 2,

N o ~
S Qs 2
S & =
= =
= =
= =
=
=

Q
&
2 i,
2

s s 3
“ MALMBERG .~ ~ <

%, SNDYBL2E &

%, ATE oF VW

untai
\
~=
%

/, \
Dt

25 March, 2025

t Eagle M
—
—
——
~
\\\\
=
~
=
N
I ~
~I
W\

Vo /

istrict
=
=
~

/

M\ OA D
WiNZ24—-02



agle Mountain Lot 3

ctoat

1 The Distri

W:\24-02

” | 3] /‘f“*”i:::::::::j\\\\;j=
| / Il /HW P I

Lot 1

1
|
/;// /// H 19,819 sq. ft ll [ \X\X
// // /// H or’ 0.455 acre // { /// \X\x\
| / X
/] I/ H‘ /
/| T
I i ‘l
/] i |
/| ! | 4 = 2516729 x
/i I | R = 150.00
| / I L = 60.93
/| / I LC = 60.52
/] / S 1926°11" E J

/] i 6'37°08"
/) /! 1876.00° /
I Il [/ L = 216.72° /
j i [/ / LC = 216.59°

N 12702347 £

/ 25,669 sq. ft.

or 0.589 acre

= 43719°03" /
= 150.00° I

113.41° x /

= 110.72’ / I
9g24’54” W !

L
r=1894.0’

4 = 306°30"
R = 2053.50°
L = 111.40’ T
LC = 111.39’
S 1347°53" W

Lot 4 AN i
N\
53,254 sq. ft. W / i
or 1.223 acre \\\ / 1

Site Data

- Site Area = 40,250 s.f. (0.92 ac.)

_ Landscape Area Provided = 6,853 s.f. (17%)
Impervious Area Provided = 27,827 s.f. (69%)

Building Area = 5,570 s.f (14%)

Fast Food/Drive Thru: 2,590 s.f. @ 1/125 = 20.72 Stalls
Restaurants: 2,713 s.f. @ 1/250 = 10.85 Stalls

Total Parking Required = 32 stalls
Total Parking Provided = 36 stalls

Hatch Legend

Standard Asphalt Paving

Existing Asphalt Paving

| Standard Concrete Paving

Existing Concrete Paving

Building Interior

LITTER CLEAN UP PLAN:

Drive Thru Tenant to be responsible to
pick up trash left on site by customers and
deposit in shared garbage cans.

Scale: 17 = 20’

20 0 40’

Site Construction Notes

Const. 24" Curb & Gutter
Const. Asphalt Paving
Const. Thickened Edge Sidewalk

Const. Concrete Paving
Const. Accessible Striping per MUTCD & ICC/ANS/ @

A117.1 (Latest Edition)

Const. Accessible Curb Ramp and Truncated Domes
per ICC/ANSI A117.1 (Latest Edition) (See Grading
Detail Sheets)

Const. Accessible Sign per MUTCD & ICC/ANS/

A117.1 (Latest Edition)

Const. Accessible VAN Sign per MUTCD & ICC/ANS/
A117.1 (Latest Edition)

CEIOENONCICICIONIS

Const. 4" White Paint Stripe (Typ.) Contractor shall
provide 15 mils min. Dry Thickness (Two Coats)

Const. Directional Arrows per MUTCD
Const. Dumpster Enclosure m

Connect to Exist. Improvements and Match Grade Elevations
Const. Monument Sign (By Separate Permit)

Const. Bike Rack

Const. Concrete Sidewalk per Eagle Mountain City Stds.
Transformer (See Electrical Plans)

Const. Truncated Domes per ICC/ANSI A117.1
(Latest Edition)

Menu Board (By Others)
Const. Conc. Sidewalk

Const. Curb Transition

Const. Curb Wall W

SICICIOEOICICISICICISIC O

General Site Notes:

Survey Control Note:

The contractor or surveyor shall be responsible for
following the National Society of Professional Surveyors (NSPS)
mode/ standards for any surveying or construction layout to be
completed using Anderson Wahlen and Associates ALTA Surveys
or Anderson Wahlen and Associates construction improvement
plans. Prior to proceeding with construction staking, the
surveyor shall be responsible for verifying horizontal contro/
from the survey monuments and for verifying any additional
control points shown on an ALTA survey, improvement plan, or
on electronic data provided by Anderson Wahlen and
Associates. The surveyor shall also use the benchmarks as
shown on the plan, and verify them against no less than three
existing hard improvement elevations included on these plans
or on electronic data provided by Anderson Wahlen and
Associates. If any discrepancies are encountered, the surveyor
shall immediately notify the engineer and resolve the
discrepancies before proceeding with any construction staking.

.\A

All dimensions are to back of curb unless otherwise noted.

N

Fire lane markings and signs to be installed as directed
by the Fire Marshal.

3. Aisle markings, directional arrows and stop bars will be
painted at each driveway as shown on the plans.

4. Const. curb transition at all points where curb abuts
sidewalk, see detalil.

5. Contractor shall place asphalt paving in the direction of
vehicle travel where possible.

6. Limits of demolition/disturbed areas shown on the plans
may not be an exact depiction. It is the contractor's
responsibility to determine the means and methods of
how the work will be completed. The contractor shall
determine the area of construction impact. The contractor
/s responsible to restore all impacted areas and all
restoration shall be part of the contract bid.

7. The Contractor shall immediately notify the Engineer in
writing of any discrepancies, conflicts, or conditions
encountered during construction that may affect the work,
schedule, or cost. Work in the affected area shall not
proceed until directed by the Engineer.

Construction Survey Note:

PRIVATE. ENGINEER'S NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS

The Contractor agrees that he shall assume sole and
complete responsibility for job site conditions during the
course of construction of this project, including safety of all
persons and property: that this requirement shall apply
continuously and not be limited to normal working hours;
and that the contractor shall defend, indemnify, and hold the
owner and the engineer harmless from any and all liability,
real or alleged, in connection with the perforrnance of work
on this project, excepting for liability arising from the sole
negligence of the owner or the engineer.

The Construction Survey Layout for this project will be
provided by Anderson Wahlen & Associates. The Layout
Proposal and Professional Services Agreement will be provided
to the General Contractor(s) for inclusion in base bids. The
Survey Layout proposal has been broken out into Building
Costs and Site Costs for use in the Site Work Bid Form.

DESCRIPTION

Designed by: EM

Drafted by: KF, DW

Client Name:

EM Commercial

Development, LLC.

Site Plan
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General Grading Notes:

7.
2.
3.
4.

70.
11.

72.

13.

14.

15.

76.

17.

18.

19.

All grading shall be in accordance with the project geotechnical studly.
Cut slopes shall be no steeper than 3 horizontal to 1 vertical.
Fill slopes shall be no steeper than 3 horizontal to 1 vertical.

Fills shall be compacted per the recommendations of the geotechnical
report prepared for the project and shall be certified by a Geotechnical
Engineer.

Areas to receive fill shall be properly prepared and approved by a
Geotechnical Engineer prior to placing fill.

Fills shall be benched into competent material as per specifications and
geotechnical report.

All trench backfill shall be tested and certified by a Geotechnical
Engineer.

A geotechnical engineer shall perform periodic inspections and submit a
complete report and map upon completion of the rough grading.

The final compaction report and certification from a Geotechnical
Engineer shall contain the type of field testing performed. Each test
shall be identified with the method of obtaining the in—place density,
whether sand cone or drive ring and shall be so noted for each test.
Sufficient maximum density determinations shall be performed to verify
the accuracy of the maximum densily curves used by the field
technician.

Dust shall be controlled by watering.

The location and protection of all utilities is the responsibility of the
permitee.

Approved protective measures and temporary drainage provisions must
be used to protect adjoining properties during the grading process.

All public roadways must be cleared daily of all dirt, mud and debris
deposited on them as a result of the grading operation. Cleaning is to
be done to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.

The site shall be cleared and grubbed of all vegetation and deleterious
matter prior to grading.

The contractor shall provide shoring in accordance with OSHA
requirements for trench walls.

Aggregate base shall be compacted per the geotechnical report
prepared for the project.

The recommendations in the following Geotechnical Engineering Report
by GSH are included in the requirements of grading and site
Preparation. The Report is titled ’Report; Geotechnical Study, Proposed
Eagle Mountain Shopping Center; Northeast of Pony Express Parkway
and Eagle Mountain Boulevard; Eagle Mountain, Utah”

Project No.: 3808—002—-24
Dated: March 7, 2024

As part of the construction documents, owner has provided contractor
with a topographic survey performed by manual or aerial means. Such
survey was prepared for project design purposes and is provided to the
contractor as a courtesy. It is expressly understood that such survey
may not accurately reflect existing topographic conditions.

If Contractor observes evidence of hazardous materials or contaminated
soils he shall immediately contact the project engineer to provide
notification and obtain direction before proceeding with disturbance of
said materials or contaminated soil.

Curb and Gutter Construction Notes:

1.

2

Open face gutter shall be constructed where drainage is directed away
from curb.

Open face gutter locations are indicated by shading and notes on the
grading plan.

It is the responsibility of the surveyor to adjust top of asphalt grades
to top of curb grades at the time of construction staking.

Refer to the typical details for standard and open face curb and gutter
dimensions.

Transitions from open face to standard curb and gutter are to be
smooth. Hand form these areas if necessary.

Spot elevations are shown on this plan with text masking. Coordinate
and verify site information with project drawings.

Sidewalk Construction Notes:

1.

2.

Concrete sidewalk shall be constructed with a cross slope of 1.5%
unless shown otherwise on plan.

Running slope of sidewalks shall be built per grades shown on the plan.
where grades are not provided, sidewalks shall be constructed with a
maximum running slope of 4.5%

Refer to the Site Plan for sidewalk dimensions.
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Accessible Van Stall Alternate Sign
This sit hall b d f /I Accessible
% St/cvs;/ss,?:enst/;/?ed :s ufl‘/;N”o(:nante P/an/.
1'-0" x 1’-6" x 0.080 Aluminum Accessible
Van Stall Parking sign Sign to read
AN "RESERVED PARKING” and "VAN ACCESSIBLE™
ATESIRE) with Identification Symbol. See Detail A
RESERVED 1'-0" x 1'-6" x 0.080 Aluminum Accessible
o RRKING Parking sign. Sign to read 'RESERVED
N PARKING” with 2" Min. Character Height and / By
~ 6‘ ldentification Symbol. See detail *A” ?p@& >
Q
XXXXXX, /\\ §
Applicable enforcement code shall / \\\ 5
be identified on accessible signage / AN Q
1
flo 1‘\' / ? 7 .877'51’1‘
+ Match,
§ h 2’0 Galvanized Steel Pjpe
S \Extended into concrete filled pipe
§ 2°-0"_ Provided Welded Watertight /
5 — Cap. Paint to match store. / "
Al Q
4 g §
{ i / ’ . : Designed by: EM
& Drafted by: KF, DW
Al | |\Pa/'nt Pipe Base (Bollard) Yellow / Client Name:
A | | 71.84TW£ EM Commercial
| - | \ (Match) Development, LLC.
| | Pavement // . : : > ; 24—021GR
O
—|_|:m:_r |} h =TT 71.9316C — /] v /
Uil e s e / <
= - O 3
Sign [ {0 =T =] . b / <
1l Ny 6 x 14" Long b S
\ P t?‘g |:_| || || - | g:whx way thc;ZZghagpe S q? ' 71.7 8TBC\ / § é
CD N |11 .:H j__m: 71.517P N / S 9
Post T ; ;77 ;/”;327'_:3 7/;,3'25” /7t'hrd”)7( _ﬁl :ﬂ mﬂF 71'—6'0 Concrete Base Q § 71.28TP / S!i 9?3
7 ough Bolt wil =il — 753
Detail A 5/16" Self Locking Nut. |—|: ” H 77?/ \!. 53 I E“ §o
Sign Mounting TR T 71.44g s 3
g 82
e 765 71.36TP 5 <
! A g3
s o G _m__ NG 71.339 i) &'3
N e S X
1'-6" Dia. N S N
- \\\\\ ESELGY
In Parking Lot Areas - €3
l / I J I J f J - Q %
Accessible Parking Sign w/ Bollard 3 Trash Enclosure Grading 2 Accessible Ramps §°
5 Not fo Scale Scale: 1’ = 5’ Scale: 1’ = 5’ S
N
N

) 8
O N
b f
Q S
2 &
%
o) 0
S S
N X
W
71.69TA/TP "\2 é\
Prior to any construction of any Accessible Improvements, m NS
71.68TA/TP a Pre—Construction meeting shall be held between -~ Q B
Contractor and Engineer. Contractor is Responsible to S
contact Engineer and Schedule Pre—Construction Meeting Q) \g
Q SIEN
d ) R
§ TS S 3
S Public Curb Ramp Construction Notes 'a oS
N
1. All public curb ramps shall be constructed in “) QO o
accordance with governing municipalities standards Q) Qq E)
and specifications. Q S
71.73TA/TP S
2. It /s the contractors responsibility to obtain governing Q S
municipalities standards and specifications. q N
3
3. The Client, Contractor and Subcontractor should o
immediately notify the Consultant of any conditions of % s
the project that they believe do not comply with the
current state of Accessible and Usable Buildings and 0’ 2
Facilities (ICC/ANSI A117.1—Latest Edition) and/or Q 83
FHAA. la W
. o , \ Q
Paint Hatching 45° @ 2.0’ O.C. Ny B
See Site Plan for Color, 71.73TA/TP . R
( / | dag Private Curb Ramp Construction Notes S NS
| |
£dge of Concrete P aw‘ng\. / 1. Slopes provided are per Anderson Wahlen &
I I~ Associates design standards. Slopes shown are below
. - . - . » s . ADA and ICC maximum requirements, unless noted
4" Paint Stripe. (See _— ~__ 4" Paint Stripe. (See / otherwise in 7
. 3 = project plans.
Site Plan for Color) < Site Plan for Color)
1.0’ % / 2. The Client, Contractor and Subcontractor should
™ / 72 45TW : immediately notify the Consultant of any conditions of
5 / ) the project that they believe do not comply with the
Paint Accessible Striping per MUTCD 7 current state of Accessible and Usable Buildings and
& ICC/ANSI A117.1 (Latest Editions) _| § — Facilities (ICC/ANS! A117.1—Latest Edition) and/or
White Symbo/ & Bordef, Blue Background Edge of Concrete Paw’ng i 7.55‘): 7’.687;4/7/0 FHAA.
Contractor shall provide 15 mils min. thickness / I 71.69TA/TP
= I ’ 3. Counter slopes of adjoining gutters & paving adjacent Dt 5
‘ ! to the curb ramp shall not be steeper than 4.50%. 4 MALMBERG s
— / 4. Accessible ramp flares shall be poured separately %D:/ZW"%E% Q
1.0' Chamfer = 7 I from ramp to ensure proper slopes. //,/////E OF \)\\\\\\\\
) - See—Site—Ffarr - “ M
See Site Plan ' T CrC T See Site Plan / [ 5. Contractor to transition curb or sidewalk height from

Note:
When Striping Occurs at Curb & Gutter
Striping to be Painted at Lip of Gutter

Accessible Striping Detail

Const. Concrete Paving per Concrete
Paving Detail.

Not fo Scale

1

Accessible Parking Stalls

Scale: 17 = 5

6" to 0" reveal. Curb or sidewalk height to match
ramp throughout transition.
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Const. 4" C.0.T.G.

[ 12
[ N

[/ 12\ const. 4" co.T6.
(@]

/ C4.2)  Flout4”=4866.59
FlLin4"=4866.59

/ Const. 2,550 Gallon
14 \ Grease Interceptor

/ W Flout4"=4866.65

FLin4"=4866.65

Flout4"=4866.06
Flin4"=4866.06

/ / 4” Sewer—Conn.

/ / FL=4866.94 /

/ 4" Sewer Conn.
/ FL=4866.94

Bottom=4866.86 /

Conn. to Exist. 6"
Sewer Stub

FLin6"=4862.24+
(Verify Depth & Location)

Const. 5'¢ Sampling MH
(See Plumbing Plan

for Details)
Rim=4871.40

Lout4"=4865.96
Lin4"=4866.16

Const. 4” C.O.T.G.
Flout6"=4865.84
Flin4"=4865.64
FLin4"=4865.84

E

| T TTiaw—

—_—

Const. Inlet Box m

TBC=4870.46 C4.2
Flout12"=4867.00
\ Bottorn=4866.00

Const. 3'x3’ Junction Box m
with Snout 9 \\er3)

76=4871.27
Flout12°(S)=4866.30
Flout12*(E)=4866.87
FLin12°(N)=4866.30
Bottom=4863.30

Const. Vent Pipe
N € § / L 12\ Const. 4” c.O.7.G. See IPC: 10039 |
| / ¥ 042) rrous—sasses (oo Buideg Plamtiry
z Q W / /" / FLin4"=4866.68 N Const. 12” ADS HP Storm Pipe
I . .9° @ 16.
/ 5 /! 3 “ \ 209" @ 1677%
* /ﬂ /] y (e \const. oniice Plate S\ \ 2
[ ver Outlet Pjpe
w k: A0 ol / / i Const. Inlet Box m Orifice # = 1.28" ‘. 4_\\\ \ Conn. to Exist. 12”
i 1S / ® 10: o / / &N TBC=4872.16 C4.2 E.ﬁvl,,,.'.’ﬂ—"”' - Storm _Drain_Stub
~ 1 6 N SH Flout12"=4868.70 Const. 12" ADS HP Storm Pipe ‘ FLin12°=4861.864
g; < /] all s Bottom=4867.70 ) 10.2" @ 1.38% g FL=4866.16 (Verify Depth & Location)
= o QN ® ‘ = .
= / < ) Q — QL / Const. StormTech MC3500 Underground
m ) / - & i ) M”/l/' . " / / Storage Chambers ? ﬂ
§ / / AYY A 7.e” [ A\ - / Total Required Volume = 2,794 Cu. Ft. w
S o ant | N 5 ] Total Provided Volume = 3,012 Cu. Ft.
Q / / \ k 57p &\\\ 7 @ gOth Perc;nt/'/e Retent/’?/} 6‘3’ é,JJf_ Cu. Ft. K)
. Fr ; Sf rovided Retention = 1, u. Ft Detention N
Q / / / ;g; i #6226 7l . “\y xumber o; ghamclgers = 14 200 M~ merarei— "
umber of End Caps = .
Q / /] ,0‘ y SN / / / Depth of Stone Bedding = 12 Inches R 0-0:0:00 04
S /" / W / / | FL of Chamber = 4864.87
©
Lo] — 2 ‘“
Q / / / Q, Const. Inlet Box m E \) / / j
/ / &\ TBC=4872.16 c4.2 solator Row &\ W© 5 / /
/ N Flout12"=4868.26 N g g
/ / / % 134 Flin12"=4868.26 \ 60 '\6 1} 4, 7 / /
e Bottom=4867.26 FL=4866.87 S v A0 009 o
/ / / u. S ~ V 0(\6 ')?’ R )r b(%b 669 / / g
/ o Ne [ AN /
[ a\\ Const. 12" ADS HP Storm Pipe “—7\JrS Tt bg? /
2 / /'\ E c‘: " Const. 2" Water Connection 80" @ 0.83% N Q\/;\;\(\" / / /
M EN < o
/ / / : ?" = 5] / / / Const. Inlet Box /7_7\
/ / @ |\ . 0P PERE] / TBC=4870.66 c4.2
/ =\ A [ / Flout12"=4867.17
/ [y \ 5 ot . , Bottom=14866.17
/ M, a » 0] Const. 12 Ajs HP ptorm Pipe 2 R
/ © == 7o% g t e 237" @ 1.00% ® 4\0'90
. St 7 P / =
— .7’ > e
/ / (11N Const. mist 5o © o6z Q“""%o” o /
/ / c4.2 TBC=4872.13 2w / / /
/ Flout12"=4867.86 % 4 /
/ FLin12"=4867.86 g
[ /
g

\\GSZ [

~
~
7 280\
2 E \
m Const. 2x3" Junction Box ~
\c#2) T6=4871.60

Flout12"=4867.34
FlLin12"=4867.34
Bottom=4867.34

Const. 2” PE Culinary
Water (Install Tracer Wire)

Const. 17 Irrigation Connection
(See Irrigation Plan for
Backflow Prevention)

2" Water Meter to Be Constructed
with Initial Improvements (Connect
to Provided Stub)

Sanitary Sewer Pipe

Const. 4” PVC SS
6.0’ @ 2.00%

Const. 4" PVC SS
80" @ 2.00%

Const. 4" PVC SS
1.5° @ 2.00%

Const. 4" PVC SS
13.2° @ 2.00%

Const. 4” PVC SS
11.3° @ 2.00%

Const. 4" PVC SS
26.2° @ 2.00%

Const. 4” PVC SS
177.8° @ 2.00%

StormTech MC3500 Underground Storage Chambers

4868.62

See Plans—
4864.87
4863.87

Scale: 1”7 = 20’
20° 0 20° 40’

— e —

General Utility Notes:

1. All sewer and water facilities shall be constructed per local jurisdiction
standards and specifications. Contractor is responsible to obtain
standards and specifications.

2. Coordinate all utility connections to building with plumbing plans and
building contractor.

3. Verify depth and location of all existing utilities prior to constructing
any new utility lines. Notify Civil Engineer of any discrepancies or
confiicts prior to any connections being made.

4. All catch basin and inlet box grates are to be bicycle proof.

5. Refer to the site electrical plan for details and locations of electrical
lines, transformers and light poles.

6. Gas lines, telephone lines, and cable TV lines are not a part of these
plans.

7. Water meters are to be installed per city standards and specifications.
It will be the contractor’s responsibility to install all items required.

8. Water lines, valves, fire hydrants, fittings etc. are to be constructed
as shown. Contractor is responsible, at no cost to the owner, to
construct any vertical adjustments necessary to clear sewer, storm
drain, or other ulilities as necessary including valve boxes and
hydrant spools to proper grade.

9. Contractor shall install a 12 concrete collar around all manholes,
valves, catch basins, cleanouts & any other structures located within
the asphalt.

70. The Contractor shall immediately notify the Engineer in writing of any
discrepancies, conflicts, or conditions encountered during construction
that may affect the work, schedule, or cost. Work in the affected area
shall not proceed until directed by the Engineer.

Utility Piping Materials:

All piping materials shall be per local agency standards or the specifications
below at a minimum. All utility piping shall be installed per manufacturers
recommendations. Refer to project specifications for more detailed information
regarding materials, installation, etc.

Culinary Service Laterals

1. Polyethylene (PE) Water Pipe (Up to 3 inches diameter), AWWA C901, PE
3408, SDR 9 (200 psi)

2. Copper Pjpe (Up to 3 inches diameter): Type ‘K.”
Water Main Lines and Fire Lines

1. Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) (4 inches to 12 inches diameter): AWWA C900, Class
235

Sanitary Sewer Lines

1. All sewer piping to be Polyvinyl Chiloride (PVC) sewer pipe, ASTM D3034,
Tvpe PSM, SDR 35

Storm Drain Lines

1. 127 pipes or smaller -
1.1. Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) sewer pipe, ASTM D3034, Type PSM, SDR 35

1.2. Advanced Drainage Systems (ADS) HP storm Pipe, ASTM F2881 or
AASHTO M330

2. 157 pipes or larger - Reinforced Concrete Pjpe, ASTM C76, Class Il

CAUTION :

The locations and/or elevations of existing
utilities as shown on these plans are based on
records of the various utility companies and,
where possible, measurements taken in the field.
The information is not to be relied on as being
exact or complete.

Storm Drain & Sanitary Sewer Note:

All Storm Drainage & Sanitary Sewer Pipe
Lengths and Slopes are from
Center of Structure to Center of Structure

Onsite Utility Connection Notes:

1. Contractor shall field verify all utility connection
elevations prior to any utility construction has begun.

2. Contractor shall construct utility lines into site prior to
any onsite utility construction. Gravity lines are to be
constructed starting at the lowest point and be
installed prior to any waterline installation

3. Construction of any onsite utilities prior to the offsite
connection will be done at the contractors risk.
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Asphalt Paving (i 7)'/,0.)\ _ m/ .
a7 - 1/4” Thick Galvanized Steel Plate + . . .
Contractor to Place Asphalt . / . ’ggznzg/iteaﬁ/al?ﬂe&
up to basin & Sawcut cand B Catch Basin g
Asphalt to Place Concrete alvanize. . . , ..
Asphalt Paving P Frome. RS e /Openmg (Dia. Varies, See Utility Plan) 9
(Te) Expansion Joint 12* Concrete Collar Q
(See Detail) N D - 4” Thick Portland
' NIOIOIIIOTON a 4 Cement Concrete
\ ‘ , RRRRRA. : .
N ONZNONANIANY S Catch Basin »
R R 1/4” Rounded Corner (Typical) Varies <
Base Course — £ s NN 4% s - Catch Basin S
(Typical) * Galvanized ’ /ﬁ\/\f 7/\\\///\\\///\\\///\\\///\\\/// ] . z " g
" P Frame & 4‘ 5\\/\/\\/I \//\\\///\\\///\\\///\\\///\\\/// Aq a w4 a” ‘ < 4 g 4 4 ] <- 7 = a a = %
R Grate . \\ﬁ\, Expansion Joint (Typical \>/\\\//\\\//\\\//\\\//\\\// . @ . a a7, . L4 L, © ” N “ A, 4 o
6" Thick Concrete j\fa P ?\ \' all Sides, See Deta/‘/) \//\\//\\//\\//\\//\\// 4 4 < < » a a 2 <. 4 < k) Oooo-oocoo-oocoo-ooco Ocoo-oo-oouo Q
(All Sides) . T ’ \///\\<//\\<//\\<//\\\///\\<// el L ey a R v PRI A < N 0 Vo Y9 Vg U5 99 Vg Yg Y9 Uon
T la OO < P 4 a . oloflolaolalaolalal R AR AR R AR A
4 : : T s S8 S8 o888 S8 o8 oS R S S A G o+ Gompactad s
i Contraction Joint (Typical B N N N N S A S N S A S N NN IS I IWAVATATAS S NIIIZFE A A A T PTPTRENS
: e ot e AT R R IR RGN N N N NN
mm EREEEEESAAAS ‘ P R R R R R R,
AR NN NN AN N N N NN NN NN
. . . N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N A N N AN N N AN AN AN AN
Profile View Plan View RRRLRURLRLRULRRLRURLRRRURLRRURLRRRRRLRURLR R
Designed by: EM
Drafted by: KF, DW
Client Name:
EM Commercial
Development, LLC.
|/ l } / 4 l / /
8 Concrete Collar Detail 6 Orifice Plate Detail 3 Thickened Edge Walk 24202107
Not to Scale Not to Scale Not to Scale

4 , Four (4) Galvanized
I'_'25 Steel Concrete Bolts

Contraction Joints

A Spacing = 10’ O.C.

Expansion Joints

A. Make expansion joints full depth, see joint detail
B. Place expansion joint at all cold joints

C. Expansion joints are required at the start of end
of curb radius.

1. See Concrete
Joint Detail

4. JOINT FILLER:

©
~
~
1. REINFORCEMENT: ASTM A 615, grade 60, galvanized or epoxy coated deformed steel rebar or smooth steel dowels with diameter X
and length as indicated. 1. gee ftet;_tec/g/‘cg/t T .
eport for Projec S ]
A.  Space rebar and dowels at 12 to 15 inches on center. b\ S
B. Grease dowels to provide movement in expansion joints. %%RL);N/Z"//(C’ DRIVE =) \§°
C. Keep tie bars in the vertical center of the concrete slab and perpendicular to the joint during concrete placement. ‘ »Ya WAUNAKEE. Wi 53597 S 3
Dﬂ@ P(800) 448-7931 £
2. SAWING: Keep at least 3 working power saws on—site when concrete is being placed. Saw crack control joints (contraction WWW.MADRAX.COM NS
Jjoints) before shrinkage cracking takes place. Do not tear or ravel concrete during sawing. In cool weather, the joint sawing E=MAIL: SALES@MADRAX.COM s 3
may be delayed only for the time required to prevent tearing and raveling the concrete. Cut joints to dimensions recommend by A §
sealant manufacturer and approved by ENGINEER. . . 19.37541 /f\ =S <
° D 1
3. JOINTS: Lay out joints to aid construction and control random cracking. m ‘ Q? &
]
R
A. Joint Spacing shall be 12 feet maximum on center in both directions. § ‘\'|
B. Extend transverse contraction joints continuously across the full width of the concrete. Make the joints coincide with S o
curb and gutter joints. @ ~
C. Make adjustments in joint locations to meet inlet or manhole locations. 3440.5 | < S
D. Expansion Joints shall be placed where concrete abuts a building wall, sidewalk, curb, gutter or any immovable structure. ——1-7/8°0D TUBING U *g NI
44 <
S
N

felt or 2 layers of glass—fiber felt extending to the bottorn of the concrete slab.

Bitumninous (Asphalt or tar) mastic, ASTM D994. Formed and encased between 2 layers of bituminous saturated

3.0 Inches Asphalt Concrete

agle Mountain

ctoat

stric

Concrete Joint Detail

Not to Scale

Concrete Paving Section

4 Not to Scale

base course ||\ i ||| === 1= = = i1

Standard

Open Face

24”7 Curb And Gutter

1

Not fo Scale

5. BACKER ROD: Round Rods. It must be oversized approximately 25 percent to fit tightly into each joint and compatible with GRADE
hot poured sealant.
P 8.0 Inches Aggregate Base
6. JOINT SEALANT: Hot applied, Asphalt base type, ASTM D 3405. KRemove dirt, o/, and curing compounds from joint reservoir. o o
Seal jeints immediately after cleaning. 1 4 16.125+1 i 64.77)?/76” o HOLE e g e g e e e ey e e g g et %
g 6 1~ ’ U%m%M%M%M%M%M%M%M%M%M%M%M%M% Properly Prepared Natural Subgrade .~
1/2" | [AG BOLT
” . DESCRIPTION: 1841 W . CONCRETE 7 Q
1/8" Radius Poyursthane U’ 190 BIKE RACK Standard Paving N D
PR NI e POWDER COATED — BLACK N
N = ” 2 3/8" TUBE SIZE NOTES: ) Qg
< 1/2” Expansion NO LEAN BAR 7. INSTALL BIKE RACKS ACCORDING TO MANUFACTURER'S SPECIFICATIONS. Ny O
~ ™, « Joint Material 2. CONSULTANT TO SELECT COLOR(FINISH), SEE MANUFACTURER'S SPECIFICATIONS. Q Q.
e " (asphalt Feit) 3 SEE SITE PLAN FOR LOCATION OR CONSULT OWNER. S .
R Q 3
X 1/8" Saw Cut 3.
Note 4 Note 6 4 § L>L<l
Ivpe A Expansion Joint A “I/ s 4 . .
< /3
N e Bike Rack Standard Asphalt Section © ©
~ 4 4 a 4 1 5 2 k Q N
N 4 e s Not to Scale Not to Scale NGRS
.‘ "3/8” Saw Cut 7_,/8» 4, < < < .Q \Q b
# Note 6 * At gk E N
7/4 7 = Au/ ” N 1. Contraction Joinfs ey o g
R | \r K t Iype B Contraction Joint (Option 2) X A. Spacing = 10’ o.c., see joint detail Q ko)
N Note 5 1. See Geotechnical ” ” _pn 1. See Concrete ~
- f 4 el PR Report for Project B. 1/8” wide by 2” deep from ftop of curb at 15°-0” Intervals Joint Detail h § §
7 . B for Further Details 2. Expansion Joints Q () §
o a, a4 N See. Type B, 2 See C 4 A. Make expansion joinfs full depth, see joint defail § 3
= 4 e 4 Option 1 or 2 4 : J e.et 5)/;0(/9 e B. Place expansion joint at all cold joints QO o
= N ) ont Leta C. Expansion joints are required at ends of all radii 0.08. Q 2 R
/"/t/‘z/ Stress Relief D. Required 5°-0" on each side of drainage structures -~ S
= 1/8" Saw Cut or Not /2 + 1" E. Required at 90°-0" maximum infervals in straight curb and gutter b} S W
- Fequired if Cold Joint Z . » S
S q ~ F. Provide #6 x 18" long smooth steel dowel bars with 1~ dia. grease N +
© 7 5 Contraction Joint (Option 1) PR < T = - cap through expansion joints (% thick bituminous filler material) 'J.l N
< L, % A a IO Y4 5.0 Inches Portland Cement Concrete g
= W e T . “ “ (Non—~Reinforced) 3. 2°-6" Long tie bar on 2°-6” centers shall be provided when curb is adjacent fo P.C.C. pavement ..(E >
7 (Aié;’;or';}eg/gef‘;}a c;:éz‘: J ' : ' 4. Provide (2) #6 x 2°-6”" long tle bars fo connect existing and new curb and gufter - )
14" length, 12" o.c. 4.0 Inches Aggregate Bose 5. Remove forms as early as possible. Brush fop and face of curbs fo remove all imperfections. Typical of all form work. .& §
o Rebar at all corners of expansion joints Iype C Construction/Cold Joint RN e SRR RN L R U I JUNTSTIEY 6. All radii shall be true arcs h
N that do not intersect a contraction joint. ] e e e e s e e e e e e e ] “~
S ISR IR SNSRI IR ISNRIRIRIRL - Property Frepared Natural Subgrade 7. Medium fto light broom finish on all exterior concrefe 'Q &
’ Joint Sealant (Note 6) » Q I
Tpe C Joint Smooth Dowel Coated ADA Parking Stalls ) 24" =
- 5/8” dia. Rebar (Note 1)—_ 12" 24 . O
5 14" length, 12” o.c. » 6 .Q
o { 6 ~
il < = 4] »
o < N 4 Aq 4 v < B a ) . 4 h » ” 71— 7/2 Rad.
+ #4 x 30" k < 4 \ " f p AA 4 . < 4 « * 80 Inches Portland Cement Concrete 7-1/2” Rad. o Asphf/t 13 Bott
X 5 a.- * ¢ o p s ‘ s - —Rei » i -3 Batter
tJ B Epo)(y Coated ~ b~ — m— A.X QQ < < : 4 o . (NOﬂ Re/ﬂforced) ,/4 OSPth 1:3 Batter . /p\ o \\\\\\\”“”I//////
o 4 4 Deformed Rebar 4.’ y . = — N 2" Rad. AN QQQF.E..S..S.!qu(
o 4 A ~ Sa o RS e T,
e < 49 a Ey o ..,
o : a ) i 12.0 Inches Aggregate Base N e — 3 Note: All Curb and Gutter N - AN
Contraction Joint (Typ.) 1-1/4" Expansion Cap Joint Filler (Note 4) L BT e T N1 7] . F . N i)othgiw itea%% Unless V| =5+ — 3y
=11l === == === = === RN A ! . 4 B\ =5 :
Lrample 1 Tpe £ Dowelsd Expansion Tl T T T I e I e [ Il 7oPo Frepared Natural Subgrade ©y .l SRR B s ame Ty X ~ %, MALMBERG ¥
‘ Z ’ i et Lo 0 N\ Bottom of SpDH24(2025,
DUI"pSf er P adS . pmEE e -\Bottom of 4” untreated/ BN FRe Contraction Joint %, 7€ oF “‘F\
4" untreated it e Contraction Joint base course _j|i— |||\l i
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MC-3500 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION
NTS
VALLEY 86.0" (2184 mm)
STIFFENING RIB CREST INSTALLED
g C D C
CREST WEB
STIFFENING RIB LOWER JOINT 4 7 | | 5 I
CORRUGATION v & .
l 1. Grey iron casting:
ASTM A48 Class 35
2"X4" TREATED WOOD MARKER minimum.
. EXTEND TO END CAP WITH EXPOSED || |
ni 12 / PORTION PAINTED GREEN A — — A
l FOOT ‘ : ‘ " T 2. Coat all metal parts
11 - 5 with asphaltum paint. ———
‘ L dld ‘\‘l PR E BRASS A || 30" A A g g 0 Pl Vi
UPPER JOINT CORRUGATION “ £ [ Bk Rtk o l 3. Provide double inlet an view
. = & frame where »
BUILD ROW IN THIS DIRECTION => s /7— \_ I I ) required. |<7 35 1/2
800" (2286 mm) RO 4L o E— 12 Equal Spaces @ 2 13/16”
1 TN ACTUAL LENGTH : | No B Plan View VT TS &S z
M AN <. ” o
;si it - | ——{~—5/8" Typ. /55 . 2
S
450" ;‘ = Pt r , 1 g PIPE\ %) % | 33» | %
. L » »
(1143 mm) 1<TEH 225" L 11/8" yp.—= =5 1/2*~{\=—1 1/8" Typ. Section C-C Q
".4. N (571 mm) sy vaEs . Secti D—D &
INSTALLED i uN. 2—0° g ection
! P STRUCTURE z 36’ 7 ”
—t— ' ‘ . s
. . . E
|7 77.0" 4| : ‘ * RENGH BACKF 17 3/4"=| 6" \=— _Curb Box adjustable f—35 //5 ]
(1956 mm) ] A" ’ (APWA PLAN 581 & 362) 3" Rad, — /6” to 9” ( (\l{
‘“ v CAST IRON:
NOMINAL CHAMBER SPECIFICATIONS ! COMBO WYE N & N
SIZE (W X H X INSTALLED LENGTH) 77.0"X 45.0" X 86.0" (1956 mm X 1143 mm X 2184 mm) 4 © & *‘ © @ 5/8” Typ. Q"? ; *
CHAMBER STORAGE 109.9 CUBIC FEET (3.11 m%) e oo TEST TEE * 4 !
MINIMUM INSTALLED STORAGE* 178.9 CUBIC FEET (5.06 m?) T a T e COUPLING 000 PSI CONCRETE e 24” — | l‘ 33~ ‘l |
WEIGHT 135.0 Ibs (61.2 kg) AT WBTANLESS CONNECTION TO » 36>
X . . T N SEVER AN i 37 i f 75” 1
L " . [ |
NOMINAL END CAP SPECIFICATIONS # THICK (M) Section -5 . Designed by: i
SIZE (W X H X INSTALLED LENGTH) 77.0"X 45.0" X 225" (1956 mm X 1143 mm X 571 mm) _ — — Section A—A g ok
END CAP STORAGE 14.9 CUBIC FEET (0.42 m?®) s % Drafted by: KF, DW
MINIMUM INSTALLED STORAGE* 46.0 CUBIC FEET (1.30 m?) ’“ Dt RECURENENTS U ’
A UIREMEN - 3 .
WEIGHT 50.0bs. 227k e wen BB / —4 o Client Name:
6" PIPE—1.0% MIN. .
*ASSUMES 12" (305 mm) STONE ABOVE, 9" (229 mm) STONE FOUNDATION AND BETWEEN CHAMBERS, o sTuB WTH SEWER MAN EM Commercial
12" (305 mm) STONE PERIMETER IN FRONT OF END CAPS AND 40% STONE POROSITY SEWER SADDLE, INSERTA TEE—/| ‘ Development, LLC.
OR EQUIV. PER
AGENCY REQUIREMENTS J I I t G t F 24—-0210T
STUBS AT BOTTOM OF END CAP FOR PART NUMBERS ENDING WITH "B" :‘{oﬁTER TEST AND SLOPE VERIFICATION REQUIRED BEFORE ACCEPTANCE. (APWA PplL’i\i Z::SNZE) 10 ” e ra e rame
STUBS AT TOP OF END CAP FOR PART NUMBERS ENDING WITH T 5. 5/4" CRAVEL REQURED 6* BELOW # TO THE SIDES & 12° (MIN) ABOVE THE PIE. Not fo Scale
PART # STUB B c 4. ANY CLEANOUT INCASED IN CONCRETE OR ASPHALT WILL NEED A TRAFFIC RATED LID & COVER.
MC3S00IEPPOET 6" (150 mm) 3921 (844 mm) R SEWER LATERAL SERVICE & CONNECTION TO EXISTING MAINLINE
MC3500/EPP06B 66" (17 mm
MC35001EPPOST 8" (200 mm) 31.16" (791 mm) -
MC3500/EPP08B 0.81" (21 mm)
MC35001EPP10T 29.04" (738 mm)
10" (250
MC3500/EPP10B (250 mm) 0.93" (24 mm)
MC35001EPP12T 12° (300 mm) 26.36" (670 mm) - 'D_:E;WND RSB STANDARD DETAILS FOR DRAWING NO.
MC3500IEPP12B 1.35" (34 mm) APRIL 2024 EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY SEWER LATERAL SERVICE 2
MC35001EPP15T 15" (375 mm) 23.39" (594 mm) scf&PTNZTO: & CONNECTION
MC3500/EPP15B 150" (38 mm) TS,
MC3500lEPP18TC 20.03" (509 mm)
18" (450
MC3500IEPP18BC (450 mm) 1.77" (45 mm)
MC3500/EPP24TC . 14.48" (368 mm) E I M t P T ” I s NOTES:
MC3500/EPP24BC 24 (600 mm) 2.06" (52 mm) ag (] ouniain .yplca ewer
MC35001EPP30BC 30" (750 mm) 1. Reinforce lids using #4 bars creating

NOTE: ALL DIMENSIONS ARE NOMINAL

CUSTOM PRECORED INVERTS ARE AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST. INVENTORIED MANIFOLDS INCLUDE
12-24" (300-600 mm) SIZE ON SIZE AND 15-48" (375-1200 mm) ECCENTRIC MANIFOLDS.
CUSTOM INVERT LOCATIONS ON THE MC-3500 END CAP CUT IN THE FIELD ARE NOT RECOMMENDED

FOR PIPE SIZES GREATER THAN 10" (250 mm)

THE INVERT LOCATION IN COLUMN 'B' ARE THE HIGHTEST POSSIBLE FOR THE PIPE SIZE.

Lateral & Cleanout

12

Not to Scale

\24-02

Curb Face Opening Surface

Ground

Direction of Gutter Flow

top and bottom mats; lids to meet
ASTM C858 with AASHTO HS-20
Loading.

2. There is to be a top and bottorn mat
placed with 1.5” of cover in the Id.

See Note 6\?;: \ Top of Curb Drop Flowline per Note 6’\
4’% %ﬁﬂ Invert of Gutter _
T [o4 - Bottom of Curb~_ AT g CCCCCCT T -
2a ! r | Poa
HEE ¥ n [ -
; o] 1 1/2"— < #4 Rebar (Typ.) -ﬂ. I*| _Concrete Pedestrian Style (1/2" Wide Siot Typ.)
Q - oy See Note 3 —— ‘ "o / See Note 4 Frame and Grate Casting: Grey iron
N "1 r o B r y class 35 minimum Coating: Except
] © - 4.| F |.f"“ machined surfaces, coat all metal
o s i arts w/ asphaltum paint
A I« 4{ : 7 7/2_,_4__, P / asp P
User Inputs Results X3 o S L
: ' N “a X K T 3 i D&L A1180 Rin
Chamber Model: MC-3500 System Volume and Bed Size ~ ™ N_# 0 12" 0c A be) e \Bgckf/‘// all around & Cover Ma,keg
Outlet Control Structure: No I [ el * .. Each Way. See Note 3 . ‘ * : See Note 2 “STORM” for
Installed Storage Volume: 3012.05 cubic ft. ‘(0 : 3_ \ A :P/‘ : ‘ AT Junction Boxes.
Project Name: 24-021 The District S [ E g e Select Fill
Lot 3 Storage Volume Per Chamber: 109.90 cubic ft. N A /See Note 1 & 2
Engineer: Kevin Fong Number Of Chambers Required: 13 (0__
Project Location: Utah Number Of End Caps Required: 6
-0 3'-11 1/2”
Measurement Type: Imperial Chamber Rows: 3 J=0 /-
Required Storage Volume: 2794 cubic ft. Maximum Length: 45,51 ft. Section B—F Section A—A B
Stone Porosity: 40% Maximum Width: 22.25ft.
Stone Foundation Depth: 121in. Approx. Bed Size Required: 913.56 square ft.
Stone Above Chambers: 12in. System Components
Average Cover Over Chambers: 18in. Amount Of Stone Required: 139 cubic yards
Design Constraint Dimensions: (30 ft. x 50 ft.)

EMBEDMENT STONE SHALL BE ACLEAN, CRUSHED AND ANGULAR
STONEWITHAN AASHT O M43 DESIGNATION BETWEEN #3 AND #4

CHAMBERS SHALL MEET ASTM F2413 "STANDARD
SPECIFICATIONFOR POLYPROPLENE(PP) CORRUGATED.
WALL STORMAT ER COLLECT ION CHAWMBERS"

ADS GEOSYNTHETICS G01T NONWOVEN
GEOTEXTILE ALL ARDUND CLEAN, CRUSHED, ",
ANGULAR BMBEDMENT STONE

PERIMETER STONE

EXCAVATION WAL
(CANBESLOPED
ORMERTICAL)

Volume Of Excavation (Not Including 195 cubic yards
Fill):

Total Non-woven Geotextile Required:348 square yards

Woven Geotextile Required (excludingl square yards
Isolator Row):

Woven Geotextile Required (Isolator 47 square yards
Row):

Total Woven Geotextile Required: 47 square yards

Impervious Liner Required: 0 square yards

GRANULAR WELL-GRADED $0ILAGGREGAT EMKTURES, <35%
FINES, COMPALCT IN 12" (300 mm) hi&x LIFTS TO 95% PROCTOR
DENSITY. SEE THETABLE OF ACCEPTABLE FILLMATERIALS.

CHAWMBERS SHALL BE DESIGNED IN ACCORDANCEWATH ASTM F2787
“STANDARD PRACTICEFOR STRUCTURAL DESIGN OF THERMOPLAGTIC
CORRUGATED WiALL STORMWATER COLLECTION CHAMBERS".

PAVBMENT LAYER (DESIGNED
B SITE DESIGN ENGINEER) 1 *

o Qo
§8
o ey ] O SITE DECION ENGINEER 8 (1 manoMIN 12* 5 - %g
MC-3500 & " ] a3
END CAP (150 mim) AN 77°(1650 mm) [ 12°G00 ) TYF Thin Wall Knockouts to f S
STE DESJG#EQGRIEV»IQEL?EIESDIR;ESB;DIIV‘ISIEL.‘E;SI;FSSFUSI&T% Frame & G/'Ot? B —ll » %4 Reb’ar Accommodate p/;De size A ®
T INM U COVER TO BOTTOM OF FLECIBLE PAVEMENT. FOR UNPAVED INSTALLATIONS WHERE RUTTING FROM VEHICLES MAY OCCUR, INCREASE COVER TO 24" see Deta// 8 gOth N&tdesJ see Ut/‘//’& P/an _\ ‘ § d’)
. ‘ ee Note A (Typical 4 Sides) : Q
A T\ T T I // \\
N —— g e —— - — ] - = ==
| | ‘
~T I
i : : ~ Begin Warp N : -y :
Begin Warp — Py T : is5 Construction P /\\\ N d;ng 24[2025;
[ -1:_:-___} _______ -\ £- - Joint (Typ.) - N , 7 oF u““\
8" Min ” i
k> J A Wicth 2) #4 x 18
onc. W Rebar (Typ.)
?73:’7?;‘}'/0’)7 Construction Z 5 M b Z 0 Z 5
loint (Typ. Joint (Typ.) are
[ J——— s s . ’
Precast 3’ x 3’ Catch Basin

Catch Basin Notes:

1. Select Fill: Use untreated base course grade 1 or grade 3/4 per APWA
Section 02060. Use of sewer rock or recycled aggregate requires Engineers

written approval.

Backfill: Install and compact all backfill material or APWA Section 0232]1.

Reinforcement: Use ASTM A 615,
APWA Section 03200.

grade 60 deformed steel rebar.

See

4. Concrete: Class 4,000 per APWA Section 03304. Place per APWA Section
03310. Apply a sealing / curing compound per APWA Section 03390 or use
an acceptable alternate curing method.

5. Pipe Laterals: The drawing shows alternate connections to the curb outlet.
Refer to construction drawings for connection locations.

6. Curb Face Opening: Make opening 4 inches high. Provide at least a 2
inch drop from the gutter flowline to the invert of the curb face opening.

7. Conc. Apron in front of Inlet Grate to be 8” min. & 12” max.

NOTES:

1. Vaults will be designed to meet ASTM
C858 with AASHTO HS—20 Loading.

2. Frame & grate may be cast in catch
basin or riser.

3. Use solid lid at all junction boxes.

See detail for concrete collar.

Backfill Excavation Around
Boxes with 1-1/2"
Washed Rock 3’ Above
Bottom of Box

Riser Height Varies

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net
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(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway
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Junction Box/inlet

Not fo Scale

1 Curb Inlet with Single Grate 9

C4.2

Not to Scale

@ StormTech MC-3500 Chambers




6" Conc. Curb

R=1-1/2" bim A"
1 1 Clear Access
A . Paving (Material Varies) Openings
] == =] . © Gravel Course I Grout Both Sides ]
=== R . —
|;ﬂ ‘ N / . q ‘ P 1 l_:.#\ \ ﬁ'._.'| ( %r.:—\ 1
g =) =+ (T
e & O O Fo) - -
E CC)) ° 09 °oo'9/?@° Cg)éj OO%Q ' Precast Divider——
R 08e, oL o Py
T °h B 08 ‘o OOQ 0 COS \'3'&‘., Sides
\//§/ NI PLAN VIEW
/ /\\/\
#4 Bars @ 6”
12” O.C. Ring & Cover Locking,
Air & Gas Tight are Available %
Adjust to Grade Eﬂ Typical 2 Places E
S
| 2
Ramp Sidewalk at 12:1 T i Q
bor 1 i Sionch Curb Wall Detail ol ] oy
L T _ | o ‘ 17 Not to Scale b ' | :ozq 5 b
R - _Transition Curb to E © £S5 £ B
. Sidewalk S |/ Match Sidewalk °% N
. (if applicable) . .- . . ' | '
Ll Contraction Joints 4 —i——k— ]
T 0 O o Grout all Around Slot
| o I A. Spacing = 10° O.C. Both Sides
——— : e T ——— % Length ————| % Length |[— . "
ST e ié Expansion Joints Designed by: EM
o IR A. Make expansion joints full depth, see joint detail Client Name:
2NN B. Place expansion joint at all cold joints EM Commercial
g C. Expansion joints are required at the start of end Gallon_Capacity 430 | 890 | 1375 | 1800 | 2175 | 2550 | 5000 Development, LLC.
.S of curb radius. 1. See Concrete ’
Asphalt o Joint Detail oim A | 60" | &=0" 120" [10=0" [12=0" 140" [1#=0° 24—021DT
) Dim "8° | 4—0" | 6—0" | 60" | 80" | 8-0" | 80" | 80"
Water Depth _Dim "C" | 2-8" | 2-8" | 2-8" | 3-2° | 3-2" | 3-2" | 7-2°
‘ ‘ Dim "D° | 2'—10" [ 2'—10" | 2—10" | 3—4" | 3—4" | 34" | 7-4"
/D/O N Dim "E" | 3-6" | 36" | 36" | 4-0" | 40" | 40" | &'-0"
. Dim "F" | 34" | 3-4" | 34" | 3-10" | 3-10" | 3-10" | 710"
1/4” Rounded Corner Weight | 12,760 | 20,510 | 27,740 | 31,485 | 35,980 | 40,475 | 43,840
| 6.0’
Varies
X ramp Sidewalk Curb & Gutter DESIGN CRITERIA:
. i 7 » = - TR : Uniform Plumbing Code — Appendix H
Lip of G‘utte/'\ if App//cab/e\ | 18 e e T L A _ n o;,r:,t, umbing Appendix ety
R o T T e L & T 1" Rad. . SEOFD0D02020 2020 qQ \p OQOOOZ|||:|||:|||:o§|ozm:m:ioc|£i.|_:i.|ji.|_:g|_:__ Meals Per  x  Flow x Re.tner:ﬁon x S::;::: = in
\ ] R T T i Sidewalk :C|)||:C|)||:Ci||§|||g|||C:)|||g|||%”%|ﬁ):”C|);| ]émﬁmﬁmﬁnmﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁu Peak Hours Rate Gallons
— R | . e / o oo _EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE'_: 4 Compacted Base Course
IR == NENEEIEEELE P Grease Trap
= e 4” Concrete Sidewalk Grease Trap

430 to 5,000 Gallon

L Fr=rrr—srr—— === Y
00 oo‘oo 0" 057 007 0, c.OIdcastle Precast

FILE NAME: 210ECGGREASETR

ISSUE DATE: 5/2008
www.oldcastleprecast.com
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801 West 12th Street, Ogden, Utah 84404
Phone: 801-399-1171 Fax: B01-392-7849

Copyright® 2008

Compacted Base Course

Curb Transition

18 — 16 Typical Sidewalk Detail

Not to Scale

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net
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Anti—Siphon Device

Ca Snout .
‘ <. Oil—Debris o
Hood IS
L ol and T
a Debris . RING & COVER
. <. ‘
L& ..
17 PVC Anti—Siphon outlet (P N
Pipe Adapter utiet\p e‘
“ . |
v % AA‘ !
Removable Watertight S | S LID
Access Port 6"—10" L4 SRR With Access Hol
Opening ST o GRADE RING
- | SS P (As Needed)
4 :.&0 { :
) P
K < :
‘ Solids Settle on ,
- Bottom <4
, <
ot e o INLET PIPE
(Hidden) A With Sample Tee
s o (By Others)
‘ -4

» GROUTING
Note — Sump Depth of 36" min. for < or =

Eagle Mountain, Ufah

(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway
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The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3

., . Y Baffle, and all Pipes
Mounting Flange 12°8 Outlet. for outlets > or = 715 (By Others)
Depth = 2.5-3x &.
Front View Side View
Notes:
7. All hoods and traps for catch basins and water quality structures shall be as manufactured by: .
Detail B
Best Management Products, inc. Foam Gaskef
53 MT. Archer RD. ?/7_/ . PS;I 520(:/«;7/79)
Lyme, CT 063717 rim to Leng
(860) 434—0277, (860) 434—-3195 fax N~OUTLET PIPE
toll free: (800) 504—8008 or (888) 354—7585 VAULT SECTION With Sample Tee
web site:  www.bestmp.com Anchor w/ I (By Others)
or pre—approved equal Bolt (See Mounting '
. Flange /\‘
2. All hoods shall be constructed of a glass reinforced resin composite with iso gel coat exterior finish with a minimum 0.125" laminate thickness. Detail A) RETAINING BAFFLE :
g
3. Al hoods shall be equipped with a watertight access port, a mounting flange, and an anti—siphon vent as drawn. (see configuration detail) Installation Note:
4. The size and position of the hood shall be determined by outlet pipe size as per manufacturer’s recommendation. Position Hood such that Bottom ELBOW
T Flange is a Distance of 1,/2 Outlet (By Others) NOTES:
5. The bottom of the hood shall extend downward a distance equal to 1/2 the outlet pipe diameter with a minimum distance of 67 for pipes <127 id. /2 D Pipe Diameter (Min.) Below the Pipe 1. Vault design complies with ASTM C—857 and
¥ ‘ Invert. Minimum Distance for 2;83"51% 'L."s',‘_??.ﬁS 2’ of earth cover and an
6. The anti—siphon vent shall extend above hood by minimum of 3" and a maximum of 24” according to structure configuration. : Gasket Compressed Pipes < 12”7 1D. is 6" 2. Contractor to gr;ug'bames in place. \\\\\\HIIIII/////
; Between Hood and 3. Contractor to fill all lift insert recesses with FESSIQA/ ///
/. The surface of the structure where the hood /s mounted shall be finished smooth and free of loose material. . gtf;uct/w;j (See %Togtong%o& :{;fzzcakt;?ﬁi "“uts?"t""m:wg"“ with
’ etal clean 'Vl ey ore S P Nto sel e.
8. The hood shall be securely attached to structure wall with 3/8° stainless steel bolts and oil—resistant gasket as supplied by manufacturer. (see 4 ?nth L;f:tn%;t?::ft type and location may change
installation detail) \v/\ Decail A
eta Grease Tra
9. Installation instructions shall be furnished with manufacturer supplied installation kit. Grease Tl'ap P

/nstallation kit shall include:
a. nstallation instructions

pve anti—siphon vent pipe and adapter
oil—-resistant crushed cell foam gasket with psa backing

b
c.
d. 3/8” stainless steel bolts
e. anchor shields

15

7Snout” Oil/’Water Debris Separator

Not fo Scale

Drilled /

Hole

~ Stainless Bolt

Anchor Shield

Expansion Cone
(Narrow End Out)

430 to 5,000 Gallon

0 Oldcastle Precast

FILE NAME: 210ECGGREASETR

801 West 12th Street, Ogden, Utah 84404

ISSUE DATE: 5/2008

Phone: 801-399-1171 Fax: 801-392-7849

www.oldcastleprecast.com

Copyright® 2008
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25850 Gallon Grease Interceptor

Not fo Scale
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/ PIECE — PRECAST
—_— -

SLOPED CONCRETE CAP

/SPL/T FACED CMU —\\
/G/‘?ADE LINE

CONCRETE THICKENED

METAL GATES — PAINTED

/ CONCRETE SLAB

16-8"

\
6” BOLLARD — SEF
DETAILS
/B SPLIT FACE CMU WALLS TO
/ MATCH COLOR OF BUILDING
/ J
Site Plan
Scale : 1/47 = 1°-0”
7" SPACE 60 CONC. FILLED GATE
S POST. PAINT [ 1
> REINF. CMU WALL
/ : |~ SEE DET.
: © v 7 SLEEE #5 VERT. TYP.
/4 AT ENDS
\17 Qv -
. — 7" SLEFVE

—— WELD ALL AROUND

SLAB
{— —_—— ]
PAINTED GALVANIZED STEEL “sl
GATES 1O BE <3°X3'x%” | il ®
FRAMES WITH B DECK INFILL — |
WITH FOOT LOCK INTO CONC.
PADLOCK HASP | | —L i
[
NI I
Q
A : : \CONCRETE THICKENED : :
U SLAB o
L L
Elevaltjons
Scale : 1/47 = 1°-0”
2 %% 2 5% 757 STEEL TUBE GATE
FRAME & STIFFENER. WELD GRIND
SMOOTH & PAINT.
PRECAST CONCRETE CAP —
l WITH SLOPED TOP
BOND BEAM X CONT REINF 'IL_'
WITH (2) #4 BARS X CONT. K i
TYP. TOP, BOTTOM & AT 48~ —— SPLIT FACE CMU 7 /D STL. PIPE
0.C. VERTICALLY ] 72" LONG -
#4 VERT. BARS AT 32" O.C.
IN GROUTED CELLS 3" WELD BOTH
} 0 :’ SIDES
L] i N
Xy Q
— T~ _.l X \
® N |
§ PLASTER EXPOSED L1 5% 1 5% &% 127 |
67 CONC. SLAB REINF. WITH " CONCRETE FOUNDATION WELD ALL AROUND. N J_—
#4 BARS AT 12” O.C. SLOPE N J 1
TO FRONT FOR DRAINAGE AT N :
2% PROVIDE DROP ROD ©
2% x 30" LONG .
\ AT EACH GATE \ /
TOP OF SLAB
rg ;
© Q
O\ — g
. 36 ” N
# 15 AT 32" O.C. i
™M
GRAN Umgogégg \ THICKENED SLAB REINF. (4)
g #4 BARS

Wall Section

Scale :

7/2” = ,)_0”

———————————

\|\ P 6%6" 3" GUSSET PLATE

| N~ /NSIDE FACE. TYP. ALL CORNERS.
WELD ALL AROUND, GRIND. SMOOTH
& PAINT

/- CONC. PIER

Hinge and Door Deftails

A Scale : 3/4”7 = 1'-0”

Trash Enclosure

19

Not fo Scale

6’0 CONC. FILLED PIPE

GATE POST
-

\ FPAINTED 20 ga. CORRUGATED
METAL PANEL WITH PAINTED

CHANNEL FRAME

DESCRIPTION

Designed by: EM

Drafted by: KF, DW

Client Name:

EM Commercial
Development, LLC.

24-0210T

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net
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Eagle Mountain, Ufah

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3
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Vehicles will Enter or Exit the Site. Control Facilities will be Maintained

L / /// 10. Contractor shall use Vehicle Tracking Control at all Locations where
! /

while Construction is in Progress, Moved when Necessary and Removed
when the Site /s Paved.

11. Inlet Protection Devices shall be Installed Immediately upon Individual
Inlets becoming Functional.

12. This Document is Fluid Allowing for Changes, Modifications, Updates
and Alternatives. It /s the Responsibility of the Contractor to Keep
Record of all Alterations made to the Erosion Control Measures
Implemented for the Project on this Plan and in the Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan.

13. Cover Exposed stockpiles of soils, construction and landscaping
materials with heavy plastic sheeting.

14. Re—vegetate areas where landscaping has died or not taken hold.

15. Divert storm water runoff around disturbed soils with berms or dirt
swales.

16. Contractor to provide permanent stabilization to any areas disturbed by
construction by hydroseeding native vegetation (if not otherwise
stabilized).

17. Contractor is responsible for obtaining a fugitive dust control permit
through the Division of Air Quality. All responsibilities relating to the
production of the dust control plan shall be the responsibility of the
Contractor.

18. Position portable toilets as to be secure and will not be tipped or
knocked over. Locate toilets to be at least 10 feet from any storm
water conveyance, inlet, curb and gutter, or conduit to a waterway.

Erosion Control Plan - Phase 1
(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway
Eagle Mountain, Ufah

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3
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Erosion Control Notes

1. Storm water will be discharged into an existing drainage system.
Existing Lines shall be inspected prior to Certificate of Occupancy
and cleaned if necessary.

2. The Storrn Water Prevention Plan shall conform to all State Division
of Environmental Protection Regulations.

3. All Construction equipment will enter thru Designated Construction
Entrances.

4. Coordinate Entrance locations with the local jurisdiction.

5. Inlet Protection Devices and Barriers shall be Repaired or Replaced
if they Show Signs of Undermining or Deterioration.

6. Silt Fences shall be Repaired to their Original Conditions if Damaged,
Sediment shall be Removed from Silt Fences when it Reaches
one—half the Height of the Silt Fence.

7. The Construction Entrances shall be Maintained in a Condition which will
Prevent Tracking or Flow of Mud onto Public Right—of—Way. This may
Require Periodic Top Dressing of the Construction Entrances as
Conditions Demand.

8. All Materials Spilled, Dropped, Washed or Tracked from Vehicles
onto Roadways or into Storm Drains must be Removed /mmediately.

9. Due to the Grade Changes During the Development of the Project,
the Contractor shall be Responsible for Adjusting the Erosion Control

Measures (Silt Fences, Inlet Protection, Etc...) to Prevent Erosion.

10. Contractor shall use Vehicle Tracking Control at all Locations where
Vehicles will Enter or Exit the Site. Control Facilities will be Maintained
while Construction is in Progress, Moved when Necessary and Removed
when the Site /s Paved.

11. Inlet Protection Devices shall be Installed Immediately upon Individual
Inlets becoming Functional.

12. This Document is Fluid Allowing for Changes, Modifications, Updates
and Alternatives. It /s the Responsibility of the Contractor to Keep
Record of all Alterations made to the Erosion Control Measures
Implemented for the Project on this Plan and in the Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan.

13. Cover Exposed stockpiles of soils, construction and landscaping
materials with heavy plastic sheeting.

14. Re—vegetate areas where landscaping has died or not taken hold.

15. Divert storm water runoff around disturbed soils with berms or dirt
swales.

16. Contractor to provide permanent stabilization to any areas disturbed by
construction by hydroseeding native vegetation (if not otherwise
stabilized).

17. Contractor is responsible for obtaining a fugitive dust control permit
through the Division of Air Quality. All responsibilities relating to the
production of the dust control plan shall be the responsibility of the
Contractor.

18. Position portable toilets as to be secure and will not be tipped or
knocked over. Locate toilets to be at least 10 feet from any storm
water conveyance, inlet, curb and gutter, or conduit to a waterway.

DESCRIPTION

Designed by: EM

Drafted by: KF, DW

Client Name:

EM Commercial
Development, LLC.

24-021EC

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net
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Erosion Control Plan - Phase 2
(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway
Eagle Mountain, Ufah

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3
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agle Mountain

o- 54" Min. Fence Post
Driven 12" Min.

Into Ground

Compacted
Backfill

Swale

4” x 4” Trench
\ T

7771777771777 777
Vssvasuseaswsmesswsss,

V-

Exist. Ground

Embedded Filter Fabric v Filter Fabric

Min. of 8" into Ground

Posts: Steel Either T or U Type or 2°x2" Hardwood
Filter Fabric: 1. MIRAFI 140N

2. Dupont TYPAR 3341

3. or Approved Equal

v

Notes:
1. Filter cloth to be fastened securely to fence posts with wire ties or staples.

2. When two sections of filter cloth adjoin each other they shall be overlapped by
six inches and folded.

3. Collected material shall be removed when ‘bulges” develop in the silt fence.

Silt Fence Section

3 Not fo Scale

/ Exist. Ground

Gravel Sock

Sediment Barrier

CURB BACK EXTENSION

MOUNTAIN

GALVANIZED STEEL

FRAMING \

WOVEN OUTER
BAG LAYER

NON-WOVEN INNER
BAG LINER

REPLACEABLE FILTER BAG

ASTM D8057 Requirements
-> Filter system consists of rigid frame and removable geosynthetic bag

-> Filter bag sized to meet treatment flow rate of the drainage location

-> Bag maintains shape to be extracted when completely filled with sediment

-> Rigid frame capable of supporting full load of sediment with grate removed

-> Frame does not interfere or elevate grate by more than 1/8"

-> Bypass flow exceeds design flow of drainage location

-> Filter bag achieves >80% filtration efficiency per ASTM D7351 OR ASTM D5141

Installation Instructions:.

EAGLE _

2024

1. Remove grate from the drainage structure Tiaé"te';';r“;e Guéde““isg- - S
2. Clean stone and dirt from ledge (lip) of drainage - Empty the sediment bag [T more than ha in Ci
e e i filled with sediment and debris Eagle Mountain City
3. Drop the inlet filter through the clear opening 2. Remove the grate, engage the lifting points,
such that the hangers rest firmly on the lip of the and lift filter from the drainage structure RIGID FRAME
structure 3. Dispose of sediment and debris as directed INLET
4. Replace the grate and confirm it is not elevated by the Engineer or Maintenance Contract
mgre than 138” 4. Alternatively, an industrial vacuum can be PROTECTION
used to collect sediment from filter bag
STANDARD DETAIL DRAWING

Inlet Protection

5 Not fo Scale 2 Not fo Scale
£
3.0’ 3
|Mﬂ‘| 70‘0' | h
-~
|| !
NS 1=
U 1V ]
Berm 1] |E| | |, , ,m;m;| |Eﬂﬁ|_||,: :) 4” to 6" Coarse Aggregate

Compacted Soil

Line Pit with Plastic Sheeting. Section A-—A
10—mil Thickness Minimum
with No Holes or Tears.

3:1 Slope to Match
Grade Typ. to Inside
and Outside Slope.

Concrete Washout

Not fo Scale

5:1 Slope

_—|3'|<_ 5:1 Slope

Geotextile Fabric Existing Pavement

Existing Ground Pipe as Necessary

50.0° Min.

Pipe as Necessary

10.0° Min.

Existing Pavement

SOSOSSOSOS

PGPS B S G S - |

24.0° Min
P A B G G S -

10.0° Min.

10.0° Min.

Stabilized Consftruction Entrance

1 Not fo Scale
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Erosion Conftrol Details
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Landscape Maintenance:

1. The Site Owner will Install and Maintain all Landscaping/Irrigation Adjacent Along
Pony Express Parkway.

Scale: 1”7 = 20’
20’ 0 20’ 40’

— e —

Lot 2

25,669 sq. ft
or 0.589 acre

I / Existing
Landscape in
// / Street Median

DESCRIPTION

Landscape Data
Site Area = 40,250 s.f. (0.92 ac.)
Landscape Area Provided = 6,853 s.f. (I17%)

PLANT SCHEDULE
SIZE Lawn Area = 0 s.f. (0%)

SYMBOL QTY BOTANICAL COMMON _NAME
Xeriscaping = 6,853 s.f. (100%)

TREES 50% of Landscape Area Shall be Live Vegetation

// 4 ggﬁf (Z)fand/';f;ﬁfgvf;)/m ‘Schmidt’ / Rocky Mountain Glow Maple 2" Caliper Drought Tolerant Plant Material = 365/365 (100%) *
X
/ / Parking Lot Area = 15119 s.f. @ 4” Depth
/ / 4 Pinus nigra ‘Arnold Sentinel® / Arnold Sentinel Austrian Pine 6 Min. Hi Parking Lot Snow Storage Required = 4,989 c.f. Designed by: EM
// 18° (H) x 5" (W) - Parking Lot Snow Storage Provided = 1,427 s.f. @ 3.5’ High Drafted by: KF, DW
/ / o . bicolor ‘Long’ / Regal Prince Oak Park Strip Landscape Area Provided = 4,882 s.f. Client Name:
/ 8 uercus robur x bicolor ‘Long egal Prince Oa 2" Caliper Lawn Area = 0 s.£. (0%) EM Commercial
/ 40’ (H) x 12° W) Development, LLC.
/ / Xeriscaping = 4,882 s.f. (100%) 107115
/ / SHRUBS Eagle Mtn. Blvd. Frontage = 192 Lf
/ / I &R 35 Caragana frutex ‘Globosa' / Globe Russian Peashrub 5 gal Eagle Mtn. Blvd. Trees Required = 4 Trees (4 Provided)
P 42" (H) x 36" (W)
/ \\ Caryopteris x clandonensis ‘CT—-9—12° / Beyond Midnight Bluebeard
/ / H {X} 17 367 (7_,) x 36" (W) / Bey g 5 gal + All Plant Material has been Selected From the West Jordan ©
// ” 6@ s Chamaebatiaria millefolium / Fernbush 5 gal Ilf}zlley }l,{l’aterLConsetvancy District Low and Very Low Water §
30" (H) x 60" (W) Usage Plant List.
// ” @ 52 Physocarpus opulifolius ‘Jefam' / First Editions Amber Jubilee Ninebark 5 gal E ~
// ” 42” (H) x 60" (W) S
Pinus mugo ‘Mops‘ / Mops Mugo Pine N
(\ | < J m (H) x 36" (W) 5 gal S5
B, Spiraea betulifolia ‘Tor' / White Frost Birchleaf Spirea L O
N // / | ) Q 24 24" () x 30" (W) 5 gal Landscape Notes: 55
~__— S
GROUNDCOVER 7. See Sheet L3.1 for P/ﬂnting Details. *?; g()
o o ¢ . . 95
Arctostaphylos x coloradensis ‘Panchito’ / Panchito Manzanita 5 aal 2. All Landscape Material shall be Fully Irrigated by an . S
28 9 w g Seope ME o BSERN
18" (H) x 48" (W) Automatic Irrigation System. See Sheet L2.1 for Irrigation T
J K 29 Juniperus sabina ‘Buffalo’ / Buffalo Juniper 5 gal Layout. See Sheet L3.1 for Irrigation Details. Q? gl\
A 12" (H) x 60" (W) g . , S
Rhus aromatica ‘Gro—Low' / Gro—Low Fragrant Sumac 3. Adjust Plant Material as Needed to Accommodate New S
2\3 78” (H) X 60» (W) 5 ga/ and EXISt/ng Utilities. § N
IS
ORNAMENTAL GRASSES 4. Prior to Installing Stone, Apply an Application of @ J
URNAMENIAL GRASOLS Pre—emergent Herbicide. <
n Bouteloua gracilis ‘Blonde Ambition' / Blonde Ambition Blue Grama 5 qal NN
46 ” ” ga 5. See Landscape Notes for Details regarding Landscape S
24" (H) x 24" (W) ? ) =
Maintenance Period. S
\\|
PERENNIALS . . 6. No Edging Shall be Used Between Different Type of Stone. %,
@ 33 Ach/‘/éej x Moor(7s/)7/'ne / Moonshine Yarrow 1 gal Provide a Define Distinct Edge Between Different Stone.
X 12" (H) x 24" (W,
- Gaillardia aristata 'Arizona Sun’ / Arizona Sun Blanket Flower ! aal 7. gcent Prope ner of R hall Maintain lrrigation
/ //\ —~— 9 12" (H) x 18" (W) ga and Landscaping Unless a Master Commercial Owner
-~ < . . . . . Associagtion Maintains.
Nepeta x faassenii ‘Purrsian Blue' / Purrsian Blue Catmint tation Maintain
21 18" (H) x 14" (W) 1 gal

Landscape Installation Keynotes
Install Shrub Planter with Weed Barrier, Decorative Stone,
X~ and Plant Material; See Material Sch. for Stone Type

All_Plant_Material Has Been Selected From the West Jordan Valley Water Install Landscape Boulder

Conservancy District Low and Very Low Water Usage Plant List

Drive—Thru and Parking Lot Planting Screen to
Screen Headlights from Leaving the Site; Planting
Screen Shall Consist of a 42" High Shrub Hedge

Snow Storage Area; See Landscape Data Table |:|
for More Info.

Existing Fire Hydrant — See Civil Plans; Evenly
Space Plant Material Around Light Poles

Menu Board by Separate Permit

New Elect. Transformer; Adjust Plant Material as Needed to
Allow Access to Transformer

CICICICICINOIOIS

/
/ \\\ -
//7/ / / Qi\
Iy /] Lot 4 N

/ // Irrigation Backflow Preventer — See Irrigation Plan for
/ / More Detail; Adjust Plant Material for Exact Location;
/ // / 53,254 sq. ft. \\\ / / // Center Backflow Between Plant Material and Away From
/ / Back of Curb to Avoid a Conflict with a Vehicle Bumper
/ / / , or 1.223 acre \ / /]
/ /. / ' , n\ / I New Light Pole — See Site Elect. Plans; Adjust

Plant Material as Needed and Evenly Space
Plant Material Around Light Poles

Water Meter for Building and Irrigation — See
Utility Plan for More Detail

MATERIAL SCHEDULE

Eagle Mountain, Ufah

Landscape Plan

General Landscape Notes:

1” to 2” Dia. Decorative Stone #1 — Install a Four (4) inch depth
over Dewitt Pro5 Weed Barrier; Stone Shall be Used in all Shrub Areas

QR ©

(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3

- Bike Rack — See Civil Plans

Plant material quantities are prgw’ded for b/'dd/'ng. purposes only. It is the 9. The Owner/Landscape Architect has the right to reject any and all plant ) ) ) and Washed Prior to Installation; Remove all Soil From Weed Barrier Detail: 4/13.1

contractors responsibility to verify all quantities listed on the plans and material not conforming to the plans and specifications. 19. All plant material holes shall be dug twice the diameter of the rootball Prior to Laying Stone; Stone Shall be Angular, and Earth Tone/Tan Monument Sign by Separate Permit

the availability of all plant materials and their specified sizes prior to and 6 inches deeper. Excavated material shall be removed from plant Colors From Utah Landscaping Rock (South Towne)

e . . . . . . , ping
submitting a bid. The contractor must notify the Landscape Architect 10. Any proposed substitutions of plant species shall be made with plants of and tree pit and replaced with plant backfill mixture. The top of the » ; — :
. as it s s . . A £ . p . Clear Vision Triangle No Plant Material Over

prior to submitting a bid if the contractor determines a quantity equivalent overall form, height, branching habit, flower, leaf, color, fruit root balls, shall be planted flush with the finish grade. Three Feet in Height Above the Street Shall be W
5 deficiency or availability problem with specified material. The contractor and culture only as approved by the Landscape Architect. » » e . . Permitted; No Trees are Allowed Within the Clear 2
shall provide sufficient quantities of plants equal to the symbol count or . Plant backfill mix shall be composed of 3 parts topsoil to 1 part soil 4" to 8" Dia. Decorative Cobble Stone #2 — Install over Dewitt Pro5 Vision Trionale (30%30")
to fill the area shown on the plan using t/jq specified spacing. Plans 11. It is the contractors responsibility to furnish all plant materials free of pep, qnd.sha// pe mixed at the. planting ho/e.. Deep water all p/ant. Pj’eed 50//3‘763 c;r;dt M.a;('esfure i;hc/?l’zfs UWegd 'Bar 7/’32;} threﬂz/y Place d g
take precedence over plant schedule quantities. pezts or p/tant /7/'3703;95. t/t /'3/ the contractor’s obligation to maintain gafgféegnmed/atey after planting. Add backfill mixture to depressions W; ?sL/{/,;d P/('/J'gr toa /‘;Z?é//at/g:? - nzoveeallsgoi/”;'rgm ”Z’; é""gg ar;/ ?;_5 PiZ) 7 o Detail: 4/13.1 Install Landscape Area with Weed Barrier, Decorative Stone,
and warranty all plant materials. . . ) . al* 7
Contractor shall call Blue Stake before excavation for plant material. v e ! Laying Stone; Stone Shall be From Utah Landscaping Rock (South and no Plant Material; See Material Sch. for Stone Type
) ) ) . 12. The contractor shall take all necessary scheduling and other precautions . All_ new plants shall be balled and burlapped or container grown, unless Towne — Tan in Color)
. Prior to construction, the contractor shall be responsible for locating all to avoid winter, climatic, wildlife, or other damage to plants. The otherwise noted on plant schedule. Container grown trees shall have the
g underground utilities and shall avoid damage to all utilities during the contractor shall install the appropriate plants at the appropriate time to container cut and removed. Trees in ball and burlap shall have the ..
o course of the work. It shall be the responsibility of the contractor to guarantee life of plants. strings, burlap, plastic and wire cage removed completely from the root Landscape Accent Boulders — Boulders Shall be 3—4" in Diameter,
4 protect all utility lines during the construction period, and repair any and ball. @ Angular and Match Proposed Stone; Boulders Shall ffe Recessed into the Detail- 57151
~ all damage to utilities, structures, site appurtenances, etc. which occurs 13. The contractor shall install all landscape material per plan, notes and ) ) ) ) Stone Two (2) Inches and Not Set on Top of Stone; No Boulder Shall  Detail: 5/13.
o as a result of the landscape construction. details. . Upon completion of planting operations, all landscape areas with trees, be Placed Adjacent to a Curb Where a Car Could Potential Hit With
. shrubs, and perennials, shall receive specified stone over Dewitt Pro5 Bumper
N The landscape contractor shall examine the site conditions under which 14. Plant names are abbreviated on the drawings, see plant schedule for weed barrier. Stone shall be evenly spread on a carefully prepared
v the work is to be performed and notify the general contractor in writing symbols, abbreviations, botanical, common names, sizes, estimated grade free of weeds. The top of stone should be slightly below finish

of unsatisfactory conditions. Do not proceed until conditions have been quantities and remarks. grade and concrete areas.
b corrected.
‘ ) . ) ) 15. No grading or soil placement shall be undertaken when soils are wet or . All deciduous trees shall be double staked per tree staking details.
: The contractor shall prqwde all materials, labor and eqwgment required frozen. Tree stakes shall be wood and ties shall be V.I.T. Cinche Ties #CT32. It

for the proper completion of all landscape work as specified and shown /s the contractors responsibility to remove tree staking after one

on the drawings. 16. Existing and/or imported topsoil shall be used for all landscape areas. growing season. If trees are not established, leave stakes and ties for

., \ , , The topsoil must be a premium qualily dark sandy loam, free of rocks, another growing season.
k= See CIVI/. and grch/tectyra/ drawings for all structures, hardscape, grading, clods, roots, and plant matter. The landscape contractor shall perform a
2 and drainage information. soil test on the existing/imported topsoil and amend per soil test . Bury 2 inches of boulder height into soil, keeping best visual side above
5 : ; B ; : ground. Use care to minimize marring and scratching.
© Contractor safety and cleanup must meet OSHA standards at all times. ?gf;’gf endations. The soil test shall be done by a certified soil testing
T g// contractors must C{;ave adequatet Zab/'//'ty;f persgnge// /'njuo; ar}/d property ) . Landscape installer shall repair or replace plantings and accessories that
= lamage insurance. ean—up must be performed daily, and a ; g7 ; fail in materials, workmanship, or growth within specified warranty period.
9 hardscape areas must be washed free of dirt and mud on final cleanup. 17 :;/ao/; 2‘; %Zzzf:e?tb;fsé?;;;%gm t:;/ ;Z/;djga@/nge;;eaos} g” I;::g;age oi;eeis Failures include, but are not limited to, the following: Death and 25 M&I’Cb, 2025
« Construction must occur in a timely manner. to create a transition layer between existing and new soils. Remove all unsatisfactory growth, except for defects resulting from abuse, lack of
. . L construction debris and foreign material. adequate maintenance, or neglect by Owner, or incidents that are
A”t ’Z?’ hp(/;mbt n;gteza/ shall cgnf ‘Zm dh))‘ th; m’”’m‘é’? iu’gex.e; J by th ! ' v ! beyond installer’s control. Warranty period shall be 12 months and begin Know what's beIOW SHEET NO.
estaplisned by the Amefican Standaard for NUrSery =tock IUdiished Dy the 18. Provide an eight (8) inch depth of imported topsoil in all shrub areas at date of final project acceptance. )

American Association of Nurseryman, Inc. In addition, all new plant
material shall be of specimen quality.

and twelve (12) inches in parking islands.

Call before you dig.

L1171
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General Irrigation Notes:

1.

70.

Prior to construction, the contractor shall be responsible for locating all
underground utilities and shall avoid damage to all utilities during the course of
the work. It shall be the responsibilily of the contractor to protect all utility lines
during the construction period, and repair any and all damage to utilities,
structures, site appurtenances, etc. which occurs as a result of the landscape
construction.

The irrigation contractor shall examine the site conditions under which the work is
to be performed and notify the general contractor in writing of unsatisfactory
conditions. Do not proceed until conditions have been corrected.

The contractor shall provide all materials, labor and equipment required for the
proper completion of all irrigation work as specified and shown on the drawings.

See civil and architectural drawings for all structures, hardscape, grading, and
drainage information.

Contractor safely and cleanup must meet OSHA standards at all times. All
contractors must have adequate liability, personnel injury and property damage
insurance. Clean—up must be performed daily, and all hardscape areas must be
washed free of dirt and mud on final cleanup. Construction must occur in a
timely manner.

The Owner/Landscape Architect has the right to reject any and all irrigation
material not conforming to the plans and specifications.

The contractor shall install all irrigation material per plan, notes and details.

Irrigation systemn components must be premium qualily only and installed to
manufactures requirements and specifications. The contractor is responsible for
checking state and local laws for all specified materials and workmanship.
Substitutions must be approved by landscape architect. Provide owner and
maintenance personnel with instruction manual and all products data to operate,
check, winterize, repair, and adjust system.

Irrigation installer shall repair or replace irrigation components and accessories
that fail in materials and workmanship within specified warranty period. The
warranty shall be 12 months and shall begin with final project acceptance.

Irrigation system check must be done before the system is backfilled. Irrigation
mainline and each control valve section must be flushed and pressure checked.
Assure the complete system has no documented problems and full head to head
coverage with adequate pressure for system operation. Adjust system to avoid

Install Controller in
Mechanical Room
Adjacent to a Power
Outlet; Install Rain
Sensor Receiver
Adjacent to Controller;
Provide a Zone Map

71.

12.

13.

74.

15.

76.

17.

18.

spray on building, hardscape, and adjacent property. Any problems or plan
discrepancies must be reported to the landscape architect.

Irrigation laterals must be schedule 40 P.V.C. with schedule 40 fittings. one (1)
inch minimum size. Solvent weld all joints as per manufactures specifications for
measured static p.s.i. Teflon tape all threaded fittings. The minimum depth of
lateral lines shall be twelve (12) inches. Adapt system to manual compression air
blowout.

Irrigation mainline that are 2” and smaller mainlines shall be schedule 40 PVC
pipe with schedule 80 fittings. Solvent weld all joints as per manufactures
specifications for measured static pressure. Use teflon tape on all threaded joints.
Line depth must be twenty—four (24) inches minimum.

Design locations are approximate. Make minor adjustments necessary to avoid
plantings and obstructions such as signs and light standards. Maintain 100(%)
percent irrigation coverage of areas indicated.

Controller valves to be grouped together wherever possible. Install valve boxes
with long side perpendicular to walk, curb, lawn, building or landscape features.
Valve boxes to conform with finish grades.

Control valve wire shall be #14 single conductor: white for common wire, red for
hot wire and blue for the spare wire. Provide (2) two spare wire that run the
length of the mainline and to the controller. All wiring shall be UF—UL rated. All
connections shall be made with water tight connectors (DBR/Y or equivalent) and
contained in control valve boxes. Provide 36" extra wire length at each remote
control valve in valve box. Install control wiring with main service line where
possible. Provide slack in control wires at all changes in direction.

Control valve size, type, quantity, and location to be approved by landscape
architect. install in heavy duty plastic vandal proof box. Size boxes according to
valve type and size for ease of maintenance and repair. Install one (1) cubic feet
of pea gravel for sump in base of boxes. Boxes to be Carson Brooks or equal.

Quick couplers shall be a Rain Bird 44RC with a one inch Lasco unitized swing
Jjoint assembly. Support with rebar in each retainer lug. Install where shown on
the plans.

Irrigation system backfill must occur only after system check is completed as
specified. Use only rock free clean fill around pipes, valves, drains, or any
irrigation system components. Water settle all trenches and excavations.

Install

79.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Landscape Maintenance:

1. The Site Owner will Install and Maintain all Landscaping/Irrigation Adjacent Along
Pony Express Parkway.

L

Description

Drip Control Zone Kit

Quick Coupler Valve with Swing Joint

Manual Drain Valve

Provide Connection Fittings

1 Inch Size; Install in Standard Valve Box with 3"
Depth of Gravel over Weed Barrier; Install with Water
Proof Wire Connectors

1 Inch Size; Install in 10" Round Valve Box with 3”
Depth of Gravel over Weed Barrier

1/2” Inch Size; Install at End of Mainline in a 10"
Round Valve Box with 6" Depth Sump of Gravel
Over Weed Barrier

Install 1" Feeder Line To All Drip Areas

Techline Copper Dripline with 1.16 gph Emitters @ 12" Spacing; Dripline Shall be Used to Water
all Perennials, Shrubs, Ornamental Grasses and Trees; See Drip lIrrigation Detail for Dripline

Configuration and Layout;

Material; Install per Manufacturer’s Specifications; Drip Shall be Installed After Plant Installation;
Secure Tubing with Staples No Less Than Every 24 Inches & at Critical Holding Points; Iubing

not on Top of Weed Barrier

Stop and Waste Valve

Reduce Pressure Backflow Assembly

Mainline Pipe

Lateral Line Pjpe

8 Station Base Indoor Smart Controller

25,6¢
or 0.
Symbol nufacture /
Valves
Rain Bird XCZ-100—-PRB-COM
Rain Bird 44RC
Matco—Norca 759
PVC Pipe To Drip Tubing
- e —- Netafim TLHCVXR11—12XX
P.O.C. Components
Mueller Oriseal Mark I/
@ Witkins 375XL Series
Pipes
- . . Schedule 40 PVC
Schedule 40 PVC
Controller
\ -
C Hunter HCC-800—PL

Hunter WR—CLIK

Sleeving

Connect Irrigation
to 1”7 Water
Serviceline — See
Utility Plan for
Exact Location;

Backflow Schedule 40 PVC

Between Plant
Material Away
From Edge of
Curb; Install
Backflow in an
Enclosure on a
Concrete Pad;
Secure Enclosure
to Pad

All irrigation pipe running through walls, under sidewalk, asphalt, or other hard
surface shall be sleeved prior to paving. It is the irrigation contractors
responsibility to coordinate sleeving with concrete and pavement contractors.
Sleeves will be schedule 40 P.V.C. The depth for mainline sleeves shall be
twenty—eight (28) inches minimum. Depth for lateral sleeves shall be sixteen (16)
inches minimum. Sleeves shall be a minimum of two sizes larger than the pipe to
be sleeved. All valve wiring shall be contained in separate sleeving.

Plans are diagrammatic and approximate due to scale. where possible, all piping
is to be installed within the planting areas. No tees, ells, or changes in direction
shall occur under hardscape.

It is the contractors responsibility to verify all quantities based upon the plan
prior to completion of a construction cost estimate.

Drip system piping shall consist of a rigid schedule 40 PVC pipe distribution
system connecting drip irrigated planter areas. Poly tubing or drip line shall be
run off the rigid PVC in each planting area or island with a PVC to poly tubing
adapter. No poly tubing shall run under pavement.

Electrical power source at the controller location shall be provided by electrical
contractor. Contractor shall verify location of controller prior to installation with
owner.

Provide and install all manufacturer’s recommended surge and lighting protection
equipment on all controllers.

All lines shall slope to manual drains (see details). If field conditions necessitate
additional drains, these drains shall be installed for complete drainage of the
entire system. Provide a gravel sump under each drain. All drains shall be a
minimum of 6" below grade.

Upon completion and approval of irrigation system, irrigation contractor to provide
the owner with one set of drawings indicating actual location of piping, valves,
wiring, and zones.

An irrigation zone map shall be provided in a protective jacket and be kept with
the main irrigation controller. The map shall show all approved irrigation and
include all zone valve locations.

(EPA WaterSense Approved)

Wireless Rain Shut—off Sensor

Provide for Irr. Mainlines, Laterals, and
Controller Wire Located under Concrete
and Asphalt Paving at specified depths

valve Callout

#”-I

ier_so That the Water Drips on the Soil and

1 Inch Size; Install in 10” Round Valve Box with
Weed Barrier and Gravel Surmp

1 Inch Size; Backflow Preventer Shall be Properly
Installed and Tested to Meet all State and Local
Health and Safely Laws and Ordinances; Install in
GuardShack Enclosure (#GS—2) on Poured Concrete
Pad with Frost Guard (FG—-2) and 2 Locks
(GS—-AWPKA); Enclosure Color Shall be Tan

1 Inch Size; Control Wiring Shall be Tucked Under
Mainline for Protection; Schedule 80 Fittings Shall
be Used for Mainline Components

See Plan for Pipe Sizes; Pjpes Unmarked Shall be 1
Inch; Minimum Pipe Size Shall be 1 Inch for PVC
Pipe

Install in Mechanical Room in Bldg. Near a Power
Outlet; Provide a Zone Map and Post in Controller
Door or Adjacent to Controller

Install Receiver Adjacent to Controller and Sync with
Controller; Install Sensor on the Roof in a Location
that will Receive an Accurate Moisture Reading;
Install per MFR's Specifications

Contractor shall Coordinate the Installation of
Sleeving with the /Installation of Concrete Flatwork
and Asphalt Paving. All Sleeving is by the Landscape
Contractor unless otherwise noted.

valve Number

/ # l\# &——— lalve Flow

L Valve Size

VALVE
STATION

7

2
3
4

VALVE SCHEDULE

F
il IRRIGATION TYPE (;,2,5’)
7" Area for Drip Emitters 375
7" Area for Drip Emitters 3.85
7" Area for Drip Emitters 4.18
7” Area for Drip Emitters 377

Detail

15/13.1

7/L3.1

9/L3.1

16/13.1

6/13.1
10/13.1

14/13.1

12/13.1

8/13.1

8/13.1

11/13.1

17/13.1

13/L3.1

PS/ PSI @ POC

37.1 52.5
37.1 52.6
37.1 51.6
37.4 51.5

Scale: 17 = 20’
20°

— e —

0 20’ 40’

Main Service Line & Other Irrigation
Components Are Shown In Paved Or
Hardscape Surfaced For Clarity Purposes
ONLY! Install All Irrigation Components
within Landscaped Areas.

Irrigation Notes

7.

PRECIP
RATE

0.28 in/h
0.46 in/h
0.49 in/h
0.34 in/h

See Sheet L1.1 for Plant Layout and Sheet
L3.1 for Planting Details.

See Sheet L3.1 for Irrigation Details.

The City Reported a Water Pressure Range
of 86—100 psi in the Area. The City
Suggests that the Irrigation System Shall be
Designed in the Range of 40-60 psi to
Accommodate for Future Water Usage Growth
in the City. The Irrigation is Design for 60
psi and Requires a Minimum of 53 psi.

Know what's below.
Call before you dig.

DESCRIPTION

Designed by: EM

Drafted by: KF, DW

Client Name:

EM Commercial
Development, LLC.

24-021IR

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net
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Irrigation Plan
(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway
Eagle Mountain, Ufah

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3

25 March, 2025
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ROOT FLARE SHALL BE
EXPOSED; STONE SHALL
NOT BE WITHIN 2” OF

TOP OF ROOT PALL
SHALL BE PLANTED
FLUSH WITH THE
FINISH GRADE

REMOVE ALL

NURSERY TAGS ”
AND STAKES 27 DIA. WOOD STAKE

AFTER @ 2 PER TREE. WHEN
PLANTING NEEDED, CcUT OFF
STAKES BELOW
RUBBER CINCH TIE LOWEST BRANCH
@ 1 PER STAKE.

ATTACH TO STAKE
WITH ROOFING NAIL

NOTE:

VERIFY THAT TREES ARE STRAIGHT. 1. TREES IN BALL AND BURLAP SHALL

HAVE THE STRINGS, BURLAP, CAGES,
STAKES TREES AS NEEDED. N\ AND PLASTIC REMOVED FROM THE ROOT

\;\.JW/‘ BALL COMPLETELY.

AN \fﬂ:’»‘ 2. TREE STAKES AND TIES SHALL BE

N\ 7 REMOVED AFTER ONE GROWING SEASON.

\\Mpt/// IF TREES ARE NOT ESTABLISHED, LEAVE

REMOVE ALL NURSERY \\‘»‘M STAKES AND TIES FOR ANOTHER
TAGS AND STAKES N\ WY Sz GROWING SEASON.

AFTER PLANTING

N[ ALz

SHRUB AREA

DECORATIVE STONE -

“‘“\NW .

QAN QNN \\//

WooD MULCH SHALL
BE INSTALLED
AROUND THE DRIP
LINE OF THE TREE

SEE MATERIAL SCH. FOR
MORE DETAIL

SHRUB TRUNK
WOOD MULCH SHALL

BE INSTALLED

ROOT FLARE SHALL

BE EXPOSE: STONE

AROUND THE DRIP SHALL NOT BE

. LINE OF THE SHRUB ”

INSTALL PLANT . . WITHIN 2" OF TREE
BACKFILL MIX:

WATER AND TAMP TO

REMOVE AIR POCKETS

WooD MULCH SHALL BE

BACK OF CURB
NN OR S/DEWALK\\
= " ZARN
NN Wy 4 INSTALLED AROUND THE |
R 7= DRIP LINE OF THE TREE T HINISH GRADE ELEV.

AR % R i
Ny el e L, —DEWITT 30 MIL.
ROOT FLARE SHALL = N7z SPECIFIED STONE — SEE . e WEED FABRIC —

BE EXPOSE: STONE AN A ,
SHALL NOT BE &,\ N N 4 MATERIAL SCH. STAKE 5° O.C.
WITHIN 2" OF TREE g 9 /= :
TRUNK D : SUBGRADE ELEV.
A FINISH GRADE :

FINISH GRADE

SPECIFIED STONE - SEE
MATERIAL SCH.

SUBGRADE

S

PLANT BACKFILL
MIX: WATER &
TAMP TO REMOVE
AIR POCKETS SEE
PLANTING NOTES
FOR COMPOSITION

CONTAINERIZED PLANT —
SEE PLANT SCHEDULE
FOR SIZE

"2 X BALL DIA.

PLANT BACKFILL

7';?[[5 N BALL AND BURLAP SHALL HAVE MIX: WATER AND : EXISTING OR IMPORTED
TAMP TO REMOVE / o TOPSOIL; 127 DEPTH IN

THE STRINGS, BURLAP, CAGES, AND = A= ; "

PLASTIC REMOVED FROM THE ROOT BALL A/P/i A/;’vorf/\//(g T f/os}?s‘ TR et Zz‘_/’g’;;’v? N/SALLALNLZ?STHQ'%D 8

S EIEEAER

COMPLETELY.

. TREE STAKES AND TIES SHALL BE REMOVED FOR COMPOSITION —= LANDSCAPE AREAS
[ | [T =E ==

2 X BALL DI/A.

AFTER ONE GROWING SEASON. IF TREES
f 1

ARE NOT ESTABLISHED, LEAVE STAKES AND
EVERGREEEN TREE PLANTING

TIES FOR ANOTHER GROWING SEASON.
NOT TO SCALE

NOTE:
1. USE CARE TO MINIMIZE MARRING AND SCRATCHING

NOTE: SUBGRADE

DESCRIPTION

2. BURY BOULDER INTO SOIL TWO (2) INCHES,

1. SEE GENERAL LANDSCAPE NOTES FOR PLANT
KEEPING BEST VISUAL SIDE ABOVE GROUND.

BACKFILL MIX COMPOSITION.
2. REMOVE ALL NURSERY TAGS AND STAKES AFTER
PLANTING.

SUBGRADE

2 X BALL DIA.

SHRUB PLANTING

NOT TO SCALE

DECIDUOUS TREE PLANTING

NOT TO SCALE

LANDSCAPE BOULDER

NOT TO SCALE

LANDSCAPE PREPARATION

NOT TO SCALE

Designed by: EM
Drafted by: KF, DW
Client Name:

PRESSURE COMPENSATING IN—LINE EMITTER
TUBING SEE IRRIGATION SCHEDULE FOR TYPE
& SPACING

SECTION VIEW

WIRING IN BARB FITTINGS (TYP.)
CONDUIT EM Commercial
QUICK—COUPLER VALVE: SEE IN=LINE EMITTER TUBING SEE IRRIGATION Development, LLC.
SCHEDULE FOR MFR, MODEL & SCHEDULE FOR MFR, MODEL #, EMITTER,

SPACING LAYOUT FOR SPECIFIC PLANT

6” ROUND VALVE BOX WITH COVER , ) SIZE
% A ” MATERIAL
10” VALVE BOX WITH COVER

PVC SCH 80 NIPPLE 0]
(LENGTH AS REQUIRED)

3”7 MINIMUM DEPTH OF

FINISH GRADE/TOP OF STONE MAINLINE, LATERAL, MAINLINE LATERAL
AND WIRING IN PIPE PIPE

THE SAME TRENCH

24-021IR

SHRUB / ORNAMENTAL GRASS

, PLANTING — ONE LOOP W,/ THREE
10" ROUND VALVE BOX EMITTERS WITH *T” CONNECTIONS
FINISH GRADE A (TYP.)

BLANK POLY BLANKING TUBING BETWEEN

PEA GRAVEL
WIRE W,/0 CONDUIT " " TUBING TO
PVC SCH 80 STREET ELL // 1/2” X 6” GALV. NIPPLE POLYETI ENE LOOPS (TYP.)

BRICK (1-2 B N PIPE
(-2 Z Y : 1/2” BALL VALVE CONNECTION

FINISH GRADE

PLAN VIEW

1/2” FIPT SCH. 40 PVC CAP
WITH 1/2” PVC INSxMIPT ADAPTER

|
..|m
@)
@, WA

R

TREE PLANTING — TWO
LOOPS W/ 7 EMITTERS

PVC SCH 80 NIPPLE 7 )
(LENGTH AS REQUIRED) / X NOTE:

PVC SCH 80 STREET ELL 77, AT AND T CONNECTIONS
3" MINIMUM DEPTH OF
,/ CLEAN GRAVEL
20
TRENCH AS SHOWN. — OR GREATER. UNTIE
CRITICAL HOLDING POINTS.
AFTER ALL CONNECTIONS MAINLINE FITTING CRITICAL HOLDING POINTS.
TUBING SHALL BE USED
BETWEEN PLANTS.

1l

1/2” DRIP TUBING — COIL SUFFICIENT
LENGTH IN BOX TO EXTEND HOSE
ADAPTER OUTSIDE OF VALVE BOX.

ALL SOLVENT WELD\ TIE A 247 LOOP IN —>
PLASTIC PIPING TO ALL WIRING AT CHANGES
BE SNAKED IN OF DIRECTION OF 30°

3 RUN WIRING BENEATH
AND BESIDE MAINLINE.

7 CU. FT. OF PEA GRAVEL
TREE ROOT

PERENNIAL PLANTING ‘ BALL
— TUBING SHALL \
WEAVE BETWEEN

PERENNIALS PLACING

TWO EMITTERS NEAR

EACH PLANT (TYP.)

PVC SCH 80 TEE OR ELL
PVC MAINLINE PIPE
PVC SCH 80 FELL

247"-#3 REBAR WITH STAINLESS
STEEL CLAMPS 1. SLEEVE BELOW ALL HARDSCAPE ELEMENTS WITH SCH. 40 PVC PIPE
TWICE THE DIAMETER OF THE PIPE OR WIRE BUNDLE WITHIN.
2. FOR PIPE AND WIRE BURIAL DEPTHS SEE IRRIGATION NOTES.

- LOOPS AROUND PLANT Y S

i i MATERIAL TO AVOID
25850 Sho00 T80 S50
I8, ISP G E 258

HAVE BEEN MADE. MAINLINE AT PLANT MATERIAL UNDER

KINKING OF PIPE.

2.TUBING SHALL BE STAKED

NOTES: WEED BARRIER. NO WATER
SHALL BE WASTED

DOWN EVERY 247 AND AT
BETWEEN PLANTS. BLANK

(801) 521-8529 - AWAengineering.net

DRIP TUBING AT PLANT

NOT TO SCALE

QUICK COUPLING VALVE

NOT TO SCALE

COMPRESSION FLUSH CAP

NOT TO SCALE

PIPE & WIRE TRENCHING

NOT TO SCALE

MANUAL DRAIN VALVE @

NOT TO SCALE
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PVC SCH 80 ELL

WIDTH VARIES

BACKFLOW ENCLOSURE
SEE IRRIGATION SCH. FOR
MFR & MODEL #

307 LINEAR LENGTH OF
WIRE, COILED

WATER PROOF CONNECTION

/ PAVING SURFACE

BACKFILL COMPACTED
/_Ar 95%.

70" ROUND VALVE BOX
NOTE: INSTALL

a FINISH GRADE ONE VALVE PER
T . IRRIGATION BOX
—H 27 YELLOW SNUG CAP STANDARD VALVE BOX
|

IRRIGATION CONTROLLER
SEE IRRIGATION

_/
SCHEDULE FOR MFR
AND MODEL #
2” RIGID STEEL_/
CONDUIT AND

FITTINGS

\

GALVANIZED ELL
& NIPPLES (TYP.)

4” THICK CONCRETE
/PAD; EXTEND 47

REDUCED PRESSURE
BACKFLOW PREVENTER
— SEE IRRIGATION SCH.

FOR MORE DETAIL

FINISH GRADE/TOP OF STONE

=] 3/4” CRUSHED GRAVEL
|| UMP (1 CU. FT.)

UNDISTURBED oot
SUBGRADE 003020 27 PVC SCH 40 PIPE 2 il & - ACTION MACHINE FITTINGS (TYP.)
S SETCARY AR | MALE TRANSITION NIPPLE
o g == AND GLUE ADAPTER

GALVANIZED BEYOND ENCLOSURE

UNION (TYP.) ] Lo/
BLDG. N _ @(
WALL ”
CONTROL WIRES 6” TO
. —GALVANIZED
FINISH
COUPLER (TYP.) EITHER SIDE IN

INTERIOR R
JUNCTION BOX GRADE FLOOR GALVANIZED N K SLEEVE
N oTa RISER (TYP.) PVC PRESSURE MAINLINE R
— SEE IRRIGATION SCH. T ‘

CONTROL T
: PVC MAIN LINE/LATERAL
VALVES “ - o stop IN SLEEVE
o 2” RIGID & WASTE=Z A
e STEEL VALVE
- CONDUIT

ELBOW, 127
RADIUS MIN.

BRICK (1-4)

DRIP CONTROL ZONE KIT
SEE SCHEDULE FOR MFR,
MODEL AND SIZE

HPVC SCH 40 MAINLINE

3” MINIMUM DEPTH OF
CLEAN GRAVEL

2” PVC ADAPTER

28" MIN FOR MAINLINE
16” MIN. FOR LATERALS

PVC SCH 80 MALE PVC SCH 40 PIPE

ADAPTER (TYP.) N

GALVANIZED ELL &

NIPPLE (TYP.) NOTE:
1. ALL IRRIGATION SLEEVES TO BE SCH. 40 PVC PIPE.

NOTE: 2. ALL SLEEVES SHALL BE TWICE THE NOMINAL SIZE OF THE PIPE WITHIN.

1. DIAMETER OF FITTINGS, NIPPLES AND RISERS SHALL BE EQUAL DIAMETER OF 3. ALL JOINTS TO BE SOLVENT WELDED AND WATERTIGHT.

SPECIFED BACK—FLOW PREVENTER UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. 4. SLEEVE TO BE RUN UNDER PAVEMENT AND EXTEND A MIN. OF 18” PAST

2. ENCLOSURE SHALL BE BOLTED DOWN ON EACH CORNER. EDGE OF PAVEMENT. END OF SLEEVE TO BE CAPPED AND MARKED.

2” RIGID STEEL
CONDUIT AND
FITTINGS TO
POWER SUPPLY

TO BACKFLOW PREVENTER PVC SCH 40 PIPE

(LENGTH AS REQUIRED)

PVC SCH 80 MALE ADAPTER
STOP & WASTE VALVE
BRASS NIPPLE

FORD COMPRESSION TEE
WATER SERVICE MAIN

PVC SCH 80 TEE

PVC SCH 40 PIPE
(LENGTH AS REQUIRED)

PIPE SLEEVING

NOT TO SCALE

DRIP CONTROL VALVE

NOT TO SCALE

IRR. CONTROLLER - INDOOR WALL MOUNT

11 NOT TO SCALE

BACKFLOW PREVENTION DEVICE

NOT TO SCALE

Eagle Mountain, Ufah

STOP & WASTE VALVE

NOT TO SCALE

Landscape & Irrigation Details

FINISH GRADE/TOP OF STONE

COMPRESSION X 1/2”
FPT FITTING

WRC RECE! VE/?/

(NEC) Eagle Mountain Boulevard and Pony Express Parkway

N

The District at Eagle Mountain Town Center Lot 3

MODEL WRC

211K

=l
[

=1l
=
—1[|
oD
T

COMPRESSION 0

FLUSH CAP \MOUNT/NG

\ WALL
TIE—-DOWN STAKE
(INSTALL EVERY 3°)
1,/2” DISTRIBUTION

TUBING

PVC SCH 40 PIPE
(LENGTH AS REQUIRED) NOTE:

AND FITTING (TEE OR ELL) MOUNT SENSOR ON ANY SURFACE WHERE IT WILL BE
LATERAL PIPE EXPOSED TO UNOBSTRUCTED RAINFALL, BUT NOT IN PATH OF SPRINKLER
SPRAY, NO MORE THAN 1000° FROM RECEIVER UNIT.
NOTE: MOUNT RECEIVER UNIT NO FURTHER THAN 6° FROM CONTROLLER.
1. USE RAIN BIRD XERIMAN TOOL MODEL XM—-TOOL TO INSERT EMITTER
DIRECTLY INTO 1,/2” DISTRIBUTION TUBING.

)
1

|||

{1}

ountain

agle M

25 March, 2025

SHEET NO.
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PVC TO POLY PIPE CONNECTION WIRELESS RAIN SENSOR know what's below.
Call before you dig.

NOT TO SCALE NOT TO SCALE




LIGHTED SIGNAGE BY
OTHERS.

EFIS— SYNTHETIC STUCCO EXT. FINISH
OVER 1 3" RIGID INSUL. WITH ROUTE
LINES AS SHOWN OVER TYVEK
WEATHER BARRIER. TYP.

?

POWDER COATED STEEL
AWNING/TRELLIS. TYP.

B ™

PAINTED HARDI ARCHITECTURAL PANEL
SYSTEM WITH EXPOSED EXTRUDED ALUM.
TRIM AT PANEL EDGES AS SHOWN. TYP.
OVER TYVEK WEATHER BARRIER.

21_011

|

10-0"

241_211

o)

MATERIAL LEGEND:

HATCH DESCRIPTION /MATERIAL COLOR %5Q. F1G.  REMARKS

EAST ELEVATION — TOTAL = 2537 SF

[N ALUM_ STOREFRONT DARK_BRONZE 32%
EAST ELEVATIONS LESS STOREFRONT = 1737 SF

" | | HARDIE PANEL GRAY-DARK GRAY 55% PERCENT OF FACADE LSS STOREFRONT
EIFS TAUPE 4% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
METAL TRIMS & AWNINGS  BLACK POWDER COAT 4% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
NORTH ELEVATION — TOTAL = 1108 SF
ALUM STOREFRONT DARK BRONZE 14%
NORTH ELEVATION LESS STOREFRONT = 948 SF

| HARDIE PANEL GRAY-DARK GRAY 61% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
EIFS TAUPE 35% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
METAL TRIMS & AWNINGS  BLACK POWDER COAT 4% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
SOUTH ELEVATION — TOTAL = 1108 SF
ALUM STOREFRONT DARK BRONZE 1%
LEFT SIDE ELEVATION LESS STOREFRONT = 1092 SF
EIFS TAUPE 27% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
HARDIE PANEL SERIES GRAY—DARK GRAY 71% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
METAL TRIMS & AWNINGS ~ BLACK POWDER COAT 2% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
WEST ELEVATION — TOTAL = 2537 SF
REAR ELEVATION LESS STOREFRONT = 2372 SF

| HARDIE PANEL SERIES GRAY-DARK GRAY 65% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
EIFS TAUPE 31% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT
METAL TRIMS & AWNINGS  BLACK POWDER COAT 4% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT

TOTALS:

BUILDING 1326 SF

STOREFRONT: 1141 SF = 13% OF TOTAL

EIFS 2070 SF = 28% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT

HARDIE PANEL SYSTEM

3867 SF = 53% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT

MEATL TRIMS & AWNINGS 212 SF = 3% PERCENT OF FACADE LESS STOREFRONT

PREFINISHED CAP FLASHING \
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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt a Resolution of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Adopting
the Mountainland Safe Streets 2024 Safety Action Plan Relating to the Safe Streets for All (SS4A)
Grant Eligibility.

BACKGROUND:

In 2022, the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) announced the "Safe Streets for All"
(SS4A) Grant Program, a federal initiative providing $5 billion over five years (2022-2026) to fund
roadway safety improvements and reduce traffic fatalities. More than $2 billion in funding remains
available.

To qualify for SS4A funding, cities must complete traffic studies, conduct safety analyses, and hold
public meetings to gather community input. Based on these efforts, a Comprehensive Safety Action
Plan must be developed and adopted to address identified safety concerns.

Recognizing the significant effort required to meet these criteria, the Mountainland Association of
Governments (MAG) led the process for Utah County cities. MAG performed all required steps and
drafted a combined Safety Action Plan for all of Utah County, which was completed in 2024. They
created this plan so all of their cities could be eligible for the grant without spending time and money
on the analysis. This regional approach enables all participating cities to become eligible for SS4A
funding without duplicating work or incurring additional costs. However, each municipality must
formally adopt the plan to apply for funding.

By adopting the Safety Action Plan, Eagle Mountain City becomes eligible to pursue SS4A grant
opportunities. City staff intends to seek funding for a stoplight at the intersection of Pony Express



Parkway and Trailhead, which was identified as a critical safety priority in the plan as well as
previous City discussions.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

The City is not bound by the Safety Action Plan after adoption. It signals areas of improvement in
which the City is interested, but makes no formal dollar, time, or political commitment to carry it
through.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Resolution
2. Exhibit A



RESOLUTION NO.R-_____-2025

A RESOLUTION OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH,
ADOPTING THE UTAH COUNTY
COMPREHENSIVE SAFETY ACTION PLAN
FOR SAFE STREETS FOR ALL (SS4A) GRANT ELIGIBILITY

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT)
established the Safe Streets for All (SS4A) Grant Program in 2022 to support local
initiatives aimed at preventing roadway fatalities and serious injuries; and

WHEREAS, participation in the SS4A program requires the development and
adoption of a Comprehensive Safety Action Plan that identifies and addresses local
roadway safety concerns; and

WHEREAS, the Mountainland Association of Governments (MAG) completed a
regional Safety Action Plan in 2024 that includes traffic studies, safety analyses, and
public input for Utah County municipalities; and

WHEREAS, adopting the Utah County Comprehensive Safety Action Plan
enables Eagle Mountain City to apply for federal SS4A grant funding without
duplicating the cost and effort of conducting a separate study; and

WHEREAS, the intersection of Pony Express Parkway and Trailhead has been
identified in the Safety Action Plan and previous City discussions as a critical safety
concern and a priority for potential funding;

NOW THEREFORE BE RESOLVED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City;
Utah as follows:

1. The Utah County Comprehensive Safety Action Plan relating to the USDOT
Safe Streets for All (SS4A) Grant Program attached hereto as Exhibit A is
hereby adopted.

2. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage.



ADOPTED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, this 3™ day of June,
2025.

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH

Tom Westmoreland, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gina L. Olsen, CMC
City Recorder
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EXHIBIT A
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2024 MAG MPO SAFETY ACTION PLAN
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ES - 1. Executive Summary

provides grants to local and regional jurisdictions for implementation, planning, and demonstration

activities as part of a systematic approach to preventing deaths and serious injuries on the nation’s
roadways. The SS4A program collaborates within USDOT, and with outside organizations committed to
roadway safety, to disseminate program information and build capacity to help communities apply for grants
and successfully implement grant activities.

T he U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) program

SS4A identifies eight key components to be completed to qualify as an eligible Safety Action Plan. The
Mountainland Association of Governments (MAG) Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Safety Action
documents the satisfaction of the eight components in this report:

Chapter 1 Leadership Commitment and Goal Setting: documents the leadership commitment adopted by
the MPO Board to reduce fatal and serious injury crashes by 50% by 2050 with an eventual goal to eliminate
all fatal and serious injury crashes.

Chapter 2 Planning Structure: identifies the Stakeholder Committee to guide the development,
implementation, and monitoring of the plan.

Chapter 3 Safety Analysis: documents historical crash trends and locations of fatal and serious injury
crashes, contributing factors, and crash types by relevant road users; provides a systemic analysis of high-
risk locations.

Chapter 4 Engagement and Collaboration: summarizes the engagement conducted with agencies, public
groups, and stakeholders through in-person and virtual outreach.

Chapter 5 Equity Considerations: documents analysis to identify transportation disadvantaged populations
according to federal definitions and presents travel pattern analysis of disadvantaged populations.

Chapter 6 Policy and Process Changes: identifies current plans and policies related to safety and identifies
opportunities to improve how MAG conducts its planning and transportation funding processes to better
prioritize safety.

Chapter 7 Strategy and Project Selections: identifies a prioritized, comprehensive list of projects and
strategies to address identified safety problems including programs and strategies.

Chapter 8 Progress and Transparency: describes how progress towards safety goals can be measured
over time and outlines the online dashboard created to track key safety metrics as projects and strategies
are implemented.
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Data for this analysis were downloaded from the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) Numetric
database. The five most recent complete years of data, 2018-2022, were used. While crashes occurring on
interstates were excluded, all other crashes during the study period were included in the analysis. Prior to
analyzing the crash data, the data were grouped into crash analysis zones that represented groupings of
one or more jurisdictions. This was done to ensure that there was an adequate sample size of crashes from
which to identify trends and provide some contextual consistency.

In Utah County, 39,709 crashes occurred during the study period. This included 889 serious injury crashes
and 145 crashes resulting in a fatality. Serious injury crashes generally trended upward from 2018 to 2022,
with a drop in 2019, reaching 221 serious injury crashes in 2022. Fatal crashes were highest in 2018 with 35,
dropping to just 22 in 2019, but slowly increasing back to 33 fatal crashes by 2022.

Overrepresented emphasis areas were identified for each crash analysis zone in the county. Aggressive
driving and intersection safety were the most prevalent overrepresented emphasis areas in Utah County.
Both were overrepresented in fatal and serious injury crashes in five of the county’s seven crash analysis
zones. American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon had the highest percentage of both emphasis areas, with
10% involving aggressive driving and 74% involving intersections. Other notable overrepresented emphasis
areas included 33% of fatal and serious injury crashes involving teen drivers in Eagle Mountain/Saratoga
Springs and Spanish Fork/Springville; and 24% of fatal and serious injury crashes involving unsafe speed in
Payson.

A high injury network (HIN) was developed for each crash analysis zone to identify locations for which
investments can have the greatest impact to mitigate crash-related fatalities and serious injuries (Figure ES-
1). The HIN for each zone incorporated the top 10% of road miles based on a detailed scoring methodology.
In Utah County, the high injury network incorporated the locations for up to 98% of each zone’s fatal and
serious injury crashes.
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Figure ES-1. Utah County High Injury Network

Within the MPO, there is a total population of 621,500 individuals according to the USDOT’s Equitable
Transportation Community (ETC) Explorer (Table ES-1). According to the national results, 9% of the census
tracts within the MPO qualify as disadvantaged communities. These census tracts are home to 52,600
people or 9% of the region’s total population. According to the state results, 35% of census tracts within
the MPO are disadvantaged. These census tracts are home to 198,600 people or 32% of the region’s total
population.
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Table ES-1. Percent Disadvantaged Census Tracts

NATIONAL RESULTS STATE RESULTS

Disadvantaged | Disadvantaged | Disadvantaged .
Disadvantaged Tracts

(% of Area Total)

Jurisdiction Total Population |Tract Population Tracts Tract Population
(% of Total) |(% of Area Total)| (% of Total)

Utah County 621,500 52,600 (9%) 14 (9%) 198,600 (32%) 55 (35%)

Engagement for the MPO consisted of in-person and online survey opportunities in November 2023 to
collect input about perceptions and lived experiences of safety on roads in Utah County that the team could
use alongside analysis to develop the High Injury Network and get early ideas for mitigation projects. Once
the HIN was created and draft countermeasures identified, a series of in-person public open houses and
pop-up events were held in strategic locations to reach groups living in/near disadvantaged census tracts.
The events informed the community about the work done so far and gathered input on which strategies
seemed the most effective/likely to succeed for each community and what people would be willing to
individually do to stay safe on the roads.

Events included a virtual meeting for Utah County and pedestrian intercept surveys in Provo in November
2023. Then, during April-July 2024, the team hosted an in-person open house in Orem at the Orem City
Library and pop-up events in Provo at the Provo Library, in Lehi at the mini-float parade for the Lehi Round
Up, and in Spanish Fork at the Spanish Fork Library.

The plan recommends 247 short-, medium-, and long-term projects to improve safety at HIN locations in Utah
County. Some recommended projects include programmatic elements: a total of 31 teen driving education
programs, 18 speed enforcement programs, and 66 red light running enforcement or education programs
are recommended in various crash analysis zones throughout the county. Other project components focus
on engineering-based improvements to roadway infrastructure. These include countermeasures such as
enhancements to, or construction of, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, traffic calming elements, and traffic
signal timing updates. This Plan also recommends a suite of six modifications to the MPO project selection
and prioritization process to elevate the importance of safety.
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1. Leadership Commitment and Goal
Setting

The U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) program provides
grants to local and regional jurisdictions for implementation, planning, and demonstration activities as
part of a systematic approach to preventing deaths and serious injuries on the nation’s roadways. The
SS4A program collaborates within USDOT, and with outside organizations committed to roadway safety, to
disseminate program information and build capacity to help communities apply for grants and successfully
implement grant activities.

SS4A requires an eligible Safety Action Plan to be adopted before applying to implement projects and
strategies. It also provides funding for two types of grants: Planning and Demonstration Grants and
Implementation Grants.

A SS4A Safety Action Plan includes the following eight key components:

1. Leadership commitment and goal setting:
An official public commitment by the public safety committee to an ultimate goal of zero roadway fatalities
and serious injuries.

2. Planning structure
Form an Action Plan Committee and Public Safety Committee which are responsible for the development,
implementation, and monitoring of the Action Plan.

3. Safety analysis

Analyze existing conditions and historical trends to measure the level of crashes involving fatalities and
serious injuries in and near the project area. Analyze locations where there are crashes and the severity
of the crashes, as well as contributing factors and crash types by relevant road users. An analysis of
systemic and specific safety needs is also performed, with the mapping of higher-risk locations.

4. Engagement and collaboration

Engage the public and relevant stakeholders to allow for both community representation and feedback.
Analyze and incorporate information received into the Action Plan. Include overlapping jurisdictions
in the process. Coordinate and align other governmental plans and planning processes to the extent
practical.

5. Equity

Consider equity by identifying underserved communities with recent and historic demographic data and
population characteristics.
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6. Policy and process changes

Assess current plans, guidelines, and policies related to safety and identify opportunities to improve
how processes prioritize transportation safety through the adoption of new policies, guidelines, and/or
standards, as appropriate.

7. Strategy and project selections

Identify a comprehensive list of projects and strategies that address safety problems. Once identified,
prioritize the list of projects and strategies for when the strategies and countermeasures will be
deployed. The list should include specific projects and strategies, descriptions of programs of projects
and strategies, and an explanation of how the project list was prioritized and the criteria used.

8. Progress and transparency

Describe the method to measure progress over time after an Action Plan is developed or updated,
including outcome data. Ensure ongoing transparency is established with residents and other relevant
stakeholders.

The Mountainland Association of Governments (MAG) has received a federal SS4A grant to develop a Safety
Action Plan for Utah, Wasatch, and Summit Counties that will provide a complete, well-defined strategy to
prevent roadway fatalities and serious injuries in each county.

A Safety Action Plan is a data-driven approach that identifies the areas with the most safety needs so
those areas can be targeted first. The Safety Action Plan aims to identify safety improvements to justify and
prioritize investment decisions. It is a powerful way to prioritize safety improvement projects and rationalize
investment decisions. The information in this plan will also help connect more clearly with stakeholders and
the public, and access funding opportunities for future improvements and public education.

Utah County is in an urban area and is one of the most populated counties in Utah with a population of
665,665.! Utah County is the 16th largest county by area in Utah with a total area of 2,144 square miles
(2.45% of Utah’s total area) with 25 cities in the county.

Historically, population growth in Utah County has been robust, rising by 35% in each of the last two decades
and surpassing one-half million people in 2009. More recently, the Provo/Orem area was the fourth fastest-
growing metro area in the country. The cities of Provo and Orem have always been the urban core of Utah
County but this is changing. The two largest metropolitan areas in the state, Salt Lake City and Provo/Orem,
converge at the Point of the Mountain, creating a natural center for high growth in both jobs and population.
Regional growth trends show that by 2050, Utah County will add half a million more people, growing to 1.2
million.

The MAG MPO is tasked with planning for urban Utah County’s regional transportation needs. Located at
the southern end of the Wasatch Front region of Utah, the MPO encompasses the rapidly growing Provo/
Orem Urbanized Area and includes all 25 Utah County municipalities and contiguous unincorporated areas.
Urbanization and the locations of major transportation facilities are constrained by physical boundaries,
including steep mountain terrain to the east and west and the large, centrally located Utah Lake. The urban
area is roughly bisected by I-15, the only freeway currently within Utah County.

! 2020 U.S. Census
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The MPO creates a forum, bringing together urban leaders with state and federal transportation officials,
opening dialogue, and providing a process for all to be involved in planning and funding the area’s
transportation needs. MAG has a strong history of working together with stakeholders and achieving results.

An MPO is the policy board of an organization created and designated to carry out the metropolitan
transportation planning process. It comprises representatives from the local government and governmental
transportation authorities. The MPO is supported by a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) that reviews
and recommends to the MPO Board various transportation planning and funding documents, such as
the Regional Transportation Plan and the Transportation Improvement Program. The TAC is comprised of
technical staff from all member agencies as well as the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) and the
Utah Transit Authority (UTA).

USDOT adopts a Safe System Approach (Figure 1) as the guiding theory to address roadway safety. The
Safe System Approach has been embraced by the transportation community as an effective way to address
and mitigate the risks inherent in our enormous and complex transportation system. It works by building
and reinforcing multiple layers of protection to both prevent crashes from happening in the first place and
minimize the harm caused to those involved when crashes do occur. It is a holistic and comprehensive
approach that provides a guiding framework to make places safer for people.

This is a shift from a conventional safety approach because it focuses on both human mistakes AND human
vulnerability and designs a system with many redundancies in place to protect everyone.

USDOT’s National Roadway Safety Strategy and the Department’s ongoing safety programs are working
towards a future with zero roadway fatalities and serious injuries. In support of this approach, safety programs
are focused on infrastructure, human behavior, responsible oversight of the vehicle and transportation
industry, and emergency response.

The Action Plan Committee and the Public Safety Committee were guided by the principles of the Safe
Systems Approach in the development and implementation of the MAG Safety Action Plan. The Safe Systems
Approach, also known as Vision Zero, is a comprehensive approach to road safety that aims to eliminate
traffic-related deaths and serious injuries. It recognizes that humans are fallible and make mistakes, so it
focuses on creating a forgiving system that takes into account human error and ensures that those errors
do not result in serious consequences.

Safe System Approach Core Principles:
« Human Fallibility:

The approach acknowledges that people will make mistakes on the road. Instead of blaming individuals,
it seeks to design systems that prevent errors from leading to serious consequences.

« Shared Responsibility:

The responsibility for road safety is shared among various stakeholders,
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including road users, vehicle manufacturers, infrastructure designers, and policymakers.

Collaboration and coordination among these stakeholders are essential for achieving safe systems.

Safe Infrastructure:

Proactive tools should be used to identify and address safety issues in the transportation system, rather
than waiting for crashes to occur and reacting afterward. It involves creating safe roads, intersections,
sidewalks, and bicycle lanes that minimize the potential for crashes and protect vulnerable roadway
users (VRUs).

Redundancy is Crucial:

Reducing risks requires that all parts of the transportation system be strengthened, so that if one part
fails, the other parts still protect people.

Safe System Approach Objectives:

Safer People:

Encourage safe, responsible driving and behavior by people
who use our roads and create conditions that prioritize their
ability to reach their destination unharmed. This includes
promoting compliance with traffic laws and discouraging
impaired driving, distracted driving, and aggressive behaviors.

Safer Roads

Design roadway environments to mitigate human mistakes
and account for injury tolerances, encourage safer behaviors,
and facilitate safe travel by the most vulnerable users.

Safe Vehicles: Figure 1. Safe System Approach
Components
Vehicle design and technology have a significant impact on

road safety. Safe vehicles are equipped with features such as
seat belts, airbags, advanced driver assistance systems, and crash avoidance technologies that mitigate
the risk of crashes or reduce their severity.

Source: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Safe speeds:

Speed is a critical factor in the severity of crashes. The Safe Systems Approach emphasizes safer speeds
in all roadway environments through a combination of thoughtful, equitable, context-appropriate roadway
design, appropriate speed-limit setting, targeted education, outreach campaigns, and enforcement.

Post Crash Care:

Enhance the survivability of crashes through expedient access to emergency medical care, while creating
a safe working environment for vital first responders and preventing secondary crashes through robust
traffic incident management practices.
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Five E’s of Safety:

The Five E’s are the fundamentals in traffic safety to reduce the number and severity of crashes. They
consists of the following concepts:

- Engineering:
This involves planning, designing, building, and maintaining safer transportation systems. Design
principles and standards proven to improve safety for all users should be employed.

- Education:

Education is a key component of roadway safety. It leads to changes in behavior that can save lives.
Proposed safety projects will include projects to educate the public, especially teenagers and older
drivers, about numerous safety issues.

« Enforcement:

Law Enforcement works diligently to remind people of the laws associated with the use of our roadway
network to increase safety.

- Emergency Services:

Instant response from emergency teams can save lives. Deploying trained dispatchers and ensuring
the right resources arrive to provide care and address safety at the scene can reduce the number of
fatalities and the severity of injuries.

- Everyone:

Everyone needs to make a difference and we all need to work together if we are going to reach Zero
Fatalities. Ensuring all agencies and the public are working together is one of the main pillars of the
Safety Committee.

The first of the eight key components of a SS4A Safety Action Plan is for a governing body to adopt a goal
to a timeline to eliminate fatal and serious injury crashes. The goal may take one of two forms:

« Atarget date to achieve zero fatal roadway fatalities and serious injuries, or

« A target date for an ambitious percent reduction of roadway fatalities and serious injuries with an
eventual goal to eliminate all roadway fatalities and serious injuries.

On May 2, 2024 the MAG MPO Board adopted the goal to reduce fatal and serious injury crashes by 50%
by 2050 with an eventual goal to eliminate all fatal and serious injury crashes. This goal is branded as
the “Fifty in 50” goal.
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2. Planning Structure

MAG formed a stakeholder committee to guide the development of the Safety Action Plan. The stakeholder
committee represented several MAG MPO member jurisdictions as well as partner agencies (Table 1). The
stakeholder committee met monthly to review project progress, guide project decisions, and coordinate
outreach with the community.

Table 1. MAG MPO Stakeholder Committee

Name Position Agency

Carla Merrill Mayor Alpine City

Mike West Planning Division Manager Lehi City

Vern Keeslar Traffic Manager Provo City

Jill Spencer City Planner Payson City

Jered Johnson Engineering Division Manager Spanish Fork City

Richard Nielson County Engineer Utah County

Dede Murray Strategic Planner UTA

Eric Rasband Planning Manager Utah Department of Transportation
Brian Phillips Traffic Operations Engineer Utah Department of Transportation
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3. Safety Analysis

Data for this analysis were downloaded from the UDOT Numetric database. The five most recent complete
years of data, 2018-2022, were used. While crashes occurring on interstates were excluded, all other crashes
during the study period were included in the analysis.

Priorto analyzing the crash data, the data were grouped into crash analysis zones that represented groupings
of one or more jurisdictions. This was done to ensure that there was an adequate sample size of crashes
from which to identify trends and provide some contextual consistency.

Crash analysis zones combined jurisdictions with similar characteristics. A number of factors were taken
into account when defining the zones. These included geographic proximity, number of jurisdictions, school
boundaries, crash totals, and area. The remaining areas within each county were grouped into unincorporated
county zones. The crash analysis zones for each county are listed in Table 2 and are shown in Figure 2.

Table 2. Crash Analysis Zones

Crash Analysis Zone Jurisdictions

) ) Eagle Mountain, Saratoga Springs, Fairfield,
Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs

Cedar Fort
Lehi/Highland Lehi, Highland, Alpine, Cedar Hills
American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon American Fork, Pleasant Grove, Lindon
UTAH (:[]UNTY Orem/Provo Orem, Provo, Vineyard
Spanish Fork/Springville Spanish Fork, Springville, Mapleton
Payson Payson, Salem, Elk Ridge, Woodland Hills,
Santaquin, Goshen, Genola
Unincorporated Utah County Unincorporated areas
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The following section details historical crash data for
Utah County for the five-year analysis period 2018
to 2022. Crash trends are shown for total crashes,
fatal/serious injury crashes, and pedestrian/bicycle
related crashes.

3.3.1. UTAH COUNTY

Figure 3 shows total crashes in Utah County for
the five-year period. Total crashes were lower in
2019 and again in 2020, likely due to the COVID-19
pandemic, dropping from 8,224 total crashes in
2018 to 6,682 total crashes in 2020. Total crashes
for Utah County rose again to their highest level
in 2021 with 8,588 total crashes and were slightly
lower again in 2022.
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Figure 3. Utah County Total Crashes

Figure 2. Crash Analysis Zones

Figure 4 shows the total serious injury crashes and total fatal crashes by year in Utah County. Serious
injury crashes generally trended upward from 2018 to 2022, with a drop in 2019, reaching 221 serious
injury crashes in 2022. Fatal crashes were highest in 2018 with 35, dropping to just 22 in 2019, but slowly

increasing back to 33 fatal crashes by 2022.
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Figure 4. Utah County Serious Injury & Fatal Crashes Figure 5. Utah County Pedestrian & Bicycle Crashes

Pedestrian related crashes in Utah County have been increasing since 2019, reaching a high of 177 total
pedestrian-related crashes in 2022. Bicycle-related crashes have remained more steady year over year
but show an increase from 2020 to 2022. Figure 5 shows the pedestrian and bicycle-related crashes in
Utah County from 2018 to 2022.

Several types of analyses were used to consider safety from multiple angles and to assist in identifying and
prioritizing projects for each crash analysis zone. These included an assessment of emphasis areas, crash
hotspot locations, and the development of high-injury networks for each crash analysis zone, which are
described in more detail in the subsequent sections. The three analyses built upon each other to identify
key locations for improvements, and ultimately guided development of projects and project prioritization.

3.4.1. EMPHASIS AREAS

Emphasis areas provide a framework for focusing on reducing fatalities and injuries by developing and
implementing strategies within those specific areas to increase road user safety across a state. The Utah
Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) features 11 emphasis safety areas that are to be given special attention
by safety organizations to achieve Utah’s ultimate goal of zero road user fatalities. These emphasis areas
highlight the most common and substantial contributing factors to fatal and serious injury crashes in Utah:

- Aggressive driving
- Distracted driving

« Impaired driving

« Motorcycle safety

» Pedestrian safety
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- Roadway departure crashes
« Intersection safety

- Speed management

« Teen driving safety

« Use of safety restraints

- Senior safety

The SHSP also features “continuing safety areas,” which address programs and initiatives currently underway
within the state’s safety agencies. Continuing safety areas that were relevant and capable of being analyzed
for this study include:

- Bicycle safety
- Commercial motor vehicle safety

- Work zone safety

For simplicity, all relevant areas, whether an emphasis area or a continuing safety area, are subsequently
referred to as emphasis areas.

3.4.1.1. Methodology

As part of the crash analysis, the study team identified the emphasis areas that were overrepresented within
each crash analysis zone. The results of this analysis were incorporated into the development of the High
Injury Network (HIN), improvement strategies, and project identification, which are discussed later in this
report. The percentage of crashes within each emphasis area resulting in a fatality or serious injury was
calculated for each crash analysis zone and compared to both the county and state rates. Emphasis areas with
crash analysis zone rates greater than both the county and state rates were considered “overrepresented.”
Additionally, some emphasis areas that were not overrepresented based on the data were still included for
consideration based on crash analysis zone priorities.

3.4.1.2. Results

Figure 6 shows the overrepresented emphasis areas for each crash analysis zone. Aggressive driving and
intersection safety were the most prevalent emphasis areas in Utah County. Both were overrepresented in
fatal and serious injury crashes in five of the county’s seven crash analysis zones. American Fork/Pleasant
Grove/Lindon had the highest percentage of both emphasis areas, with 10% involving aggressive driving
and 74% involving intersections.

While not listed as an emphasis area or continuing safety area in the SHSP, the rates of fatal and serious
injury crashes involving wildlife were also assessed owing to the concerns of jurisdictions and local advocacy
groups. In Utah County, less than 3% of all crashes involved a wild animal, lower than the state rate (5.6%);
of these crashes, eight resulted in a fatality or serious injury. Due to this low number of crashes, crashes
involving wild animals were not further analyzed as a potential additional emphasis area.
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Figure 6. Crash Analysis Zone Emphasis Areas

3.4.2. HOTSPOT ANALYSIS
3.4.2.1. Methodology

Intersection hotspots were identified for each crash analysis zone to determine locations with a high density
of crashes within 500 feet of an intersection. Three types of hotspots were assessed: all crashes, fatal
and serious injury crashes, and pedestrian and bicycle crashes. ArcGIS software was used to identify the
hotspots; crashes for each hotspot location were then analyzed for trends in Excel.

3.4.2.2. Results

Figure 7 through Figure 12 show the hotspot locations for each crash analysis zone. In American Fork/
Pleasant Grove/Lindon, the biggest hotspots of all crashes were located along State Street and Pleasant
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Grove Boulevard, both of which are the primary non-interstate corridors through the area. The largest
hotspot of serious injury and fatal crashes was located at the intersection of State Street and North County
Boulevard. The largest bicycle and pedestrian crash hotspots were located at 500 East/State Street in
American Fork and along 100 East in American Fork.

Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs’s all-crash hotspots were largely located along Redwood Road,
particularly at the intersections of Pioneer Crossing and Pony Express Parkway. However, the intersection
of Pioneer Crossing and Redwood Road was rebuilt between 2019 and 2020 to include displaced left-turns.
Construction and the adjustment period following the reconfiguration may have impacted crashes in this
area. Serious injury and fatal crash hotspots centered on the Redwood Road and Crossroads Boulevard
intersection, while the largest bicycle and pedestrian crash hotspot was located along the Pony Express
Parkway, which is adjacent to a church and large housing developments.

Lehi/Highland had large hotspots of all crashes on SR-92, adjacent to the interchange with I-15, and Main
Street, adjacent to the interchange with I-15 and Lehi High School, in Lehi. Serious injury and fatal crash
hotspots were also located along SR-92, particularly at the intersections with Highland Boulevard, adjacent
to Texas Instruments, and 6000 West, near Highland Elementary School. The top bicycle and pedestrian
crash hotspots were located in Downtown Lehi and the intersection of State Street and Main Street in Lehi,
located in the midst of a large commercial area including Costco, Lowe’s, Home Depot, and Walmart.

Many of Orem/Provo’s top hotspots were located along State Street in Orem and University Avenue in
Provo, with primary concentrations at State Street and 800 South in Orem and University Avenue and
Cougar Boulevard next to Brigham Young University. The top serious injury and fatal crash hotspots were
also located on State Street, notably at the intersections with Lakeview Parkway and Grandview Lane in
Provo. The largest bicycle and pedestrian crash hotspots were located at the intersections of State Street/
University Parkway in Orem next to University Place Mall, Orem Center Street by the Orem City Center, and
300 South/University Avenue in Provo.

Payson’s primary all crash hotspot was located at the intersection of Main Street and 100 North which is
a major intersection in Payson at the entrance to downtown. Several hotspots were also located along
SR-198. The intersection of 800 South and Main Street, next to Payson High School, was both a fatal and
serious injury crash hotspot and the largest bicycle and pedestrian crash hotspot. The intersection of 800
South and 1270 West was also a fatal and serious injury crash hotspot, close to the I-15 interchange.

Spanish Fork’s largest hotspots for all crashes were located along 1000 North at Main Street and US-6,
amid a large commercial area. In Springville, the primary hotspots were along 400 South at Main Street, 950
West, and 1750 West. 400 South is the main east-west commercial corridor between Springville and I-15.
The largest serious injury and fatal crash hotspots were both on US-6, at Expressway Lane and Powerhouse
Road. The top bicycle and pedestrian crash hotspots were located at two intersections in Springville: 400
South at 400 East and Center Street at Main Street.

Unincorporated Utah County crashes were less frequent than urban areas and hot spots often overlapped
with the HIN designations. Thus results focused on the HIN designations documented in Section 3.4.3.
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Figure 7. Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs Crash Analysis Zone Hotspot Locations
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Figure 8. Lehi/Highland Crash Analysis Zone Hotspot Locations
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Figure 9. American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon Crash Analysis Zone Hotspot Locations

R o6 e HR | -



MOUNTAINLAND | 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Figure 10. Orem/Provo Crash Analysis Zone Hotspot Locations

R 6 g HR |



MOUNTAINLAND | 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Figure 11. Spanish Fork/Springville Crash Analysis Zone Hotspot Locations
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Figure 12. Payson Crash Analysis Zone Hotspot Locations
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3.4.3. HIGH INJURY NETWORK
3.4.3.1. Methodology

A HIN represents a priority network of locations where crashes, particularly higher severity crashes, are concentrated
and occurring most frequently. This type of network is a useful safety tool for prioritizing investments to have the greatest
impact on crash-related fatalities and serious injuries.

One HIN was made for each crash analysis zone to take into account the differences in each zone’s crash trends. HIN
scores were calculated for every road segment in the zone based on a number of factors:

« Number of Crashes: Fatal, serious injury, and minor injury crashes

- Emphasis Areas: Number of fatal and serious injury crashes corresponding to the overrepresented emphasis
areas for each crash analysis zone (see Figure 6)

- Equity: Overall or transportation inequality census tract percentile ranking from the USDOT Equitable
Transportation Community Explorer (ETC). Overall equity ranking was used for zones with incorporated cities
and towns, while transportation inequality was used for unincorporated zones.

Weighting was applied to each of the components listed above. Crashes with a higher degree of severity
were assigned a higher weight than those with a lower degree of severity. Overrepresented emphasis areas
were weighted based on the degree to which each emphasis area correlated with the number of statewide
fatal and serious injury crashes.

The top 10% of segment miles with the highest scores were included in the HIN. Finally, the HIN segments
were smoothed in ArcGIS to combine nearby segments into contiguous corridors and remove outliers based
on local knowledge.

3.4.3.2. Results

The resulting HINs for each crash analysis zone can be seen in Figure 13 through Figure 19. In the American
Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon crash analysis area the HIN included the locations of 98% of the zone’s crashes
resulting in serious injury or fatality. HIN segments with the highest number of crashes were located along
State Street, particularly in Pleasant Grove: the segment between North County Boulevard and 1000 South
was the site of 548 crashes, including 18 that resulted in serious injury and three that resulted in a fatality.
The HIN segments on Pleasant Grove Boulevard and North County Boulevard resulted in 358 total crashes
including three serious injuries. State Street is the major non-interstate corridor through the analysis area
and Pleasant Grove Boulevard and North County Boulevard both provide direct access to I-15 for all three
jurisdictions.

The Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs HIN encompassed 64% of the crash analysis zone’s crashes resulting
in serious injury or fatality. The HIN segment located on Redwood Road south of Pioneer Crossing, which
is the main north-south corridor in Saratoga Springs, had 745 crashes, including six serious injuries and
three fatalities. SR-73 in Eagle Mountain, which is the main east-west highway between Eagle Mountain and
Saratoga Springs also had a high number of crashes: the segment from Canyon Wash Drive to Mount Airy
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Drive was the location of 106 crashes, including nine serious injury crashes and one fatal crash.

Lehi/Highland’s HIN included the sites of 53% of the zone’s crashes resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
Segments on Pioneer Crossing and SR-92 had a high number of crashes. SR-92, which is the main east-
west highway in north Utah County connecting Highland, Alpine, Cedar Hills and north Lehi with I-15, was
the site of 736 crashes from I-15 to 6000 West, including 22 resulting in serious injury and five resulting in a
fatality. Pioneer Crossing, which is a major east-west highway through south Lehi between Saratoga Springs
and I-15, had 592 crashes on the segment between Jordan River and Mill Pond Road; 11 of these resulted in
serious injury while three had fatalities.

In Orem/Provo the HIN included the locations of 67% of all crashes resulting in a serious injury or fatality in
the crash analysis zone. The HIN segments with the highest number of crashes were all located on State
Street, which is the main north-south corridor through Orem and Provo; particularly, locations in Orem from
500 North to 1300 South there were 876 crashes, including 23 serious injuries and three fatalities, in Provo
from 1850 North to Cougar Boulevard where there were 187 crashes, including seven serious injury crashes
and three fatal crashes, and south Provo near Slate Canyon Drive where there 87 crashes, including six
serious injury crashes.

Payson’s HIN — which represents the worst 8% of road segments as opposed to the top 10% - encompassed
the locations of 100% of serious injury and fatality crashes. HIN segments with the highest number of crashes
include Main Street and 100 North in Payson. The HIN segment on 100 North in Payson, which is the main
east-west corridor through Payson and connects Payson to communities to the east including Salem and
Spanish Fork, had the highest number of crashes for the crash analysis zone: 188 crashes occurred from 100
West to 1150 East, including two that resulted in a serious injury.

Spanish Fork/Springville’s HIN included the sites of 67% of crashes resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
The HIN segments with the highest number of crashes were located on US-6 in Spanish Fork and 400
South in Springville. 400 South, which is the main east-west corridor between Springville and I-15, had the
highest number of crashes for the crash analysis zone, with 562 total crashes from 2450 West to 750 West
including 13 that resulted in serious injury.

Unincorporated Utah County’s HIN was the site of 67% of the crash analysis zone’s serious injury and fatal
crashes. The winding canyon roads had the highest number of crashes in this crash analysis zone, led by
US-6, US-189, and the Alpine Loop (SR-92). US-6 which is the main highway between the Wasatch Front and
southeastern Utah was the site of 241 crashes in Spanish Fork Canyon between mileposts 182 and 193.3,
including eight resulting in serious injury and five resulting in fatalities.
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Figure 13. American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon Crash Analysis Zone HIN
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Figure 14. Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs Crash Analysis Zone HIN
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Figure 15. Lehi/Highland Crash Analysis Zone HIN
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Figure 16. Orem/Provo Crash Analysis Zone HIN
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Figure 17. Payson Crash Analysis Zone HIN
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Figure 18. Spanish Fork/Springville Crash Analysis Zone HIN
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Figure 19. Unincorporated Utah County Crash Analysis Zone HIN

While the analyses of emphasis areas, hotspots, and the HIN identify trends in historical crashes and the
location of those crashes, systemic safety identifies high-risk locations where there may not be a history
of crashes. Systemic safety enables local governments to understand the attributes of roadways that have
elevated serious crashes (those that led to a fatality or serious injury) and identify roadway facilities with
those same attributes across the region. This systemic safety analysis enables governments to proactively
implement safety countermeasures on these high-risk facilities without waiting for a serious crash to happen.

3.5.1. METHODOLOGY

The project team identified high-risk facilities by 1) locating roadways with serious crashes that
occurred between 2018 and 2022, 2) examining the attributes of those roadways, and 3) screening
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all public roadways within Summit, Utah, and Wasatch counties for those same attributes.?
The region’s roadway network was divided into half-mile segments, retaining essential attributes such
as road classification and speed limit. Supplementary data from sources like the U.S. Census and public
databases were also incorporated to capture additional attributes like socioeconomic indicators and transit
stop locations.

Based on data availability, these roadway attributes were Data availability influenced the selection
examined to determine which factors are key indicators of lane widths, presence of bicycle and
high-risk facilities. pedestrian facilities, median width

- Roadway Functional Classification and type, intersection control type,
and surface type were considered but

excluded due to unavailable data or poor
- Traffic Volume data quality.

» Speed Limits

» Transit Stops or Stations

With improved roadway network data

- Land Use Context (Urban vs. Rural) collection practices, the region and local
governments can conduct additional
screening of more factors to expand

« Proximity to Schools the understanding of high-risk facility

- Household Poverty profiles.

« Proximity to Public Parks

. Zero Vehicles Households

The team screened the roadway factors individually to determine their correlation with serious crash
frequencies. For instance, categorical factors like road classification (e.g., arterial or local roads) were
screened separately for each unique classification. Similarly, numerical factors such as poverty rates were
screened by considering various breakpoints to split the data. The project team iteratively screened these
factors, identifying the ones most closely correlated with locations that have a high frequency of serious
crashes. At the end of this process, the project team was able to define a set of factors that characterize the
most high-risk road facilities.

3.5.2. HIGH-RISK FACILITY PROFILES

Through the systemic analysis, the project team identified five facility profile tiers based on their relative risk
levels for fatal and serious injury crashes.® The factors identified in each of these tiers should be considered
collectively as high-risk facilities. For example, while high-speed roads are identified in the Critical tier, the
results of the analysis do not indicate that simply high-speed roads are high-risk. Similarly, correlation does
not signify causation. For example, although Critical tier facilities include facilities near transit stops, this
does not signify transit stops themselves are high-risk.

2 The systemic safety analysis excluded interstates and interstate ramps. Additionally, the analysis was conducted for all three counties
(Utah, Summit, Wasatch) together, therefore the results are for the combined region and not specific to the MPO or Rural Planning
Organization individually.

3 The identified high-risk facility profiles are for all three counties — Summit, Wasatch, and Utah counties because the analysis was for the
combined MPO and RPO region.
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STREETS

The five tiers and their correlated factors are:

Critical Tier: Road facilities with high traffic volumes (over 10,000 vehicles per day), speed limits over
30 MPH, near transit stops, and in communities with high poverty rates (over 45% of households
have incomes below 200% of the poverty level).

High Tier: Road facilities with high traffic volumes (over 10,000 vehicles per day), speed limits under
or equal to 30 MPH, and near transit stops; also includes roads with speed limits greater than 30
MPH, are not near transit stops, and in communities with low poverty rates (than or equal to 45% of
households below 200% of the poverty level).

: Road facilities with high traffic volumes (over 10,000 vehicles per day), speed limits
under or equal to 30 MPH, and not near transit stops; also includes all roads with low traffic volumes
(10,000 or fewer vehicles per day) and which have a high functional classification (minor arterial or

greater).

Road facilities with low traffic volumes (10,000 or fewer vehicles per day), low functional
classification, and in urban areas.

Road facilities with low traffic volumes (10,000 or fewer vehicles per day), low functional
classification, and in rural areas.

Each tier represents a different level of crash risk, with Critical, High, and Medium tiers indicating the highest
risk. Table 3 illustrates the factors that make up each of the facility profile tiers.

Table 3. Facility Profile Tiers by Factors

Shaded cells indicate the factors that make up each High-Risk Facility Profile Tier

‘Low-volume road facilities also include facilities that did not have traffic volume information. The project team assumed that facilities with

unknown volumes are low-volume facilities.

There is a disproportionate relationship between the characteristics of the region’s roadway network and
the frequency of serious crashes across different facility profile tiers. Higher-risk facility profiles (i.e., Critical,

A
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High, and Medium) make up a small percentage of the region’s roadway network total mileage, but a majority
of fatal or serious injury crashes occur on these facilities. The disproportionate risk of certain roads implies
priorities for action. For example, just 0.5%

of the region’s roadways are Critical tier 60%

facilities, but 14% of the serious crashes °
in the region occurred on these facilities.
Figure 20 illustrates the share of roadway
miles and serious crashes for all five tiers.

B % of Total Roadway Miles
B % of All Serious Crashes

50%

40%

Results from the systemic safety analysis
also provide insights into the most high-
risk facilities by ownership (i.e., roads
that are under municipal, county, or state
government jurisdiction). The majority of
Critical, High, and Medium tier facilities
are state-owned. Ninety-five percent (95%)
of Ciritical tier facilities, 87% of High tier
facilities, and 75% of Medium tier facilities Facility Profile Tier

are state-owned. Figure 21 illustrates the Figure 20: Facility Profile Tiers by Share of Roadway Mileage
share of road ownership for each facility and Share of Serious Crashes

tier.
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20%

10%

O,

° Minimal Low Medium High Critical

% Shre of Mileage and Crashes

A) (956 13Aﬂ 87% W A:‘ (756 7%7 / (92/: 210/ 36} (776
@ ‘ Medium ’ Minimal
B State-owned Municipal ] County

Figure 21: Facility Profile Tiers by Road Ownership

3.5.3. SYSTEMIC RISK MAP

Using the results of the systemic safety analysis, the project team identified all roadway facilities in the
region that are either Critical, High, or Medium tier. These are the high-risk road facilities that regional and
local governments should target for safety improvements to proactively address fatal and serious crashes.
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Figure 22 illustrates the high-risk facilities across Utah County, and Figure 23 to Figure 25 illustrate the high-
risk facilities in the vicinity of major cities in Utah County.

Figure 22: Map of High-Risk Facilities (Utah County)
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Figure 23: Map of High-Risk Facilities (Northern Utah County)
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Figure 24: Map of High-Risk Facilities (Central Utah County)
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Figure 25: Map of High-risk Facilities (South Utah County)
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The systemic analysis provides valuable insights to inform regional and local governments’ decision-making
on where to proactively target safety improvements:

- Certain roads have a disproportionate number of safety concerns and are higher risk (Critical, High, and
Medium tier facilities).

- Communities with higher poverty rates are located along Critical tier facilities and are disproportionately
exposed to safety risks.

- High-risk facilities are frequently state-owned indicating that partnership between local and state
governments is crucial.

The project team has integrated these findings throughout the Plan to identify specific safety projects for
implementation and to identify safety countermeasures that should be applied systematically across the
road network, contributing to the overall goal of enhancing road safety in the region.

To “ground truth” the data analysis results, the project team met with representatives of each jurisdiction
during the data analysis phase of the project. Meetings were held in a hybrid manner to ensure the strongest
possible participation from stakeholders. During these meetings the Project Team shared crash analysis
trends for intersection crash hotspots and HIN results and discussed jurisdictions’ safety priorities. Attendees
from each jurisdiction were invited to share both safety project ideas and safety concerns within their city
or county, especially for areas of concern not already identified by the Project Team. Feedback from the
jurisdictions, including additional safety project ideas and locations was used to guide the development of
the project lists and safety countermeasures.

Later in the process, as countermeasures and potential projects were developed, additional meetings were
held with the jurisdictions to get feedback on project ideas. Again, local input was crucial in identifying the
proper project or countermeasure for each crash hotspot or HIN network location. Overall, within the MPO,
13 meetings were held with 21 jurisdictions.
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4. Engagement and Collaboration

The public engagement priorities for this project included:

- Informing stakeholders and community members in Utah County about the project and gathering
comments during online and pedestrian intercept surveys, at public open houses, via email and phone
call.

« Providing clear, easy to understand information in English and Spanish via the project website, public
meeting materials and surveys, and newsletter/social media updates.

- Building public support for identified projects and supporting funding opportunities and implementation
in preparation for the July 2024 grant submittal deadline.

The website served as the home base for project information and included the following sections:

- Homepage: Overview with serious/fatal crash analysis, frequently asked questions, Link to survey results
Schedule, SS4A Program Overview, Share Your Thoughts/Contact Us

« MAG Overview: Information about MAG

- Utah County: Spring Open House presentation materials, Winter Virtual Open House recording and
presentation, and for Urban and Rural Areas: Crash Overview, Crash Demographics, Hotspot locations,
and HIN maps

4.1.1. SURVEYS

In November 2023, the project team launched an online community survey to gather input on the HIN maps
and ask for lived experiences on and around transportation facilities for everyone living in the project areas.
The survey was available online and was also performed as an intercept for pedestrians in certain high-
traffic areas in the communities (see Section 4.1.2).

The survey was designed to be applicable to all communities within the Safety Action Plan study area (Utah,
Summit, and Wasatch counties). The survey also provided open-ended questions where respondents could
write specifics about their neighborhoods or localized concerns. Users were also able to provide detailed
answers. Total participation in both surveys was 433 respondents (277 online, 156 pedestrian intercept).

To share the complete survey response with decision makers and the public, the project team built an online
dashboard of the survey results. The dashboard for all survey results can be viewed using the following link:

https://maps.avenueconsultants.com/portal/apps/dashboards/3b35ed6babf74b958f312bf88b70eccO

The dashboard shown in Figure 26 is interactive, and users can see specific results by changing the input
filters. Each individual widget of the dashboard is associated with a specific survey question, indicated by
the orange number tags in Figure 26. The dashboard is best viewed on a full computer screen.
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Figure 26: Interactive Dashboard with Full Resolution

The user can filter survey results on the dashboard with filters located at the top of the dashboard and
shown greater detail in Figure 27. For example, the City filter allows the user to pick one or more cities to see
where the survey respondents are from (based on user-provided Zip Code data). Using a filter will change
the widgets to reflect only those results. This is designed to allow the communities in our study area the
ability to see what their residents are saying about safety.

Figure 27: Dashboard with Different Filters

4.1.2. INTERCEPT SURVEYS

Pedestrian intercept surveys were administered in strategic locations throughout the project study area. A
total of 156 surveys were completed. Surveys were available in English and Spanish; only two surveys were
completed in Spanish with the remainder in English.

Five total intercept surveys were conducted in the project study area. Three surveys were conducted in
Utah County and one each in Summit County and Wasatch County. Survey locations were selected based
on anticipated numbers of pedestrians and bicyclists in the area. The data from the pedestrian intercept
surveys was added to the responses from the online survey and is part of the full dataset.

Two intercept surveys events were held on November 21, 2023 in Provo City. The first Provo City survey was
conducted on Cougar Boulevard between 500 West and University Avenue. This location features bicycle
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lanes and bus stops, access to many local restaurants and coffee shops, and a major hospital and health
care campus. A mix of people walking and cycling participated in the surveys. The primary demographic
at this location were students traveling to and from the Brigham Young University campus. The second
Provo City survey was conducted on Provo Center Street between 500 West to University Avenue. This
area is a walkable community hub with small local businesses and restaurants running the length of the
canvass area. From a demographic perspective, this location offered more diversity, and several surveys
were completed in Spanish.

A third Utah County survey to reach
a smaller community was conducted
in American Fork on November 13,
2023. Teams canvassed along Main
Street near coffee shops, bus stops,
and popular fast-food drive through
restaurants. The team was able to
speak with people who were waiting
for or alighting from the bus.

The Wasatch County survey was
held on November 10, 2023 and was
intended to engage pedestrians and
cyclists using Main Street near the
Center Street intersection in Heber
City. The team canvassed through
the lunch hour to reach people who
were going to local restaurants or
banks during this time.

The Summit County survey was
held in the early afternoon on a
busy stretch of Park Avenue near
Homestake Road in Park City. This
areahasacoffeeshop,grocerystores,
easy access to neighborhoods, bus
stops, and is a crossroads for travel
to nearby resorts.

The most common theme heard
during the intercept surveys was
about near misses with vehicles when traveling on foot or by bicycle. The near-miss interactions took place
predominantly in intersections. Most people with whom the team spoke mentioned drivers not paying
attention because of cell phones or other distractions in the vehicle and how this made them feel less
safe. Figure 28 shows an overview of key survey trends. Figure 29 shows the pedestrian intercept survey
questions.

Figure 28. Infographic of Survey Results
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Figure 29. Pedestrian Intercept Survey

Once countermeasures were identified, the team held a series of pop-up events in each county to
engage with the community and gather input. These were casual events focused on highlighting the top
countermeasures identified to mitigate each of the different crash types.

Pop-up locations were selected in consultation with the equity analysis done on the project (See Chapter
5) and selected based on their proximity to disadvantaged communities in each county. Between 2-3 team
members participated in the events and explained boards with county-specific information, including crash
trends and most impacted demographic groups. Two sticky board activities asked community members
to rank their preferred countermeasures and a third board asked them to write down what they would
personally do to travel more safely.

April 18, 2024 | Central Utah County: The pop-up event in Utah County was held at the Provo City library
during several regularly scheduled programs with large events happening on the floors above. The project
team engaged with more than 50 residents including families with children varying in age, library staff, and
Miss Utah. A member from Bike Walk Provo also attended and shared the event with her network on social
media. Individuals who interacted with the pop-up table provided their input on the projects (Figure 30).
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Figure 30. Pop-Up Event at Provo City Library

June 28, 2024 | Northern Utah County: The team attended the mini-float parade during the annual
Round Up in Lehi. The event featured a parade and vendors and food trucks. About 60 people, including
young families with children of various ages, stopped by the booth and were given sticky dots to select
countermeasures they believed would be effective to improve safety in their community. They also had the
opportunity to write out what they would do to personally stay safe while driving. Community members were
especially interested in crosswalks and pedestrian access and wanted to see better facilities. Education and
enforcement were hot topics for this group. (Figure 31)

Figure 31. Pop-Up Event at Lehi Round Up

July 11, 2024 | Southern Utah County: The pop-up event was held at the Spanish Fork Library during the
evening. The event engaged residents as many adults and families were visiting the library to pick up books.
The team spoke to close to 60 individuals, including many small families with children ranging from toddlers
to new drivers or those about to receive their learner’s permits. Many of the children engaged in writing
out what they do to stay safe when they use the road and many also helped select counter measures with
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the help of their parents who took time explaining what they meant. The team also engaged with several
Spanish speaking library patrons who were able to provide input and comments because of the Spanish
translation on the board itself. Pedestrian facilities were the most popular countermeasure and the biggest
topic of conversation with people who stopped by. (Figure 31)

Figure 31. Pop-Up Event at Spanish Fork Library

4.3.1. VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSES

One virtual open house was held for Utah County in December 2023. The goal of the open house was
to introduce the project, talk about MAG and the SS4A program, give an overview of the Safe System
Approach, and to show the high-injury network, hotspot locations, crash overview, and crash characteristics
Utah county.

The open house was hosted on Zoom and included 45 minutes of presentation with a 15-minute question-
and-answer session. The presentation was tailored to Utah County conditions and presented data specific
to both the rural and urban areas of the county. Recordings of the presentations are hosted on the project
website and YouTube.

4.3.2. IN PERSON OPEN HOUSES

The project team hosted an open house for the public to learn about safety countermeasures and provide
input on proposed lists of strategies and transportation safety projects. Input from the open house was
used to help shape the plan. Information presented included MAG and SS4A program overview, Safety
Action Plans, and strategies to reduce fatal and serious crashes with county-specific data.
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April 17, 2024 | Utah County: The open house was held at the Orem City Library. More than a dozen staff
from cities involved in discussions about mitigation projects and grant opportunities reviewed the boards
and spoke with the project team. Several members of the public attended as well (Figure 32).

Figure 32. Utah County Open House

Individual interviews were held with select interest groups and organizations. The purposes of the interviews
were to understand perspectives on roadway safety from diverse groups and to help inform the selection of
effective safety countermeasures. The following summarizes the key findings from each meeting:

4.4.1. BIKE UTAH

Bike Utah is a non-profit organization focused on encouraging more cycling through collaboration with local
governments, community assistance, and education. The following summarizes some key findings from the
interview:

Facilities with bicycle lanes or other bicycle facilities may still have challenges with driveway interactions
and intersection treatments.

More engineering standards related to bicycle treatments can further the implementation of bicycle best
practices.

As backbone bicycle facilities are implemented, further treatments are needed to help riders reach
destinations that may not be directly on the backbone.

Trail crossings at roadways need appropriate treatments of comfort and safety.

Neighborhood byways are a valuable asset, especially when accompanied with legitimate traffic calming
features and not just signage.

Bicycle planning should accommodate shorter trips as well and not just longer recreational or commuter
trips.

Rural communities can also have appropriate bicycle facilities without losing their rural character.
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4.4.2. UTAH HIGHWAY PATROL

The Utah Highway Patrol (UHP) is the state law enforcement agency for state-controlled highways. The UHP
trooper interviewed has specific experience patrolling Wasatch County roadways. The following summarizes
some key findings from the interview:

« Motorcycle-involved crashes are one of the most common sources of fatalities and serious injuries on
state highways. The motorcycle-involved crashes occur most frequently in the summer months and
especially on weekends.

- Targeted motorcycle safety reminders may be an effective way to educate drivers and encourage safer
behavior.

- Many rural-area motorcycle crashes involved drivers from Wasatch Front urban centers.

« Response times can be challenging for very rural areas especially as officers focus on issues in urban
centers. Increased staffing resources would allow for more patrolling of rural routes.

- Lack of center barrier is a factor in many crashes.

- Wildlife-involved crashes rarely produce a fatality of serious injury for a vehicle occupant.

4.4.3. ALPINE SCHOOL DISTRICT AND NEBO SCHOOL DISTRICT

The Alpine School District serves students in the northern half of Utah County and the Nebo School District
serves students in the southern half of Utah County. These two school districts cover all of Utah County
except for areas within Provo City. The following summarizes some key findings from the interview:

- Many school boundaries straddle wide, high-speed roads. School crossings at these roadways can be
challenging.

- State funds reimburse school districts for busing children who live outside distances from school.
Therefore, school districts sometimes spend extra money to bus students who live within the non-
reimbursement area to help them cross wide, high-speed roads.

« School districts are sometimes able to partner with cities to construct pedestrian underpasses.
- Other drivers colliding into buses poses safety challenges for the districts.

- Many roadways lack sidewalks which complicate students’ walking paths to schools.

- Railroad tracks also create barriers for children to walk to schools.

- Parents driving fast and student-drivers’ inexperience pose challenges to roadway safety around schools.

During development of the Safety Action Plan, two rounds of discussions were held with local governments.
Round 1 of the discussions focused on local safety concerns and occurred during the data analysis phase
of the project. The project team met with representatives of each jurisdiction and discussed safety priorities
within their community as well as sharing crash analysis trends for intersection crash hotspots and HIN
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segments. Attendees from each jurisdiction were invited to share safety project ideas and safety concerns
within their city or county, especially for areas of concern not already identified by the Project Team.
Feedback from the jurisdictions, including additional safety project ideas and locations, was used to guide
the development of the project lists and safety countermeasures.

Round 2 of the discussions occurred as countermeasures and potential projects were being developed
and focused on project comment feedback. The project team discussed potential safety projects with the
jurisdictions for each of the identified crash hotspots and HIN corridors to get feedback on project ideas.
The local input received was crucial for the Project Team in identifying the proper project or countermeasure
for each crash hotspot or HIN network location.

In addition to the two rounds of discussions, an online comment map was provided to the jurisdictions
for additional feedback. Meeting attendees were encouraged to discuss the information presented at the
meeting with their local government officials and add any additional safety ideas and projects to the online
comment map within two weeks following the meeting. Feedback gathered at the meetings was also added
to the online comment map. The information compiled from the online comment map helped guide the
project identification and prioritization process.
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5. Equity Considerations

The MAG Safety Action Plan is intended to align with USDOT’s role in implementing the Justice40 Initiative.
Given the transportation focus of this plan, MAG opted to use the ETC methodology to identify transportation
disadvantaged areas within the region.

The Disadvantaged Community Index is a blended metric that identifies underserved census tracts based
on six components: transportation insecurity, health vulnerability, environmental burden, social vulnerability,
and climate and disaster risk burden. The components comprise over 40 data indicators based on regularly
updated government statistics. For example, the transportation insecurity componentis comprised of metrics
related to transportation access, cost burden, and traffic fatalities per 100,000 people. The transportation
access metric is comprised of sub-components such as measures of households without a personal vehicle,
commute times, access to points of interest, and job and transit access.

The data for each indicator are normalized and percentile ranked among other census tracts in the nation
or state. This process is then repeated at the component level to produce a final Disadvantaged Community
Index score. A census tract is considered “disadvantaged” if the final Index Score is greater than the 65th
percentile. “National results” are the census tracts that are in the 65th percentile or higher when ranked
among all census tracts in the United States. Meanwhile, “State Results” are the same metric, except ranking
only census tracts in Utah. Hence, all “national results” census tracts are also included in the “state results”
layer. Inevitably, there are more census tracts in the “state results” dataset because they are in the 65th
percentile or more of tracts in the state.

Additionally, Native American tribal nations automatically receive “disadvantaged” status regardless of
demographics. The Uintah and Ouray Reservation of the Ute Indian Tribe encompasses a large portion of the
easternmost extents of Wasatch County. This area extends east of Heber to the county line, encompasses
Strawberry Reservoir, and lacks a significant residential population.

5.1.1. NATIONAL RESULTS

Within the MAG region—encompassing the total extents of Utah, Wasatch, and Summit counties—there is
a total population of 696,200, about 52,000 (7.5%) people live in 13 disadvantaged census tracts, which
represent 8% of tracts in the region.

Except for the portion of the Tribal Census Tract that overlaps with eastern Wasatch County, all other
national results census tracts are located within Utah County. Two are west of I-15 in Vineyard and Orem.
Nine census tracts are located near or next to Brigham Young University: five roughly between campus or
University Avenue and the Provo River, three between campus and Center Street, and one to the northeast.
Two other tracts are in Provo: stretching from 600 South to SR-75 and from I-15 to State Street. The final
census tract is located within Spanish Fork. It is east of Main Street, north of 400 North/SR-147, west of U.S.
Route 6, and south of I-15.

R 6 G HR | -



MOUNTAINLAND
STREETS

5.1.2. STATE RESULTS

Withinthe MAG region—encompassing
the total extents of Utah, Wasatch,
and Summit counties—there is a total
population of 696,200, about 29.6%
live in disadvantaged census tracts,
amounting to 206,300 people. There
are 56 disadvantaged census tracts,
making up 31% of the MPO census
tracts in the region.

The state results of the disadvantaged
area census tracts, include all of the
tracts described above, one in Wasatch
County, one in Summit County, and
the remaining tracts are located in
a more geographically spread area
throughout Utah County. Tracts are
located in the following communities:
Eagle Mountain, Lehi, American
Fork, Pleasant Grove, Orem, Provo,
Springville, Spanish Fork, Payson,
and Santaquin. In Wasatch County,
the single census tract is located west
of U.S. Route 40, North of US-189,
and east of 1140 West or 1750 West.
The disadvantaged tract in Summit
County is a large portion of the county
extending north of Coalville to the
Morgan County border and east to the

Wyoming border along the I-80 corridor.
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Figure 33. MAG Area Disadvantaged Census Tracts
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Figure 34. Utah County Disadvantaged Census Tracts
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The HIN and its proximity to the national results disadvantaged tracts was analyzed to understand the
overlap between these underserved areas and hazardous traffic conditions. There are 152 distinct segments
of the HIN and 30 of them (19.7%) intersect with nationally-ranked disadvantaged census tracts. Linearly,
among the 250.5 miles of HIN segments, 42.7 miles (11%) intersected with disadvantaged census tracts.
Among the 168 crash hotspots on the HIN within the MAG boundaries, 20 (11.9%) are located within or
adjacent to a disadvantaged census tract. Despite only having less than 8% of MAG’s population, residents
of disadvantaged census tracts are disproportionately exposed to hazardous traffic conditions.

Almost 40% (98 miles) of HIN length is alongside or within disadvantaged census tracts above the 65th
percentile of census tracts in the state. Approximately 57% of HIN segments affect these areas. Among
the 168 hotspots in the MAG region, 72 (42%) coincide with these underserved areas. This provides further
evidence that state results disadvantaged census tracts are disproportionately exposed to hazardous traffic
conditions.
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A travel pattern analysis provides a means of understanding the effect of proposed improvements,
particularly as it pertains to underserved populations such as those living in poverty and/or without a car.

This analysis was conducted using Replica’s travel model. The model is based on census data and other
demographic sources, which in turn is used to model a typical weekday of travel by the simulated population
on a simulated transportation multimodal network. Travel volumes are then calibrated based on real world
count and location-based service data. The model user can filter the dataset based on certain characteristics
of the trip, traveler, or geography involved. In this analysis, which was based on the Spring 2023 output, the
two-way daily volume was calculated for non-separated roadways, with the outcome being an educated
estimate into how disadvantaged individuals typically travel.

5.3.1. PEOPLE IN POVERTY

To conduct a travel pattern analysis of people in poverty, the Replica dataset was filtered based on household
income. The USDOT’s ETC methodology and the Department of Health and Human Services both provided
guidance for establishing this metric, as they classify poverty as living at 200% of the federal poverty line or
below. For household size, a typical input when calculating a poverty line, this analysis used the typical Utah
County household size of three people. Therefore, the 200% estimated 2023 poverty line for a household
size of three people was $49,720 annual income. Finally, to ensure that local marginalized populations travel
patterns were captured, a filter based on the synthetic populations home location in any county in the MAG
region was applied. Replica reported that this sample size was large enough to produce high quality results.

Once completed, the analysis enabled the project team to not only see how projects would impact
disadvantaged areas but also their potential benefits for marginalized populations.

Figure 36 through Figure 38 show the travel pattern results for Utah County. While many of the roads in
the MAG network fell into the lowest tier for percentage of users who were in poverty (0.3-20%) there were
notable exceptions. In the American Fork and Lehi areas there were greater concentrations of people in
poverty around State Street, which is even more pronounced in Orem, where between 20% and 40% of
roadway users meet on State Street and 800 North meet the poverty definition. Notably in Provo almost all
the streets, local and major, have a percentage of roadway users in poverty that is higher than 20%, with
many streets located near BYU ranging from 40-80%.
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Figure 36. Northern Utah County People in Poverty Travel Pattern Analysis
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Figure 37. Central Utah County People in Poverty Travel Pattern Analysis
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Figure 38. Southern Utah County People in Poverty Travel Pattern Analysis
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5.3.2. PEOPLE IN HOUSEHOLDS WITHOUT ACCESS TO A CAR

For analyzing populations without access to a car, a similar process to that detailed above was used though
in this case the data was filtered to see travel volumes related to people with no household access to a car.
Once again, a secondary filter was added to only show travelers who were residents of the MAG region.
Though this analysis was of a smaller population than the people in poverty analysis, Replica’s analysis still
indicates that it was a robust sample size.

Figure 39 through Figure 41 show the travel pattern results in Utah County. Unsurprisingly the vast majority
of streets and roads have low concentrations of users from no car households, with only a smattering
of instances in which the percentage rises higher than 20%. Small collections of streets in nearly every
community in the entire MAG area that have concentrations of roadway users from no car households that
ranged from 20-60%. One interesting exception was a single street in Spanish Fork where the concentration
ranges from 80-100%. In addition, when it comes to volumes of people from no car households, there are
higher volumes in Provo especially around the university and downtown.

Figure 39. Northern Utah County Zero-Car Household Travel Pattern Analysis
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Figure 40. Central Utah County Zero-Car Household Travel Pattern Analysis
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Figure 41. Southern Utah County Zero-Car Household Travel Pattern Analysis
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6. Policy and Process Change

Robust policies and agency processes are critical elements in the effort to eliminate fatal and serious
crashes on roadways. Policy and process changes serve as a pivotal framework for fostering a culture of
roadway safety within government agencies. By evaluating current practices against best practices and
establishing new data-informed policies and strategies, government agencies can proactively address
systemic safety issues, prioritize safety initiatives, and enact timely safety countermeasures to mitigate risks.
These practices, policies, and processes lay the foundation for a cohesive approach towards establishing a
culture of roadway safety that saves lives.

6.1.1. CURRENT PLANS AND POLICIES

The project team evaluated local and regional plans
and policies to determine the breadth and depth of
safety planning across MAG communities (Figure 41).
The plan review determined which communities have
multiple transportation planning documents and which
plans consider safety via goals, strategies, and targets/
performance metrics.

General/
Comprehensive
Plan

Complete
The project team evaluated existing frameworks and Streets/Policy

identified inconsistencies or barriers to implementation. Guidelines
The best practices review considered whether regional
and local governments’ community planning documents
reflected national best practices, especially regarding
policies and strategies for roadway safety, traffic
calming, and active transportation.

Figure 42. Types of Plans Reviewed
6.1.1.1. Approach

The project team first gathered and reviewed the types of plans shown in Figure 42, then looked for safety-
related goals, strategies, and metrics within each document.
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In general, reviewers looked for:

1.

A clear safety goal, especially one clearly defined as an overarching plan goal in the organization of
the document, not simply stated or implied within the plan text.

. Strategies specifically identified to improve roadway safety outcomes, not just where a reviewer
could infer a connection to safety.

Performance targets, metrics, and measures to tie specific numbers to the safety goal and track
progress toward achieving it. Note, some plans set performance metrics such as “the number of
crashes” but were unclear about the current or target number of crashes in the future. Offering metrics
without a meaningful target provides less accountability to plan goals. The best plans set both a metric
and a target, with staff publicly sharing crash statistics over time so that the community can monitor

progress.

The overall purpose ofthe document review was to identify how these plans and policies provide opportunities
or present challenges to implementing the Safe System Approach and creating a positive roadway safety
culture. The review of these documents highlights recommendations that will be crucial for the regional and
local governments to create a positive culture of roadway safety that influences decision-making.

6.1.1.4. Findings

The following section summarizes high-level findings from the best practices review for communities in Utah
County. The project team reviewed planning documents from 25 communities/subregions in the county:

Unincorporated Utah County
Alpine
American Fork
Cedar Fort
Cedar Hills
Eagle Mountain
Elk Ridge
Fairfield
Genola
Goshen
Highland

Lehi City

Lindon

Mapleton

Orem

Payson

Pleasant Grove
Provo

Salem

Saratoga Springs
Spanish Fork
Springville

South Utah County
Vineyard
Woodland Hills
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Twenty-four (24) of the 25 communities have general or comprehensive plans, and 18 of those plans contain
a safety goal. Fourteen (14) of the 25 communities have active transportation plans, and 13 of those plans
contain a safety goal.

Eleven (11) communities have a Complete Street policy or guidelines — four have a Complete Streets policy
or guidelines established, and seven have plans to adopt a Complete Streets policy. One community, Provo,
has a Safety Action Plan and Vision Zero goal (reduce fatal and serious injury crashes by 50% by 2040).
Table 4 summarizes the plans reviewed from communities in Utah County.

Table 4. Summary of Safety Plans in Utah County

Communities
Plans With
With This

Type of Plan

Plans Without | Communities Without

Safety Goals | Safety Goals This Type of Plan

General/Comprehensive Plan 24 18 6 1

Active Transportation Plan 14 13 1 1
Complete Streets Policy/Guidelines 1 n/a n/a 14
Vision Zero Policy/Plan 1 1 0 24

6.1.2. LOCAL CHALLENGES TO BEST PRACTICES

Based on the initial document review, the project team identified four communities for follow-up interviews.
The overall purpose was to gain additional insights from communities with key roadway safety strategies or
policies. The lessons learned from the challenges and success these communities are having with promoting
best practices for roadway safety provide crucial information for how other communities in the region can
advance their safety policies and practices.

The project team selected the following two communities for the reasons described below:

- Lehi City, Utah County (84,400 people): Staff in Lehi City are performing an innovative systemic safety
analysis, considering safe speeds, the functionality of street classifications, sidewalk and bicycle network
gaps, and other geographic data. City staff are also willing to share information on how to perform similar
studies with staff in other MAG member jurisdictions.

- American Fork, Utah County (37,300 people): This community has an active transportation plan with a
safety goal and a Complete Streets policy that includes constructing bikeways during street resurfacing
or restriping projects. American Fork also has an Access Management Plan that staff continue to follow
during development or redevelopment projects to minimize driveways and multiple conflict points.

The interviews with these communities revealed several common challenges faced by communities in the
region:

- Data collection and safety metrics tracking can be taxing for communities to perform at a regular
frequency.

- Local resources are limited in terms of staff capacity and funding for safety initiatives and infrastructure
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improvements.
+ Room forimprovement in the partnerships with UDOT to reduce speeds and improve roadway designs.

- Room forimprovement in the partnerships with police/sheriff departments for postmortem evaluations
of crash incidents and opportunities for targeted enforcement.

- Political leaders and the community challenge safety initiatives when there is a perception of
tradeoffs, although they are generally in support of improving safety and understand the safety needs.

- Inconsistent buildout of a multimodal network leads to a disconnected patchwork of safe bicycle and
pedestrian facilities.

Identifying these common challenges that communities face regarding roadway safety can help build
recommendations from successful peer and national examples. In turn, these best practices can be
established as key recommendations for updated or new policies and practices in the region.

6.1.3. NATIONAL BEST PRACTICES

The reference manuals and resources listed in Table 5 represent successful national best practices in six
areas of roadway safety, as well as a seventh category of miscellaneous guidance:

« General street design standards
- Traffic calming

- Vision Zero

« Bicycle and pedestrian planning
« Crossing guidelines

« Accessibility

These documents and websites are references that the project team consulted during the review of the
region’s current plans and policies. These national best practices also frame the recommended policies and
practices for the region to guide MAG and the local governments seeking to improve roadway safety.
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Table 5. National Best Practices Reference Manuals and Resources

General Street Design Standards

American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and
Streets, 7th Edition

National Association of City Transportation Officials, Urban

Street Design Guide

Federal Highway Administration, Manual on Uniform Traffic

Control Devices for Streets and Highways

Smart Growth America, Complete Streets

American Planning Association, Complete Streets: Best

Policy and Implementation Practices

Vision Zero

Traffic Calming

Federal Highway Administration, Traffic Calming ePrimer

U.S. Department of Transportation, Traffic Calming to Slow

Vehicle Speeds
Institute of Transportation Engineers, Traffic Calming

Global Designing Cities Initiative, Traffic Calming Strategies

National Association of City Transportation Officials, Speed

Reduction Mechanisms

National Association of City Transportation Officials, City

Limits: Setting Safe Speed Limits on Urban Streets

Project for Public Spaces, Traffic Calming 101

Bicycle & Pedestrian Planning

Vision Zero Network, Resource Library

National Safety Council, Road to Zero: A Plan to Eliminate

National Association of City Transportation Officials, Urban
Bikeway Design Guide

Roadway Deaths

Federal Highway Administration, Zero Deaths and Safe

System
Federal Highway Administration, Safe System Roadway

Design Hierarchy

Federal Highway Administration, Crash Modification Factors

(CMEF) Clearinghouse
Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center, Safe Routes to
School Online Guide

Federal Highway Administration, Achieving Multimodal

Networks: Applying Design Flexibility and Reducing

Conflicts

Federal Highway Administration, Separated Bike Lane

Planning and Design Guide

Federal Highway Administration, Designing Sidewalks &

Trails for Access

Federal Highway Administration, Incorporating On-Road

Bicycle Networks into Resurfacing Projects

American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials, Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 4th

Edition
American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials, Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of

Pedestrian Facilities, 2nd Edition

Institute of Transportation Engineers, Designing Walkable

Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach

Federal Transit Administration, Manual on Pedestrian and

Bicycle Connections to Transit

The League of American Bicyclists, Federal Funding &

Planning for Biking & Walking

A


https://store.transportation.org/item/collectiondetail/180
https://store.transportation.org/item/collectiondetail/180
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/
https://smartgrowthamerica.org/what-are-complete-streets/
https://www.planning.org/publications/report/9026883/
https://www.planning.org/publications/report/9026883/
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/speed-management/traffic-calming-eprimer
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/health/Traffic-Calming-to-Slow-Vehicle-Speeds
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/health/Traffic-Calming-to-Slow-Vehicle-Speeds
https://www.ite.org/technical-resources/traffic-calming/
https://globaldesigningcities.org/publication/global-street-design-guide/designing-streets-people/designing-for-motorists/traffic-calming-strategies/
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/design-controls/design-speed/speed-reduction-mechanisms/
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/design-controls/design-speed/speed-reduction-mechanisms/
https://nacto.org/publication/city-limits/
https://nacto.org/publication/city-limits/
https://www.pps.org/article/livememtraffic
https://visionzeronetwork.org/resources/
https://www.nsc.org/road/resources/road-to-zero/road-to-zero-home?
https://www.nsc.org/road/resources/road-to-zero/road-to-zero-home?
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/zero-deaths
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/zero-deaths
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/zero-deaths/safe-system-roadway-design-hierarchy
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/zero-deaths/safe-system-roadway-design-hierarchy
https://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/
https://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/
http://guide.saferoutesinfo.org/
http://guide.saferoutesinfo.org/
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-bikeway-design-guide/
https://nacto.org/publication/urban-bikeway-design-guide/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/multimodal_networks/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/multimodal_networks/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/multimodal_networks/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/separated_bikelane_pdg/page00.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/separated_bikelane_pdg/page00.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/sidewalk2/contents.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/sidewalk2/contents.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/resurfacing/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/resurfacing/
https://store.transportation.org/Item/CollectionDetail?ID=116
https://store.transportation.org/Item/CollectionDetail?ID=116
https://store.transportation.org/item/collectiondetail/224
https://store.transportation.org/item/collectiondetail/224
https://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/designing-walkable-urban-thoroughfares-context-sensitive-approach
https://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/designing-walkable-urban-thoroughfares-context-sensitive-approach
https://www.transit.dot.gov/research-innovation/manual-pedestrian-and-bicycle-connections-transit-report-0111
https://www.transit.dot.gov/research-innovation/manual-pedestrian-and-bicycle-connections-transit-report-0111
https://data.bikeleague.org/show-your-data/national-data/nation-federal-funding-planning-for-biking-walking/
https://data.bikeleague.org/show-your-data/national-data/nation-federal-funding-planning-for-biking-walking/
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Crossing Guidelines ‘ Accessibility

U.S. Access Board, Public Right-of-Way Accessibility

Guidelines

U.S. Access Board, Americans with Disabilities Act

Accessibility Standards

Federal Highway Administration, Guide for Improving

Federal Highway Administration, Accessible Shared Streets:

Pedestrian Safety at Uncontrolled Crossing Locations

Notable Practices and Considerations for Accommodating

National Association of City Transportation Officials, Don’t
Pedestrians with Vision Disabilities

Give Up at the Intersection

American Society of Landscape Architects, Universal
Design
National Association of City Transportation Officials,

Universal Design Elements

Miscellaneous

People for Bikes, Quick Builds For Better Streets: A New Project Delivery Model for U.S. Cities

Street Plans Collaborative, Tactical Urbanist’s Guide to Materials and Design

Smart Growth America, The Innovative DOT: A handbook of policy and practice

Toole Design Group, Winter Maintenance Resource Guide

National Workzone Safety Information Clearinghouse, Accommodating Pedestrians

As the MPO for the region, MAG is responsible for developing the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) to define transportation investments over the short and
long term. MAG implements a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process,
in conformance with federal transportation regulations. One of the federally required planning factors for
the RTP is to increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and nonmotorized users. This is
supported by the safety national performance goal, which directs MPOs to achieve a significant reduction
in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on public roads. The MAG RTP adopted in 2023 and TIP comply with
these federal requirements.

MAG also recognizes the state planning priorities identified in the Utah 2023-2050 Unified Plan and Utah
SHSP. An objective of the Unified Plan is to reduce fatal and serious injuries on the transportation network.
The Unified Plan safety performance measure is fatalities and serious injuries per capita. The SHSP
establishes performance measures related to activity and behavior in addition to the core performance
measures.

6.2.1. TRANSPLANSO

TransPlan50, the RTP adopted in 2023, identifies the transportation vision and priorities for the urbanized
area. The goals in the current plan are shown below, where safety is identified as a component of the goal
to develop a connected active transportation network.
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https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/step/resources
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/pedestrian-bicyclist/step/resources
https://nacto.org/publication/dont-give-up-at-the-intersection/
https://nacto.org/publication/dont-give-up-at-the-intersection/
https://www.access-board.gov/prowag/
https://www.access-board.gov/prowag/
https://www.access-board.gov/ada/
https://www.access-board.gov/ada/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/accessible_shared_streets/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/accessible_shared_streets/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/accessible_shared_streets/
https://www.asla.org/universaldesign.aspx
https://www.asla.org/universaldesign.aspx
https://nacto.org/publication/transit-street-design-guide/stations-stops/stop-design-factors/universal-design-elements/
https://www.peopleforbikes.org/reports/quick-builds-for-better-streets-a-new-project-delivery
http://tacticalurbanismguide.com/guides/tactical-urbanists-guide-to-materials-and-design/
https://smartgrowthamerica.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/the-innovative-dot.pdf
https://tooledesign.com/insights/2024/02/clear-paths-ahead-an-updated-guide-on-winter-maintenance/
https://workzonesafety.org/topics-of-interest/accommodating-pedestrians/
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- Enhanced roadway grid network: Creating a regional highway grid of properly spaced and sized roads
can help reduce congestion, better facilitate transit, and provide pedestrian safety.

- Expanded freeways, expressways, and arterials: Growth and expansion require the regional highway
system to evolve from the limited corridors today to a well connected system of right sized roads including
freeways and expressways.

- Robust regional transit system: Funding and constructing a broader regional rail and transit system
increases mobility and accessibility within our high-growth region. As the region becomes more urban,
transit becomes a solid option for relieving congestion and moving people.

- Connected active transportation network: Create a regional network of active transportation (bicycle
and pedestrian) facilities to provide additional and safe alternatives for people to commute and recreate.

In future updates, the RTP provides a platform to emphasize the importance of safety in the development
of transportation investments. A peer review of other MPOs shows that several other agencies identify
safety as a primary goal in the RTP. It is recommended that safety be showcased in future plan development
processes as a primary goal with additional explanation of the extent of safety priorities, which could include
the following:

- Reducing the number of fatalities and serious injuries.
- Addressing equity and VRU needs.

« Incorporating safety design features into construction of new roadway capacity.

The national safety performance goal, as identified in 23 CFR 150(b), is to achieve a significant reduction
in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads. Federal statute (23 CFR 490.105) requires that
MPOs establish safety goals and performance targets. TransPlan50 includes these federally required safety
performance measures and reported baseline conditions and 2-year targets, as shown in Table 6.

Table 6. Required Safety Performance Measures

Safety Performance Measures Baseline (2021) 2-Year Target
Number of Fatalities (5-year average) 277 2.5% reduction
Fatality Rate (5-year average) 0.86

Number of Serious Injuries (5-year average) 1502.6 2.5% reduction
Serious Injury Rate (5-year average) 4.679

Non-motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries (5-year average) 223.8 2.5% reduction

Future RTP updates provide an opportunity to continue monitoring the progress toward these performance
targets and incorporating the targets adopted though this Safe Streets for All Action Plan.
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6.2.2. TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The existing MAG prioritization process is defined in the Mountainland TIP Congestion Management
Program/Project Selection Process. The current process is transparent and data-driven. The collaborative
project selection framework uses a committee structure that provides an opportunity for input from all
member jurisdictions and is available to the public.

The existing project evaluation and ranking process incorporates partner agency input through a Biennial
Kickoff Meeting to review the process and schedule. Each agency then has the opportunity to submit Project
Ideas through a Project Idea Application to describe the project concept, cost, and phasing. An additional
opportunity for agency collaboration occurs at a meeting with MPO staff to review the draft application.

In the next steps applicants prepare a Project Concept Report. This documentation includes additional
project detail about scope, local support, cost, and funding. MPO staff evaluate and score each Project
Concept Report. These results are openly shared with the MPO TAC.

A field review of the project is conducted to share additional project information and context with MAG staff
and the TAC. The TAC then scores each project using criteria shown in Table 7 to create a Project Priority
List, which reflects input from each jurisdiction. The Project Priority List is reviewed by MPO staff, updated
as needed, and presented to the MPO Regional Planning Committee. This process is transparent and
offers multiple opportunities for local agencies to provide input. The following section discusses options for
expanding the emphasis and weighting of safety in the project evaluation process.

Table 7. Current MPO Technical Scoring Criteria

Criteria Current Weighting

Congestion Relief (Road projects only) 30
Mode Choice (Transit projects only) 30
Mode Choice (Active Transportation projects only) 30
Environmental Quality 15
Safety 20
Other Considerations 15

6.3.1. INCREASING SAFETY EMPHASIS IN THE RTP AND TIP

As a core planning document, the RTP establishes the framework for transportation prioritization. Including
safety more prominently in the vision and goal statement of the RTP will elevate its importance. It is
recommended that safety be included as a primary goal and performance targets and standards in the next
RTP update be consistent with this safety plan.

There are multiple opportunities to expand the emphasis on safety in the TIP project evaluation and
prioritization process. Proposed options are outlined below.
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Definition of eligible transportation studies: Consider specifically listing road safety audits, corridor
safety management plans, and safe routes to school plans as eligible transportation study types.

Definition of eligible TIP projects: Consider specifically listing safety improvement projects, safety
education, bicycle improvements, and safe routes to school improvements as eligible TIP project types.

Project idea report: Consider adding the project purpose to the items required in the project idea
report. This will provide an opportunity for agencies to describe safety concerns that will be addressed
by proposed projects.

Project concept report: Consider adding safety criteria to the project minimum requirement, including
whether the projectis included in this or any other safety plan, whether it is located on the HIN, and what
proven safety countermeasures are incorporated into the project scope.

Technical scoring: Consider increasing the weighing of safety relative to other factors in the MPO
technical scoring.

Technical scoring safety criteria: Recommend using the term “crash” instead of “accident” in the
technical documentation. Recommend adding the inclusion of proven safety countermeasures in the
project scope to the scoring for reducing the severity of crashes.

6.3.2. OTHER SAFETY POLICY AND PRACTICE RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommended policies and practices to eliminate barriers to safer streets and foster a culture of roadway
safety are based on findings from the plan review, follow-up interviews, and national best practices. The
recommendations address one or more challenges or needs within the region, as described in Table 8. The
ID corresponds to the rationale for each recommendation in Table 9 and Table 10.

Table 8. Overarching Rationale for Recommendations

Need ID Description
Increased There is community and political support for safety but tradeoffs are challenged.
Community The MPO/RPO and local governments can conduct consistent messaging about
and Political COMMUNITY regional safety goals, and needs.
Support
Improved Data collection and metrics tracking can be taxing. The MPO/RPO and local
Data governments can use data that is already collected and leverage public and open-
Collection and DATA source resources.
Reporting
Improved Inconsistent buildout of multimodal network can lead to gaps and inconsistencies.
Multimodal There are opportunities to consider regional networks and leverage growth and
. MULTIMODAL
Connectivity development for network buildout where all road users have safe facilities.
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Need ‘ [») ‘ Description
Stronger Seek opportunities to further improve partnerships with UDOT/state-level
Regional, initiatives, and police/sheriff departments.
State and PARTNERS
Interagency

Partnerships

There are limited local resources in terms of staff capacity and funding for safety initiatives

Increased
Funding and RESOURCES and infrastructure improvements. Ensure local staff are united and trained to increase
Resources capacity, utilize MAG and partner agency support, and explore new funding streams.

These recommendations are strategies that can be enacted on a regional level by MAG, the MPO, or on the
local level by municipalities. Table 9 and Table 10 identify regional recommendations and recommendations
for local communities, respectively. The tables are organized by recommended timing for when the strategies
should be completed (i.e. near-term in 1-2 years, or mid-term in 3-5 years).

The review of regional and local practices also uncovered additional strategies that could be implemented
at the state level to further support the regional and local governments’ ability to achieve safer streets.
These strategies are discussed in Appendix B.

6.3.3. REGIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommended strategies that MAG and partners should pursue are listed in Table 9. These regional
strategies are crucial for achieving overarching regional goals and extending outcomes beyond a single
local government.

Table 9. Regional Strategies

ID Strategy Lead Agency Rationale

Complete in Near-Term (1-2 years)

Establish a regional safety working group of local and UDOT
representatives that meets monthly or bimonthly. This group would
be responsible for reviewing regional roadway safety trends,

tracking progress toward the regional safety goal, and sharing best DATA

R1 practices and lessons learned from addressing safety issues. This MAG
RESOURCES

group would also promote participation in the bi-annual statewide
Zero Fatalities Safety Summit to encourage staff and stakeholders

across the region to exchange lessons learned and best practices

with peers.
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ID ‘Strategy ‘ Lead Agency ‘ Rationale

Ensure all TIP, regionally funded, and capacity-building projects

include proven safety countermeasures by establishing safety as a
R2 project scoring metric. Require documentation on how projects are MAG RESOURCES
addressing safety and, if applicable, the rationale when safety is not

addressed.

Maintain an annually updated, public-facing safety data dashboard

that displays the regional HIN, crash statistics, and metrics on
COMMUNITY DATA

overall progress toward achieving the regional safety goal(s).

R3 MAG RESOURCES

Publish bi-annual reports that share these metrics with the public

and other measures including the share of TIP funding spent on the

HIN and safety projects.

Publicize the Safe Streets Countermeasures Toolkit and host
R4 trainings for local jurisdictions and transit agency staff to share MAG RESOURCES

guidance about how to apply the safety countermeasures.

Publicize information and provide technical support to local
RS jurisdictions for general funding sources and federal discretionary MAG MULTIMODE RESOURCES
grant funding programs that can be applied to implement safe

multimodal facilities.

Host trainings for county sheriffs and local police departments that

DATA
provide guidance on how to eliminate bias and victim blaming, how MAG, police
R6 . . o PARTNERS RESOURCES
to standardize crash data collection and publication of crash data, departments
and how to address key crash profiles and behaviors.
Develop a regional Vision Zero safety campaign and branding
to generate awareness about traffic safety; work with local
MAG, UDOT, COMMUNITY PARTNERS

governments, police departments, transit agencies, and other )
R7 n . ) ) police RESOURCES
partners to publicize the campaign. Partner with state agencies to

leverage established campaign programs (e.g., Zero Fatalities, the departments
Highway Safety Office, and the Department of Public Safety).
Complete in Mid-Term (3-5 years)
Work with local jurisdictions and the state to evaluate the HIN and
identify speeding issues, determine a process for setting safe target MAG, police
R8 speed limits, implement design interventions to reduce speeds, departments, MULTIMODE PARTNERS
and/or separate people walking, rolling, and bicycling from people UubDOT

driving.

Develop an annual Vision Zero program budget to provide technical
assistance to local jurisdictions seeking to conduct safety planning;
RO hire additional staff to support the program, including a Professional MAG RESOURCES
Engineer or other licensed designer to liaison with local and UDOT

engineers.
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LOCAL RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that local jurisdictions and partners pursue the local strategies listed in Table 10. These
local strategies are critical because local governments are directly responsible for designing, maintaining,
and regulating streets, making it crucial for them to prioritize safety countermeasures and the buildout of a
safe multimodal system.

Table 10. Local Strategies

ID ‘ Strategy Lead Agency Rationale
Complete in Near-Term (1-2 years)
) N o Local
L1 Adopt the regional Vision Zero goal or set a local Vision Zero goal. COMMUNITY
government
Use the regional HIN, crash statistics, systemic safety results, transit Local
L2 proximity, and equity factors to prioritize transportation investments government, MULTIMODE
and inform decision-making in capital improvement plans. transit agencies
Implement safety countermeasures beginning on the HIN, and
systemic safety countermeasures across the jurisdiction. Coordinate Local
L3 with UDOT to determine the selection of safety countermeasures and government, MULTIMODE
strategies for mitigating safety concerns on segments of the HIN on uboT
state highways.
L4 Conduct before and after studies of safety improvements to assess Local DATA
effectiveness and refine future applications. government
Publicize the regional Vision Zero safety campaign and branding to Local
generate awareness about roadway safety. Include this campaign and government,
branding during the planning, outreach, and construction of projects police
L5 ] ) ] ] ) ) COMMUNITY
with safety funding. Pair education efforts with roadway construction departments,
projects to educate the community on the importance of infrastructure | transit agencies,
changes, and how to safely utilize and navigate those changes. media
Review local street design guidelines, standards, municipal codes, and
development review practices to ensure they reflect the latest best Local
L6 ) ] MULTIMODE
practices and design tools from the Safe Streets Countermeasures government
Toolkit.
) ) ) ) Local
Establish an interagency crash rapid response team to review fatal
. o . government, DATA
L7 and serious injury crashes and locations, and conduct roadway safety )
. . o police PARTNERS
audits after every fatal and serious injury crash.
departments
[
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ID ‘ Strategy Lead Agency Rationale
Complete in Mid-Term (3-5 years)
Develop a plan to address roadway safety locally via the
transportation element of a general plan, a local transportation plan,

L8 an active transportation plan, and/or standalone local safety plan, that Local DATA
includes prioritization of locations for safety interventions, measurable government MULTIMODE
safety goals, and performance measures to track and assess progress
every year.

Complete sidewalks, trails, and bikeways along the HIN, particularly Local
oca
infrastructure identified in local or regional plans. Evaluate distances MULTIMODE

L9 ) ) ) ) . government,
between intersections and crossings to reduce distances through mid- UDOT PARTNERS
block crossings or new streets.

110 Collaborate with neighboring jurisdictions to ensure consistency of Local MULTIMODE
bicycle and pedestrian network planning across boundaries. government RESOURCES

" Establish a “Quick Build” team to identify and deploy low-cost safety solutions Local RESOURCES
at high-need locations throughout the jurisdiction. government MULTIMODE
Work with UTA and other transit agencies to improve transit service
frequencies, beginning on the HIN. Support transit service by
) o ) ) ) ) Local MULTIMODE
improving first- and last-mile connections to transit stops and stations,

L12 o o ) government, PARTNERS
providing shelter and other stop amenities, and supporting long-term ) )

o ] transit agencies
transit-oriented development goals to increase dense walkable around
transit.
Evaluate all government fleet vehicles for safety, including proper
safety equipment such as side guards, and explore opportunities to Local

L13 yeaup . g P ) PP MULTIMODE
procure smaller sizes that set a greater community standard for safe government
vehicles.

Through data analysis and engagement, the project team has identified priority locations and assessed
their safety issues. The safety issues and conditions at priority locations can be addressed with proven
safety countermeasures — strategies for roadway design that help eliminate fatal and serious injuries. This
document — the Mountainland Safe Streets Countermeasures Toolkit (the Toolkit) — was developed as part
of this Safety Action Plan to assist local governments in deploying evidence-based tools that advance the
Safe System Approach. The Toolkit will serve as a guide to select, design, and incorporate safety designs
into every street project in the region.

The Toolkit presents safety countermeasures known to reduce crashes involving people walking, rolling (i.e.,
using a wheelchair or other mobility assistive devices), bicycling, or driving. The safety countermeasures
presented in the Toolkit were selected based on an understanding of the leading crash types and risk
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factors for fatal and serious injury crashes in the region.* MAG and the local governments will use the
Toolkit to develop a shared understanding among roadway designers, planners, political leaders, road
users, and other key stakeholders about road safety countermeasures and their appropriate uses and
contexts. It will facilitate the decision-making process among government staff, contractors, developers,
and community members when selecting safety countermeasures. Additionally, MAG will provide trainings
to local governments so there is an understanding of how to use the Toolkit and select appropriate safety
countermeasures to address individual communities’ safety issues.

The Toolkit presents 24 safety countermeasures, several of which are from the FHWA Proven Safety
Countermeasures initiative, which documents specific design or operational changes to roads that have
been shown through national research to improve safety.® It includes educational information about each
safety countermeasure including a description of the countermeasure, how the countermeasure functions,
where the countermeasure should be applied, and typical costs. The complete Toolkit is in Appendix A.

6.4.1. RECOMMENDED SAFETY
COUNTERMEASURES

The safety countermeasures recommended in the Toolkit are
organized into five categories, generally based on the type of
crashes they address:

« Pedestrian and Bicyclist
« Intersections

- Speed Management

» Roadway Departure

» Interconnected Improvements

Figure 43. Safe System Roadway
The Toolkit assigns a tier to each safety countermeasure based Design Hierarchy

on the FHWA Safe System Roadway Design Hierarchy (Figure

43) to indicate how well they align with the Safe System Approach.® The four tiers will help governments
identify and prioritize safety countermeasures that are most effective at eliminating fatalities and serious
injuries.

4 The Toolkit was developed based on the understanding of prevailing crash types in both the MPO (Utah County) and MAG Rural
Planning Organization region, therefore, the safety countermeasures in the Toolkit apply to both regions.

5 FHWA. 2024. Proven Safety Countermeasures. https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
6 FHWA. 2024. Safe System Roadway Design Hierarchy: https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2024-01/
Safe_System_Roadway_Design_Hierarchy.pdf
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6.4.1.1. Sample of Recommended Safety Countermeasures

This is a sample of the Tier 1 countermeasures included in the Toolkit:

Median Barriers

Install physical infrastructure in the roadway median
that separates opposing directions of travel lanes.
They restrict drivers’ turn movements and increase
separation between drivers traveling in opposing
directions.

Roadside Design Improvements at Curves

Deploy design improvements at curbs that include
widened shoulders, flattened side slopes, expanded
clear zones, and roadside barriers. These provide
safe recovery if a driver departs the roadway.

Pedestrian Refuge Islands

Create curbed sections in the center of a roadway
that separate opposing directions of general-
purpose lanes and provide a space for pedestrians
crossing the street to cross one direction of traffic at
atime.

Roundabout

Reconfigure intersections to roundabouts in which
all approaches must yield to traffic already within
the intersection. After yielding, drivers must circulate
a center island before exiting to turn or continue
straight. They reduce speeds and conflict points.
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6.4.1.2. Systemic Safety Countermeasures

2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

The Toolkit identifies select safety countermeasures as systemic safety countermeasures. Systemic safety
countermeasures are countermeasures that should be applied region-wide regardless of the location’s
crash history to proactively address the common safety issues associated with fatal and serious crashes.
Local governments can install these safety countermeasures throughout their community or as standalone
projects. These countermeasures should first be installed on the HIN, then region-wide in areas with similar
crash risk factors to the HIN and the systemic high-risk facility profiles. This supports a proactive approach
to safety and acknowledges that crash history alone does not determine safety. This Toolkit includes eight

systemic safety countermeasures:

Appropriate Speed Limits for All Road Users

Set appropriate context-sensitive speed limits,
especially in areas with a mix of road users, to
reduce the significant risks drivers impose on others
and themselves. In the event of a crash, fatalities,
and serious injuries are much less likely if speeds are
reduced.

Bus Stop Improvements

Improve the area used for the waiting, boarding, and
alighting of bus riders with amenities such as a clear
curb area, safe crossings, and roadway area for the
bus to safely service the stop. These create a safe,
accessible, easily identifiable, and comfortable area
for bus riders and bus operations.
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Crosswalk Visibility Enhancements

Enhance crosswalks with high-visibility markings,
lighting, and signage. High-visibility crosswalks
include patterns such as bar pairs, continental, or
ladder pavement markings that are visible to both
drivers and pedestrians. These enhancements help
improve the visibility of people in crosswalks

Leading Pedestrian Intervals

Program traffic signals to give people walking a
3-7 second head start to enter crosswalks. These
prioritize pedestrians within the intersection and
allow them to enter the intersection first to establish
presence before drivers begin moving. They
increase the visibility of crossing pedestrians and
reduce potential conflicts between pedestrians and
turning drivers.

2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Enhanced Delineation for Horizontal Curves

Enhance roadway curves with a variety of design
strategies and features that can be implemented
in advance of or within curves, in combination, or
individually. These can include chevron signs, and
pavement markings. They alert drivers to upcoming
curves, the direction and sharpness of the curve,
and the appropriate operating speed

Lighting

Install overhead lighting to increase visibility for all
road users, especially at crossings. Pedestrian-scale
lighting illuminates sidewalks and crossings where
light fixtures are shorter than roadway-scale light
fixtures. They may increase yielding and compliance
when used in conjunction with traffic control devices.
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Road Diets (Roadway Reconfiguration)

Reduce the number of lanes or general-purpose lane
widths so drivers travel at safe speeds and/or create
roadway space for more users. These roadway
reconfigurations can increase available space for
pedestrian, bicycle, transit, or other infrastructure
needs.

2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Stop-Controlled Intersection Enhancements

Deploy a package of multiple low-cost
countermeasures, including enhanced signing and
pavement markings, at a large number of stop-
controlled intersections within a jurisdiction. These
countermeasures increase driver awareness and
recognition of the intersections and potential
conflicts.
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7. Strategy and Process Selection

Two primary approaches were used to identify projects. First, a technical approach identified projects to
specifically address high injury segments and safety hotspots. Secondly, outcomes of outreach efforts were
used to identify safety related projects of interest to the local communities.

7.1.1. TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

The technical analysis looked at specific crash statistics from the safety analysis along with geometric
roadway conditions to identify appropriate countermeasures along high injury segments safety hotspots.
Each location was matched with one or more countermeasures, which together created a project area. The
countermeasures were primarily sourced from the FHWA proven countermeasures, and the countermeasures
toolkit found in Section 6.4. Additional considerations were made to accommodate recent or planned
projects, asking the following questions:

- Does the project influence the crash statistics?
- Are future projects going to include proposed countermeasures?

- Would future projects preclude the need for the countermeasure?

Finally, the identified project areas and countermeasures were vetted with the MPO stakeholder committees
and local governments, through multiple rounds of review.

7.1.2. LOCAL RECOMMENDATIONS

Local interests were also considered to identify safety projects outside of the HIN and hotspot areas. Sources
for these local recommendations include the website map comment tool, the project email address, public
open houses, and meetings with local governments. These local safety project recommendations were
vetted to ensure that they aligned with the FHWA Safe Systems Approach and were in the spirit of the
Safety Action Plan.

Project areas were prioritized into three tiers of priority for near, medium, and long-term time horizons. The
prioritization process sought to account for the efficacy of the solutions being proposed, the opportunity
for measurable improvement based on the existing condition, and the impact of the project on vulnerable
populations. The prioritization process considered three primary considerations:

- Alignment with FHWA'’s Safe System Approach
- Safety Conditions
- Equity
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7.2.1. SAFE SYSTEM APPROACH

FHWA's Safe System Approach, detailed in section 1.2, was used as a screening and scoring for prioritization.
Project areas needed to fall within one or more of the Safe System Element categories in order to quality for
inclusion in the plan. This was done to ensure that all projects included were safety related and in the spirit
of the plan. Project areas receive a point for each safe systems element they address with a maximum of
three possible points. Table 11 shows the full prioritization scoring rubric. Of the five safe systems elements,
three were applicable to the project areas:

- Safe Road Users: Encourage safe, responsible driving and behavior by people who use our roads and
create conditions that prioritize their ability to reach their destination unharmed.

- Safe Roads: Design roadway environments to mitigate human mistakes and account for injury tolerances,
encourage safer behaviors, and facilitate safe travel by the most vulnerable users.

- Safe Speed: Promote safer speeds in all roadway environments through a combination of thoughtful,
equitable, context-appropriate roadway design, appropriate speed-limit setting, targeted education,
outreach campaigns, and enforcement.

7.2.2. SAFETY CONDITION

The existing safety condition was used in prioritization to capture the potential for safety improvements
within project areas. The assumption is that for areas with the worst existing condition, there should be the
highest potential for improvement and should receive increased priority. For this purpose, the following
elements from the safety analysis were incorporated into the prioritization scoring:

- HIN: represents a priority network of locations where crashes, particularly higher severity crashes, are
concentrated and occur most frequently.

- Safety Hotspots: locations with a high density of crashes within 500 feet of an intersection. Three types
of hotspots were assessed: all crashes, fatal and serious injury crashes, and pedestrian and bicycle
crashes.

- Systemic Analysis: The analysis led to the categorization of five tiers of facility profiles, each reflecting a
different level of risk for fatal and serious injury crashes. The characteristics associated with each tier are
indicative of high-risk facilities. For prioritization Medium, High, and Critical risk levels were considered.

- Vulnerable Roadway Users: “High-risk” areas for VRUs are those shown to be the most dangerous for
people who walk, run, ride a bicycle, skate, use a scooter or wheelchair, or use other active-transportation
modes.

Each project area was eligible to earn up to four priority score points, one for each of the aforementioned
criteria. The complete prioritization scoring rubric is detailed in Table 11.

7.2.3. EQUITY

Equity was another important consideration for prioritization. The process seeks to prioritize project areas
that willimprove safety for the disadvantaged. The process utilized these two products of the equity analysis:
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- Disadvantaged Geography: The Disadvantaged Community Analysis, detailed section 5.1, was used as
part of the equity scoring criteria. The criteria scored projects which were within census tracts in the top
65th percentile of the Disadvantaged Community Index, both nationally and for the state. Project areas
within nationally disadvantaged communities received two prioritization points, and those within locally
disadvantaged communities received a single prioritization point.

- Disadvantaged Segments: Results from the travel pattern analysis were also used to score and prioritize
project areas which serve disadvantaged individuals, not by where they live, but by where they travel.
For the purposes of prioritization, the People in Poverty, section 5.3.1, analysis and network were utilized.
Project areas aligned with these disadvantaged segments received a single prioritization point.

7.2.4. SCORING RUBRIC AND PRIORITIZATION THRESHOLDS

Table 11 shows the complete scoring rubric used for prioritization.

Table 11. Prioritization Scoring Rubric

Scoring Criteria Points Available

Safe Systems Approach 3
Safe Road Users 1
Safe Roads 1
Safe Speeds 1
Safety Condition 4
High Injury Network 1
Safety Hotspot 1
Systemic Analysis' 0.5-1
Vulnerable Roadway Users 1
Equity 3
Disadvantaged Geography? 1-2
Disadvantaged Segment 1
Maximum Possible Score 10

'0.5 points for medium risk, 1 point for high or critical risk

21 point for local disadvantage, 2 points for national disadvantage

Unique prioritization thresholds were set for each crash analysis zone. Scores tended to be higher in
urbanized areas, so this approach ensured a more even distribution across each phase: near, medium and
long-term. For each crash analysis zone, thresholds were set to achieve an even distribution across each
phase. Table 12 shows the prioritization thresholds for each crash analysis zone.
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Table 12. Prioritization Thresholds by Crash Analysis Zone

Crash Analysis Zone Long-term Medium-term Near-term
American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon <3 >3 &<7 >7
Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs <4 >4&<5 >5
Lehi/Highland <3 >3&<5 >5
Orem/Provo <6 >6&<8 >8
Payson <4 >4&<5 >5
Spanish Fork/Springville <4 >4&<7 >7
Unincorporated Utah County NA >3&<4 >4

As the result of the technical analysis, local recommendations, and prioritization process, safety projects
were identified for each crash analysis zone. Projects arising from the crash data technical analysis were
categorized into MAG Priority Tiers 1, 2 and 3, corresponding with the prioritized timeframe. Projects not
arising from the technical analysis were grouped in their own “Local Projects” category. The following
sections detail the recommended projects for each crash analysis zone.

7.3.1. PROJECT MAPS

MAG priority projects and Local Projects were developed for each crash analysis zone. Maps showing the
locations and Tier of the projects in each analysis zone can be found in Figure 44 through Figure 50.
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Figure 44. American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon Crash Analysis Zone Project Recommendations
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Figure 45. Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs Crash Analysis Zone Project Recommendations
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Figure 46. Lehi/Highland Crash Analysis Zone Project Recommendations
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Figure 47. Orem/Provo Crash Analysis Zone Project Recommendations
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Figure 48. Payson Crash Analysis Zone Project Recommendations
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Figure 49. Spanish Fork/Springville Crash Analysis Zone Project Recommendations
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7.3.2. PROJECT TABLES

Table 13 through Table 19 detail the recommended projects for each high injury segment and safety hotspot
in the crash analysis zones. The project IDs can be used to link the projects in the table to those on the
maps. Red text in the tables denotes a recent, ongoing, or planned project in the same area as the study
recommendations. In these cases, the project area may need to be monitored to see if the recent or future
project will influence the safety issues the study recommendations are intended to address.
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Table 13. American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon

Extents

Crash

Analysis

Zone

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

MAG

Priority

Crash Totals

AF1 100 East (SR- | 1340 North American AF/PG/ Distracted driving education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 21 Total
74) at 1120 to 1120 North | Fork Lindon campaigns especially amongst teenage 2 Serious
North and 100 East drivers. Injury
to 200 East No Fatal
No Ped
1 Bike
AF2 N. County 1100 Northto | American AF/PG/ Speed management/enforcement on North Medium- Tier 2 43 Total
Blvd (SR-129) | 1000 North, Fork Lindon County Blvd term 4 Serious
in AF 700 North to Red-light running education/enforcement Injury
600 North, campaign especially for teenage drivers No Fatal
400 North to Consider protected-only left turn phasing 1 Ped
300 North 1Bike
AF3 700 North/ #N/A American AF/PG/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2
North County Fork Lindon campaign, particularly in schools/as part of term 42 Total
Blvd (SR-129) driver education 3 Serious
Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Fatal
Tighten curb radii 1 Ped
Add bulb-outs No Bike
Add leading pedestrian intervals
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Crash
Extents Analysis Description MAG Crash Totals
s Priority
AF4 900-950 #N/A American AF/PG/ Add striping Medium- Tier 2 71 Total
West/ State Fork Lindon Upgrade traffic signal heads to add reflective term 3 Serious
Street (US-89) borders Injury
Add “no left turn” signage at 950 West/State 1 Fatal
Street 1 Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Bike
Add center median on State Street to prevent
illegal turns to/from 950 West
Add bulb-outs
Tighten curb radii
Add leading pedestrian intervals
AF5 State St (US- | 1000 Westto | American AF/PG/ Improve lighting Near-term Tier 1 211 Total
89) and Pacific | 120 North and | Fork Lindon Speed management/enforcement on State 11 Serious
Dr State Street to Street Injury
300 West Improve lighting at pedestrian crossing at 400 1 Fatal
East/Pacific Drive 4 Ped
Consider protected-only left turn phasing for NB No Bike
traffic on State St
Median and no left turn from State/Pacific to
Quick Quack
AF6 300 North AF | 400 West to American AF/PG/ Add high-visibility stop-signs Long-term Tier 3 24 Total
300 West, Fork Lindon Add pedestrian crosswalk at 300 West 1 Serious
100 West to Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
Center Street campaign especially for teenage drivers No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
[ d
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Extents

Crash

Analysis

Zone

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

AF7 500 East AF — | 300 Northto | American AF/PG/ Improve stop-sign visibility on 500 East at 300 Long-term Tier 3 15 Total
South of 300 | 200 North Fork Lindon North intersection 1 Serious
North Shoulder improvements on south side of 300 Injury
North east of 500 East No Fatal
Active Transportation improvements No Ped
1Bike
AF8 100 East (SR- | 300 Northto | American AF/PG/ Speed management on 100 East Near-term Tier 1 176 Total
74) and Main Main Street Fork Lindon Upgrade pedestrian facilities on Main Street 6 Serious
St AF and 100 East Add pedestrian crossing at 200 North/100 East Injury
to 400 East Distracted driving education/enforcement 2 Fatal
campaigns, especially for teenage drivers. 4 Ped
Improve lighting on 100 East and Main Street 1Bike
east of 200 East
AF9 Kawakami #N/A American AF/PG/ Consider protected-only left turn phasing Medium- Tier 2 114 Total
Drive/ West Fork Lindon term 1 Serious
Main Street Injury
(SR-145) No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
AF10 Main St (SR- 1-15 to 200 American AF/PG/ Upgrade pedestrian facilities between 200 Medium- Tier 2 290 Total
145/US-89)) West Fork Lindon West and 400 West term 2 Serious
AF - East of Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
1-15 campaigns 1 Fatal
Add bicycle facilities on corridor 2 Ped
Red-light running education/enforcement 2 Bike
campaign
[ d
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Extents

Crash

Analysis

Zone

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

AF11 State St (US- American Fork | American AF/PG/ *Current widening project from 500 E to 220 S Near-term Tier 1 336 Total
89)- AF Main Main Street Fork Lindon PG* 10 Serious
to North (200 East) to Upgrade pedestrian facilities at 700 East Injury
County Blvd North County intersection including crosswalk visibility 2 Fatal
(SR-129) Blvd Add bicycle facilities 7 Ped

Consider protected-only left turn phasing 1Bike
Red-light running education/enforcement

campaign

Speed management along US-89

Add Median at 400 E/US-89 to protect left

turns. Put medians at intersections w/ more than

50% crashes

AF12 500 East (SR- | #N/A American AF/PG/ *Current widening project from 500 E to 220 S Medium- Tier 2* 124 Total
180)/State Fork Lindon PG* term* 1 Serious
Street (US-89) Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury

Add striping No Fatal
Tighten curb radii 3 Ped
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 1Bike
Upgrade traffic signal heads to add reflective
borders
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description o Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
AF13 700 East/State | #N/A American AF/PG/ *Current widening project from 500 E to 220 S Medium- Tier 2* 36 Total
Street (US-89) Fork Lindon PG* term* 3 Serious
Improve lighting Injury
Consider protected-only left turn phasing 1 Fatal
Upgrade traffic signal heads to add reflective 3 Ped
borders No Bike

Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add bulb-outs
Tighten curb radii

Add leading pedestrian intervals

AF14 North County | #N/A American AF/PG/ *Current widening project from 500 E to 220 S Near-term* Tier 1* 189 Total
Blvd (SR-129)/ Fork Lindon PG* 7 Serious
State Street Red-light running education/enforcement Injury
(US-89) campaign, particularly in schools/as part of No Fatal
driver education 2 Ped
Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Bike
Add striping

Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities and add bulb-outs

at crossings

Tighten curb radii
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Extents

Crash

Analysis

Zone

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

AF15 State Street North County | Pleasant AF/PG/ *Current widening project from 500 E to 220 S Medium- Tier 2* 548 Total
(US-89) - Blvd to 1000 | Grove Lindon PG* term* 18 Serious
Pleasant South PG Convert more intersections to protected only Injury
Grove Upgrade pedestrian facilities at PG Blvd 3 Fatal
intersection and 1000 South PG/700 North 3 Ped
Lindon intersection 7 Bike
Add bicycle facilities on State Street between
North County Blvd and PG Blvd
Upgrade bicycle facilities
AF16 500 North - 100 East to Pleasant AF/PG/ Improve stop-sign visibility at stop-controlled Long-term Tier 3 16 Total
PG 300 East Grove Lindon intersections 2 Serious
Improve crosswalk visibility at 300 East Injury
intersection including flashing signs. No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
AF17 500 East 300 Southto | American AF/PG/ *Signal added at 400 South* Medium- Tier 2 81 Total
(SR-180) AF - 1-15 Fork Lindon Speed management/enforcement on 500 East term 2 Serious
North of I-15 Red-light running education/enforcement Injury
campaign 1 Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement 1 Ped
campaigns No Bike
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Crash
Extents Analysis Description MAG Crash Totals
s Priority
AF18 Pleasant #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ *Current widening project from 500 E to 220 S Near-term* Tier 1* 121 Total
Grove Blvd/ Grove Lindon PG* No Ser.
State Street Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
(US-89) campaigns 1 Fatal
Impaired driving education/enforcement 1Ped
campaigns No Bike
Add bulb-outs
Tighten curb radii
Add leading pedestrian intervals
AF19 600 West St/ | #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ Intersection improvement Long-term Local
Center St. Grove Lindon Project
AF20 Center #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ Upgrade pedestrian facilities Long-term Local
St- PG/ Grove Lindon Consider traffic signal at 2000 W Project
Thorneberry
Way
AF21 Center St- PG | 300 West to Pleasant AF/PG/ Implement traffic calming measures or road diet Medium- Tier 2 14 Total
100 West Grove Lindon on Center Street term 1 Serious
Active transportation improvements on Center Injury
Street No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
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Crash

Analysis

Zone
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Description

MAG

Priority

Crash Totals

AF22 Center #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ Consider modifying traffic signal timing Medium- Tier 2 51 Total
Street/100 Grove Lindon with longer clearance intervals such as with term No Ser.
East advanced dilemma zone detection Injury
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Fatal
campaigns, particularly in schools/as part of 1Ped
driver education 3 Bike
Upgrade bicycle facilities
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian intervals
AF23 200 South - 300 East to Pleasant AF/PG/ Implement traffic calming measures on 400 East | Long-term Tier 3 18 Total
PG 400 East Grove Lindon Consider increased stop-sign visibility at 1 Serious
intersections Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
AF24 S. Main Street | #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ Access management Medium- Tier 2 99 Total
(SR-114)/State Lindon Consider prohibiting NB and SB left turns term 3 Serious
Street (US-89) Add green blocks to bike lane through dilemma Injury
zones No Fatal
No Ped
1Bike
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Crash

Analysis

Zone
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Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

AF25 PG Blvd (SR- Garden Grove | Pleasant AF/PG/ *Current Construction on Corridor* Medium- Tier 2* 358 Total
135)- North Lane to I-15 - | Grove Lindon Speed management on Pleasant Grove Blvd term* 3 Serious
County Blvd Grove Pkwy between I-15 and North County Blvd Injury
(SR-129) to Mountain Well defined lane lines and merge areas near No Fatal
View Lane I-15 Interchange No Ped
Distracted driving education/enforcement 1Bike
campaigns
AF26 North County | #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ *Currently under construction* Medium- Tier 2* 165 Total
Blvd (SR-129)/ Grove Lindon *North-eastbound Right-turn improvements term* No Ser.
Pleasant added in 2020* Injury
Grove Blvd Distracted driving education/enforcement No Fatal
(SR-135) campaigns No Ped
Add advance right turn lane signage or road No Bike
markings on NB Pleasant Grove Blvd.
AF27 Sam White Ln | Proctor Lane | Pleasant AF/PG/ Active Transportation Improvements on Sam Medium- Tier 2 18 Total
- 700 South to 1050 West | Grove Lindon White Lane term 2 Serious
— Main Street Upgrade pedestrian facilities at 800 West and Injury
to Fossil Lane 910 West intersections No Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement 3 Ped
campaigns No Bike
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Crash
Extents Analysis Description MAG Crash Totals
s Priority
AF28 700 North #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ Red-light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 35 Total
(SR-129)/Main Grove Lindon campaign 1 Serious
Street (SR-114) Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
campaigns No Fatal
Consider protected-only left turn phasing for 4 Ped
the WBL movement No Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add bulb-outs
Tighten curb radii
Add leading pedestrian intervals
AF29 700 North (SR- | 17700 Westto | Lindon AF/PG/ *Signal being designed for Anderson Blvd (1400 | Long-term Tier 3 52 Total
129) Lindon Geneva Road Lindon W)* 3 Serious
Improve lighting Injury
Signalization of intersections on corridor No Fatal
Add rumble strips No Ped
Add wider edge lines No Bike
AF30 700 North #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ Red-light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 82 Total
(SR-129)/ State Lindon campaign 3 Serious
Street (US-89) Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
Tighten curb radii No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 3 Ped
Add leading pedestrian intervals 1 Bike
[ d
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Crash
Extents Analysis Description MAG Crash Totals
s Priority
AF31 1000 #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ Bicycle safety education campaign Long-term Tier 3 6 Total
South/1500 Grove Lindon Improve lighting No Ser.
East Upgrade bicycle facilities Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
2 Bike
AF32 Geneva Rd #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ Speed enforcement Long-term Local
(SR-114)/600 Lindon Project
North St.
AF33 State Street 700 North to | Lindon AF/PG/ Speed management/enforcement on State Medium- Tier 2 207 Total
US-89) - 500 North Lindon Street term 6 Serious
Lindon and 200 Improve lighting Injury
North to 200 Upgrade bicycle facilities No Fatal
South Consider protected-only left turn phasing 3 Ped
2 Bike
AF34 Geneva Road/ | #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ New signal Long-term Local
500 North St. Lindon Project
AF35 Locust Ave / #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ Add mini roundabout Long-term Local
400 North St. Lindon Add trail to 135 West Project
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Crash
Extents Analysis Description MAG Crash Totals
s Priority
AF36 Geneva Rd #N/A Pleasant AF/PG/ Railroad crossing diagnostic Long-term Local
(SR-114) - Grove Lindon Project
Lindon/Center
St.
AF37 400 East St/ | #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ Add mini roundabout Long-term Local
Center St Lindon Add sidewalks Project
AF38 200 South/ #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ Red-light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 52 Total
State Street Lindon campaign 3 Serious
(US-89) Speeding education/enforcement campaign Injury
Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Fatal
Tighten curb radii No Ped
No Bike
AF39 Geneva Rd 200 Southto | Lindon AF/PG/ Consider protected-only left turn phasing Near-term Tier 1 97 Total
(SR-114) - 600 South Lindon Red-light running education/enforcement 4 Serious
Lindon campaign Injury
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Fatal
campaigns No Ped
No Bike
AF40 600 South #N/A Lindon AF/PG/ *Eastbound right-turn lane added in 2023* Near-term Tier 1 105 Total
(1600 N Lindon Red-light running education/enforcement 4 Serious
Orem)/ campaign Injury
Geneva Road Upgrade traffic signal heads to add reflective No Fatal
(SR-114) borders No Ped
Tighten curb radii No Bike
Consider protected-only left turn phasing
*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues.
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Table 14. Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone
EM1 SR-145 MVC Redwood Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | *New four-lane road in 2020* Long-term Tier 3 47 Total
- west of Road to SR-73 | Springs Saratoga Shoulder improvements 1 Serious
Redwood Springs Add rumble strips/stripes Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
EM2 Redwood Rd Harvest Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Add intersection warning signs Near-term Tier 1 164 Total
(SR-68)- north | Hills Blvd to Springs Saratoga Distracted driving education/enforcement 5 Serious
of Crossroads | Crossroads Springs campaigns, especially for teens Injury
Blvd Blvd Adjust signal timings 2 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
EM3 Commerce #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Red-light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 71 Total
Drive/ Springs Saratoga campaign 3 Serious
Redwood Springs Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
Road (SR-68) campaign 1 Fatal
Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Ped
Consider removing permissive left turn phase for No Bike
NBL movement
Improve lane markings
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone
EM4 Foothill Blvd/ | #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | *Dual EB lefts and dual NBT lanes added in Near-term* | Tier 1* 176 Total
SR-73/ SR-145 Springs Saratoga 2020* 4 Serious
Springs *Future UDOT project in 2024* Injury
Consider protected left-turn phasing 1 Fatal
Tight turning radii No Ped
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 1 Bike
Improve lighting
EM5 Crossroads 400 West to Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Adjust signal timings Near-term Tier 1 142 Total
Blvd Commerce Springs Saratoga Remove TWLTL/install raised median with turn 6 Serious
Drive Springs pockets Injury
Add intersection warning signs 1 Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement 1 Ped
campaigns, especially for teens 1Bike
EM6 Exchange #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Consider modifying traffic signal timing Near-term Tier 1 63 Total
Drive/ Springs Saratoga with longer clearance intervals such as with 3 Serious
Crossroads Springs advanced dilemma zone detection Injury
Blvd Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Ped
Red-light running education/enforcement No Bike
campaign
[ d

AY




MOUNTAINLAND
STREETS

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone
EM7 Crossroads #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Consider no-right-turn-on-red Near-term Tier 1 136 Total
Blvd/ Springs Saratoga Red-light running education/enforcement 3 Serious
Redwood Springs campaigns Injury
Road (SR-68) Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
Tighten turning radii 2 Ped
Add bulb-outs 1 Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Upgrade the bicycle facility
EM8 SR-73-The #N/A Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | Speed enforcement Long-term Local
Ranches Mountain Saratoga Project
Springs
EM9 Valley Drive/ #N/A Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | *Signal added in 2022* Long-term* | Tier 3* 19 Total
SR-73 Mountain Saratoga Improve lighting 4 Serious
Springs Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
EM10 South Sunset | #N/A Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | Improve lighting Long-term Tier 3 20 Total
Dr/SR-73 Mountain Saratoga 2 Serious
Springs Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
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Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

EM11 SR-73-The Canyon Wash | Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | *New Signal added at 14400 West/Valley Dr in Medium- Tier 2 106 Total
Ranches Drive to Mt Mountain Saratoga 2022* term 9 Serious
Airy Drive Springs Add signals or roundabouts Injury
Add intersection warning signs 1 Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Ped
campaigns, especially for teens No Bike
EM12 Pioneer MVC (SR-85) | Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | *Major road reconstruction in 2019 from Market Near-term Tier 1 359 Total
Crossing (SR- | to Jordan Springs Saratoga St to Jordan River* 9 Serious
145)- west of River Springs *CFl added at Redwood Road in 2019* Injury
Jordan River Add bicycle facilities between Market Street and 1 Fatal
Foothill Drive/SR-85 No Ped
Speed management/enforcement on corridor 1 Bike
Evaluate adding “Prepare to Stop When
Flashing” advance warning signals approaching
Redwood Road.
EM13 Pioneer #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | *CFl added in 2019* Medium- Tier 2 217 Total
Crossing (SR- Springs Saratoga Improve lighting term 1 Serious
145)/ Redwood Springs Consider installing red light indicator lights Injury
Road (SR-68) 1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
EM14 400 North/ #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Distracted driving education and enforcement Near-term Tier 1 125 Total
Redwood Springs Saratoga campaigns, particularly at high schools and as No Ser. Injury
Road (SR-68) Springs part of driver education programs No Fatal
Improve lighting No Ped
No Bike
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Crash Totals

EM15 Ranches #N/A Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | Consider modifying traffic signal timing Medium- Tier 2 63 Total
Pkwy/Pony Mountain Saratoga with longer clearance intervals such as with term No Ser. Injury
Express Pkwy Springs advanced dilemma zone detection No Fatal
Red-light running education/enforcement 1 Ped
campaign 2 Bike
Consider protected-only left turn phasing
Add leading pedestrian interval
Add bulb-outs
Tighten turning radii
Consider no-right-turn-on-red
EM16 Geronimo #N/A Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | Distracted driving education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 9 Total
Drive/ Pony Mountain Saratoga campaign, particularly in high schools/as part of 1 Serious
Express Pkwy Springs driver education programs Injury
Add high visibility crosswalks No Fatal
Add rapid flashing beacon or HAWK signal No Ped
Add bulb-outs 2 Bike

Add signage to alert drivers of the presence of
bicyclists
Improve lighting
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EM17 Porters #N/A Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | Consider modifying traffic signal timing Near-term Tier 1 46 Total
Crossing Mountain Saratoga with longer clearance intervals such as with 1 Serious
Pkwy/Pony Springs advanced dilemma zone detection Injury
Express Pkwy Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal

Add bulb-outs 1 Ped
Tighten turning radii 3 Bike
Consider protected-only left turn phasing

Improve lighting

Upgrade pedestrian facilities

Consider no-right-turn-on-red

EM18 Porters St Andrews Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | Add leading pedestrian intervals Medium- Tier 2 21 Total

Crossing Pkwy | Drive to Mountain Saratoga Upgrade pedestrian facilities term 0 Serious
Parkers Place Springs Add signals or roundabouts Injury
Improve lighting 1 Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement 3 Ped
campaigns, especially for teens 3 Bike
[ d
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone
EM19 Redwood Rd Market Street | Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | *CFl added at Pioneer Crossing in 2019* Near-term Tier 1 745 Total
(SR-68)- south | to Fairway Springs Saratoga *New Signals added at Pony Express Pkwy and 6 Serious
of Pioneer Blvd Springs 400 South in 2021* Injury
Crossing Remove TWLTL/install raised median with turn 3 Fatal
pockets 1Ped
Improve lighting No Bike
Add pedestrian crossing
Add pedestrian crossing underpass under
Redwood Road near Pony Express Pkwy.
Distracted driving education/enforcement
campaigns, especially for teens
Add intersection warning signs
EM20 Pony Express | #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | *Intersection improvements and west leg added | Long-term Tier 3 178 Total
Pkwy/ Springs Saratoga to intersection in 2022* 2 Serious
Redwood Springs *Upcoming project to include some of these Injury
Road (SR-68) improvements in 2024* No Fatal
Consider installing red light indicator lights No Ped
No Bike
EM21 Pony Express | Bobby Wren Eagle Eagle Mtn/ | *NB/SB lanes added in 2022* Near-term Tier 1 23 Total
Pkwy Blvd to Trail Mountain Saratoga Add signals or roundabouts 1 Serious
Head Rd Springs Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
campaigns, especially for teens No Fatal
1 Ped
1 Bike
EM22 Lehi Fairfield #N/A Saratoga Eagle Mtn/ | Speed enforcement Long-term* | Local
Rd. Springs Saratoga Project
Springs
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STREETS

EM23

SR-73 west of
Fairfield

SEES

MP 16.7 to 18

Fairfield

Crash

Analysis

Zone

Eagle Mtn/
Saratoga
Springs

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

Shoulder improvements/recovery area
Add rumble strips

Long-term

MAG
Priority

Tier 3

Crash Totals

15 Total
2 Serious
Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues.

Table 15. Lehi/Highland

Extents

Crash
Analysis

Zone

Description

MAG

Priority

Crash Totals

LH1 Highland Blvd | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Add runaway truck ramp Long-term Local
north of Grant Highland Project
Blvd
LH2 Canyon Crest | #N/A Alpine Lehi/ Add pedestrian path Long-term Local
Rd / Allegheny Highland Project
Way
LH3 Ashton Blvd/ | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Consider protected-only left turn phasing Long-term Tier 3 97 Total
Club House Highland Improve lane markings No Ser.
Drive (SR-92) Upgrade pedestrian facilities Injury
P9 P No Fatal
Add a leading pedestrian interval No Ped
3 Bike
[
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Crash

Analysis

Zone

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

LH4 I-15 Ramps/ #N/A Lehi Lehi/ *Converted from Diverging Diamond to Tight Near-term* Tier 1* 81 Total
Timpanogos Highland Diamond w/ Frontage Rds in 2020* 4 Serious
Highway (SR- . . . Injury
92) Red I|g.ht running education/enforcement 1 Fatal
campaign No Ped
No Bike
LH5 Digital Dr- N | Adobe Way to | Lehi Lehi/ *New signal added near Adobe* Medium- Tier 2* 44 Total
of SR-92 SR-92 Highland Add wider edge Lines term* 3 Serious
Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
LH6 SR-92 in Lehi |[I-15to 6000 Lehi Lehi/ *DDI interchange, various turn lanes to other Near-term Tier 1 736 Total
West Highland signals* 22 Serious
. ) o Injury
Add intersection warning signs 4 Eatal
Speeding education/enforcement campaign 3 Ped
Add rumble strips and stripes 3 Bike
Add wider edge lines
Long term consider grade-separated or slower-
speed intersections to reduce injury risk
More snow fencing
Variable speed limit signs
[
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Crash
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Zone

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

MAG
Crash Totals
Priority

LH7 Digital Drive/ | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ *Various turn lanes added 2019-2021* Near-term Tier 1 202 Total
Ti.mpanogos Highland Evaluate adding WB “Prepare to Stop When 1 Sgrious
ghzg)]hway (SR- Flashing” advance warning signal 2In|J:l;g|

Consider protected-only left turn phasing 1Ped
Red-light running education/enforcement 1 Bike
campaign

Shoulder improvements/bike lane

Add bicycle signage

Grade separation of Murdock Canal Trail under

Digital Drive

LH8 Triumph Blvd/ | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ *Various turn lanes added or reconfigured* Near-term Tier 1 153 Total
Timpanogos Highland Consider protected-only left turn phasing for 3 Serious
Highway (SR- NBL Injury
92) 1 Fatal

Speed management 1Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1Bike
LHO Catch Basin South from Lehi Lehi/ Improve lighting Medium- Tier 2 17 Total
Rd SR-92 Highland Consider a roundabout or signal at the shopping term 1 Sgrious
center exit north of O’Reilly Auto Parts NIQJ:;}E;I

Upgrade bicycle facilities No Ped

2 Bike

LH10 Highland Blvd/ | #N/A Highland Lehi/ Speed management Near-term Tier 1 69 Total
Ti.mpanogos Highland Implement traffic calming measures 6 Sgrious
ghzg);hway (SR- Distracted driving education/enforcement ,:?:{:I

campaign, particularly at high schools and driver 3 Ped
education classes No Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian intervals

[ d
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STREETS

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
LH1 6000 West/ #N/A Highland Lehi/ Red-light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 61 Total
Timpanogos Highland campaign 7 Serious
Highway (SR- . - Injury
92) Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Fatal
Add bulb-outs No Ped
Consider protected-only left turn phasing 2 Bike
Evaluate adding WB “Prepare to Stop When
Flashing” advance warning signal
LH12 Alpine #N/A Highland Lehi/ Improve lighting Near-term Tier 1 136 Total
Highway Highland Distracted driving education/enforcement 2 Serious
(SR-74)/ . . . . Injury
Timpanogos campaign, particularly at high schools and driver 1 Eatal
Highway (SR- education classes 1Ped
92) Consider protected-only left turn phasing 1 Bike
LH13 SR-92in Town Center | Highland Lehi/ Add center median Near-term Tier 1 189 Total
Highland Blvd to Spruce Highland Driving education/safety campaign in local high 5 Serious
Drive schools Injury
2 Fatal
Improve lighting No Ped
Upgrade bicycle facilities 3 Bike
Improve lane alignment at North County Blvd
intersection
Speed management to match context change to
more local access, neighborhood roadway
[ d
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
LH14 Canyon Rd-S |SR-92to Highland Lehi/ *Signal added at SR-92 in 2023* Long-term Tier 3 13 Total
of SR-92 Briggs Blvd Highland Add rumble strips on downhill curve south of 1 ISgrious
i njury
SR-92 2 Fatal
Add a roundabout or signal at Canyon Road and No Ped
Briggs Blvd No Bike
Improve lighting
Add wild animal fencing
Add wild animal crossing signage
LH15 Redwood Rd Provo Lehi Lehi/ *Mountain View west leg added at 2100 N* Medium- Tier 2 131 Total
(SR-68) - N of | Reservoir Highland Add intersection warning signs term 1 Serious
2100 N Canal to 2100 N . Injury
North Improve lighting, particularly at the 2100 North 1 Fatal
intersection No Ped
Distracted Driving education/enforcement No Bike
campaigns, particularly for teenagers
Add separated trail
LH16 Liberty Hills #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Improve pedestrian crossings at 3600 W Long-term Local
Elementary Highland roundabout legs Project
School (3600
West St. /
2450 North
St.)
LH17 3600 West/ #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Upgrade striping Long-term Tier 3 10 Total
Waterbury Highland Add striping No Ser.
Drive . I Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Eatal
2 Ped
1Bike
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
LH18 2100 N (SR- 3600 Westto | Lehi Lehi/ Add wider edge Lines Medium- Tier 2 14 Total
194) - E of 3200 West Highland Improve lighting term 1 Serious
3600w Add wild animal fencing Injury
1 Fatal
Add wild animal crossing signage 1Ped
Grade separation of bike/pedestrian traffic No Bike
through this interchange
LH19 Ashton Blvd - | Executive Lehi Lehi/ Review yellow and/or red clearance times at the Medium- Tier 2 13 Total
S of Executive | Pkwy to Highland Executive Parkway intersection term 1Serious
Pkwy Sycamore Uparade stripin Injury
Lane Pg ping No Fatal
Add wider edge Lines 1Ped
Implement traffic calming measures No Bike
Curve improvements
LH20 Triumph Blvd - | I-15 Ramps to | Lehi Lehi/ *Added I-15 interchange*® Medium- Tier 2 205 Total
N of 2100 N 2100 North Highland Red-light running education/enforcement term 6 Serious
. Injury
campaign No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1Ped
Upgrade bicycle facilities 5 Bike
Review yellow and/or red clearance times
LH21 2300 West/ #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Evaluate adding SB and EB “Prepare to Stop Medium- Tier 2 148 Total
2100 North Highland When Flashing” advance warning signal term 2 Serious
(SR-194) e . . Injury
Red-light running education/enforcement No Fatal
campaign 1Ped
Distracted driving education/enforcement 2 Bike
campaign
Add a leading pedestrian interval
Improve lighting
Upgrade bicycle facilities
[ d

AY




MOUNTAINLAND
STREETS

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
LH22 2100 N (SR- Ashton Blvd Lehi Lehi/ *Intersection reconfigurations with 2100 N Medium- Tier 2 53 Total
194) - W of to I-15 Highland interchange* term 2 Serious
1-15 . . . . Injury
Add intersection warning signs No Fatal
Red-light running education/enforcement No Ped
campaign, particularly for teenagers No Bike
LH23 1200 West St | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Grade separate the Rail Trail under 1200 West Long-term Local
@ Lehi Rail Highland Project
Trail
LH24 1200 East St./ | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Speed management Long-term ||
1900 North St. Highland Project
LH25 10400 North #N/A Highland Lehi/ Consider roundabout corridor Long-term Local
St/ 6400 West Highland Project
St.
LH26 Hidden Pond | #N/A Highland Lehi/ High visibility trail crossing Long-term Local
Dr. /10250 Highland Project
North St.
LH27 10401 North #N/A Highland Lehi/ Consider roundabout corridor Long-term Local
St/ 6000 West Highland Project
LH28 10401 North #N/A Highland Lehi/ Consider roundabout corridor Long-term Local
St/ Mountain Highland Project
Ridge Ln
LH29 Cedar Hills #N/A Cedar Hills | Lehi/ Evaluate adding SB “Prepare to Stop When Near-term Tier 1 68 Total
grive/ N§|rt2 Highland Flashing” advance warning signal 4 ISerious
ounty Blv . ) . njury
(SR-129) Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Fatal
Red-light running education/enforcement No Ped
campaign, particularly at high schools and driver No Bike
education classes
[ d
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Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

LH30 N County Blvd | 10200 North Cedar Hills | Lehi/ *Proposed project to widen west approach* Medium- Tier 2 54 Total
(SR-129) - at to 10000 Highland Evaluate adding SB “Prepare to Stop When term 4 Serious
Cedar Hills Dr | North Flashing” advance warning signal Injury
9 9519 No Fatal
Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Ped
Red-light running education/enforcement No Bike
campaign, particularly at high schools and driver
education classes
LH31 State St (US- 700 West to Lehi Lehi/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 38 Total
89)-500 300 West Highland campaign, particularly for teenagers term 2 Serious
West Lehi . - Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1 Eatal
Improve lighting 1Ped
No Bike
LH32 Lehi #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Access management near Lehi Elementary Long-term Local
Elementary Highland School Project
School ( State
St.)
LH33 State St. (US- | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Improve pedestrian crossings of State Street Medium- Local
89) Highland Speed management term Project
LH34 900 West #N/A Cedar Hills | Lehi/ High visibility trail crossing Long-term Local
St.@ Pleasant Highland Project
Grove Ditch
LH35 Lehi Main St- | 2000 West to | Lehi Lehi/ Review yellow and/or red clearance times, Near-term Tier 1 20 Total
W of 1700 W | 1700 West Highland particularly at the 1700 West intersection 1 Serious
Distracted Driving education/enforcement Injury
campaigns No Fatal
Access management west of 17700 W 1Ped
intersection No Bike
Speed management
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Crash Totals

LH36 Lehi Main St- | 400 West to Lehi Lehi/ Active Transportation Improvements Medium- Tier 2 23 Total
W of 300 W 300 West Highland Add pedestrian crossing at either 300 West or term 2 Serious
400 West Injury
Upgrade Southbound stop-sign at 300 West to No Fatal
flashing stop-sign 1Ped
No Bike
LH37 Center Street/ | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Upgrade pedestrian facilities Medium- Tier 2 41 Total
Main Street Highland Distracted driving education/enforcement term No Ser.
campaign Injury
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
Evaluate pedestrian crossing time 2 Ped
1Bike
LH38 Main St./ 200 | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ Speed management Medium- Local
East St. Highland term Project
LH39 Lehi Main St- | 500 East to Lehi Lehi/ Implement traffic calming measures, particularly Near-term Tier 1 197 Total
W of 115 I-15 Highland approaching intersections and at the 850 E 2 Serious
intersection Injury
Distracted Driving education/enforcement O Fatal
campaigns, particularly for teen 2 Ped
Access management No Bike
[ d
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
LH40 850 East/Main | #N/A Lehi Lehi/ *Flashing Yellow Arrow in 2020* Near-term Tier 1 146 Total
Street (SR-73) Highland Evaluate adding EB “Prepare to Stop When No Ser.
Flashing” advance warning signal Injury
Red-light running education/enforcement No Fatal
campaign 2 Ped
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Bike
campaign
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add a leading pedestrian interval
LH41 State St (US- 1200 East to Lehi Lehi/ *Turn lanes added at State/Main* Near-term Tier 1 88 Total
89)- N of Lehi | Lehi Main St Highland Improve lighting 2 Serious
Main St Red-light running education/enforcement Injury
campaign, particularly for teenagers No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1Ped
2 Bike
LH42 Main Street #N/A Lehi Lehi/ *Widening and turn lanes added in 2018* Near-term Tier 1 141 Total
(SR-73) /State Highland Consider protected-only left turn phasing 2 Serious
Street (US-89) Improve lighting Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Fatal
Add a leading pedestrian interval 2 Ped
1 Bike
LH43 Pioneer Jordan River | Lehi Lehi/ Add intersection warning signs Near-term Tier 1 592 Total
Crossing (SR- | to Mill Pond Highland Distracted Driving education/enforcement 11 Serious
145) - W of I-15 | Rd campaigns, especially for teens Injury
Dual red-light signal head 3 Fatal
1Ped
No Bik
[ d
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LH44

Main Street/
Canyon Crest
Rd

Extents

#N/A

Alpine

Crash

Analysis

Zone

Lehi/
Highland

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Description

Add reduced speed signs southbound on Main
Street approaching the roundabout

Consider reflective signage or arrows on the
center raised island of the roundabout

Consider adding pedestrian crossing signage
and warning lights on east and west legs of
intersection (Canyon Crest Road)

Continue bicycle facilities through roundabout or
add signage directing bicyclists to use sidewalk

Long-term

MAG
Priority

Local

Project

Crash Totals

22 Total
No Serious
Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
1 Bike

*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues.

Table 16. Orem/Provo

Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
OP1 Geneva Rd 1600 Northto | Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 64 Total
(SR-114)— 1600 | 1400 North Provo campaign term 2 Serious
North Tighten curb radii Injury
Upgrade traffic signal heads to add reflective No Fatal
borders No Ped
Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Bike
[
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Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

oP2 1600 North #N/A Orem Orem/ *Reconstruction project in design- will be Long-term* Tier 3* 157 Total
(SR-241)/State Provo constructed in 2025 or 2026* 3 Serious
Street (US-89) Red-light running education/enforcement Injury
campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver No Fatal
education 4 Ped
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Bike
campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver
education
Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
OP3 1600 North St. | #N/A Orem Orem/ Grade separate trail crossing Long-term Local
/ 400 East St. Provo Project
OoP4 Wolverine #N/A Orem Orem/ Add pedestrian crossing Long-term Local
Way/1300 Provo Project
North St.
OP5 State Street 1700 Northto | Orem Orem/ Access management Medium- Tier 2 194 Total
(US-89) — 1100 North Provo Speed education/enforcement campaigns term 7 Serious
North Orem Prohibit U-turns at intersections Injury
Improve lighting 1 Fatal
Add leading pedestrian intervals at intersections 4 Ped
Add pedestrian crossing 1Bike
OP6 US-189 - north | 800 North Provo Orem/ Curve improvements Long-term Tier 3 126 Total
of SR-52 Orem to Kyhv Provo Add rumble strips and stripes 6 Serious
Peak Rd Add wider edge lines Injury
Improve lighting 1 Fatal
Intersection improvements at Kyhv Peak Road No Ped
intersection No Bike
[ d
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone

OoP7 800 North Geneva Rdto | Orem Orem/ Distracted driving education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 244 Total
(SR-52) Orem | 1200 West Provo campaigns 6 Serious

— Near I-15 Red light running education/enforcement Injury
campaigns No Fatal

1Ped
No Bike
OP8 800 North #N/A Orem Orem/ *Westbound right-turn only lane added in 2021* Medium- Tier 2 169 Total
(SR-52)/1200 Provo Red-light running education/enforcement term 1 Serious

West campaign Injury
Access management No Fatal

Add leading pedestrian interval 1 Ped
No Bike
OoP9 800 North 400 West to Orem Orem/ Install leading pedestrian intervals at Long-term Tier 3 181 Total
(SR-52) Orem | 400 East Provo intersections 7 Serious

— Near State Add pedestrian crossing Injury

St 1 Fatal

4 Ped

4 Bike
OP10 800 North #N/A Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 169 Total
(SR-52)/State Provo campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 1 Serious

Street (US-89) education Injury
Upgrade striping No Fatal

Add striping 1Ped

Add leading pedestrian interval 1Bike

Upgrade pedestrian facilities
[ d
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Crash

Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

OP11 800 North 800 East to Orem Orem/ Add leading pedestrian intervals at intersections Long-term Tier 3 123 Total
(SR-52) — 800 | University Ave Provo Tighten turning radii at intersections where 6 Serious
East to Provo appropriate Injury
Canyon Add bulb-outs and tighten turning radii at north No Fatal
side of 1560 E intersection 4 Ped
4 Bike
OP12 Kyhv Peak Rd | to Hope Provo Orem/ DUI education/enforcement campaigns Long-term Tier 3 11 Total
Campground Provo Curve improvements 1 Serious
Rd Clear zone improvements Injury
Shoulder improvements 1 Fatal
Add rumble strips 1Ped
Variable speed limit signs No Bike
OP13 400 North/ #N/A Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 91 Total
State Street Provo campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 5 Serious
(US-89) education Injury
Motorcycle safety education campaign 1 Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement 1Ped
campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 2 Bike
education
Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Improve lighting
[ d
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Description

MAG
Priority

Crash Totals

OP14 Geneva Rd 400 Northto | Orem Orem/ Distracted driving education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 134 Total
(SR-114) — 400 South Provo campaigns term 4 Serious
Vineyard Add rumble strips and stripes at 400 North Injury

Add wider edge lanes at 400 North 2 Fatal
Improve lighting, particularly at 400 North 4 Ped
Add leading pedestrian intervals 1Bike
Upgrade bicycle facilities

Dual EB LT at 400 S

Bike lanes, crosswalk, intersection realignments

along 400 S, east of Geneva

OP15 Center #N/A Orem Orem/ Consider modifying traffic signal timing with Long-term Tier 3 156 Total
Street/1200 Provo longer clearance intervals such as with advanced 1 Serious
West dilemma zone detection Injury

Red-light running education/enforcement No Fatal
campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 1Ped
education 2 Bike
Add/formalize EB and WB bicycle facilities and
include green blocks through intersections to
raise awareness at dilemma zones
Improve lighting
Implement leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
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Crash Totals

OP16 Orem Center | 1-15to 400 Orem Orem/ Distracted driving education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 601 Total
St East and near Provo campaigns 12 Serious
800 East Add bicycle facilities Injury
Upgrade bicycle facilities No Fatal
Add leading pedestrian intervals at intersections 9 Ped
Add pedestrian crossing 12 Bike
Add bulb-outs
Review yellow and/or red clearance times
OP17 Center Street/ | #N/A Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 158 Total
State Street Provo campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 3 Serious
(US-89) education Injury
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Fatal
campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 4 Ped
education 3 Bike
Implement “share the road” driver education in
high schools/as part of driver education
Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Improve lighting
OP18 Univ Ave (US- | 5600 North to | Provo Orem/ *UDOT will be lowering speed limit on segment Long-term Tier 3 86 Total
189) - Orem 4800 North Provo based on recent speed study* 5 Serious
Center St *UDOT will be adding additional “No Engine Injury
Brake” signage* No Fatal
Add Wild animal signage or fencing on University No Ped
Avenue north of River Park Drive intersection 3 Bike
Speed management on University Avenue
Upgrade bicycle facilities
[ d
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone
OP19 State St (US- 500 Northto | Orem Orem/ *Center medians added on State St from 100 Near-term Tier 1 876 Total
89) - Orem 1300 South Provo North to 100 South* *Center median in design for 23 Serious
800 S 2027 on State St from 1300 South to 1500 South* Injury
Speeding education/enforcement campaign 3 Fatal
Add bicycle facilities 12 Ped
Add leading pedestrian intervals at intersections 8 Bike
Add pedestrian crossing
Add bulb-outs
OP20 800 South/ #N/A Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Long-term Tier 1 168 Total
State Street Provo campaign, particularly in schools/as part of driver 5 Serious
(US-89) education Injury
Access management No Fatal
Add leading pedestrian interval 3 Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 4 Bike
Improve lighting
Upgrade bicycle facilities
OP21 Univ Ave (US- | 3800 North to | Provo Orem/ Active transportation improvements at Long-term Tier 3 54 Total
189) - Provo 3300 North Provo intersections 2 Serious
3700 N Add leading pedestrian interval Injury
Consider a protected intersection at University 1 Fatal
Ave/3300 North 1Ped
Red-light running education/enforcement 5 Bike
campaign, particularly among older adults and
teenagers
[ d
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OP22 Univ Pkwy 1-15 to 800 Orem Orem/ Increase signage around diverging left turn Near-term Tier 1 687 Total
(SR-265) - East Provo Distracted driving education/enforcement 11 Serious
Orem 800 E campaigns Injury
Upgrade bicycle facilities 1 Fatal
Add leading pedestrian intervals at intersections 15 Ped
Add pedestrian crossing 7 Bike
Add bulb-outs
OoP23 Sandhill Rd/ #N/A Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 162 Total
University Provo campaign term 1 Serious
Pkwy (SR-265) Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
campaign 1 Fatal
Access management 2 Ped
Remove pork chop islands/free-flow right turns No Bike
OP24 200 North St. /| #N/A Orem Orem/ School crossing improvements Long-term Local
800 East St. Provo Project
OP25 University #N/A Orem Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 173 Total
Pkwy (SR- Provo campaign term 1Serious
265)/ State Consider “No Right-turn on Red” for eastbound Injury
Street (US-89) right-turns at intersection. No Fatal
Implement leading pedestrian interval. 7 Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1Bike
Improve lighting
Long term — grade separation of intersection
[ d
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OP26 Geneva Rd 1450 South to | Provo Orem/ Improve lighting Long-term Tier 3 17 Total
(SR-114) - south | 1860 South Provo Add center turn lane 2 Serious
of Univ Pkwy Shoulder improvements Injury
Distracted driving education/enforcement No Fatal
campaigns 1Ped
No Bike
oP27 Univ Pkwy 2310 North to | Provo Orem/ Improve lighting Near-term Tier 1 134 Total
(SR-265) Provo | Freedom Blvd Provo Red-light running education/enforcement 6 Serious
campaign, particularly among teenagers Injury
Active transportation improvements at 2 Fatal
intersections 5 Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities, particularly at 2 Bike
University Pkwy/2310 North
OoP28 2230 N/ #N/A Provo Orem/ Review lead/lag phasing for EBL Near-term Tier 1 112 Total
University Provo Red-light running education/enforcement 4 Serious
Pkwy (SR-265) campaign Injury
Signal indicator lights to aid enforcement No Fatal
Distracted driving education/enforcement 5 Ped
campaign 1 Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
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OP29 2230 N Provo | 200 West to Provo Orem/ Right-turn improvements at 2230 N and Medium- Tier 2 53 Total
- Canyon Rd Canyon Rd Provo University Avenue term 4 Serious
—140 East to Add rumble strips and stripes Injury
2230 North Add wider edge lines No Fatal
Speeding education/enforcement campaign 1 Ped
Implement traffic calming measures 1Bike
Review truck routing
Active transportation improvements at
intersections
OP30 1720 North/ #N/A Provo Orem/ *Recent intersection improvements at 1720 N/ Near-term Tier 1 123 Total
State Street Provo Carterville Rd* 6 Serious
(US-89) Study opportunity for protected left-turn phasing. Injury
Red-light running education/enforcement 1 Fatal
campaign 4 Ped
Distracted driving education/enforcement 2 Bike
campaign
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
OP31 State St US- 1850 North to | Provo Orem/ *Recent intersection improvements at 1720 Medium- Tier 2 178 Total
89) Provo Cougar Blvd Provo North/Carterville Rd* term 7 Serious
— north of Active transportation improvements Injury
Cougar Blvd Upgrade pedestrian facilities at 1720 North and 3 Fatal
550 W/Riverside Dr intersections 5 Ped
Add leading pedestrian intervals 3 Bike
[ d
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OP32 Canyon Rd Stadium Ave Provo Orem/ Active transportation improvements Long-term Tier 3 17 Total
Provo to Univ Pkwy Provo Consider a protected intersection at University No Serious
Pkwy Injury
Improve lighting at Stadium Avenue intersection 1 Fatal
Review yellow and/or red clearance times 2 Ped
2 Bike
OP33 Paul Ream #N/A Provo Orem/ Speed management on University Avenue Near-term Tier 1 47 Total
Ave/University Provo Improve lighting No Ser. Injury
Ave (US-189) Distracted driving education/enforcement No Fatal
campaign. 4 Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 5 Bike
Active Transportation improvements on
University Avenue
OP34 Cougar Blvd — | 500 West to Provo Orem/ *Added buffered bike lanes* Near-term Tier 1 190 Total
Freedom Blvd | University Provo Distracted Driving education/enforcement 1 Serious
Avenue — campaigns Injury
Cougar Bivd Red-light running education/enforcement No Fatal
to 950 North campaign 3 Ped
Consider protected-only left turn phasing 9 Bike
Upgrade bicycle facilities at driveways on
Cougar Blvd for exiting vehicles, especially for
the hospital parking lot driveway at 400 West
[ d
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OP35 Univ Ave (US- | Paul Ream Orem Orem/ Consider implementing protected intersections Near-term Tier 1 366 Total
189)— Paul Ave to 500 Provo where appropriate 8 Serious
Ream Ave to North Upgrade bicycle facilities, particularly in dilemma Injury
500 North zones No Fatal
Add leading pedestrian intervals 7 Ped
Add bulb-outs 9 Bike
OP36 Cougar Blvd/ | #N/A Provo Orem/ Study opportunity for protected left-turn phasing Near-term Tier 1 144 Total
University Ave Provo Distracted driving education/enforcement 1 Serious
(US-189) campaign Injury
Access management No Fatal
Improve lighting 2 Ped
Upgrade bicycle facilities and consider 5 Bike
separated bicycle lanes; dd green blocks
through conflict zones, particularly driveways
Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
OP37 500 West Cougar Blvd Orem Orem/ *Reconstruction of 500 West in 2019* Medium- Tier 2* 200 Total
Provo (US-89) | to 500 North Provo Active transportation improvements term* 3 Serious
Distracted Driving education/enforcement Injury
campaigns O Fatal
4 Ped
2 Bike
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OP38 500 North 500 West to Provo Orem/ Review yellow and/or red clearance times Medium- Tier 2 85 Total
Provo 100 East Provo Upgrade striping term 3 Serious
Active transportation improvements Injury
1 Fatal
3 Ped
4 Bike
OP39 500 North/ #N/A Provo Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 168 Total
University Ave Provo campaign 5 Serious
(US-189) Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
campaign No Fatal
Upgrade striping 4 Ped
Add leading pedestrian interval 3 Bike
Upgrade bicycle facilities
Consider adding EB and WB bicycle boxes at
intersection
OP40 700 North 800 East to Provo Orem/ Enforce no parking in bike lanes Long-term Tier 3 14 Total
Provo 900 East Provo Review yellow and/or red clearance times O Serious
Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
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OP41 [-15 Ramps/ #N/A Provo Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Long-term Tier 3 167 Total
Center Street Provo campaign 3 Serious
Refresh pavement markings Injury
Move flashing “stopped traffic on ramp” signage 1 Fatal
further north No Ped
Clarify directional arrows on SB overhead No Bike
signage
Construct dedicated SB overpass to Center St
OP42 Provo Center | GenevaRdto |Orem Orem/ *Signal recently added at Independence Avenue* | Near-term Tier 1 503 Total
St (SR-114) 500 West Provo Red light running education/enforcement 15 Serious
campaigns Injury
Improve lighting on 900 West 3 Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities at 100 North/500 15 Ped
West intersection 3 Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities at 600 West
intersection
OP43 600 West/ #N/A Provo Orem/ *Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon installed in 2018/19 Near-term Tier 1 69 Total
Center Street Provo on east crosswalk* 2 Serious
(SR-114) *All five pedestrian crashes have occurred since Injury
installation* No Fatal
*UDOT plans to add additional lights to 5 Ped
pedestrian crossing* 1 Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
[ d
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OP44 Freedom Blvd | 400 Northto | Provo Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 105 Total
- Center St Center St Provo campaign term 3 Serious
Review yellow and/or red clearance times Injury
No Fatal
5 Ped
1 Bike
OP45 300 South 200 West to Provo Orem/ Reconstruction project currently underway. Will Medium- Tier 2* 60 Total
(US-89) Provo | 200 East Provo be completed in December 2024)* term* 3 Serious
Add leading pedestrian interval at Freedom Injury
Boulevard intersection No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities at University 2 Ped
Avenue and Freedom Blvd 5 Bike

Upgrade bicycle facilities
Red-light running education/enforcement
campaign

Distracted Driving education/enforcement

campaign
OP46 300 South #N/A Provo Orem/ Red-light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 56 Total
(US-89) / Provo campaign term 1 Serious
University Ave Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
(US-189) campaign 1 Fatal
Upgrade striping 3 Ped
Access management 5 Bike

Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add bulb-outs

Add bicycle facilities
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OoP47 Univ Ave (US- | 100 North to Orem Orem/ Consider implementing protected intersections Near-term Tier 1 363 Total
189)— South 1-15 Provo where appropriate 13 Serious
Provo Red light running education/enforcement Injury
campaigns 1 Fatal
Distracted Driving education/enforcement 11 Ped
campaigns 9 Bike
Upgrade bicycle facilities, particularly in dilemma
zones
Upgrade pedestrian facilities, add leading
pedestrian intervals
OP48 State St (US- 600 Southto | Provo Orem/ *New signal planned at 900 South* Medium- Tier 2 32 Total
89) Provo — 900 South Provo Speed management on State Street term 3 Serious
south of 600 Add rumble strips Injury
South Motorcycle safety enforcement/education 1 Fatal
campaigns No Ped
No Bike
OP49 Lakeview Univ Ave to Provo Orem/ Driver safety enforcement/education campaigns Near-term Tier 1 17 Total
Pkwy East Bay Blvd Provo Review work zone safety policies and 2 Serious
implementation Injury
Review yellow and/or red clearance times No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
[ d
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OP50 State St (US- | 1640 South Provo Orem/ Consider protected-only left turn phasing for Long-term Tier 3 87 Total
89) Provo - to Industrial Provo northbound Left Turn at Slate Canyon Drive 6 Serious
Slate Canyon | Pkwy (2000 intersection Injury
Dr South) Improve lighting No Fatal
Red-light running education/enforcement No Ped
campaign 1 Bike
Upgrade bicycle facilities at 2000 South
(Industrial Pkwy)
OP51 Slate Canyon | #N/A Provo Orem/ Evaluate adding NB “Prepare to Stop When Medium- Tier 2 107 Total
Drive/State Provo Flashing” advance warning signal term 7 Serious
Street (US-89) Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
Red-light running education/enforcement No Fatal
campaign No Ped
Signal indicator lights to aid enforcement 1Bike
Consider protected-only left turn phasing for
NBL movement
OP52 State St (US- Yale Ave to Provo Orem/ *Signal added at Valley Vista Way/State Street* Long-term Tier 3 37 Total
89) Provo - Mountain Provo Improve lighting No Serious
Ironton Vista Pkwy Add wider edge lines Injury
Add center median No Fatal
Add rumble strips and stripes No Ped
No Bike
*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues.
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PS1 SR-77 - Lake 2300 West to | Lake Shore/ Payson Add rumble strips and stripes Near-term Tier 1 19 Total
Shore/Palmyra | 5600 South Palmyra Curve improvements 2 Serious
Shoulder improvements Injury
Implement traffic calming measures 1 Fatal
Implement clear zone improvements No Ped
Speeding education/enforcement campaigns No Bike
DUI education/enforcement campaigns
PS2 6400 South River Lane to | Palmyra Payson Add rumble strips and stripes Near-term Tier 1 12 Total
(SR-241) 1050 West Curve improvements No Serious
Shoulder improvements Injury
Implement traffic calming measures No Fatal
Speeding education/enforcement campaigns No Ped
Implement clear zone improvements No Bike
Improve lighting
Consider a signalized intersection or
roundabout at 1050 W
PS3 SR-147 - 5600 | 7300 South to | West Payson Add wider edge Lines Long-term Tier 3 3 Total
West 8000 South Mountain Implement clear zone improvements No Serious
Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
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PS4 SR-164 (8000 | 2200 Westto | Benjamin/ Payson *New signal added at SB I-15 Ramps in 2021* Near-term Tier 1 49 Total
S) at I-15 1000 West Salem Improve lighting 5 Serious
Red-light running education/enforcement Injury
campaigns 1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
PS5 I-15 Ramps/ #N/A Benjamin Payson Consider protected-only left turn phasing Medium- Tier 2 22 Total
SR-164 (8000 term 1 Serious
South) Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
PS6 460 West/ #N/A Salem Payson Red light running education/enforcement Medium- Tier 2 17 Total
SR-164 (8000 campaigns term 2 Serious
South) Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
PS7 River Bottoms | Swenson Lane | Utah County | Payson Curve improvements Long-term Tier 3 9 Total
Rd to 3400 East Add wider edge Lines 2 Serious
Add rumble strips Injury
Implement clear zone improvements No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
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PS8 North Payson | 900 Northto |Payson Payson *New signal at 600 North in 2022* Near-term Tier 1 97 Total
Main Street 100 North Add edge lines and implement traffic calming 3 Serious
(SR-241) measures Injury
Active transportation improvements 1 Fatal
Add traffic calming measures and add 1Ped
pedestrian facilities along North Main Street No Bike
Add pedestrian facilities at 400 North
intersection
PS9 600 North/ #N/A Payson Payson *Future plans to add fourth leg to intersection* Medium- Tier 2 45 Total
Main Street Access management term 1 Serious
(SR-115) Consider removing permissive left phase Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Fatal
Implement a leading pedestrian interval 1Ped
No Bike
PS10 100 West/100 | #N/A Salem Payson Access management Medium- Tier 2 14 Total
North/State Add center median term 2 Serious
Street (SR-198) DUI education/enforcement campaigns Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities for the State No Fatal
Street crossing 1Ped
No Bike
PS11 Main Street/ #N/A Salem Payson *Westbound Right-Turn Lane added in 2021* Medium- Tier 2 44 Total
State Street Red light running education/enforcement term 1 Serious
(SR-198) campaigns Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
[ d
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PS12 Woodland 8800 South to | Salem/ Payson *New Signal at 340 South, Salem in 2020* Long-term Tier 3 47 Total
Hills Drive 11000 South Woodland *Southbound Right-Turn pocket added at 400 3 Serious
and West Oak | Hills North, Salem in 2022* Injury
Ln to Valley Improve lighting 1 Fatal
View Way Consider wildlife crossing treatments as No Ped
appropriate 1Bike
Add rumble strips and stripes
Implement clear zone improvements
Install safety Edge
Add wider edge lines
Add pedestrian crossing at 400 N
Consider a signalized intersection or
roundabout at E 8800 N, E Salem Canal Road,
and/or 600 S
PS14 Utah Ave 400 West to Payson Payson Evaluate street parking and consider two-way | Long-term Tier 3 2 Total
700 West center turn lane No Serious
Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
PS15 100 West (SR- | #N/A Payson Payson Upgrade pedestrian facilities Medium- Tier 2 32 Total
198) /Utah Ave Implement a leading pedestrian interval term No Ser.
Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
[ d
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PS16 100 North #N/A Payson Payson Add a WB protected left turn phase Near-term Tier 1 68 Total
(SR-198)/Main Consider protected-only left turn phasing (250 ft)
Street (SR-115) Red light running education/enforcement 1 Serious
campaigns Injury
Tighten turning radii No Fatal
Add bulb-outs 1Ped
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 1Bike

Add pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian interval

PS17 100 North (SR- | 100 West to Payson Payson *Westbound Right-Turn lanes added at 600 E Medium- Tier 2 188 Total
198) - Payson | 1150 East and 700 E in 2022* term 2 Serious
*Westbound Through lane added from 800 E Injury
to 1250 E in 2022* No Fatal
Implement traffic calming measures 5 Ped
Add pedestrian facilities at unmarked No Bike

intersections including 100 West, 400 East,
500 East and 800 East

PS18 600 East/100 | #N/A Payson Payson Consider protected-only left turn phasing Near-term Tier 1 43 Total
North (SR-198) Red light running education/enforcement 1 Serious
campaigns Injury
DUI education/enforcement campaigns No Fatal
Consider no-right-turn-on-red No Ped
Upgrade active transportation facilities for 1Bike
right turns

Consider westbound advance warning signal

lights
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PS19 300 West, #N/A Salem Payson Speed management Long-term Local
Salem Canal Project
Rd.
PS20 300 South, #N/A Salem Payson Speed management Long-term Local
100 East Project
PS21 800 South I-15 to 880 Payson Payson *New Signal at 930 West in 2023* Near-term Tier 1 87 Total
(SR-178)- West Improve lighting 3 Serious
Payson Implement traffic calming measures Injury
Add pedestrian facilities at unmarked No Fatal
intersections 2 Ped
Pedestrian facilities across I-15 bridge No Bike

Add pedestrian crossing above Interstate 15
Current bridge is not wide enough to support

safe pedestrian access across freeway

PS22 1270 #N/A Payson Payson Consider protected-only left turn phasing Near-term Tier 1 70 Total
West/800 Improve lighting 2 Serious
South (SR-241) Upgrade pedestrian facilities Injury
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
PS23 780 West/800 | #N/A Payson Payson Distracted driving education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 14 Total
South (SR-178) campaign No Ser.
Upgrade pedestrian facilities across 800 S Injury
Install advance warning sighage No Fatal
2 Ped
No Bike
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PS24 800 South #N/A Payson Payson Consider protected-only left turn phasing at Near-term Tier 1 59 Total
(SR-241)/State NB No Ser.
Street (SR-198) Add rumble strips Injury
Improve lighting No Fatal
Tighten turning radii 1Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Bike
Add leading pedestrian interval
PS25 650 South/ #N/A Payson Payson *Enhanced pedestrian crossing added at SR- Near-term* Tier 1* 23 Total
State Street 198 and 300 South in February 2024)* 1 Serious
(SR-198) (mid- Improve lighting Injury
block) Add pedestrian crossing at 600 South No Fatal
intersection 2 Ped
1 Bike
PS26 800 South/ #N/A Payson Payson Red light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 30 Total
Main Street campaigns 1 Serious
Distracted driving education/enforcement Injury
campaigns 1 Fatal
Tighten turning radii 3 Ped
Add bulb-outs 1Bike

Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian interval
Improve lighting

Upgrade bicycle facilities
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PS27 Canyon Road/ | #N/A Payson Payson Add bulb-outs Long-term Tier 3 4 Total
800 South Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Ser.
Add pedestrian crossing Injury
Add bicycle facilities No Fatal
Traffic calming on 800 South 1Ped
1Bike
PS28 SR-198 - State | 400 Southto | Payson Payson *New access added at 1900 South in 2020* Near-term Tier 1 116 Total
St/100 West 1900 South *Southbound Right-Turn Lane added at 1750 2 Serious
Payson Sin 2023* Injury
Teen Driver education 1 Fatal
Access management at the Junior High 4 Ped
School 1Bike

Implement traffic calming

Add pedestrian facilities at 1050 S

Add pedestrian facilities at Smith’s

Add leading pedestrian intervals

Add buffered bike lanes

Add pedestrian crossings and signals at
appropriate locations to prevent jaywalking

across highway

Signal at 1900 South intersection
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PS29 South Payson | 800 Southto | Payson Payson *Two-way center turn lane added from 1100 S Near-term Tier 1 34 Total
Main St (SR- 1200 South t0 1200 S in 2019* 2 Serious
198) - 800 — SR-198 to *Existing pedestrian tunnel under 800 South Injury
South Greenridge that connects baseball fields* 1 Fatal
Ave Access management 4 Ped
Active transportation improvements No Bike

Add/formalize bicycle lanes on entire Main
Street corridor

Enhance pedestrian crossings

Implement Safe Routes to Schools

programming

PS30 1250 South/ #N/A Payson Payson *Two-way Left-Turn Lane added to Main Long-term Tier 3 7 Total
Main Street Streetin 2022* No Ser.

Improve lighting Injury
Add bulb-outs No Fatal

Add RRFB or pedestrian hybrid beacon 1Ped

1Bike

PS31 SR-141- West | 1175 East to West Payson Add wider edge Lines Long-term Tier 3 9 Total
Mountain Rd Fruitridge Mountain Add rumble strips 1 Serious

Lane Implement clear zone improvements Injury

Curve improvements 1 Fatal

Add center median No Ped

No Bike
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PS32 1950 South/ | 5350 Westto | Utah County | Payson Add striping Long-term Tier 3 19 Total
12000 South 4600 West Add rumble strips and stripes 2 Serious
Curve improvements Injury
Shoulder improvements No Fatal
Improve lighting at 5200 W intersection No Ped
No Bike
PS33 SR-198 - 12400 South Spring Lake Payson Add intersection warning signs on through Long-term Tier 3 9 Total
Spring Lake t0 12680 approaches 1 Serious
South Enhanced pavement markings at Injury
intersections No Fatal
Enhance stop-sign visibility on approaches at No Ped
12400 South No Bike
Consider signal at 12400 South
PS34 State St. @ #N/A Payson Payson Correct intersection skew Long-term Local
use Project
PS35 US 6 West of | #N/A Payson Payson Speed management Long-term Tier 3
400 West St. Curve improvements
[ d
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PS36 Santaquin Center St to Santaquin Payson *Construction in 2024 will widen Main Street | Near-term* | Tier 1* 100 Total
Main Street 1-15 to 5-lanes and add new signal at Center 1 Serious
(US-6) Street* Injury
Consider a signalized intersection or 1 Fatal
roundabout at 300 East 1Ped
Add ADA curb ramps and crosswalks at No Bike

intersections
Upgrade pedestrian facilities

Distracted Driving education/enforcement

campaigns
PS37 400 East/Main | #N/A Santaquin Payson *Construction in 2024 will widen Main Street | Near-term* Tier 1* 54 Total
Street (US-6) to 5-lanes* No Ser.
Access management Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues.
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SF1 1400 North #N/A Springville | Spanish Speeding enforcement/education campaign Near-term Tier 1 125 Total
(SR-75)/Main Fork/ Tighten turning radii No Serious
Street (US-89) Springville | Upgrade pedestrian facilities Inj.
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 3 Ped
1Bike
SF2 700 North/ #N/A Springville | Spanish Roundabout bulb outs and RRFB signs at 700 Long-term Local
400 East Fork/ N/400 E Project
Springville
SF3 400 North/ #N/A Springville | Spanish Distracted driving education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 56 Total
Main Street Fork/ campaigns 1 Serious
(US-89) Springville | Red light running education/enforcement Injury
campaigns No Fatal
Consider protected-only left turn phasing 3 Ped
Tighten turn radii 2 Bike
Add bulb-outs
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian interval
Upgrade bicycle facilities
Consider no-right-turn-on-red
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SF4 Center Street/ | #N/A Springville | Spanish Upgrade striping Medium-term | Tier 2 58 Total
Main Street Fork/ Add bulb-outs 1 Serious
(US-89) Springville | Upgrade pedestrian facilities Injury
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
Upgrade bicycle facilities 2 Ped
3 Bike
SF5 Springville 900 Northto | Springville | Spanish Upgrade pedestrian facilities in downtown core | Medium-term | Tier 2 284 Total
Main Street 81600 South Fork/ Add center median 7 Serious
(US-89) Springville | Access management Injury
Speed management 1 Fatal
Separated bike path 10 Ped
Roundabout at US-89/SR-51 2 Bike
Bulb outs at pedestrian crosswalks
SF6 400 South 2450 West to | Springville | Spanish Consider lengthening left turn lanes, particularly Near-term Tier 1 562 Total
(SR-77) 750 West Fork/ at 2200 W, 1750 W, and 950 W 13 Serious
Springville Springville | Access management Injury
Add bicycle facilities No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 2 Ped
Red light running education/enforcement 4 Bike
campaigns
Implement traffic calming measures, particularly
approaching intersections
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SF7 1750 West/ #N/A Springville | Spanish Access management Medium-term | Tier 2 197 Total
400 South Fork/ Tighten turning radii No Serious
(SR-77 Springville | Upgrade pedestrian facilities Inj.
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
No Ped
2 Bike
SF8 1200 West/ #N/A Springville | Spanish *Dual northbound left-turns added in 2020* Medium-term | Tier 2 93 Total
400 South Fork/ Speeding enforcement/education campaign 3 Serious
(SR-77) Springville | Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Fatal
Add leading pedestrian interval 2 Ped
1Bike
SF9 950 West/ #N/A Springville | Spanish Consider protected-only left turn phasing Medium-term | Tier 2 151 Total
400 South Fork/ Tighten turning radii 1Serious
(SR-77) Springville | Upgrade pedestrian facilities Injury
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 1Ped
1Bike
SF10 400 South #N/A Springville | Spanish Improve lighting Medium-term | Tier 2 174 Total
(SR-77)/Main Fork/ Tighten turning radii 2 Serious
Street (US-89) Springville | Upgrade pedestrian facilities Injury
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
3 Ped
2 Bike
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SF11 400 East/400 | #N/A Springville | Spanish Consider modifying traffic signal timing Medium-term | Tier 2 50 Total
South Fork/ with longer clearance intervals such as with 1 Serious
Springville | advanced dilemma zone detection Injury
Consider protected-only left turn phasing No Fatal
Red light running education/enforcement 6 Ped
campaigns 1Bike
Tighten turn radii
Add bulb-outs
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian interval
Consider no-right-turn-on-red
SF12 800 South/ #N/A Springville | Spanish *Qutside NB lane converted to right-turn only Medium- Tier 2* 61 Total
Main Street/ Fork/ lane in 2019* term* 3 Serious
uUs-89 Springville | *Project in construction for 2024 to do most of Injury
these improvements)* 1 Fatal
Add rumble strips and stripes No Ped
Consider implementing a roundabout No Bike
Curve improvements at NB
SF13 1700 East St./ | #N/A Springville | Spanish Upgrade pedestrian facilities Long-term Local
Canyon Rd Fork/ Project
Springville
SF14 Canyon Rd. #N/A Springville | Spanish Curve improvements Long-term Local
west of 2900 Fork/ Project
East St. Springville
[ d
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SF15 1600 South Wallace Drive | Springville | Spanish Increase stop-sign visibility at Wallace Long-term Tier 3 8 Total
Springville to 1200 West Fork/ Drive/1600 South intersection 1 Serious
Springville | Roundabout or signal at Wallace Drive/1600 Injury
South No Fatal
Shoulder improvements and rumble strips on No Ped
1600 South No Bike
SF16 Evergreen SR-51to Springville | Spanish Shoulder improvements on Evergreen Drive Long-term Tier 3 16 Total
Dr - SR-51 Eldorado Fork/ Improve lighting on Evergreen Drive No Serious
Springville Drive — 1600 Springville | Active transportation improvements on Injury
South to Evergreen Drive 1 Fatal
Evergreen 2 Ped
Drive 1Bike
SF17 1600 West 1600 North to | Mapleton Spanish *Signal recently added at 800 S* Medium-term | Tier 2 81 Total
Mapleton (US- | 800 South Fork/ *Signal funded and designed for 800 N* 4 Serious
89) Springville | *Developers required to add lighting and trail on Injury
east side* 2 Fatal
Improve lighting No Ped
Consider protected-only left turn phasing at No Bike
400 East intersection
Add rumble strips
Add Center medians
Multi-use trail on east side
SF18 Main St. /1600 | #N/A Springville | Spanish Add roundabout Long-term Local
North St. Fork/ Project
Springville
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SF19 1600 North 300 West to Spanish Spanish Add wild animal fencing Long-term Tier 3 2 Total
Spanish Fork | 100 West Fork Fork/ Improve lighting 1 Serious
Springville Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
SF20 Mapleton City | #N/A Mapleton Spanish Add raised crossings at major trails and Long-term Local
wide Fork/ crosswalks immediately adjacent to elementary Project
Springville | and middle schools. Roundabouts at major
intersections Main & Maple, Main & 1600 S,
Main and 1200n or 1600 N
SF21 Main St. / #N/A Springville | Spanish Add roundabout Long-term Local
Maple St Fork/ Project
Springville
SF22 Spanish Fork | 1-15 to 600 Spanish Spanish *Project in Add bicycle facilities , raised Near-term* Tier 1* 273 Total
Main St (SR- North Fork Fork/ medians, bulb outs, signal changes, Upgrade 4 Serious
156)— south of Springville | pedestrian facilities* Injury
[-15 Add bulb-outs at 800 N No Fatal
Consider reducing lane width and shoulder No Ped
width 3 Bike
Add leading pedestrian interval
Consider driveway consolidation
Improve lighting
Add center median
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SF23 1000 North/ #N/A Spanish Spanish Red light running education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 83 Total
Main Street Fork Fork/ campaigns No Serious
(SR-156) Springville | Consider protected-only left turn phasing Inj.
Add bulb-outs No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1 Ped
Upgrade bicycle facilities 1Bike
SF24 US-6 Spanish | 1-15to US-89 | Spanish Spanish *Project underway to add dual lefts, EB lane* Medium-term | Tier 2 279 Total
Fork Fork Fork/ Upgrade pedestrian facilities 15 Serious
Springville | Add leading pedestrian interval Injury
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 5 Fatal
Grade separation of Canyon Cr Pkwy, 2 Ped
Expressway Lane and/or Center Street 2 Bike
intersections
RR line relocation and interchange safety @
3400 East
SF25 1000 North — | 200 East to Spanish Spanish Tighten turning radii Medium-term | Tier 2 153 Total
Canyon Creek | Commerce Fork Fork/ Add leading pedestrian interval 3 Serious
Pkwy SF Drive Springville Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
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SF26 1000 North/ #N/A Spanish Spanish *Improvement project currently in construction Near-term* Tier 1* 164 Total
us-6 Fork Fork/ should be done December 2024* 3 Serious
Springville | Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
Red light running education/enforcement 1 Fatal
campaigns, particularly at high schools/part of No Ped
driver education programs 1Bike
Add bulb-outs
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian interval
SF27 700 North/ #N/A Spanish Spanish Distract driving education/enforcement Near-term Tier 1 87 Total
Main Street Fork Fork/ campaign, particularly at high schools/part of (250 ft
(SR-156) Springville | driver education programs radius)
Install left turn flashing yellow arrow signals and No Serious
supplemental traffic signs Inj.
Add bulb outs No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Ped
Consider a road diet with ROW reallocation for No Bike
bicycle lanes
SF28 Expressway US-6 to Spanish Spanish *New signals recently added at 800 North/ Medium- Tier 2* 49 Total
Lane Market Place | Fork Fork/ Target Driveway and Marketplace Drive/1100 term* 2 Serious
Drive Springville | East* Injury
Rumble stripes for lane lines No Fatal
Red light running enforcement/campaign 1 Ped
No Bike
[ d
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Zone
SF29 Expressway #N/A Spanish Spanish *WB dual left-turns and additional through lane Near-term* Tier 1* 137 Total
Lane/ US-6 Fork Fork/ added on Expressway Lane in 2023* 4 Serious
Springville | Red light running education/enforcement Injury
campaigns 1 Fatal
Add bulb-outs No Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 1Bike
Add leading pedestrian interval
SF30 400 North 100 West to Spanish Spanish *Roundabout being installed at 300 E* Long-term* Tier 3* 35 Total
(SR-147) 200 East Fork Fork/ *Main Street project in design for bike lanes, 2 Serious
Spanish Fork Springville | raised medians, bulb outs, signal changes, Injury
improved crosswalks* No Fatal
Add pedestrian crossing at unsignalized 2 Ped
intersections including bulb-outs No Bike

Upgrade pedestrian facilities at Main Street
intersection

SF31 1100 East/400 | #N/A Spanish Spanish *RRFB and add striping ~2021* Near-term* Tier 1* 31 Total
North (SR-147) Fork Fork/ *Roundabout added at SR-51 intersection in 2 Serious
(midblock) Springville | 2019* Injury

Install advance warning signage No Fatal
Bicyclist education campaigns, particularly at 3 Ped
schools 2 Bike

SF32 400 North St. | #N/A Spanish Spanish Upgrade pedestrian facilities Long-term Local

Fork Fork/ Project
Springville

SF33 Spanish Fork | #N/A Spanish Spanish Add pedestrian crossing Long-term Local

Pkwy Fork Fork/ Project
Springville
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Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Crash Totals
Priority
Zone
SF34 1600 South/ #N/A Mapleton Spanish Consider protected-only left turn phasing NB/ Long-term Tier 3 25 Total
1600 West Fork/ SB 2 Serious
(US-89) Springville | Red light running education/enforcement Injury
campaigns, particularly in high schools/as part No Fatal
of driver education No Ped
No Bike
SF35 Main St. /1600 | #N/A Springville | Spanish Add roundabout Long-term Local
South Fork/ Project
Springville
SF36 100 South (SR- | I-15 to Spanish | Spanish Spanish Add pedestrian crossing to the Spanish Fields Long-term Tier 3 3 Total
115) Spanish Fields Drive Fork Fork/ Drive/100 South intersection 1 Serious
Fork Springville Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike
SF37 Center Street/ | #N/A Spanish Spanish Consider protected-only left turn phasing Medium-term | Tier 2 99 Total
Main Street Fork Fork/ Add bulb-outs 1 Serious
(SR-156) Springville | Upgrade pedestrian facilities Injury
Add leading pedestrian interval No Fatal
Consider no-right-turn-on-red 3 Ped
Tighten turning radii 3 Bike

Upgrade bicycle facilities
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Description

MAG

Priority

Crash Totals

SF38 Spanish Fork | 900 East to Spanish Spanish *Additional through lanes recently added on Near-term* Tier 1* 21 Total
Center St Us-6 Fork Fork/ Center Street from 900 East to US-6* 2 Serious
Springville | *Signal recently added at 800 East* Injury
Improve lighting 1 Fatal
Speed management on Center Street No Ped
Distracted driving enforcement/campaign No Bike
SF39 Center Street/ | #N/A Spanish Spanish *Additional westbound through lane added in Near-term Tier 1 68 Total
us-6 Fork Fork/ 2019* 4 Serious
Springville | Consider protected-only left turn phasing Injury
Speeding education/enforcement campaigns No Fatal
Improve lighting 1 Ped
Add bulb-outs No Bike
Upgrade pedestrian facilities
Add leading pedestrian interval
SF40 Spanish Fork | Center Street | Spanish Spanish *Project in design for bike lanes, raised Medium- Tier 2* 136 Total
Main Street to Volunteer Fork Fork/ medians, bulb outs, signal changes, improved term* 5 Serious
South (SR-156/ | Drive Springville | crosswalks* Injury
SR-198) Upgrade pedestrian facilities at Center Street/ No Fatal
Main Street intersection 2 Ped
Consolidate accesses along the corridor 2 Bike
Consider protected only Left-Turn phasing at
signalized intersections
Add leading pedestrian interval at Center Street
[ d
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Description
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Priority

Crash Totals

SF41 Canyon Rd Main Street to | Spanish Spanish *Signal recently added at 600 East/Canyon Medium-term | Tier 2 68 Total
Spanish Fork | 1150 East Fork Fork/ Road, Signal planned for 300 E, Trail planned on 7 Serious
(SR-198) Springville | N side* Injury
Active Transportation improvements No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities at 1150 East/ 6 Ped
Canyon Road intersection 1Bike
Consider protected-only left turn phasing
Add pedestrian crossing on 300 South between
Main Street and 600 East
Red light running enforcement/campaign,
especially among teenage drivers
SF42 1150 East/ #N/A Spanish Spanish Consider protected-only left turn phasing Medium-term | Tier 2 18 Total
Canyon Road Fork Fork/ Aggressive driving education/enforcement 2 Serious
(SR-198) Springville | campaigns Injury
Add bulb-outs No Fatal
Upgrade pedestrian facilities 3 Ped
Add leading pedestrian interval 1 Bike

Tighten turning radii

Consider no-right-turn-on-red
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SF43 Spanish Fork | #N/A Spanish Spanish Red light running education/enforcement Medium-term | Tier 2 39 Total
Pkwy/ US-6 Fork Fork/ campaigns, particularly in high schools/as part 2 Serious
Springville | of driver education Injury
Consider protected-only left turn phasing 1 Fatal
Add bulb-outs 1Ped
Upgrade pedestrian facilities No Bike
Add leading pedestrian interval
Tighten turning radii
Consider no-right-turn-on-red
SF44 Canyon Rd 2070 Eastto | Spanish Spanish *North leg added to 2300 East/Canyon Road Long-term* Tier 3* 13 Total
(SR-198)- 2300 | 2400 East Fork Fork/ intersection” 2 Serious
East SF Springville | "Signal at 2300 East going out to bid* Injury
Roundabout or signal at 2300 East/Canyon No Fatal
Road intersection No Ped
Speed management/enforcement on Canyon No Bike
Road
SF45 Powerhouse #N/A Spanish Spanish *Signal added to intersection in 2022* Medium-term | Tier 2 21 Total
Road/ US-6 Fork Fork/ Install animal fencing 3 Serious
Springville Injury
1 Fatal
1 Ped
No Bike
SF46 SR-164 - West | West of Spanish Spanish Add rumble strips on SR-164 Long-term Tier 3 4 Total
of Arrowhead | Arrowhead Fork Fork/ 1 Serious
Trail Trail Springville Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike
*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues. .

AY

oy HR | =



MOUNTAINLAND \ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Table 19. Unincorporated Utah County

Crash
MAG
Extents Analysis Description Priority Crash Totals
Zone
Uu1 SR-92 - AF MP 8 to 11.6 Utah Unincorp. *Shoulder improvements near Timpanogos Cave Medium- Tier 2 64 Total
Canyon County Utah State Park in 2018* term 3 Serious
County Add rumble strips Injury
Shoulder improvements 1 Fatal
Add edge lines No Ped
Speed management No Bike
Variable speed limit signs
uu2 US-189 - Provo | MP 12.4 t0 14.3 | Utah Unincorp. Add rumble strips Near-term Tier 1 203 Total
Canyon to SR- | (SR-92) County Utah Shoulder improvements and/or enact clear zone 15 Serious
92 County improvements Injury
Curve improvements No Fatal
Add edge lines No Ped
Speed management No Bike
Variable speed limit signs
Add advance intersection warning signs on the
approach to Old Provo Canyon Rd
[
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uu3 US-6 Spanish | MP 182 to Utah Unincorp. *Median barrier and upgrade striping in design Medium- Tier 2 241 Total
Fork Canyon |193.3 County Utah for 2025 between Diamond Fork Road and US-89 term 8 Serious
County (MP 184.2 to 187.5)* Injury
Shoulder improvements and add wider edge lines 5 Fatal
Add center median from MP 192.8 to 193.5 (cluster 2 Ped
of head-on crashes) No Bike
Add wild animal fencing and wild animal crossing
signage between Diamond Fork Road and US-89
Improve lighting
Additional passing lanes
uu4 US-6 to SR-96 | MP 203.8 to Utah Unincorp. Add rumble strips Medium- Tier 2 206 Total
210.5 and MP | County Utah Shoulder improvements and/or enact clear zone term 18 Serious
212.9 to SR-96 County improvements Injury
Curve improvements 4 Fatal
Add edge lines 0 Ped
Speed management 0 Bike
Variable speed limit signs
Uu5s SR-96 500 Northto | Utah Unincorp. Shoulder improvements Medium- Tier 2 34 Total
1300 South County Utah Add wider edge lines term 3 Serious
County Speed management Injury
Variable speed limit signs No Fatal
Add wild animal crossing signage and/or fencing No Ped
between MP 20.8 and 21.8 No Bike
*Recent or planned project may affect conditions. Monitor location to determine if project addresses issues.
[ d
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Many opportunities to implement Education & Enforcement programs arose from the crash analysis. A total
of 31 education campaigns for teen drivers have been proposed where high rates of crashes related to
teen drivers are observed. Education campaigns can be held at high schools or by safe driving media
campaigns to educate teenagers about the importance of seatbelts, and risky driving behaviors such as
texting or drinking while driving. Eighteen (18) proposed projects related to speed enforcement in locations
where a high rate of crashes related to speed is identified from the data. Police enforcement can be used
as tools for speed enforcement. Furthermore, 66 projects associated with red-light running enforcement
or education campaigns have been proposed where crash data shows high numbers of red-light crashes.
Table 20 illustrates the number of proposed projects in each zone related to teen driver education, speed
enforcement, and red-light running education or enforcement.

Table 20. Number of Proposed Projects Related to Education & Enforcement

Red Light
Teen Driving Speed Running
Crash Analysis Zone
Education Enforcement Enforcement or

Education
American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon 4 6 1
Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs 8 3 4
Lehi/Highland 5 1 10
Orem/Provo 8 3 25
Payson 1 2 6
Spanish Fork/Springville 5 3 10
Unincorporated Utah County 0 0 0
TOTAL 31 18 66

Table 21 illustrates the number of crashes with fatal and serious injuries linked to red-light running at
signalized intersections for each crash analysis zone. Crash analysis shows that 76 serious injuries and 13
fatal crashes involved red-light-running with the majority at the Orem/Provo crash analysis zone.
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Table 21. Number of Red-Light Running Crashes with Fatal and Serious Injuries

Serious Injury Crashes
Fatal Crashes Involved

Crash Analysis Zone . . Involved Red-Light-
Red-Light-Running

Running

American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon 1 12
Eagle Mountain/Saratoga Springs 3 10
Lehi/Highland 3 16
Orem/Provo 3 28

Payson 1 1

Spanish Fork/Springville 2 9
Unincorporated Utah County 0 0
TOTAL 13 76

Advancements in machine vision that leverage artificial intelligence (Al) algorithms are providing new tools
to enhance road safety to save lives especially for VRUs. Traditional techniques that rely mainly on historical
crash data to implement safety related solutions is not proactive. Planning and implementing smart sensing
infrastructure such as Al powered machine vision systems is in line with the proactive focus of the FHWA
Safe System approach. The systems can help monitor roadways and road users and flagging areas that
need attention automatically.

Multimodal smart sensing infrastructure provides 24/7/365 situational awareness of the road system
enabling proactive road safety management and mitigation. This is done by observing and documenting
near-miss incidents, illegal road user activities such as red light running, lane violations, speeding, etc.
Agencies have the ability to set up and configure the Al system to observe and document specific behavior
or incidents that can provide insights to save lives.

Evolving computer vision algorithms powered by Al can detect, classify, and track pedestrians, bicyclists,
buses, vehicles, and other road users. Interactions between various road users can also be monitored
in real time. Near misses and illegal behavior can be extracted for insights that are used to implement
safety mitigation measures. The Al systems can also be used to activate advanced alerting systems such
as rapid flashing beacons or dynamic message signs, in addition to extending walk phases at signalized
intersections if pedestrians need more time to safely cross the intersection.
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8. Progress and Transparency

Implementing and monitoring progress toward implementation of this Safety Action Plan is important to
MAG and its partner agencies. To ensure continued advancement of safety initiatives, MAG will regularly
update the Safety Action Plan to reflect the following items:

« Completion of improvements on priority corridors

- Implementation of policy initiatives and educational programs
- Progress toward performance targets

- Updates to crash data and socioeconomic information

- Updates to designation of the high-injury network

It is recommended that MAG revisit the plan as a precursor to future RTP updates, which occur every four
years. The goal of future Safety Action Plan revisions is to evaluate progress toward safety goals and identify
future safety projects to include in the RTP. In instances where more recent crash data is available from
UDOT or other sources, MAG has an opportunity to revisit the HIN and make modifications, as appropriate.
Ensuring that the HIN remains accurate is important, as this is a factor in identifying and evaluating future
RTP projects. As new Census data becomes available, MAG can also update the equity analysis included
in the Safety Action Plan.

There are currently no federal requirements associated with updates to Safety Action Plans. Thus, MAG has
the flexibility to use a process tailored to the needs of the region. For example, if no updates to data sources
are available or if they indicate no changes would be required to the HIN, an expedited update process
could focus on reporting the status of project implementation and progress toward performance targets. In
contrast, if analysis demonstrates that changes to the HIN are warranted by changes in crash patterns and
trends, a more robust community and stakeholder engagement process may be beneficial.

In pursuit of enhancing road safety and achieving the goal of eliminating roadway fatalities and serious
injuries, MAG has developed a comprehensive Safe Streets Report Dashboard (the Dashboard). This online
tool provides an intuitive and accessible way to visualize and understand safety trends, patterns, and factors
throughout the region. The Safety Report Dashboard is an essential component of the Safety Action Plan,
serving as a cornerstone for data-driven decision-making and strategic planning.
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8.2.1. FEATURES OF THE SAFE STREETS REPORT DASHBOARD
Mapping

The Dashboard integrates a variety of map data to provide a clear and comprehensive view of road safety
data:

- HIN: Displays the network of roads with the highest concentration of serious crashes, identifying priority
areas for safety improvements.

- Location of TIP Projects: Maps all TIP projects, providing a spatial understanding of current and planned
infrastructure interventions.

- Equity Layer: Includes an equity layer to identify transportation disadvantaged areas, ensuring that
safety improvements benefit all community members equitably.

Statistical Trends

To track and analyze safety performance, the Dashboard includes several key statistical metrics:
- Total Fatal Crashes: Shows the number of fatal crashes within the region.
- Total Serious Injury Crashes: Displays the number of crashes resulting in serious injuries.

- Total Killed or Seriously Injury (KSI) Crashes with VRU: Indicates the number of KSI crashes involving
VRUs, such as pedestrians and bicyclists.

- KSI Crashes by Year: Provides a chart showing the trend of KSI crashes over time.

- Percent of KSI on HIN: Calculates the percentage of KSI crashes occurring on the HIN.

The Dashboard allows users to filter crash data based on specific attributes, facilitating targeted analysis
and informed decision-making:

- Year: Filter crash data by year to analyze trends over time.
- County: Filter safety trends by county to focus on sub-regional geographic areas (i.e. MPO or RPO).

- Municipality: Filter information by municipality to examine local safety trends.

8.2.2. UTILIZING THE DASHBOARD FOR PROGRESS AND TRANSPARENCY

The Dashboard publishes information on high-risk areas that require attention. This includes locations
along the HIN. Through data transparency and continuous monitoring, the Dashboard will be integral in the
continuous monitoring and evaluation of safety initiatives. By tracking performance measures and crash
data over time, MAG and its partners can assess the effectiveness of implemented strategies and make
necessary adjustments to enhance safety outcomes.

The ultimate goal of the Dashboard is to support MAG and local governments achieve the goal of eliminating
all roadway fatalities and serious injuries. By providing a clear, data-driven picture of the current state
of road safety, the Dashboard empowers the region to take proactive and informed actions toward this
ambitious goal.
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MAG will update crash data in the Dashboard annually to provide new information on the safety statistical

trends that allow monitoring over time. The HIN will be updated less frequently so that safety intervention
can be targeted to those corridors over a long period.

As the MPO, MAG is required to report on progress toward federally required safety performance targets,
as described in Section 6.2.1. These are to be updated every four years through the RTP. The Safe Streets
Report Dashboard provides an additional opportunity to make transportation safety a higher community
priority by elevating the visibility and accessibility of key safety information. It also allows MAG to include
performance measures in addition to the federally required measures.
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INTRODUCTION

Mountainland Safe Streets Countermeasures Toolkit (the Toolkit) presents
design treatments known to reduce crashes involving people walking,
rolling (i.e., using a wheelchair or other mobility assistive devices),
bicycling, or driving. The Toolkit describes the applicable locations

for each treatment, the crash type addressed, and the estimated cost

for implementation. It also provides guidance regarding necessary
considerations to be made during implementation.

OBJECTIVES

The objectives of the Toolkit are to:

Inform stakeholders and the greater Mountainland community about road safety
countermeasures and their appropriate uses and contexts.

e Facilitate a shared understanding of these safety countermeasures among local
jurisdictions’ staff, contractors, developers, and community members when
discussing transportation safety improvements.

o Assist in the decision-making process to identify the most appropriate safety
countermeasures for a location based on the location’s crash history and context.

OBJECTIVES 1



VISION ZERO AND
THE SAFE SYSTEM APPROACH

Vision Zero is the goal of no deaths or
serious injuries on roadways. The Safe

prevent crashes and minimize harm if they
do occur, keeping everyone safer on roads.

System Approach guides how we achieve Under Vision Zero and the Safe System

the goal and prioritize safety in the decision-  Approach, local leadership, policymakers,
making process. The Safe System Approach traffic engineers, designers, planners,
differs from traditional safety methods. It local enforcement, and road users are all
recognizes that mistakes are inevitable, but responsible for preventing roadway deaths

the consequences should not be deadly. This  and serious injuries.
proactive approach builds layers of safety to

2

WHAT IS THE SAFE SYSTEM APPROACH?

The Safe System Approach (Figure 1) is a holistic road safety strategy that recognizes humans
make mistakes and aims to create a forgiving road system that reduces risk and eliminates
fatal and serious injury crashes. This approach goes beyond simply preventing crashes. It

builds layers of safety to both
stop accidents from happening
in the first place and minimize
injuries if they do occur. It's a
comprehensive strategy that
creates a safer environment for
everyone.

The Safe System Approach

is based on six foundational
principles: deaths and serious
injuries are unacceptable,

humans make mistakes, humans
are vulnerable, responsibility is
shared, safety is proactive, and
redundancy is crucial. Additionally,
the Safe System Approach involves
five key elements to achieve zero
fatal and serious injury crashes:
safe roads, safe speeds, safe
vehicles, safe road users, and
post-crash care. By designing a
system with multiple safeguards,
it protects everyone on the road,
even when mistakes happen.

INTRODUCTION

Figure 1. Safe System Approach
(FHWA. 2023. Zero Deaths and Safe System)



HOW TO USE THE TOOLKIT

The Toolkit presents a collection of roadway
design safety countermeasures and outlines
how each of them addresses safety. The
Toolkit also describes the applicable
locations for each safety countermeasure
and the estimated cost for implementation
as well as necessary implementation
considerations and guidance. The elements
presented for each safety countermeasure
are summarized below.

The safety countermeasures are categorized
into the five categories below based on
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Proven Safety Countermeasures"

» Pedestrian and Bicyclist

» Intersections

» Speed Management

» Roadway Departure

» Interconnected Improvements

Within each category, the safety
countermeasures are listed alphabetically,
and each safety countermeasure is depicted
in an illustration. Note the graphics are
illustrative only and are not meant to depict
fully engineered solutions specific to any
location in the region.

The FHWA Safe System Roadway Design
Hierarchy is a set of guidelines that ranks
different engineering and infrastructure-

based countermeasures and strategies
based on how well they align with the
Safe System Approach.? These guidelines
help transportation agencies identify
and prioritize safety countermeasures in
transportation projects. The Safe System
Roadway Design Hierarchy includes four
tiers (Figure 2):

* Tier 1: Remove Severe Conflicts
* Tier 2: Reduce Vehicle Speeds
* Tier 3: Manage Conflicts in Time

* Tier 4: Increase Attentiveness
and Awareness

Tiers 1 through 3 include safety
countermeasures focused on removing
potential roadway conflicts and separating
vulnerable road users from motor vehicles to
reduce crash kinetic energy. Tier 4 includes
safety countermeasures aimed at providing
road users with critical information so they
can take appropriate action consistent with
the Safe System Approach.

The Toolkit indicates which of the four
roadway design hierarchy tiers each safety
countermeasure falls into. Note, some
countermeasures fall into more than one tier.

TIER 1
Remove Severe Conflicts

TIER 2
Reduce Vehicle Speeds

TIER 3
Manage Conflicts in Time

TIER 4
Increase Attentiveness
and Awareness

Figure 2. Safe System Roadway Design Hierarchy
(adopted from FHWA)

1 FHWA. 2024. Proven Safety Countermeasures. https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
2 FHWA. 2024. Safe System Roadway Design Hierarchy. https://highways.dot.gov/sites/fhwa.dot.gov/files/2024-01/Safe_System_Roadway_Design_

Hierarchy.pdf

HOW TO USE THE TOOLKIT 3



The safety countermeasures in the Toolkit were selected based on the common types of
crashes that lead to a fatality or serious injury within Summit, Utah, and Wasatch counties.
The crash type(s) that the safety countermeasure is known to address is indicated for each

countermeasure with the following symbols:

Motorist-
Angle Head-on Left angle bicyclist
e\—"’. @ 54
yin %:g} DI = o e
Motorist-
pedestrian Rear-end Right angle Sideswipe Fixed-object

-

Roadways throughout the Mountainland
region have distinct characteristics

based on the number of lanes, daily
vehicles, travel speeds, and other
factors. Therefore, different safety
countermeasures may be appropriate

on different roadways. In addition, some
countermeasures are applied along
segments, while others improve safety

at intersections. The Toolkit indicates

the type of location most appropriate to
apply each safety countermeasure. Most
safety countermeasures can be applied to
several diverse types of locations. Based
on the Safe System Approach principle
that redundancy is critical, it is important
to consider implementing multiple safety
countermeasures at one location.

4 INTRODUCTION

2 qF ¢

Cost ranges are listed for each safety
countermeasure to indicate estimates for
planning, engineering, and installation of the
safety countermeasure at a single typical
location. If the safety countermeasure is
linear, the cost assumes cost per mile.

The assumptions on cost for each safety
countermeasure are general and are not
specific to an individual location or area.

The cost categories and symbols used in the
Toolkit are as follows:

Low Typically $5K e
or less

: Typically $5K ee
Medium — Js100K
Typically $100K e@g
Moderate to $300K

High Typically $300K 8996
or more



Implementation considerations are listed for each safety countermeasure to provide guidance
for successful implementation of the safety countermeasure. The considerations include
recommendations and necessary additions to ensure the countermeasure achieves the
intended result.

SYSTEMIC SAFETY
COUNTERMEASURES

Systemic safety countermeasures are countermeasures that should be applied on all roads
across the region regardless of the road’s crash history. These countermeasures should
first be installed on the High Injury Network (HIN), then region-wide in areas with similar
crash risk factors to the HIN and the systemic high-risk facility profiles. This supports a
proactive approach to safety and acknowledges that crash history alone does not indicate
safety. This Toolkit includes eight systemic safety countermeasures:

 Appropriate Speed Limits for All Road Users - page 24

* Bus Stop Improvements - page 33

* Crosswalk Visibility Enhancements - page 8

* Enhanced Delineation for Horizontal Curves - page 26

Leading Pedestrian Intervals - page 10

Lighting - page 34

Road Diets (Roadway Reconfiguration) - page 13

Stop-Controlled Intersection Enhancements - page 21

These safety countermeasures are indicated with a “systemic application” label:

SYSTEMIC SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES 5



SAFETY
COUNTERMEASURES

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN




Bicycle Lanes

Designated sections of the road
for people to ride bicycles outside
of general-purpose lanes. There
are three main types of bicycle
lanes: conventional bicycle lanes,
buffered bicycle lanes, and
separated or protected bicycle
lanes. Conventional bicycle lanes
are designated sections of the road
with signage, striping, and bicycle
symbols. Buffered bicycle lanes
include a buffered space between
the bicycle lane and motorists,

and separated or protected bicycle
lanes include a physical separation
between bicyclists and motorists.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS

The appropriate bicycle lane should be selected based

on the location’s motorist volumes and posted speeds.

Less separation is required for lower-volume (below 3,000
vehicles per day) and lower-speed roads (below 25-30 mph).

CONSIDERATIONS

* Route planning and connectivity of bicycle networks should
be coordinated by regional agencies and local governments
to provide a system of safe routes for bicycle users

* Prioritize separated or buffered bike lanes over
conventional bike lanes on roadways with higher speeds or
when roadway width allows.

* Flex posts may be used for quick-build separated bicycle
lanes, but vertical elements that provide protection for
bicyclists are preferred (e.g., jersey barriers or concrete curbs).

+ Consider a buffer between parked cars and the bicycle lane
to decrease door zone conflicts.

+ Consider transit stop locations to ensure that bicycle and
transit user interactions are manageable.

+ Consider deploying bicycle lanes as part of street
maintenance/repaving projects.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 1: Remove
Severe Conflicts

CRASH TYPES
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Crosswalk Visibility Enhancements

Enhancements that include high-
visibility crosswalks, lighting, and
signage. High-visibility crosswalks
include patterns such as bar pairs,
continental, or ladder pavement
markings that are visible to both
the motorist and pedestrian from
farther away compared to traditional
transverse line crosswalks. These
enhancements help improve the
visibility of people in crosswalks to
approaching motorists and increase
awareness of crosswalk locations.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Intersections and midblock crossings
* Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Restrict parking near crosswalks to create adequate sight
distance for pedestrians and motorists (i.e. “daylighting”).

* Install with ADA-compliant curb ramps.
* Install a stop bar in advance of the crosswalk.

* Provide advanced stop lines and appropriate signage at
uncontrolled midblock crossings.

* Provide school-zone-applicable crossing signs in school zones.

* Ensure crosswalks are as wide or wider than
connecting sidewalks.

* Consider the distance between crossings in high-
volume pedestrian areas to ensure there are adequate
opportunities for crossing.

* Ensure the locations of high-visibility crosswalks are
convenient for pedestrian access.

+ Consider decorative crosswalks that express community
culture if they do not diminish the reflectivity of markings.

8 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and
Awareness
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Curb Extensions and Bulb Outs

Extensions to a section of sidewalk
into the roadway at intersections
and other crossing locations. They
shorten the crossing distance for
people walking, reduce turning
speeds, and improve sight distance
between motorists and people
crossing. Curb extensions/bulb outs
can be installed as permanent curb
reconfigurations, or through paint
and post bulb outs.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Intersections and midblock crossings
* Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

+ Consider installation in parking lanes or on wide shoulders;
curb extensions should not extend into travel lanes or
bicycle lanes without appropriate design considerations.

+ Curb extensions can create additional space for street
furniture like bicycle parking and planters, but care should
be taken to limit fixed element heights to ensure sight lines
are preserved.

+ Consider curb extensions on one side of the roadway even
when conditions make installations on both sides infeasible
(e.g., no parking lane).

* Turning radii or larger vehicles need to be considered
when designing curb extensions. Truck aprons may be
needed in some locations where the roadway is shared
with larger trucks.

+ Changes in drainage patterns need to be considered when
designing curb extensions.

* Installing bus bulbs at bus stops can eliminate the need for
buses to merge in and out of travel lanes at stops.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 2: Reduce
Vehicle Speeds

Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and
Awareness

CRASH TYPES
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Leading Pedestrian Intervals

Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPIs) are programmed traffic signals that give pedestrians a
3-7 second head start to enter crosswalks. They prioritize pedestrians within the intersection
and allow them to enter the intersection first to establish presence before motorists begin
moving. They increase visibility of crossing pedestrians and reduce potential conflicts
between pedestrians and turning motorists.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS SAFE SYSTEM

* Signalized intersections HIERARCHY TIER

* Locals, collectors, and arterials Tier 3: Manage Conflicts
in Time

CONSIDERATIONS

* Include audible pedestrian signals at all LPI locations that
create noise to let visually impaired pedestrians know
when to cross.

CRASH TYPES

« Consider installation with curb extensions to increase the é;/ﬁ
effectiveness of LPIs and the visibility of pedestrians.

+ Consider longer head starts at intersections with higher
pedestrian traffic volumes; head starts up to 10 seconds

could be appropriate. COST
+ Consider Leading Bicycle Intervals (LBIs) in locations with gg
high-volume bicycle facilities and/or bicycle signals.

* Adjust existing signal timing to coordinate with LPIs.
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Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons

Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons (PHBs) are traffic signals activated when someone walking,
rolling, or bicycling presses the push button. The beacon turns from yellow to red, signaling
motorists to stop and give people crossing the right of way. They provide safe opportunities
for crossing high-volume roads between signalized intersections. PHBs are also known as

High intensity Activated crossWalK (HAWK) signals.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
+ Midblock crossing
 Arterials and collectors

CONSIDERATIONS

« Beacons are preferably placed above the crosswalk, rather
than the side of the road.

« PHBs are most effective in situations where vehicle speeds
are too high or gaps in traffic are too infrequent for
pedestrians to cross safely.

* Since PHBs are not common, consider an educational
campaign when implementing a PHB to educate motorists,
pedestrians, and bicyclists on their operation.

* Consider implementing PHBs along roadways where
people must walk more than 200 feet out of their way to
get to a controlled crossing and near transit stops that do
not have an intersection within 200 feet.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 3: Manage Conflicts
in Time

CRASH TYPES
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Pedestrian Refuge Islands

Pedestrian refuge islands are curbed sections in the center of a roadway that separate
opposing directions of general-purpose lanes. They provide a space for pedestrians crossing
the street to cross one direction of traffic at a time, with a place to wait in the median. They
are particularly effective where motorist speeds are above 30 mph, and traffic volumes are

above 9,000 vehicles per day.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS

* Signalized and unsignalized intersections
* Midblock crossings

* Collectors and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Pedestrian refuge islands should be part of an ADA-
compliant pathway.

* Pedestrian refuge islands may impact the ability of vehicles
to make left turns. An analysis should be done to determine
impacts to left turns and to emergency vehicles access.

* Ensure emergency vehicles can navigate around refuge
islands by either installing mountable curbs or permitting
travel in lanes going in opposite directions.

* Ensure any landscaping does not obstruct visibility.
+ At midblock crossings, raised Pedestrian Refuge Islands

may require additional crossing treatments such as PHB or

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs).

* Quick-build variations may use bolt-down features, such as

rubberized curbs and flex posts.

12 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES
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Tier 1: Remove
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Road Diets (Roadway Reconfigurations)

Road diets are a reduction in the
number of lanes or general-purpose
lane widths in order to reduce
motorists speeds and/or repurpose
roadway space. Roads may be a
candidate for a road diet based on
daily or peak hour traffic volumes.
Road diets can increase available
space for pedestrian, bicycle,
transit, or other infrastructure
needs, and may reduce crossing
distances by eliminating a lane

or through the addition of a
pedestrian median island.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along corridors
* Collectors and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

+ Analyze candidate locations for road diets by considering
several factors and trade-offs, including motorists’ speeds
and volumes, turning motorists’ volumes, and operation
and volume of pedestrians, bicyclists, transit vehicles, and
parallel streets.

+ Consider public engagement that leads with the safety
need for the road diet.

+ Conduct a before and after evaluation that considers the
impacts on safety, travel speeds, and operations for all modes.

+ Consider implementing as part of the jurisdiction’s
programmatic roadway resurfacing efforts and Complete
Streets efforts.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 1: Remove
Severe Conflicts

Tier 2: Reduce
Vehicle Speeds

CRASH TYPES
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COST
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Corridor Access Management

Corridor access management refers
to the design, application, and
control of entry and exit points along
a roadway, including intersections
and driveways that serve properties.
They reduce driveway density to
create fewer conflict points among
road users and are beneficial for
people walking, bicycling, rolling, or
driving while also reducing trip delay
and congestion.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along corridors
+ Collector and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Evaluate access management strategies such as reducing
driveway density through closure, consolidation, or relocation.

+ Consider narrowing driveways that are excessively wide to
shorten crossing distance for pedestrians.

* Implement restrictions on allowable movements at
driveways, such as right-in/right-out or left-in-left-out
turning movements.

* If the opportunity exists for site developments, require
placement of driveways on the intersection approach
corners rather than receiving corners.

 Consider implementing directional curb, raised medians, or
other treatments to prevent across-roadway movements
and minimize conflicts.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 1: Remove
Severe Conflicts

7

COST
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Dedicated Left-Turn Lanes at Intersections

Dedicated left turn lanes provide physical separation between turning traffic that is slowing
or stopped and adjacent through traffic at approaches to intersections. They provide space

for deceleration before motorists make the left turn.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
+ Signalized and unsignalized intersections
* Collectors and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

+ Consider that dedicated left-turn lanes can lengthen
crossing distances for pedestrians. Include curb extensions/
bulb outs and/or pedestrian refuge islands if feasible.

+ Consider installations on roadways with raised medians.

« Combine with protected turn phases at signalized
intersections when appropriate based on turning
motorists’ volumes.

+ Consider installing offset turn lanes which can increase
visibility in areas with higher vehicular speeds.

16 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES
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No Left Turn/U-turn Restrictions
(Reduced Left-Turn Conflict Intersections)

No Left Turn or no U-turn Restrictions are signs, signals, or geometric designs such as
diverters with raised medians that prohibit motorists from making left-turn or U-turn
movements. They reduce potential conflict points between turning motorists and other
motorists and people walking and bicycling at intersections. Most appropriate at locations
with frequent left-turn movement crashes at minor streets and to help reduce through traffic

on neighborhood streets.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Signalized intersections
* Collectors based on traffic volumes and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Implementing no left turn restriction can reduce traffic
volumes along minor streets, creating more comfortable
streets for people walking or bicycling.

* Evaluate traffic patterns to determine whether other streets
would be adversely affected.

* Ensure geometric designs used to physically prohibit motorist

left-turns maintain easy access for people walking or bicycling.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 1: Remove
Severe Conflicts

CRASH TYPES
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Retroreflective Traffic Signal Backplates

Retroreflective Traffic Signal
Backplates are a 1- to 3-inch wide
retroreflective border framing traffic
signals. They improve the visibility
of the illuminated face of the traffic
signal in both day and nighttime
conditions. Backplates help reduce
risk of crashes caused by motorist
inattentiveness and poor visibility
conditions such as at night, heavy
fog, or heavy precipitation.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Signalized intersections
* Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Existing signal supports should be reviewed to ensure the
design is sufficient to withstand the added wind load.

* Backplates with retroreflective borders should be used to
systematically improve safety at signalized intersections.

18 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 4: Increase
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Right Turn on Red Prohibitions

Right Turn on Red Prohibitions are signs or signals that prohibit motorists from making a
right turn. Most appropriate at locations with high volumes of people walking or bicycling.
They reduce potential conflicts between turning motorists and other motorists, and people

walking and bicycling at signalized intersections.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
« Signalized intersections
* Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

« Consider Right Turn on Red restrictions in locations where
sight distance may be limited.

+ Use with LPIs to improve visibility of pedestrians given the
increased number of motorists turning right on green.

« Consider dynamic electronic signs to restrict right turns only
during certain times of day or during certain signal phases.

* Intersection impacts to vehicle operations should be studied.

* Must meet Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(MUTCD) criteria to be installed.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 3: Manage Conflicts
in Time
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Roundabouts

An intersection treatment in which
all approaches must yield to traffic
already within the roundabout. After
yielding, motorists must circulate
a center island before exiting to
turn or continue straight. They
reduce speeds and conflict points
at intersections while maintaining
efficient traffic operations and
continuous flow. Traffic circles or
mini-roundabouts are smaller and
used on residential streets.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
« Signalized and unsignalized intersections
* Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

+ Larger vehicles such as emergency vehicles or school buses
may need to be accommodated with truck aprons.

« Typically requires significant right-of-way.

+ Consider adding landscaping that does not obstruct visibility.

+ Consider modular roundabout installations to reduce cost.

* Install signage that directs traffic flow and creates awareness
of roundabout rules; consider pairing outreach efforts
when implementing a roundabout to educate motorists,
pedestrians, and bicyclists.

* Speeds and geometry should facilitate motorist yielding. Entry
speed should be ~15 mph. Motorists can be slowed at exit
and entry points with horizontal or vertical deflection.

« Crossing treatments for bicyclists and pedestrians should be
installed at least one vehicle length (20 feet) from roundabout
entries and may be installed with RRFBs.
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Enhanced Visibility at
Stop-Controlled Intersections

Officially considered Systemic
Application of Multiple Low-Cost
Countermeasures at Stop-Controlled
Intersections. These enhancements
involve deploying a package of
multiple low-cost countermeasures,
including enhanced signing

and pavement markings, at a

large number of stop-controlled
intersections within a jurisdiction.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Unsignalized intersections
* Local and collectors

CONSIDERATIONS

* Focus on enhancing signing and pavement markings,
including stop bars, to improve visibility and delineate
through lanes and stop approaches.

+ Stop signs should be retroreflective and may be accompanied
by flashing red signal or have embedded flashing LED lights
for improved visibility.

+ Consider implementation of these countermeasures during
routine maintenance.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and
Awareness
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Yellow Change Intervals

The yellow change interval is the
length of time that the yellow signal
indication is displayed after a green
signal. They help improve motorist
compliance to signals and reduce
red-light running. If the interval is
too brief, motorists may be unable
to stop safely, causing unintentional
red-light running, while a long
interval may lead motorists to treat
the yellow as an extension of the
green phase, inviting intentional
red-light running Properly timing
the length of the yellow phase
following MUTCD requirements

is important to provide motorists
enough time to safely stop in
preparation for the red phase.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
+ Signalized intersections
 Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Yellow change intervals that are too short may result in
motorists being unable to react and stop safely. Yellow
change intervals that are too long may encourage red-light
running.

+ Consider factors such as vehicle speed, turning movements,
motorist perception-reaction time, vehicle deceleration, and
intersection geometry in determining the optimal timing for
the yellow change interval.

* Refer to MUTCD for basic requirements and additional
recommendations regarding yellow change interval timing.

Automated enforcement through red-light cameras

is currently not permitted in Utah. However, they are
another safety countermeasure that may be considered
to address red-light running issues.

22 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES
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Appropriate Speed Limits
for All Road Users

Setting appropriate context-sensitive speed limits, especially in areas with a mix of road
users, to reduce the significant risks of differing speeds among users. In the event of a crash,
fatalities, and serious injuries are much less likely if speeds are reduced. The designated
authority can establish non-statutory speed limits or designate reduced speed zones.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
 All streets and contexts

CONSIDERATIONS

* Base speed limit decisions on engineering studies conducted
in accordance with MUTCD, considering factors such as
pedestrian and bicyclist activity, crash history, land use
context, roadway geometry, and traffic volume.

* Reduce local speed limits in areas where there are high
volumes of vulnerable road users (people walking and
bicycling) sharing the road environment with motorists (e.g.,
school zones)

+ Consider incremental adjustments to the posted speed
limits of 5 mph or more to step operating speeds down over
a period of time.

* Implement complementary speed management strategies
concurrently to achieve desired speeds, such as self-
enforcing roadways, traffic calming measures, and speed
safety cameras.

24 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES
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COMPLEMENTARY SPEED MANAGEMENT
COUNTERMEASURES

There are several safety countermeasures that should be considered

along with Appropriate Speed Limits for All Road Users for effective
speed management. These safety countermeasures are included
in the Toolkit and are in Tier 2 (Reduce Vehicle Speeds) of the Safe
System hierarchy.

Curb Extensions and Bulb Outs - page 9
Pedestrian Refuge Islands - page 12

Road Diets (Roadway Reconfiguration) - page 13
Roundabout - page 20

SPEED SAFETY CAMERAS

Speed Safety Cameras are another safety countermeasure that may
be considered for speed management. Utah allows speed safety
cameras in limited locations: school zones and streets with speed
limits of 30 mph or lower. Contingent on adjustments to state policy,
speed safety cameras should be considered at additional locations
where motorists' speeds are an issue. During the installation of
cameras, jurisdictions should consider equity when placing cameras,
and assess and publish metrics to ensure enforcement does not
cause additional harm to marginalized communities.
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Enhanced Delineation for Horizontal Curves

Enhancements that include a variety of design strategies and roadway features that can be
implemented in advance of or within curves, in combination or individually, including chevron
signs, and pavement markings. They alert motorists to upcoming curves, the direction and
sharpness of the curve, and appropriate operating speed.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS SAFE SYSTEM

* Along corridors with curves HIERARCHY TIER

* Locals, collectors, and arterials Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and

CONSIDERATIONS Awareness

* Consider adding roadway features in advance of curves and
within the curves to alert motorists.

* Review signing practices and policies to ensure compliance
with the MUTCD principles of traffic control devices, ?
maintaining consistent practices for similar curves. é\'g} {}
QD

* Install retroreflective or fluorescent signs, consistent with
MUTCD and local design standards.

CRASH TYPES
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Longitudinal Rumble Strips

and Stripes on Two-Lane Roads

Longitudinal rumble strips are milled or raised elements on the pavement that create
vibration and sound when driven over in an automobile. They alert motorists that they have
traveled outside of the lane or roadway. They can be installed on the shoulder, edge line, or

at or on the center line of an undivided roadway.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along corridors
* Suburban and rural/production collectors or minor arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Rumble strips can increase visibility of pavement markings
during wet or nighttime conditions when pavement
markings are placed over the rumble strip.

* Consider placing “mumble” strips with an oscillating sine
wave pattern that reduces noise outside of the vehicle
where rumble strip noise is a concern.

+ Use rumble strips with gaps in areas where people are riding
bicycles to allow their safe navigation around the strips.

« While studies have shown no evidence of issues related to
snow, ice or rain build-up, consider winter maintenance
during installation.

28 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES
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Median Barriers

Physical infrastructure in the
roadway median that separates
opposing directions of travel lanes.
They restrict motor vehicle turn
movements and increase separation
between motorists traveling in
opposing directions. These barriers
can include cable barriers, curb/
concrete barriers, or hardened
centerlines—flexible delineators
placed between opposing travel
lanes that guide motorists to make
wider turn angles for safer and more
predictable turns.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along corridors
» Collectors and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Assess the width of the median, motorists’ volume, and
roadway alignment to determine the appropriate median
barrier installation, such as cable, metal-beam guardrails,
or concrete, considering their flexibility, maintenance
requirements, and crash absorption capabilities.

* Medians may be landscaped or paved with a material
different to that of the roadway.

+ Can be combined with raised refuge islands to provide safer
crossings for people walking.

+ Coordinate with emergency service providers to determine

necessary gaps in the median barriers for turnaround ability.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 1: Remove
Severe Conflicts

¥ @
Gk %2}

COST

00

ROADWAY DEPARTURES 29



Roadside Designh Improvements at Curves

Several design improvements that include widened shoulders, flattened side slopes,
and expanded clear zones that provide safe recovery if a motorist departs the roadway.
Additionally, roadside barriers such as cable barriers, metal-beam guardrails, or concrete

barriers can help mitigate crash severity.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along corridors with curves
* Locals, collectors, and arterials

CONSIDERATIONS

* Provide longitudinal barriers between pedestrian or bicyclist
facilities and vehicle travel lanes.

+ Consider implementing a combination of treatments at
individual locations, such as adding or widening shoulders,
flattening side slopes, and widening clear zones.

30 SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES
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Safety Edge

The SafetyEdge technology shapes
the edge of the pavement to a
gradual angle to eliminate the
potential for a vertical drop-off at the
pavement edge on curb-less roads.
During construction of new roads or
resurfacing of existing roads. They
help allow motorists to safely return
to the roadway after they veer off.
They can also improve pavement
durability by reducing edge raveling.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along corridors
» Suburban and rural roads without curbs

CONSIDERATIONS

+ Consider developing standards for safety edges where curbs
and/or guardrails are not present on new asphalt paving
and resurfacing projects.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 1: Remove
Severe Conflicts
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Wider Edge Lines

Wider edge lines enhance the
visibility of travel lane boundaries
compared to traditional edge lines.
Wider markings widths are 6 inches,
up from the minimum normal line
width of 4 inches. They help increase
motorists’ perception of the edge of
the travel lane.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS SAFE SYSTEM
o A|Ong corridors HIERARCHY TIER
« Suburban and rural roads without curbs Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and
CONSIDERATIONS Awareness
+ Consider striping wider edge lines during scheduled
maintenance procedures such as roadway restriping and
resurfacing events. CRASH TYPES
+ Wider edge lines are relatively low cost and can be §@§
implemented using existing equipment during maintenance
procedures such as re-striping and resurfacing.
COST
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Bus Stop Improvements

Improvements to the area used for the waiting, boarding, and alighting of bus riders and
include amenities such as a clear curb area and roadway area needed for the bus to safely
service the stop. They create a safe, accessible, easily identifiable, and comfortable area for
waiting, boarding, and alighting of bus riders and bus operations.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS SAFE SYSTEM

. A|Ong corridors HIERARCHY TIER

» Locals, collectors, and arterials with bus service Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and

CONSIDERATIONS Awareness

* Provide ADA-compliant pathways.

+ Consider installing bus bulbs that allow buses to make stops CRASH TYPES

in travel lanes without merging in and out of traffic to reach

users. Bus bulbs also provide additional space for waiting ?
e -
o

passengers and amenities.

+ Consider the installation of floating bus stops where bicycle
facilities are present and transit vehicles need to pull up to

the curb.
« Consider transit signal priority along congested corridors. COST
« Consider installing transit priority lanes to improve transit 969

speeds, reliability, and efficiency as well as reducing conflicts
between buses and other road users.
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Lighting

Overhead lighting to increase
visibility for all road users,
especially at crossings. Pedestrian-
scale lighting illuminates sidewalks
and crossings where light fixtures
are shorter than roadway-scale
light fixtures. They may increase
yielding and compliance when
used in conjunction with traffic
control devices.

APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS
* Along all corridors and intersections

CONSIDERATIONS

+ Consider adjustments in brightness or bulb type to improve
existing street lighting.

* Provide uniform lighting levels along an entire corridor.
+ Consider energy usage and environmental impacts.

+ Use new lighting installations that have breakaway features,
are shielded, or placed far enough from the roadway to
reduce the probability and severity of fixed-object crashes.

SAFE SYSTEM
HIERARCHY TIER

Tier 4: Increase
Attentiveness and
Awareness

CRASH TYPES
All crash types

COST
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CONCLUSION

The Toolkit is intended to be used as a reference guide by MAG, its local jurisdictions, and the
Mountainland community. The Toolkit facilitates a shared understanding of various roadway
design treatments that MAG and local governments can implement to eliminate roadway
fatalities and serious injuries.

As MAG and local governments observe and evaluate the types of crashes occurring on
roadways, they can select safety countermeasures from this Toolkit to implement at the
appropriate locations. Safety countermeasures will be selected for specific locations after
evaluation of the appropriateness of the safety countermeasures for the location’s context.
Implementation of safety countermeasures should be prioritized on the HIN where there is
a disproportionate number of fatal or serious injury crashes or implemented systemically
across the region.

As local governments implement these safety countermeasures, they should track what
countermeasures are implemented and where they are implemented in a database and
collect data at these locations before and after implementation. The before and after data
is necessary to evaluate the effectiveness of the safety countermeasures for eventual
adjustments to the safety countermeasures included in this Toolkit.
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MOUNTAINLAND ' 9024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Beyond the safety countermeasures and policies/practices that the MAG and the local governments can
implement, there are additional strategies that will need to be implemented at the state level to further
support the regional and local governments’ ability to achieve safer streets.

The Mountainland Safe Streets Action Plan identifies five strategies that would help address prevailing
crash types and safety risks in the region if adopted at the state-level:

- Automated Speed/Red Light Enforcement
- Child Passenger Safety

- DUI Limited Driving Privileges During Suspension

« Motorcyclist Helmet

These strategies and resources for additional information are discussed in Table 1 below.

R 6 g HR |



MOUNTAINLAND
STREETS

Table 1: State-level Strategies

Automated Speed/Red

Light Enforcement

These systems capture violations, record
relevant data about the violations, and
record images of the violator vehicles.
Following a review of images and violation
data, a warning or traffic citation is issued
and mailed to the registered owner of the
vehicle. Utah currently has limited permitted
use of speed cameras in school zones and
areas that have a posted speed limit of 30
mph or less and has no law on red light

cameras.

As a best practice, the State can adjust
speed camera use to be permitted
statewide and allow the use of red light
cameras statewide. During the installation
of cameras, jurisdictions should consider
equity when placing cameras, and assess
and publish metrics to ensure enforcement
does not cause additional harm to

marginalized communities.

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

While red light camera systems have been
associated with increased lower severity
rear-end crashes at intersections, they
have been associated with reductions

in more severe offset and right-angle
crashes. Similarly, speed cameras have
demonstrated significant reductions in
speeding and crash rates, with injury crash
reductions ranging from 20 to 25% at fixed
camera sites and reductions of 8 to 49% for
all crashes related to serious injuries and

fatalities.

NHTSA, 2020, “Countermeasures that
Work”

https://www.nhtsa.gov/book/

countermeasures/countermeasures-that-

work

AN
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‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

‘ Effectiveness

Resources

Child Passenger Safety

‘ Description

This law would require rear-facing car seats
through age 2 or older, require booster
seats, and rear seating for children through
age 12. Utah currently has booster seat
requirements, but no rear-facing or rear-

seat requirements.

The State can update child passenger
safety laws to enact the Rear Facing
Through Age 2 or Older Law, and Rear Seat
Through Age 12 Law.

Although research into child passenger
safety has not demonstrated a significant
reduction in injuries with rear-facing seats
or rear seat laws, the Governors Highway
Safety Association these elements
comprise a strong child passenger safety

laws.

NHTSA, 2020, “Evaluation of Child Restraint
System Effectiveness” https://rosap.ntl.bts.
gov/view/dot/72668/dot_72668_DS1.pdf

GHSA, 2024, “Child Passenger Safety”

https://www.ghsa.org/issues/child-

passenger-safety

DUI Limited Driving
Privileges During

Suspension

Also known as a “hardship license,” limited
driving privileges during license suspension
allows people to drive for specific trips

such as commute trips or medical trips,
recognizing equity concerns for residents
of neighborhoods that lack other
transportation options. This may be tied

to the installation of an ignition interlock
device that requires a breath sample before
starting the vehicle.

The State can adjust administrative
license suspension to allow limited driving

privileges.

All states have some type of ignition
interlock program, in which judges require
all or some convicted drunk drivers to install
interlocks in their cars to disable the engine
if alcohol is detected on their breath.
Analysis by [IHS finds that impaired driving
prevention systems could save 10,158 lives
each year in the U.S., accounting for more
than 25% of road fatalities.

GHSA, 2024, “Alcohol-Impaired Driving”

https://www.ghsa.org/issues/alcohol-

impaired-driving

Advocates for Highway & Auto Safety, 2024

https://saferoads.org/advocates-roadmap-

reports/
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Motorcyclist Helmet

This law would create a universal helmet
requirement, including for riders of
motorcycles. Utah law currently only
mandates motorcyclists under 21 years of

age wear helmets.

The State can make universal helmet-use

requirements for all motorcyclists.

States that enacted universal helmet laws
witnessed helmet use rates of 90% or
higher, compared to around 50% before
the laws, while states that repealed such
laws experienced drops in helmet use and
increases in injury severity and mortality
rates. For instance, in Michigan, after the
repeal of the universal helmet law, helmet
use among riders involved in crashes
decreased by 24% to 27%, resulting in a
14% increase in head injury trauma among
hospitalized motorcycle riders. A study
found that Florida’s repeal of the universal
helmet law led to an 81% increase in

motorcyclist fatalities.

NHTSA, 2020, “Countermeasures that
Work”
https://www.nhtsa.gov/book/

countermeasures/countermeasures-that-

work
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MOUNTAINLAND \ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

American Fork/Pleasant Grove/Lindon

Safer Ppl

Extents Crash Patterns

Score

AF1 100 East 1340 North American | 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 21 Total 38% of crashes are Front to Rear
(SR-74) at to 1120 Fork 2 Serious with 100% SB
1120 North North and Injury 38% of crashes are Angle crashes.
100 East to No Fatal 48% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
200 East No Ped ers
1Bike 38% of the crashes involved Dis-

tracted Driving

19% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Condition

Serious Injury crashes — Both oc-
curred at 1120 N/100 E intersection.
WBL hit EBT at intersection, DUI
SBL hit NBT at intersection, Adverse
Weather conditions

AF2 N. County 1100 North American | 1 1 1 1 1 0.5 0 0 0 55 43 Total 49% of the total crashes are Angle
Blvd (SR- to 1000 Fork 4 Serious crashes
129) in AF North, 700 Injury 53% of the crashes involved Left-
North to No Fatal Turns with 26% in NBL
600 North, 1 Ped 49% of total crashes involved Teen
400 North 1Bike Drivers
to 300 16% of the crashes involved Disre-
North gard Traffic Control Device
12% of the crashes involved Speed-
ing

4 Serious Injury crashes — 3 in-
volved Teen Drivers, 2 involved
Drowsy Driving, 1 pedestrian in-
volved

Pedestrian crash — SBT vehicle hit
pedestrian on curve at 1050 North
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‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Safer Ppl

Score

Crash
Totals

Crash Patterns

AF3 700 North/ #N/A
North
County Blvd
(SR-129)

American
Fork

0.5

55

42 Total
3 Serious
Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

55% of crashes are Angle crashes
with 43% involving NBL/SBT

40% of total crashes are left-turn
involved.

Teen drivers were involved in 43%
of total crashes

24% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 50% SB
Half of crashes resulted from failing
to yield

3 Serious Injury crashes, two in-
volved NBT vehicle collision with
EBL.

Pedestrian related crash - result of a
right turn, EBR vehicle collided with
ped in crosswalk. Ped had ROW.

AF4 900-950 #N/A
West/ State
Street (US-
89)

American
Fork

71 Total
3 Serious
Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

44% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 32% SEB on State Street.
35% of total crashes are Angle with
8% (NBL, SBT)

34% of the crashes involved left
turns with 50% EBL

15 % of crashes involved Commer-
cial Trucks.

11% of the crashes are related to
disregard traffic devices 63% at SB
Fatal crash involved speeding SBT
fleeing from law enforcement ran
red light and collided with NBL.

2 Serious Injury crashes at RIRO at
950 West, both were EB vehicles
attempting to make illegal left-turns
and collided with SBT on State
Street.

Ped crash involved WBT vehicle on
State Street hitting pedestrian in
crosswalk.

AY
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Safer Ppl

Extents Crash Patterns

Score

AF5 State St 1000 West American 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 7 211 Total 50% of total crashes are Angle
(US-89) and to 120 North | Fork 11 Serious | crashes
Pacific Dr and State Injury 31% of total crashes are Front to
Street to 1 Fatal Rear
300 West 4 Ped 39% of crashes involved Failing to

No Bike Yield Right-of-Way

28% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

Fatal crash — SBT on State ran red
light hit NBL.

11 Serious Injury crashes — 8 oc-
curred on State St, 3 on Pacific Dr.
73% intersection related, 64% are
Angle crashes. 28% involved motor-
cycles, 18% Speed related.

3 of 4 pedestrian crashes occurred
in Dark/Dark-Lighted conditions

AF6 300 North 400 Westto | American 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 24 Total 75% of the total crashes are Angle
AF 300 West, Fork 1Serious crashes
100 West Injury 42% of the crashes involved Disre-
to Center No Fatal gard Traffic Control Device
Street 1Ped 38% of total crashes involved Teen

No Bike Drivers

Serious Injury crash - Angle crash
at 300 West. Speeding NB vehicle
disregarded stop-sign.

Pedestrian crash — Distracted driver
hit pedestrian at 300 West

AF7 500 East AF | 300 North American 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 3 15 Total 80% of the total crashes are Angle
— South of to 200 Fork 1 Serious crashes
300 North North Injury 60% of crashes involved Teen Driv-

No Fatal ers

No Ped 53% of crashes involved Failing to
1Bike Yield Right-of-Way

27% of crashes involve Disregard

Traffic Control Device with 75% SB

Serious Injury crash — Speeding NB

vehicle ran stop-sign, hit WB ve-

hicle, and overturned.

Bicycle crash — NB vehicle hit WB

bicyclist at 300 N intersection

R oy HR |-
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Safer Ppl

Extents Crash Patterns

Score

AF8 100 East 300 North American 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 7 176 Total 44% of total crashes are Front to
(SR-74) and to Main Fork 6 Serious Rear
Main St AF Street and Injury 41% of crashes are Angle crashes
100 East to 2 Fatal 35% of the crashes involved Teen
400 East 4 Ped Drivers
1Bike 15% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

2 Fatal crashes —, both occurred in
Dark Conditions.

Pedestrian crash at 280 E Main St
Speeding EB vehicle lost control on
curve on Main St resulting in Head-
on collision

6 Serious Injury crashes — 2 involv-
ing bike/ped.

2 bike/ped crashes occurred at 200
North/100 East intersection

2 ped crashes at Main St/100 East
intersection

AF9 Kawakami #N/A American 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 5 114 Total A majority of crashes were Angle
Drive/ West Fork 1Serious crashes (61%)
Main Street Injury Left turns were 47% of total crashes
(SR-145) No Fatal with EBL/WBT most common.
No Ped Teen drivers were involved in 32%

No Bike of crashes

Failing to yield was the most com-

mon driver contributing factor (41%)
Serious Injury — Involved WBT run-
ning red light and struck SBL.
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Safer Ppl

Extents Crash Patterns

Score

AF10 Main St (SR- 115 to 200 American 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 6 290 Total 48% of total crashes are Front to
145/US-89)) West Fork 2 Serious Rear with 75% in the WB
AF - East of Injury 38% of total crashes are Angle
1-15 1 Fatal crashes
2 Ped 15% of crashes involved Distracted

2 Bike Driving

12% of crashes involve Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 26% EB
39% of crashes listed Followed too
Closely as a contributing factor
Fatal crash — Speeding EB motorcy-
cle lost control at I-15 ramps weave
Serious Injury crashes — EBT mo-
torcycle ran red light at 600 W. WB
Front to Rear near 400 West, Work
Zone involved.

All 4 ped/bike crashes occurred be-
tween 200 West and 350 West and
3 of 4 involved Right-Turn vehicles.

AF11 State St (US- | American American 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 8 336 Total 51% of total crashes are Angle
89)- AF Main | Fork Main Fork 10 Serious | crashes
to North Street (200 Injury 31% of total crashes are Front to
County Blvd East) to 2 Fatal Rear with 51% EB
(SR-129) North Coun- 7 Ped 43% of the crashes are Left-Turn
ty Blvd 1Bike Involved

12% of the crashes related to Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device Involved
70% of the Serious Injury crashes
were Angle or Left-Turn crashes
that occurred at an intersection. 3
occurred at 700 East intersection.
Both Fatal crashes were Left-Turn
crashes involving motorcycles
WBL failed to yield to EBT motor-
cycle at 860 East intersection
Speeding motorcycle ran red light
and hit WBL at 700 East int

4 pedestrian crashes occurred at
intersections, 4 occurred between
400 East and 550 East, 3 of them
occurred at the 700 East intersec-
tion

Bicycle crash involved EBR vehicle
at the 200 East intersection
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Score

AF12 500 East #N/A American 0] 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 6 124 Total Angle crashes most common type
(SR-180)/ Fork 1 Serious of crash (52%) with WBL/EBT (66%)
State Street Injury 44% of crashes involved left turns
(US-89) No Fatal Failing to yield to ROW most com-

3 Ped mon Driver Contrib. Factor (41%)
1Bike Serious Injury - WBT collided with
SBT. WBT failed to stop at red light.
Two Pedestrian crashes resulted
from vehicles making right-turns.
One pedestrian crash involved EBT
colliding with ped west of intersec-
tion.

Bike was struck by vehicle turning
out driveway east of intersection.

AF13 700 East/ #N/A American 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 6 36 Total 64% of all crashes were Angle
State Street Fork 3 Serious crashes with 43% SBT
(US-89) Injury 50% of all crashes involved left
1 Fatal turns
3 Ped A third of all crashes took place dur-

No Bike ing non-daylight hours (31%)

Fatal — Speeding EBT motorcycle
collided with SBL vehicle.

3 Serious Injury crashes — All three
involved WBT vehicles, one WBT
ran red light, EBL turned in front of
WBT, and one front-to-rear crash.
3 ped crashes. Ped was struck in
crosswalk in all three.
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Safer Ppl

Extents Crash Patterns

Score

AF14 North #N/A American 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 7 189 Total 47% of total crashes were Angle
County Blvd Fork 7 Serious crashes with WBT and SBT 50% of
(SR-129)/ Injury Angle crashes
State Street No Fatal 12% of total crashes were Disregard
(US-89) 2 Ped Traffic Control Device with 50%

No Bike westbound.

45% of crashes were left turn in-
volved

37% of crashes involved teen driv-
ers

Failing to yield was the biggest
driver contributed factor (41%)

7 Serious Injury crashes — 6 were
Angle crashes, three involved red
light running. One pedestrian crash.
Pedestrian crashes - EBT vehicle
collided with ped on State St east of
intersection resulting in serious in-
jury. SBT collided with ped illegally
crossing in crosswalk.

AF15 State Street North Coun- | Pleasant 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 6 548 Total 41% of total crashes are Angle
(US-89) - ty Blvd to Grove 18 Serious | crashes
Pleasant 1000 South Injury 34% of total crashes are Front to
Grove PG 3 Fatal Rear with 31% in EB
3 Ped 32% of total crashes are Left-Turn
7 Bike Involved
20% of total crashes involved Older
Drivers

83% of Serious Injury crashes oc-
curred at intersections. 5 occurred
at N. County Blvd intersection and 3
occurred at Main Street intersection
83% of the Serious Injury crashes
were Angle or Left-Turn crashes

3 Fatal crashes — Pedestrian crash
with EBR vehicle at PG Blvd, EB
roadway departure into oncoming
lanes near Walmart, Angle crash
involving attempted U-turn and
speeding motorcycle at 1150 West.
3 bike/ped crashes at 1000 South
intersection. Serious Injury crash
from jaywalking pedestrian east of
N. County Blvd.
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Safer Ppl
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Crash Patterns

AF16

500 North
-PG

100 East to
300 East

Pleasant
Grove

16 Total
2 Serious
Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

63% of total crashes are Angle
crashes

19% of the crashes involved Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device

2 Serious Injury crashes

WB roadway departure at 500
N/100 E into the cemetery resulting
in rollover

NBT vehicle at 300 E hit WB ve-
hicle.

Pedestrian crash - WB vehicle hit
ped in crosswalk at 300 East

AF17

500 East
(SR-180) AF -
North of I-15

300 South
to I-15

American
Fork

81 Total
2 Serious
Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

37% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 50% in the SB

35% of the total crashes are Angle
crashes

16% of crashes involve Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 46% NB
10% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

Fatal crash — Front to Rear crash
involving Speeding SB vehicle at
620 South intersection. DUI

Both Serious Injury - Angle crashes
at unsignalized intersections

AF18

Pleasant
Grove Blvd/
State Street
(US-89)

#N/A

Pleasant
Grove

121 Total
No Ser.
Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

45% of crashes were Front to Rear
EBT and WBT accounted for nearly
half of Front to Rear crashes (46%)
15% of total crashes involved Dis-
tracted Driving.

5% of total crashes involved DUI.
Following too closely was the most
common driver contributing factor
(33%)

Fatal - A SBR vehicle collided and
killed a ped that was in the cross-
walk with the ROW.

Ped crash was fatal and was the
result of a right turn

AF19

600 West St
/ Center St.

#N/A

Pleasant
Grove

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

AY
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AF20 Center St - #N/A Pleasant 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 3 Detailed crash analysis not per-
PG/Thorne- Grove formed. Project arises from local
berry Way comment and is not located on the

high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

AF21 Center St 300 West to Pleasant (0] 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 5 14 Total 71% of total crashes are Angle
-PG 100 West Grove 1 Serious crashes

Injury 14% of the crashes are Sideswipe
No Fatal Same Direction
No Ped 57% of crashes involved Failing to

No Bike Yield Right-of-Way

43% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

Serious Injury crash — WB Roadway
Departure collided with a light pole.

DUI
AF22 Center #N/A Pleasant 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 5 51 Total 38% of total crashes were Front
Street/100 Grove No Ser. to Rear with 40% of Front to Rear
East Injury crashes involving SBT
No Fatal Teen drivers involved in 33% of
1Ped crashes
3 Bike 24% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving.

Most frequent driver contributing
factor is following too closely.

3 bike crashes - 2 bike crashes re-
sulted from WB right-turns colliding
with bike in crosswalk. NBT collided
with bike.

Ped crash - NBT collided with ped
north of intersection.

AF23 | 200 South 300 East to Pleasant 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 18 Total 50% of total crashes are Angle
-PG 400 East Grove 1 Serious crashes
Injury 44% of total crashes are Front to

No Fatal Rear with 50% in the WB

No Ped 50% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
No Bike ers

39% of crashes involved Following
Too Closely

Serious Injury crash — EB Front to
Rear crash at 300 East intersection
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Score

AF24 S. Main #N/A Lindon (0] 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 5 99 Total 54% of total crashes are Angle with
Street (SR- 3 Serious 53% involving EBT.
114)/State Injury A majority of Angle crashes in-
Street (US- No Fatal volved EBT (53%)
89) No Ped Failure to yield was the main driver

1Bike contributing factor (44%)

3 Serious Injury crashes, two
caused by EBT colliding with SBL.
All 3 Serious Injury crashes involved
Disregard Traffic Control Device.
Bike crash involved WBL vehicle
failing to yield to bike in bike lane
west of the intersection.

AF25 PG BIvd (SR- | Garden Pleasant 1 1 1 1 1 0.5 0 0 0 55 358 Total | 63% of total crashes are Front to
135)- North Grove Lane Grove 3 Serious | Rear
County Blvd to I-15 — Injury 11% of total crashes were Sideswipe
(SR-129) Grove Pkwy No Fatal Same Direction.
to Mountain No Ped 15% of crashes involved Distracted
View Lane 1Bike Driving.

3 Serious Injury crashes, 2 Front to
Rear and one Head-On crash.

1 Bicycle involved crash involving
bicyclist riding on wrong side of
road causing a Front to Rear crash
near NB on-ramps.

AF26 | North #N/A Pleasant 1 1 0 1 1 0.5 0 0 0 4.5 165 Total A large majority of crashes were

County Blvd Grove No Ser. Front to Rear (68%) with 28% South-

(SR-129)/ Injury bound.

Pleasant No Fatal 15% of total crashes involved Dis-

Grove Blvd No Ped tracted Driving.

(SR-135) No Bike 13% of total crashes were Side-
swipe-Same Direction with 55% NB
on PG Blvd.

Following too closely was the big-
gest driver contributing factor (40%)
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AF27 Sam White Proctor Lane | Pleasant 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 6 18 Total 56% of the total crashes are Angle
Ln-700 to 1050 Grove 2 Serious crashes
South West — Main Injury 44% of the crashes involved Left-
Street to No Fatal Turn
Fossil Lane 3 Ped 39% of crashes involved Teen Driv-

No Bike ers

17% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

11% of the crashes involved Com-
mercial Motor Vehicles

2 Serious Injury crashes, both were
pedestrian crashes at 1100 West
and Geneva Rd intersections

AF28 700 North #N/A Pleasant 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 7 35 Total 57% of total crashes are Angle with
(SR-129)/ Grove 1 Serious 15% (WBL, NBT)
Main Street Injury 20% of the crashes related to Disre-
(SR-114) No Fatal gard Traffic Control Device Involved

4 Ped with 43% in WB.
No Bike 11% of the crashes are Pedestrian
Involved.

14% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

31% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 45% WBL

Serious Injury — WBL vehicle failed
to yield to Ped in crosswalk.
All 4 pedestrian crashes involved
westbound Left Turn vehicles strik-
ing pedestrians in south crosswalk.

AF29 | 700 North 1700 West Lindon 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 52 Total 50% of total crashes are Angle
(SR-129) to Geneva 3 Serious | crashes
Lindon Road Injury 23% of total crashes are Single

No Fatal Vehicle crashes

No Ped 30% of crashes occurred in Dark/
No Bike Dusk conditions.

17% of crashes are Roadway De-
parture.

3 Serious Injury crashes — All Angle
crashes at intersections. Two were
NBL turning in front of EB vehicles
at 2000 W and 1700 W intersec-
tions
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Score

AF30 | 700 North #N/A Lindon 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 7 82 Total 43% of crashes were Angle crashes
(SR-129)/ 3 Serious | A majority red light running took
State Street Injury place on NBT (54%)
(US-89) No Fatal 41% of crashes involved left turns
3 Ped Most common driver contributing
1Bike factor was following too closely
(39%)

3 Serious Injury crashes- All three
involved NBT vehicles. 2 of 3 in-
volved Disregard Traffic Control
Device. One pedestrian related
crash.

2 of 3 pedestrian crashes involved
right-turns.

Bike involved crash - SBT collided
with bike in north crosswalk.

AF31 1000 #N/A Pleasant 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 6 Total 33 % of crashes involved bicyclists
South/1500 Grove No Ser. Both crashes involved NB/SB ve-
East Injury hicles colliding with bicyclists cross-
No Fatal ing 1500 East at the Murdock Trail.
No Ped Both bicycle-involved crashes
2 Bike involved bicyclists failing to yield
ROW to vehicles.
AF32 | Geneva Rd #N/A Lindon 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Detailed crash analysis not per-
(SR-114)/600 formed. Project arises from local
North St. comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.
AF33 | State Street 700 North to | Lindon 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 6 207 Total | 41% of total crashes are Angle
US-89) - 500 North 6 Serious | crashes
Lindon and 200 Injury 30% of total crashes are Front to
North to No Fatal Rear with 35% NB
200 South 3 Ped 20% of crashes involved Adverse

2 Bike Roadway Conditions

13% of the crashes involved Speed-
ing

6 Serious Injury crashes — 4 were
Angle or Left-Turn crashes, 2 in-
volved Speeding & Aggressive
Driving

3 of 5 bike/ped crashes occurred in
Dark-lighted conditions
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AF34 Geneva #N/A
Road/ 500
North St.

Lindon 0 1

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

AF35 Locust Ave #N/A
/ 400 North
St.

Lindon 0 1

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

AF36 Geneva #N/A
Rd (SR-114)
- Lindon/
Center St

Pleasant 0 1
Grove

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

AF37 400 East St/ | #N/A
Center St

Lindon 0 1

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

AF38 200 South/ #N/A
State Street
(US-89)

Lindon 1 1

52 Total
3 Serious
Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

50% of the total crashes are Angle
with 15% (NBL, SBT), 15% (NBT, EBT)
38% of the total crashes are Front
to Rear with 45% in the SB, 40% in
the NB

19% of the crashes related to Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device Involved
with 40% in NB, 40% in SB

15% total crashes are Speed related
29% of the crashes involved left
turns with 47% NBL

3 Serious Injury crashes with 2 of

3 involving NBT vehicles, one NBT
involving Disregard Traffic Control
Device.
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AF39 Geneva Rd 200 South Lindon 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 7 97 Total 39% of total crashes are Angle
(SR-114) - to 600 4 Serious crashes
Lindon South Injury 38% of total crashes are Front to
No Fatal Rear with 32% in the EB
No Ped 18% of the crashes involved Disre-

No Bike gard Traffic Control Device

14% of crashes involved Commer-
cial Motor Vehicle

11% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

All 4 Serious Injury crashes inter-
section related, 3 occurred at 600
South/1600 North intersection, 1
at 200 South intersection. 3 were
Left-Turn crashes and 2 were red

light running.
AF40 600 South #N/A Lindon 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 2 0 8 105 Total 47% of crashes were Angle crashes
(1600 N 4 Serious | with SBL/NBT most common (33%).
Orem)/ Ge- Injury 17% of total crashes are Sideswipe-
neva Road No Fatal Same Direction with 55% involving
(SR-114) No Ped WBT/WBR.

No Bike Red light running crashes primarily
took place SBT (38%).

25% of total crashes are Right-
Turns.

Turns, left (35%) and right (25%),
were attributes in a majority of
crashes

18% involved a Commercial Vehicle.
Failing to yield was the biggest
driver contribution factor (34%)

4 Serious Injury crashes — All four
involved Angle crashes with 3 of 4
involving SBL turning vehicles.
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Eagle Mtn/Saratoga Springs

Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

EM1 SR-145 MVC Redwood Saratoga 0.5 25 47 Total 47% of total crashes were Front to
- west of Road to Springs 1 Serious Injury Rear
Redwood SR-73 No Fatal 21% of crashes related to Roadway

No Ped Departure Involved

No Bike 23% of the crashes Right-Turn In-
volved
23% of crashes involved Teen driv-
ers
Serious Injury crash — NB Front to
Rear, Speed related.

EM2 Redwood Harvest Saratoga 1 5 164 Total 41% of crashes are Front to Rear
Rd (SR-68)- Hills Blvd to Springs 5 Serious Injury 41% of crashes are Angle crashes
north of Crossroads 2 Fatal 34% of crashes involved Following
Crossroads Blvd No Ped too Closely
Blvd No Bike 27% of the crashes are Teen driver

involved

24% of the crashes are Left-Turn
involved

14% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

2 Fatal crashes —

SB Front to Rear crash at Commerce
Drive

Speeding SB ran red light at Harvest
Hills Blvd
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EM3 Commerce #N/A
Drive/ Red-
wood Road
(SR-68)

Saratoga 1 1 0 1 1 1
Springs

71 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

54% of the crashes are Angle and
35% are Front to Rear

13% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

21% of the crashes related to Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device Involved
with 55% SB.

34% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved, 14% Right-turn Involved and
8% are Speed related

32% of the crashes involved left
turns with 33% WBL

All 3 Serious Injury crashes involved
Disregard Traffic Control Device
with 2 of 3 involved NBT running
red light.

Fatal crash, Front to Rear, Motorcy-
cle Involved, Following too Closely.

EM4 Foothill #N/A
Blvd/SR-73/
SR-145

Saratoga 0 1 1 1 1 1 (6]

Springs

176 Total
4 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
1Bike

53% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 44% in the EB

20% of the total crashes are Angle
with 26% (WBL/EBT), 17% (SBL/EBT)
23% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 53% WBL

16% of crashes are Right-Turn In-
volved

4 of 5 Severe crashes involved WBL
turning in front of EBT.

2 of 4 of the Serious Injury crashes
were Teenage driver involved

3 of 4 of the Serious Injury crashes
happened in dark conditions.

Fatal crash involved WBL turning in
front of EBT motorcycle at dusk, DUI
involved.

Bicycle Involved crash was Teenage
Driver involved

AY
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EM5 Crossroads 400 West to | Saratoga 1 1 1 1 1 1 142 Total 33% of the crashes are Left-Turn
Bivd Commerce Springs 6 Serious Injury Involved
Drive 1 Fatal 27% of crashes involved Teen driv-
1Ped ers
1Bike The Fatal crash was a left-turn crash
at intersection, involving Disregard
Traffic Control Device
5 of the Serious Injury crashes were
Angle crashes, 5 involved Disre-
garding Traffic Control Device 3
involved a Teen Driver
EM6 Exchange #N/A Saratoga 1 1 0 1 1 1 6] 63 Total 48% of total crashes are Front to
Drive/ Springs 3 Serious Injury Rear with 37% in SB direction
Crossroads No Fatal 33% of total crashes from Angle with
Bivd No Ped 38% SB direction
No Bike 8% of total crashes are Head-On

13% of total crashes involved left
turn

22% followed too closely as the
driver contributing factor

Three Serious Injury Crashes — All
three involved Angle crashes and
Disregard Traffic Control Device with
eastbound (2) and westbound (1).

No crashes involved Bicycles or
Pedestrians.
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EM7 Crossroads #N/A
Blvd/ Red-
wood Road
(SR-68)

Saratoga
Springs

136 Total
3 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
1Bike

49% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 42% in the SB

27% of the total crashes are Angle
with 16% (WBL, SBT)

13% involved Sideswipe-Same Direc-
tion with 50% SB.

12% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 50% WB
19% of total crashes are Right-turn
Involved with 30% involving EBR

2 of 3 Serious Injury crashes oc-
curred SB

2 of 3 of the Serious Injury crashes
were Angle crashes involving Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device.

One Serious Injury crash and bicycle
related crash involved an Older
Driver.

Bicycle involved crash involved WB
Right turn vehicle hitting bicyclist in
crosswalk in dark conditions. Older
Driver.

EM8 SR-73-The #N/A
Ranches

Eagle
Mountain

0.5

1.5

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

EM9 Valley Drive/ | #N/A
SR-73

Eagle
Mountain

0.5

35

19 Total
4 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

74% of total crashes are Angle with
43% (SBL, NBL)

53% of total crashes involved left
turns with 70% SBL

37% of total crashes are Teen driver
involved

21% of the total crashes are Serious
Injury with 75% SB

3 of 4 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved SB vehicles pulling out in
front of WB vehicles.

2 of 4 Serious Injury crashes were
Teenage Driver involved or in Dark-
Lighted conditions.

AY
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EM10 South Sun- #N/A
set Dr/SR-73

Eagle
Mountain

0.5

35

20 Total
2 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

60% crashes are Front to Rear with
33% crashes in EB

15% of total crashes are Commercial
Motor Vehicle related.

25% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions.

2 of 3 Severe crashes involved
Commercial Motor Vehicles.

Fatal — WB Heavy Truck (CMV) ran
red light and collided with SBT.

No Pedestrian or Bicycle crashes

EM11 SR-73-The Canyon
Ranches Wash Drive
to Mt Airy
Drive

Eagle
Mountain

0.5

45

106 Total
9 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

34% of total crashes were Front to
Rear

32% were Angle crashes

25% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved

34% of crashes involved Teen driv-
ers

The Fatal crash was an Angle crash
at intersection, involved DUI and
Disregard Traffic Control Device

3 of the Serious Injury crashes in-
volved a teenage driver

EM12 Pioneer MVC (SR-85)
Crossing to Jordan
(SR-145)- River

west of
Jordan River

Saratoga
Springs

359 Total
9 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
1Bike

50% of total crashes are Front to
Rear

15% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction

10% of crashes are Speed related
30% of the crashes Teen driver
Involved

67% of Serious Injury crashes are
Left turn at Intersection, Angle

56% of Serious Injury crashes in-
volved a Teen Driver

4 Serious Injury crashes occurred at
SR-85/Foothill Dr intersection

Fatal crash — WBL/EBT Angle crash
at SR-85 intersection

AY
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EM13 Pioneer
Crossing
(SR-145)/
Redwood
Road (SR-
68)

#N/A

Saratoga
Springs

217 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

62% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 29% in NB and 29% in SB
16% of the total crashes are Angle
with 38% in SB

27% of the crashes in Dark-Lighted
conditions

19% of the crashes involved left
turns with 26% EBL

30% of the total crashes involved
teen driver and 10% involved older
driver

Both Fatal and Serious Injury crash-
es were Left-Turn crashes. The fatal
one involved a SBL and the serious
injury one involved a NBL.

EM14 | 400 North/
Redwood
Road (SR-
68)

#N/A

Saratoga
Springs

125 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

83% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 75% in NB

36% of the crashes involved Teen
Drivers

19% of total crashes involved Dis-
tracted Driving

19% of the crashes in dark-light, 10%
in wet road and

No Severe or Bike/Ped crashes

EM15 Ranches
Pkwy/Pony
Express
Pkwy

#N/A

Eagle
Mountain

0.5

45

63 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
2 Bike

43% of the total crashes are Angle
with 30% (EBL, WBT)

30% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 37% SB

21% of total crashes related to Dis-
regard Traffic Control Device with
62% EB

44% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 50% EBL

Pedestrian Involved crash - Failed to
Yield Right-of-Way at the Intersec-
tion in Bad Weather,

Both Bicycle Involved crashes -
Right-Turn vehicle Failed to Yield
Right-of-Way to bicyclist, Teenage
Driver involved.

AY
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EM16 | Geronimo #N/A
Drive/ Pony
Express
Pkwy

Eagle 1 1 0 0] 1 1
Mountain

9 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
2 Bike

56% of the crashes are Single Ve-
hicle

22% are Parked Vehicle

33% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

44% Teenage driver involved
Serious Injury crash — Bicyclist
crossed Pony Express Pkwy (no
crosswalk) and Failed to Yield Right-
of-Way to EB vehicle.

2 Bicycle Involved crashes — One
Serious Injury,

Other Bicycle involved crash in-
volved NB Right turn vehicle striking
bicyclist in crosswalk.

EM17 Porters #N/A
Crossing
Pkwy/Pony
Express
Pkwy

Eagle 0 1 1 1 1 1
Mountain

46 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
3 Bike

52% of the total crashes are Angle
with 46% in NB

20% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 44% in WB

46% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 33% NBL

41% of total crashes Teen Driver
involved

Serious Injury — Head-On collision
WBL/EBT. Dark conditions

3 of 4 Bike/Ped crashes involved NB
Right-Turn vehicles striking pedes-
trian in crosswalk.

EM18 Porters St Andrews
Crossing Drive to
Pkwy Parkers
Place

Eagle 1 1 0 1 1 0
Mountain

21 Total
0 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
3 Ped
3 Bike

48% of crashes were single vehicle
crashes

43% were Angle crashes

33% of crashes involved Teen driv-
ers

3 bike/ped crashes occurred at Pony
Express Pkwy intersection

Fatal crash — SB motorcycle ran stop
sign and hit pedestrian at Evans
Ranch Drive intersection. Speed
related

AY
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EM19 Redwood Market

Rd (SR- Street to
68)- south Fairway Blvd
of Pioneer
Crossing

Saratoga
Springs

745 Total
6 Serious Injury
3 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

64% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 54% NB

23% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved

39% of crashes involved Teen driv-
ers, including ped crash

All Fatal crashes occurred at Night
(Dark-lighted)

2 of the Fatal crashes involved DUI,
2 involved Teen Drivers

4 of 6 Serious Injury crashes are
Angle crashes, 3 involved a Teen
Driver

Over 70% of crashes are intersec-
tion related

EM20 | Pony Ex- #N/A
press Pkwy/
Redwood
Road (SR-
68)

Saratoga
Springs

178 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

65% crashes from Front to Rear with
42% in NB direction

22% crashes from Angle with 65% in
SB direction

29% crashes involved Left Turns.
Most of the crashes were not weath-
er related

25% “followed too closely” as the
driver contributing factor

Two Serious Injury crashes. Both
involved NBL/SBT Angle crashes.
One involved Disregard Traffic Con-
trol Device.

EM21 Pony Ex- Bobby Wren
press Pkwy Blvd to Trail
Head Rd

Eagle
Mountain

0.5

55

23 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

17% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

30% of total crashes were Front to
Rear

39% of total crashes were Angle
crashes

39% of the crashes are Failed to
Yield Right-of-Way

22% Followed too Closely

EM22 | Lehi Fairfield | #N/A
Rd.

Saratoga
Springs

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

o By |




MOUNTAINLAND
STREETS

Extents

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

EM23 | SR-73 west MP 16.7 to 18
of Fairfield

Fairfield

15 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

87% of the crashes were Single
vehicle crashes

33% of the crashes involved Road-
way Departure

40% of crashes involved Teen driv-
ers

47% of the crashes involved Wild
Animal

13% of the crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Conditions

Lehi/Highland/Cedar Hills/Alpine

Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

LH1 Highland #N/A Lehi 0.5 1.5 Detailed crash analysis not per-
Blvd north formed. Project arises from local
of Grant comment and is not located on the
Blvd high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.

LH2 Canyon #N/A Alpine 0.5 1.5 Detailed crash analysis not per-
CrestRd / formed. Project arises from local
Allegheny comment and is not located on the
Way high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.

LH3 Ashton Blvd/ | #N/A Lehi 0.5 25 97 Total 37% of total crashes are Front to
Club House No Ser. Injury Rear with 39% in the WB and 33%
Drive (SR- No Fatal in EB
92) No Ped 36% of total crashes are Angle

3 Bike crashes with 23% (SBL, WBT)

16% sideswipe same direction.
(most west of intersection on Club-
house Dr)

37% of the crashes involved left
turns with 42% SBL

All Bicycle crashes involved north-
bound Right turns from Ashton Blvd
and two nearby driveways hitting
bicyclists traveling eastbound on
Clubhouse Drive.

AY
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LH4 115 Ramps/ #N/A
Timpanogos
Highway
(SR-92)

Lehi 1 1 0 1 1 1

81 Total

4 Serious Injury

1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

35% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 39% in WB

31% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 50% involving WB
vehicles.

21% of total crashes are Sideswipe
same direction with 40% WB.

26% of the crashes involved left
turns with 43% SBL

20% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device.
40% WB

4 Serious Injury crashes, which
includes 1 Angle, 2 fixed object and
1 sideswipe crash

1 Fatal crash, WBT firetruck hit SBT
vehicle at SB ramps.

3 of 5 Serious/Fatal crashes in-
volved heavy trucks.

LH5 Digital Dr - Adobe Way
N of SR-92 to SR-92

Lehi (0] 1 0 1 1 0

44 Total

3 Serious Injury

No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

34% of the total crashes were Angle
20% of the total crashes were Front
to Rear with 78% SB

70% of crashes occurred at an
intersection

39% of crashes involved Left Turns
18% involved Adverse Roadway
Conditions

14% of crashes involved Roadway
Departure

1% of crashes involved Commercial
Motor Vehicle
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LH6 SR-92in I-15 to 6000 Lehi 1 1 1 1 1 1 [¢] [¢] [¢] 6 736 Total 44% of total crashes are Front to
Lehi West 22 Serious Injury Rear with 51% WB
4 Fatal 32% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
3 Ped ers
3 Bike 17% of crashes were Speed related

25% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

3 Fatal occurred near I-15 ramps, 2
occurred at Highland Blvd intersec-
tion. 4 of 5 are Angle crashes. 2
speed related.

6 Serious Injury crashes at 6000
West intersection

77% of the Serious Injury crashes
occurred at intersections

41% of the Serious Injury crashes
involved Left-Turns at intersections
18% of Serious Injury crashes were
Roadway Departure crashes

2 of the pedestrian crashes oc-
curred during Dark conditions

LH7 Digital #N/A Lehi 1 1 0 1 1 1 (] [¢] [¢] 5 202 Total 53% of the total crashes are Front
Drive/ Tim- 1 Serious Injury to Rear with 56% in WB
panogos 2 Fatal 20% of the total crashes are Angle
Highway 1Ped crashes with 40% in NB
(SR-92) 1Bike 19% of the crashes involved left

turns with 29% SBL

Disregard Traffic Control Device —
45% westbound

Fatal — WBT ran red light hit SBL
Fatal Bike crash— EBT hit bicyclist
on shoulder west of intersection.
Serious Injury — NBT ran red light
hit WBT.

Ped crash — SBR hit pedestrian.

R 5 e B |
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LH8 Triumph #N/A Lehi [¢] 1 1 1 1 1 [¢] [¢] [¢] 5 153 Total 58% of total crashes are Front to
Blvd/ Timpa- 3 Serious Injury Rear with 48% westbound (downhill
nogos High- 1 Fatal grade)
way (SR-92) 1Ped 21% of total crashes are Angle

1Bike crashes with 22% (WBL/EBT)

22% of the crashes involved left
turns with 42% NBL

6% of total crashes related to Dis-
regard Traffic Control Device with
33% NBT.

10% of total crashes are Speed
related.

2 of 3 Serious Injury crashes are
Angle crashes involving NB left
turns.

All the Serious Injury crashes oc-
curred in Dark-lighted conditions.
Ped related Serious Injury crash -
EBT failed to Yield Right-of-Way hit
Ped crossing in Dark lighted condi-
tions.

Bicycle related crash — SBR Failed
to Yield Right-of-Way to EB bicyclist,
Bad Weather Involved, Night/Dark

Condition.
LH9 Catch Basin South from Lehi 0 1 0 1 1 [¢] [¢] [¢] [¢] 3 17 Total 41% of total crashes are Angle
Rd SR-92 1 Serious Injury crashes
No Fatal 24% of total crashes are Single
No Ped Vehicle
2 Bike 12% of total crashes are Head-On

41% of crashes involved Left Turns
29% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Conditions

24% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions

Both bicycle collisions occurred at
intersections and involved left turns
Most crashes on Catch Basin Drive
occurred near SR 92

R 5 e B |
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LH10 | Highland #N/A Highland 1 1 1 1 1 1 (6] (6] (6] 6 69 Total 38% of the total crashes are Angle
Blvd/ Timpa- 6 Serious Injury crashes with 42% in SB
nogos High- 1 Fatal 29% of the total crashes are Front
way (SR-92) 3 Ped to Rear with 50% in WB
No Bike 7 head-on crashes (10%)

45% of the crashes involved left
turns with 43% SBL

9% of total crashes are Serious
Injury

19% of the total crashes involved
speeding

43% of the crashes involved Teen
Driver and 20% involved older
driver

6 Serious Injury crashes, two in-
volved WBL turning in front of EBT.
one

Ped related - NBR hit ped, and WBT
ran red light and hit SBT.

1 Fatal angle crash involved WB
vehicle speeding and aggressive
driving, crossing median and hitting
oncoming EB.

3 Ped crashes — two crashes in-
volved NBR vehicles

LH1 6000 West/ #N/A Highland 1 1 (0] 1 1 1 [¢] [¢] [¢] 5 61 Total 46% of total crashes are Angle
Timpanogos 7 Serious Injury crashes with 61% in WB
Highway No Fatal 30% of total crashes are Front to
(SR-92) No Ped Rear with 56% in WB
2 Bike 52% of crashes involved left turns

with 44% EBL

10% of crashes are related to Dis-
regard Traffic Control Device with
50% WB.

48% of the total crashes involved
Teen Driver

11% of total crashes are Serious
Injury.

4 of 7 of the Serious Injury crashes
involved left-turns in the EB/WB
direction, one WB Front to Rear
involving speed, one bicyclist-
involved with NBL/WBT crash.
Other bike crash involved SBL hit-
ting ped in east crosswalk

R 5 oy B [
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LH12 | Alpine High- | #N/A Highland 1 1 0 1 1 1 (6] (6] (6] 5 136 Total 40% of total crashes are Angle
way (SR-74)/ 2 Serious Injury crashes with 15% (EBL/WBT)
Timpanogos 1 Fatal 35% of total crashes are Front to
Highway 1Ped Rear with 43% in the EB
(SR-92) 1Bike 47% of the crashes involved left

turns with 38% EBL

18% crashes with older driver
involved and 51% Teen Driver in-
volved

All 3 Fatal and Serious Injury
crashes involved EB left-turns turn-
ing in front of oncoming westbound
vehicles.

Fatal crash involved EBL/WBT,
Older driver involved, Dark-Lighted
conditions.

Serious Injury crash, Angle, WB Left
turn, Teenage driver involved
Bicycle-Involved EBL hit bicyclist in
north crosswalk Dark-lighted.

LH13 | SR-92in Town Cen- Highland 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 [¢] [¢] 7 189 Total 40% of total crashes are Front to
Highland ter Blvd 5 Serious Injury Rear with 60% EB
to Spruce 2 Fatal 42% of the crashes are Left-Turn
Drive No Ped Involved
3 Bike 7% of total crashes are Head-On
50% of crashes are Teen Driver
involved

2 Fatal crashes —

EBL vehicle turned in front of WBT
at SR-74 int. Dark condition

EB vehicle hit bicyclist near Wasatch
Dr. Distracted Driving

5 Serious Injury crashes — 80%
involved Teen Drivers. 1 bicycle
related at 4800 W intersection.
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LH14

Canyon Rd -
S of SR-92

SR-92 to
Briggs Blvd

Highland 0 1 0 1 0 0

13 Total
1 Serious Injury
2 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

61% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

38% of crashes were left turn, 31%
Angle and 15% Front to Rear

15% of crashes involved older driv-
ers and 15% teenage drivers

23% of crashes involved a wild
animal

31% of crashes involved adverse
roadway surface condition

Serious Injury — NBL vehicle failed
to yield to EBT at SR-92 intersection
2 Fatal crashes —

Head-on crash on downhill near
SR-92 intersection, NBT speeding
motorcycle crossed over into SB
lane.

NBT Roadway Departure on down-
hill. Adverse weather conditions.

LH15

Redwood Rd
(SR-68) - N
of 2100 N

Provo Res-
ervoir Canal
to 2100
North

Lehi 1 1 (0] 1 [¢] 1

131 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

72% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 60% SB

69% occurred at an intersection
34% occurred in Dark conditions
13% involved Distracted Driving
Serious Injury crash — Head-On
crash at north end of segment

Fatal crash — SBT speeding heavy
truck ran red light at 2100 N and hit
EBT vehicle

LH16

Liberty Hills
Elemen-
tary School
(3600 West
St. /2450
North St.)

#N/A

Lehi 0 1 0 0 0 0

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.
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LH17 | 3600 West/ #N/A Lehi (6] 2 10 Total 40% of crashes are sideswipe same
Waterbury No Ser. Injury direction. All northbound.
Drive No Fatal Teen driver involved the most com-
2 Ped mon attribute (60%)
1Bike Failing to yield the most common
driver contributing factor (50%)
Both ped crashes occurred just
west and north of the intersection.
Bicycle crash - WBT vehicle failed
to yield and collided with bike in the
intersection.
LH18 | 2100 N (SR- 3600 West Lehi 1 3 14 Total 87% of crashes were Single Vehicle
194) - E of to 3200 1 Serious Injury crashes
3600 W West 1 Fatal 47% of crashes involved Wild Ani-
1Ped mal
No Bike 33% of crashes involved Roadway
Departure
40% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers
Fatal — EB Roadway Departure hit
pedestrian on sidewalk at 3600 W
intersection.
LH19 | Ashton Blvd Executive Lehi 0.5 35 13 Total 46% of crashes occurred at an
- S of Execu- | Pkwy to 1 Serious Injury intersection
tive Pkwy Sycamore No Fatal 46% of crashes involved Adverse
Lane 1Ped Roadway Surface Conditions
No Bike 38% of crashes involved Roadway

Departure

38% of crashes involved Speeding
15% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

AY
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LH20 | Triumph I-15 Ramps Lehi 1 1 0 1 1 0.5 (6] (6] (6] 4.5 205 Total 40% of crashes are Angle and 39%
Blvd - N of to 2100 6 Serious Injury Front to Rear
2100 N North No Fatal 82% of crashes are Intersection
1Ped related
5 Bike 20% of crashes are related to Disre-

gard Traffic Control Device

16% of crashes are Right turn In-
volved

6 Serious Injury crashes — All Angle
crashes at intersections. Two at
north 2100 North intersection, two
at I-15 NB Ramps intersection. 5 of
6 involved Disregard Traffic Control
Device

5 bicycle related crashes. All inter-
section related. 2 at south 2100 N
intersection.

LH21 2300 West/ #N/A Lehi 1 1 0 1 1 0.5 [¢] [¢] [¢] 4.5 148 Total 55% of total crashes are Front to
2100 North 2 Serious Injury Rear with 32% in the SB, 30% in EB
(SR-194) No Fatal 31% of total crashes are Angle
1Ped crashes with 28% (NBT/WBT)
2 Bike 18% of total crashes are Distracted

Driving Involved

18% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device
with 63% in NBT

Both Serious Injury crashes involved
NB vehicles (north intersection)
Disregard Traffic Control Device
resulting in Angle crashes in Dark-
lighted conditions and Teen Driver
involved.

Ped crash — SBR vehicle Failed to
Yield Right-of-Way and hit Ped in
crossing in Dark-lighted conditions.
Both bicycle-involved crashes were
NBT/R vehicles hitting bicyclist in
south crosswalk. (south intersection)
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LH22 | 2100 N (SR- Ashton Blvd Lehi 1 1 0 1 (6] 1 (6] (6] (6] 4 53 Total 40% of crashes are Angle crashes
194) - W of to |15 2 Serious Injury 32% of crashes are Front to Rear
1-15 No Fatal with 71% EB

No Ped 38% involved a Left Turn with 55%
No Bike SBL
30% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions
30% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device
21% of crashes involved Work Zone

LH23 | 1200 West #N/A Lehi [¢] 1 0 0 (6] 6] 6] 6] 6] 1 Detailed crash analysis not per-

St @ Lehi formed. Project arises from local

Rail Trail comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

LH24 | 1200 East #N/A Lehi [¢] 1 1 [¢] (6] (6] (6] 6] (6] 2 Detailed crash analysis not per-

St. /1900 formed. Project arises from local

North St. comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

LH25 | 10400 North | #N/A Highland 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 Detailed crash analysis not per-
St/ 6400 formed. Project arises from local
West St. comment and is not located on the

high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

LH26 | Hidden #N/A Highland [¢] 1 (] (] (6] 0.5 (6] (6] (6] 1.5 Detailed crash analysis not per-
Pond Dr. formed. Project arises from local
/10250 comment and is not located on the
North St. high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.

LH27 | 10401 North #N/A Highland 0 1 1 0 (6] (6] (6] (6] (6] 2 Detailed crash analysis not per-
St/ 6000 formed. Project arises from local
West comment and is not located on the

high-injury network or at a crash
hot spot.

LH28 | 10401 North #N/A Highland (6] 1 1 0 6] 6] 6] 0 0 2 Detailed crash analysis not per-
St/ Moun- formed. Project arises from local
tain Ridge comment and is not located on the
Ln high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.
[J
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LH29 | Cedar Hills #N/A

Drive/ North
County Blvd
(SR-129)

Cedar
Hills

68 Total
4 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

57% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 23% (SBL/NBT)
25% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 58% in the SB

54% of total crashes involved left
turns with 32% SBL

19% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device
with 46% NB

12% crashes with Older driver
involved and 75% Teen Driver in-
volved.

3 of 4 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved Disregard Traffic Control
Device (all NB).

2 of 4 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved SBL/NBT, 2 of 4 Teenage
Driver Involved.

LH30 | N County 10200 North

Blvd (SR- to 10000
129) - at North
Cedar Hills
Dr

Cedar
Hills

0.5

4.5

54 Total
4 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

57% of total crashes are Angle
crashes

26% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 71% SB

72% of total crashes have Teen
Drivers involved

22% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

17% of crashes are Disregard Traffic
Control Device with 67% NB

13% of crashes are Distracted Driv-
ing Involved

13% of total crashes are Speed
related

All 4 Serious Injury crashes oc-
curred at Cedar Hills Dr intersection
3 of 4 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved Disregard Traffic Control
Device (all NB).

2 of 4 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved SBL/NBT, 2 of 4 Teenage
Driver Involved

AY
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Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns

LH31 | State St(US- | 700 West to Lehi 1 1 0 1 (6] 1 (6] (6] (6] 4 38 Total 53% of crashes are Angle crashes
89) - 500 300 West 2 Serious Injury 32% of crashes are Disregard Traffic
West Lehi 1 Fatal Control Device
1Ped 37% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
No Bike ers

21% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

Fatal crash — Pedestrian clear-

ing debris in road at @570 W was
struck by NB vehicle, Dark condi-
tions.

2 Serious Injury crashes — One
Angle crash at 500 W intersection,
EB ran red light. Head-On crash at

550 West.

LH32 | Lehi #N/A Lehi 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 Detailed crash analysis not per-
Elemen- formed. Project arises from local
tary School ( comment and is not located on the
State St.) high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.

LH33 | State St. #N/A Lehi 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 Detailed crash analysis not per-
(US-89) formed. Project arises from local

comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.

LH34 | 900 West #N/A Cedar (0] 1 (0] (0] (6] (6] (6] (6] [¢] 1 Detailed crash analysis not per-
St.@ Pleas- Hills formed. Project arises from local
ant Grove comment and is not located on the
Ditch high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.

LH35 | Lehi Main 2000 West Lehi 1 1 1 1 0 0.5 0 1 (0] 55 20 Total 80% of crashes are Front to Rear
St - W of to 1700 1 Serious Injury 40% of crashes occurred at an
1700 W West No Fatal intersection

1Ped 25% of crashes involved Distracted
No Bike Driving

Most crashes occurred at/around
the intersection with 1700 West

R 5 iy B [
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Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns

LH36 | Lehi Main 400 West to Lehi [¢] 1 (] 1 (6] 0.5 0 1 0 3.5 23 Total 48% of total crashes are Front to
St - W of 300 West 2 Serious Injury Rear with 64% WB
300w No Fatal 35% of total crashes are Angle
1Ped 13% of crashes involve Distracted
No Bike Driving

2 Serious Injury crashes — Both
involved SBT vehicles at 300 W
intersection disregarding stop sign.
One Speed related.

Pedestrian crash at 400 West inter-
section. Pedestrian ran into road.
No crosswalk.

LH37 | Center #N/A Lehi 1 1 [¢] [¢] 1 0.5 6] 1 6] 4.5 41 Total 51% of crashes were Front to Rear
Street/ Main No Ser. Injury crashes
Street No Fatal A majority of Front to Rear crashes
2 Ped were WBT (52%)
1Bike Teen driver involved was the most

common crash attribute (39%)
Distracted Driving involved in 20%
of crashes

Following too closely was the big-
gest driver contributing factor (34%)
Both ped crashes involved SBL
vehicles striking ped in east cross-
walk.

Bike crash involved EBR vehicle
hitting bicyclist in crosswalk.

LH38 | Main St/ #N/A Lehi [¢] 1 1 [¢] (6] 0.5 (6] 1 (6] 35 Detailed crash analysis not per-
200 East St. formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash

hot spot.
LH39 | LehiMain St | 500 East to Lehi 1 1 (0] 1 1 0.5 [¢] 1 [¢] 5.5 197 Total 50% of crashes are Angle and 37%
-Wof I-15 1-15 2 Serious Injury are Front to Rear.

O Fatal 51% of crashes occurred at an inter-

2 Ped section

No Bike 46% of crashes involved Left Turns.
34% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers.
15% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

Serious Injury crash — NBT at 400
East intersection ran stop sign

R 5 o B | e
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LH40 | 850 East/ #N/A Lehi 1 1 (] 1 1 1 (6] (6] (6] 5 146 Total 47% of the total crashes are Angle
Main Street No Ser. Injury crashes with 20% (WBL/EBT)
(SR-73) No Fatal 40% of the total crashes are Front
2 Ped to Rear with 59% in the EB
No Bike 13% of the crashes related to Disre-

gard Traffic Control Device Involved
45% of the crashes involved left
turns with 48% WBL

13% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device
with 37% EBT

Top Driver Contributing Factor: 32%
Failed to Yield right of way and 31%
Followed too closely.

Both Ped Involved crashes were
SBL vehicles hitting ped in east

crosswalk.
LH41 | State St(US- | 1200 Eastto | Lehi 1 1 (0] 1 1 1 1 [¢] [¢] 6 88 Total 48% of crashes are Angle and 30%
89)- N of Lehi Main St 2 Serious Injury are Front to Rear
Lehi Main St No Fatal 80% occurred at an intersection,
1Ped mainly State St & Main St
2 Bike 45% of crashes involved Left Turns

20% of crashes occurred in Dark-
Lighted conditions

20% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device

27% of crashes involved a Teen
Driver

AY
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LH42 | Main Street #N/A

(SR-73)/
State Street
(US-89)

Lehi 0 1 0 1 1 1

141 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
1Bike

Angle crashes most common type
of crash (42%) with EBL/WBT on
State St most common.

Front to Rear are 31% of total crash-
es with 30% WB on State St.

35% of crashes involved left turns,
40% NBL. (from Main to State St)
18% of total crashes were Sideswipe
Same-Direction.

Failure to yield to ROW most com-
mon Driver Contributing Factor
(42%)

23% of crashes took place at night
Both Serious Injury crashes involved
vehicles hitting ped/bike. - EBT
struck a pedestrian just past the
intersection. Vehicle had a green
light. WBL hit bicyclist in crosswalk.
Ped crash — EBL hit ped in north
crosswalk.

LH43 Pioneer Jordan River

Crossing to Mill Pond
(SR-145)-W | Rd
of I-15

Lehi 1 1 (0] 1 6] 1

592 Total
11 Serious Injury
3 Fatal
1Ped
No Bik

66% of crashes were Front to Rear
with 53% WB

51% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

14% of crashes were Single Vehicle
crashes

15% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

30% of crashes involved a Teen
Driver

36% of Serious Injury/Fatal crashes
involved Disregard Traffic Control
Device.




MOUNTAINLAND \ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

LH44 | Main Street/ | #N/A
Canyon
Crest Rd

Alpine

22 Total
No Serious Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

59% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 45% of those in SB direc-
tion.

27% of crashes are Single-Vehicle
crashes with 60% resulting in Road-
way Departure.

1 Fatal crash - NBT vehicle hit center
concrete barrier of roundabout at
night and driver was ejected from
vehicle.

1 pedestrian crash - NBR hit pedes-
trian in east crosswalk.

1 bike crash - NB vehicle hit NB
bicyclist trying to move into center
lane just south of roundabout.

Orem/Provo

Extents

Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP1 Geneva Rd 1600 North Orem 7 64 Total 47% of crashes were Angle crashes
(SR-114)— to 1400 2 Serious Injury with SBL/NBT most common (33%).
1600 North North No Fatal 17% of total crashes are Sideswipe-
No Ped Same Direction with 55% involving
No Bike WBT/WBR.

Red light running crashes primarily
took place SB (38%).

25% of total crashes involved Right-
Turns.

18% of total crashes involved a Com-
mercial Vehicle.

4 Serious Injury crashes — All four
involved Angle crashes at 1600
North intersection with 3 of 4 involv-
ing SBL turning vehicles.

AY
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OoP2 1600 North #N/A
(SR-241)/
State Street
(US-89)

Orem

157 Total
3 Serious Injury
No Fatal
4 Ped
No Bike

48% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 29% in the EB

27% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 7% (WBL, NBT), 7%
(SBL, WBT), 7% (SBT, EBT)

19% of the crashes involved left
turns with 43% WBL.

17% crashes with older driver
involved and 39% Teen Driver in-
volved.

2 of 3 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved a Left Turn

1 Serious Injury crash involved
speed and a Teen Driver.

1 Serious Injury crash SBR disregard-
ed red light and hit pedestrian.
All 4 of the Ped involved crashes
related to right turns.

OP3 1600 North #N/A
St. /400
East St.

Orem

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

OP4 Wolverine #N/A
Way/1300
North St.

Orem

0.5

25

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

OP5 State Street 1700 North
(US-89) — to 1100
North Orem North

Orem

194 Total
7 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
4 Ped
1Bike

40% of total crashes are Front to
Rear

15% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction

11% of total crashes are Speed re-
lated.

50% of Severe crashes were motor-
cycle related.

Fatal crash — SB U-Turn collided with
Speeding NB motorcycle at approx.
1110 North State St.

7 Serious Injury crashes — 2 were
pedestrian related. 2 occurred at
1200 N intersection, 2 near 1400 N.
4 pedestrian crashes — 2 of 4 oc-
curred in Dark Conditions.

AY
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OoP6 Us-189 - 800 North
north of Orem to
SR-52 Kyhv Peak
Rd

Provo 0 1 0 1 (6] 1

126 Total
6 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

39% of the total crashes were Angle
34% of the total crashes were Front
to Rear with 69% WB

42% of the crashes involved Road-
way Departure

35% of the crashes involved Ad-
verse Roadway Surface Conditions
21% of the crashes involved a Wild
Animal

33% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

6 Serious Injury crashes — 3 Road-
way Departure, 2 Speed related

1 Fatal, 2 Serious Injury at Kyhv Peak
Rd intersection, all NBL turning in
front of WBT vehicles.

OP7 800 North Geneva
(SR-52) Rd to 1200
Orem — West

Near I-15

Orem 1 0 0 1 1 1

244 Total
6 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

44% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 64% WB

39% of total crashes are Angle

13% of total crashes are Distracted
Driving Involved

12% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 67% WB
6 Serious Injury crashes — 3 of 6
were motorcycle related, 3 of 6
Angle crashes, 2 of 6 Speed related.
2 occurred at 1200 West intersec-
tion.

OoP8 | 800 #N/A
North (SR-
52)/1200
West

Orem 1 1 [¢] 1 1 1

169 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

47% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 44% of those in WB
34% of total crashes are Front to
Rear crashes with 54% of those in
WB

18% of crashes Disregard Traffic
Control Device, 53% of those were
in NB

33% of crashes involved left turn,
36% of those were in SB

8% crashes involved “Failed to yield
right of way” as the Driver contribut-
ing factor.

Serious Injury crash — WBT ran red
light and hit SBL

Pedestrian crash involved SBL vehi-
cle hitting pedestrian in east x-walk.

AY
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OP9 800 North 400 West to
(SR-52) 400 East
Orem —
Near State
St

Orem 0 1 0 1 1 1

181 Total
7 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
4 Ped
4 Bike

37% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 54% WB

12% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction

Fatal crash — WBL Failed to Yield to
EBT at 400 West intersection

7 Serious Injury crashes - 6 were
Angle/Left Turn crashes.

3 Serious Injury crashes occurred at
Main Street and 3 at 400 East.

3 of the Serious Injury crashes in-
volved a Teen Driver

3 of the Serious Injury crashes were
related to Disregard Traffic Control
Device

4 bike/ped crashes occurred near
Main Street intersection

2 of the bicycle crashes were Seri-
ous Injury

OP10 | 800 North #N/A
(SR-52)/
State Street
(US-89)

Orem 1 1 0] 1 1 1

169 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

46% of total crashes are Front to
Rear crashes with 47% of those SB
22% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 34% of those WB

26% of Angle crashes involved Teen
Drivers.

18% of total crashes involved Side-
swipe Same Direction with 30% of
those northbound.

10% of total crashes Disregard Traf-
fic Control Device, 47% of those
were NB

17% of crashes involved left turn,
39% of those were EB

23% crashes involved followed too
closely as the driver contributing
factor

Serious Injury crash was WB vehicle
running red light hitting SB and EB
vehicles.

Both Bike/Ped crashes involved
right-turns

AY
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OP11 | 800 North 800 East to
(SR-52) — University
800 East to Ave

Provo Can-
yon

Orem 0 1 1 1 (6] 1

123 Total
6 Serious Injury
No Fatal
4 Ped
4 Bike

39% of total crashes are Angle

34% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 69% WB

33% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

5 of 6 Serious Injury crashes were
Angle crashes

3 of 6 Serious Injury crashes oc-
curred at Palisades Dr intersection
and all 3 are Disregard Traffic Con-
trol Device, 2 of 3 Speed involved.
All Serious Injury crashes occurred
at intersections

57% of the bike/ped crashes in-
volved Teen Drivers

6 of 8 bike/ped crashes involved
Right-Turn vehicles.

3 of 8 bike/ped crashes occurred at
1560 East intersection

OP12 | Kyhv Peak to Hope
Rd Camp-
ground Rd

Provo 1 1 1 1 0] 0]

11 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

64% of the crashes were Roadway
Departure crash

18% of the crashes involved Aggres-
sive Driving

55% of the crashes were Speed
related

36% of the crashes involved DUI
Fatal crash — Speeding vehicle
could not negotiate sharp curve and
left roadway and overturned. Dark
conditions. Unrestrained.
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OP13 | 400 North/ #N/A Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1 (6] 1 (6] 6 91 Total 44% of total crashes are Front to
State Street 5 Serious Injury Rear with 32% northbound
(US-89) 1 Fatal 38% of total crashes are Angle
1Ped crashes with 37% NBL/SBT.
2 Bike 32% of total crashes involved left

turns with 52% NBL

10% of the crashes are red light run-
ning related with 56% in SB

4 of 5 Serious Injury crashes oc-
curred Southbound. 2 of 5 inv. Mo-
torcycle.

3 of 5 Serious Injury are Angle
crashes, 2 Front to Rear.
Ped-involved crash - EBL hit ped in
x-walk, speed related, dark condi-
tion.

Both Bike-Involved crashes hap-
pened at 70 West/400 N intersec-
tion, related to right turns, all failed
to yield right of way
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OP14 | GenevaRd 400 North
(SR-114) — to 400
Vineyard South

Orem 1 1 (0] 1 (6] 1

134 Total
4 Serious Injury
2 Fatal
4 Ped
1Bike

46% of total crashes are Angle

13% of total crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving.

9% of total crashes are Speed re-
lated

3 Severe crashes (2 Fatal) at 400
North intersection. All Roadway
Departure due to curve. 4 of 6
Severe crashes occurred in Dark
conditions. 2 Serious Injury crashes
just south of Center St/Geneva Rd
intersection. Both Angle crashes. 2
of 4 Serious Injury crashes are Teen
Driver involved

2 Fatal crashes — Both at 400 N
intersection. Both Speeding vehicles
in Dark Conditions resulting in Road-
way Departure at curve.

4 Pedestrian crashes — Two oc-
curred at Center St/Geneva Rd and
two occurred at Center St/Mill Rd. 3
of 4 involved Left-Turn vehicles. 2 of
4 occurred in Dark conditions.
Bicycle crash — EB Right-Turn ve-
hicle hit bicyclist in south crosswalk
at Center St/Geneva Rd intersection.
Older driver involved
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OP15 | Center #N/A

Street/1200
West

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

156 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
2 Bike

40% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 59% in the WB

37% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 14% EBL/WBT

27% of the crashes involved left
turns with 33% NBL

15% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device
with 43% westbound and 43% east-
bound.

Serious Injury crash WBL hit EBT,
Speed involved.

Ped involved crash — WBR hit ped
in Dark conditions, Older driver
involved,

Bike involved crash - WBR hit
Bicycle at on-ramp, Older Driver
Involved

Bike involved crash - EBR from side
road hit Bicycle

OP16 | Orem Cen-

I-15 to 400
ter St East and
near 800
East

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

601 Total
12 Serious Injury
No Fatal
9 Ped
12 Bike

45% of total crashes are Front to
Rear

14% of total crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving.

12 Serious Injury crashes — 4 of 12
Bicycle involved. 3 occurred at 400
East intersection.

9 pedestrian crashes — 7 of 9 oc-
curred at intersections. 2 Serious
Injury

13 bicycle crashes — 4 Serious Injury.
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OP17 | Center #N/A

Street/State
Street (US-
89)

Orem 1 1 (0] 1 1 1

158 Total
3 Serious Injury
No Fatal
4 Ped
3 Bike

43% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 26% in the SBT and 26%
WBT

26% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 20% (NBL/EBT)

23% of the crashes involved left
turns with 56% NBL, 13% of the
crashes Right-turn Involved.

7% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device with
27% in EBT.

2 of 3 of Serious Injury crashes are
Teen Driver Involved and during
Dark conditions.

1 of the Serious Injury crashes was
Bicycle involved.

2 of 4 Ped involved crashes involved
SBR, and 2 of 4 of the Ped involved
crashes involved Teenage driver.
All 3 of the Bicycle involved crashes
are related to right turns.

OP18 | Univ Ave

5600 North
(US-189) - to 4800
Orem Cen- North

ter St

Provo 0 1 0] 1 0 1

86 Total
5 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
3 Bike

33% of crashes are Front to Rear
and 28% are Angle crashes

20% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

15% of crashes are Wild Animal
Involved

13% of crashes related to Distracted
Driving Involved

9% of crashes are Speed related

3 Serious Injury crashes at River
Park Dr intersection - EBR hit bicy-
clist in bike lane, SBT Front to Rear,
NBL/SBT Angle crash

3 bicycle crashes — All 3 involved EB
Right-Turn vehicles hitting bicyclists
using bike lane.

AY
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OP19 | State St (US- | 500 North
89) - Orem to 1300
800 S South

Orem 1 1 1 1 1 1

876 Total
23 Serious Injury
3 Fatal
12 Ped
8 Bike

45% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 51% SB

33% of total crashes are Angle

3 Fatal crashes and 23 Serious
Injury crashes

2 Fatal crashes were Left Turn
crashes at intersections, one at 400
S intersection and one at 400 N
intersection

1 Fatal crash - Angle crash from Pep
Boys - speeding motorcycle.

2 of 3 Fatal crashes involved motor-
cycles, DUI or were Speed related.
19 of 23 of the Serious Injury crash-
es occurred at intersections.

5 occurred at 800 South, 3 occurred
at 400 North

13 of the Serious Injury crashes were
Angle/Left Turn crashes.

5 Serious Injury motorcycle related;
5 Serious Injury Speed related.

3 of the 12 pedestrian crashes were
Serious Injury

50% of Bike/Ped crashes involved
Right Turn vehicles
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OP20 | 800 South/ #N/A

State Street
(US-89)

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

168 Total
5 Serious Injury
No Fatal
3 Ped
4 Bike

42% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 37% in SB

40% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 40% involving NBL/SBT
on State St.

38% of the crashes involved left
turns with 42% SBL on State St.

7% of the crashes related to Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device with 83%
northbound.

3 of 5 of Serious Injury are Angle
crashes.

2 of 5 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved vehicles disregard traffic
signal.

2 of 3 Pedestrian Involved crashes
involved a right turn vehicle, and
one Ped-involved crashes was a
Serious Injury crash.

All four Bike Involved crashes in-
volved vehicles failing to yield right
of way to bicyclists and 50% were in
dark lighted conditions.

OoP21 Univ Ave

3800 North
(US-189) - to 3300
Provo 3700 North

N

Provo 1 1 0 1 0] 1

54 Total
2 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
5 Bike

78% of crashes occurred at intersec-
tions

37% of crashes are Angle crashes,
33% are Front to Rear

31% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

18% of total crashes involved Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device

4/5 bike crashes were intersection
related. 4 occurred at University
Ave/3300 North and 3 bicyclists
were on marked crosswalks

Fatal crash — SBL Front to Rear at
3700 North intersection

Clusters of bike/ped crashes at
3700 North and 3300 North inter-
sections

AY
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I-15 to 800
(SR-265) - East
Orem 800 E

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

687 Total
11 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
15 Ped
7 Bike

61% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 56% EB

12% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction

16% of total crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving

12% of total crashes are Work Zone
Involved

Fatal crash — EB vehicle on Wolver-
ine Way hit Pedestrian in crosswalk
west of RAB. DUI involved

11 Serious Injury crashes - 7 of 11
are Intersection Related, 5 of 11 are
Angle crashes, 3 of 11 are Disregard
Traffic Control Device Involved.
Majority of Bike/Ped crashes oc-
curred at State St and 800 East.
75% of Bike/Ped crashes involved
Right-Turn vehicles.

15 Pedestrian Involved crashes — 2
Serious Injury, 1 Fatal

7 Bicycle involved crashes -3 of 7
occurred at 800 East intersection.

OP23 | Sandhill Rd/ #N/A

University
Pkwy (SR-
265)

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

162 Total
1Serious Injury
1 Fatal
2 Ped
No Bike

48% of total crashes are Front to
Rear crashes with 44% of those in
WB

33% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 25% of those in EB

9% crashes related to Disregard
Traffic Control Device, 53% of those
were in WB

21% of crashes involved left turn,
32% of those were turning WB

8% crashes involved “Failed to yield
right of way” as the Driver contribut-
ing factor.

Serious Injury crash — WBL vehicle
did not have ROW and hit EBT

Fatal crash — Occurred on Campus
Drive just west of RAB — EBT hit ped
in crosswalk.

Ped involved crash — EBR vehicle hit
illegally crossing pedestrian.

AY

o HR |
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OoP24

200 North
St. /800
East St.

Extents

#N/A

Orem

0.5

Total Score

15

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

OP25

University
Pkwy (SR-
265)/ State
Street (US-
89)

#N/A

Orem

173 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
7 Ped
1Bike

56% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 27% in the NB and 27%

in SB

19% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 36% eastbound.

12% of total crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device.
21% of the crashes involved left
turns with 33% eastbound.

7 of 8 Bike/Ped crashes were re-
lated to right-turns.

5 of 7 Ped involved crashes involved
eastbound right-turn vehicles hitting
pedestrians.

Bike involved crash was WBR ve-
hicle hitting bicyclist at night.

OP26

Geneva
Rd (SR-114)
- south of
Univ Pkwy

1450 South
to 1860
South

Provo

17 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

59% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 90% SB

35% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions

18% of total crashes involve Dis-
tracted Driving

2 Serious Injury crashes —

SBT vehicles hit SBL vehicle
stopped in travel lane on Geneva
Rd waiting to turn left at 1600 South.
Front to Rear.

SB vehicle attempting U-Turn on
Geneva Rd near 1860 South hit SBT
vehicle.

Pedestrian crash — NB vehicle hit
pedestrian on shoulder. Dark condi-
tions, DUl involved.

AY




OP27 | Univ Pkwy

MOUNTAINLAND
STREETS

Extents

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

2310 North
(SR-265) to Freedom
Provo Bivd

Provo 1 1 0 1 1 1

134 Total
6 Serious Injury
2 Fatal
5 Ped
2 Bike

78% of crashes were at an intersec-
tion; more than 50% of crashes
occurred at 2230 N/University Pkwy
intersection

50% of crashes were Angle crashes
36% of crashes were Front to Rear
24% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device

6 Serious Injury crashes — 4 oc-
curred at 2230 N intersection. 4
Angle crashes, 2 pedestrian in-
volved.

2 Fatal crashes — Pedestrian in-
volved at Freedom Blvd intersection,
Speeding motorcycle on Riverside
Drive south of intersection.

Both bicycle crashes involved ve-
hicles “failing to yield”

OP28 | 2230 N/Uni- | #N/A

versity Pkwy
(SR-265)

Provo 1 1 0 1 1 1

112 Total
4 Serious Injury
No Fatal
5 Ped
1Bike

48% of the total crashes are Angle
crashes with 11% EBL/SBT

35% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 28% in the EB and 28% SB
48% of the crashes involved left
turns with 46% EBL

21% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Devices
with 25% in WBT

16% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

2 of 4 Serious Injury crashes are
Ped-involved, 1 crash Disregard Traf-
fic Control Device.

Five Ped involved crashes at in-
tersection, 3 involved left-turning
vehicles.

One Bicycle involved crash - EBR
vehicle hit ped in dark conditions

AY

oy By |
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Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP29 | 2230 N 200 West to Provo 1 1 1 1 6] 1 7 53 Total 77% of crashes occurred at an inter-
Provo - Can- | Canyon Rd 4 Serious Injury section
yon Rd — 140 East No Fatal 31% of total crashes were Angle

to 2230 1Ped 20% of total crashes were Front to
North 1Bike Rear
14% of crashes were Roadway De-
parture crashes
23% of crashes involved Speeding
49% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions
17% of crashes involved Commercial
Motor Vehicle
4 Serious Injury crashes — 3 of 4
Angle crashes, 1 pedestrian in-
volved, 2 occurred at 2230 North/
Freedom Blvd intersection.

OP30 | 1720 North/ #N/A Provo 1 1 (0] 1 1 1 8 123 Total 50% of total crashes are Angle
State Street 6 Serious Injury crashes with 30% involved SBL/NBT
(US-89) 1 Fatal on State St.

4 Ped 28% of total crashes are Front to
2 Bike Rear with 47% in SB. (downhill slope)

44% of the crashes involved left
turns with 54% SBL on State St.
18% of the crashes related to Dis-
regard Traffic Control Device with
45% SB.

Fatal crash — NBT hit ped illegally
crossing in dark-lighted conditions.
4 of 6 Serious Injury are Angle
crashes with 50% in SBT direction.
3 of 6 Serious Injury Disregard Traf-
fic Control Device (2 SB).

3 of 4 of Ped-involved crashes were
left-turns failing to yield to pedestri-
ans and in Dark lighted conditions.
Both Bicycle-Involved crashes were
Serious Injury crashes

3 Bike/Ped crashes involved NBL
vehicle

AY

o By |
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Extents

Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP31

State St US-
89) Provo
— north of
Cougar Blvd

1850 North
to Cougar
Blvd

Provo

178 Total
7 Serious Injury
3 Fatal
5 Ped
3 Bike

44% of total crashes are Angle

37% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 58% SB

37% of crashes involved Left Turns
with 51% SBL

14% involved Disregard Traffic Con-
trol Device

7 Serious Injury crashes — 6 of 7 oc-
curred at 1720 North intersection, 4
Angle crashes, 2 bicycle related.

3 Fatal crashes —

Pedestrian involved at 550 W/River-
side Dr intersection

Angle crash at 550 W/Riverside Dr
intersection (NBT ran red light)
Pedestrian involved at 1720 North
intersection

50% of ped/bike crashes were Fatal/
Serious Injury

OP32

Canyon Rd
Provo

Stadium
Ave to Univ
Pkwy

Provo

0.5

55

17 Total
No Serious Injury
1 Fatal
2 Ped
2 Bike

88% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

71% of crashes were Angle crashes
53% of the crashes involved Left
Turns.

29% of the crashes involved Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device

Fatal crash — SBT vehicle hit pedes-
trian at Stadium Avenue intersec-
tion. Dark conditions

OP33

Paul Ream
Ave/Uni-
versity Ave
(US-189)

#N/A

Provo

47 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
4 Ped
5 Bike

45% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 67% in SB.

23% of the total crashes are Angle
crashes with 55% in SB

26% of the crashes involved left
turns with 25% EBL.

60% of the crashes in daylight, 40%
in dark-lighted

3 of 4 pedestrian crashes related to
distracted driving.

2 of Bike/Ped involved WBL vehicle
at Paul Ream Ave intersection.

4 of 9 Bike/Ped crashes occurred on
Univ Ave. away from intersection.

AY

oy By |-
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Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP34 | CougarBlvd | 500 West to
— Freedom University
Blvd Avenue —
Cougar
Blvd to 950
North

Provo 1 1 (0] 1 1 1

190 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
3 Ped
9 Bike

54% of total crashes are Angle and
21% Front to Rear

23% of crashes on Freedom Blvd
involved Distracted Driving

38% of total crashes involved ve-
hicles Failing to Yield Right-of-Way
17% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 42% WB
17% of total crashes are Work Zone
Involved

Serious Injury crash — NBR vehicle
out of hospital parking hit bicyclist
9 bicycle crashes on Cougar Blvd. 6
of 9 involved Right-Turn vehicles.

2 occurred at hospital parking drive-
way at 400 West

OP35 | Univ Ave Paul Ream
(US-189)— Ave to 500
Paul Ream North
Ave to 500
North

Orem 0 1 0 1 1 1

366 Total
8 Serious Injury
No Fatal
7 Ped
9 Bike

57% of crashes were Front to Rear;
29% were Angle crashes
Approximately 70% of crashes were
intersection related. Most of these
were at Cougar Blvd/University
Aveune

25% of crashes involved Left Turns,
mostly in the northbound direction
20% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

All pedestrian and bicycle collisions
were at intersections

8 Serious Injury crashes — 4 Front
to Rear, 4 Single Vehicle. 2 involved
bike/ped. 5 of 8 occurred in Dark-
Lighted conditions.
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Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP36 | Cougar #N/A

Blvd/Uni-
versity Ave
(US-189)

Provo 1 1 (0] 1 1 1

144 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
5 Bike

56% of the total crashes are Angle
crashes with 49% in NB

26% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 58% in SB.

53% of the crashes involved left
turns with 42% NBL.

63% of the crashes in daylight, 37%
in dark-lighted

Serious Injury crash — NBL into CVS
driveway hit bicyclist.

Both pedestrian-involved crashes
occurred in the north crosswalk. EBL
and NBT.

5 Bicycle-related crashes, four at
driveways near intersection.

OP37 | 500 West Cougar

Provo (US- Blvd to 500
89) North

Orem 1 1 0 1 0 1

200 Total
3 Serious Injury
O Fatal
4 Ped
2 Bike

59% of crashes occurred at intersec-
tions

59% of the total crashes were Front
to Rear with 58% SB

27% of crashes were Angle crashes
27% of crashes involved a Work
Zone

20% of the crashes were related to
Distracted Driving

3 Serious Injury crashes — 2 at 800
North intersection, 2 Angle crashes,
one pedestrian involved crash.

4 bike/ped crashes occurred at 800
North intersection

OP38 | 500 North

500 West to
Provo 100 East

Provo 0 1 0 1 1 1

85 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
3 Ped
4 Bike

84% of crashes occurred at intersec-
tions

52% of the total crashes are Angle
34% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 38% WBL

24% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 50% WB

57% of the pedestrian/bicycle crash-
es occur at intersections

Fatal crash — Pedestrian involved at
400 West intersection

2 of 3 Serious Injury crashes in-
volved pedestrians

AY

o By |
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Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP39 | 500 North/ #N/A Provo 1 8 168 Total 42% of total crashes are Front to
University 5 Serious Injury Rear with 59% in northbound direc-
Ave (US-189) No Fatal tion.

4 Ped 33% of total crashes are Angle

3 Bike crashes and most common NBT/
WBT (9%)
Left-turn crashes are most common
in NBL (29%)
15% of total crashes are Red light
running and most common in NB
(31%)
Following too closely most common
Driver Contrib. Factor (25%)
2 Ped crashes involving NBT ve-
hicles.
Right-turn vehicles involved in 3
Bike/Ped crashes

OP40 | 700 North 800 East to Provo 0.5 55 14 Total 71% of crashes occurred at an inter-

Provo 900 East O Serious Injury section
1 Fatal 64% of total crashes were Angle
1Ped crashes
No Bike 57% of the crashes involved Left
Turns.
21% of the crashes involved Teen
Driver
Fatal crash — WB roadway departure
hit pedestrian at 800 East intersec-
tion

OP41 | I-15 Ramps/ #N/A Provo 1 5 167 Total 55% of total crashes are Angle
Center 3 Serious Injury crashes with 71% in SB
Street 1 Fatal 22% of total crashes are Front to

No Ped Rear with 50% in SB
No Bike 22% of the crashes involved left

turns with 49% SBL

32% of the crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device

3 of 4 Fatal/Serious Injury involved
disregard traffic control device.

2 of 3 Serious Injury are Angle
crashes. Both involved NB vehicles
running red light.

Fatal — WBT ran red light and hit
SBT.

AY
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP42 | Provo Cen- Geneva Rd
ter St (SR- to 500 West
14)

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

503 Total
15 Serious Injury
3 Fatal
15 Ped
3 Bike
503 Total
15 Serious Injury
3 Fatal
15 Ped
3 Bike

37% of the total crashes are Angle
33% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 37% EB

16% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 49% WB
15 Serious Injury crashes —

4 Serious Injury at I-15 ramp inter-
sections

2 Serious Injury at Geneva Rd inter-
section, both SBL turning in front of
NBT, both dark/dusk conditions.

2 Serious Injury on 900 West N. of
Center St, both Dark cond.

2 Serious Injury pedestrian crashes
at 100 N/500 W int.

3 Fatal crashes -

Pedestrian hit at 750 West Center in
Dark-Lighted conditions

EBL/WBT Head-On at Independence
Ave intersection

WBT ran red light at SB Ramps in-
tersection

8 pedestrian crashes (one Fatal, two
Serious Injury) between 900 West
and 500 West

6 bike/ped crashes at 600 West
intersection
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Total Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP43 | 600 West/ #N/A

Center
Street (SR-
14)

Provo 0 1 (0] 1 1 1

69 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
5 Ped
1Bike

42% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 48% in the WB, 48% in EB
30% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 14% (WBL/EBT), 14%
(SBT/WBT)

10% of total crashes involved left
turns with 57% WBL.

2 Serious Injury crashes were both
Ped related.

EBT Disregard Traffic Control to Ped
crossing

WABT Failed to yield to Ped crossing.
5 of 6 Bike/Ped crashes involved
east crosswalk.

3 of 5 Ped Involved crashes EBT
vehicles striking peds in east x-walk.
One crash with Bicycle involved,
WBT hit bike in east x-walk. Dark
lighted

OP44 | Freedom

400 North
Blvd - Cen- to Center St

ter St

Provo 1 1 0] 1 0 1

105 Total
3 Serious Injury
No Fatal
5 Ped
1Bike

77% of crashes occurred at an in-
tersection; 45% crashes occurred at
the Freedom Blvd/Center St inter-
section

57% of crashes were Angle crashes
23% of crashes were Front to Rear
27% involved Disregard Traffic Con-
trol Device

OP45 | 300 South

200 West to
(US-89) 200 East
Provo

Provo 1 1 0 1 1 1

60 Total
3 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
5 Bike

37% of total crashes are Front to
Rear and 28% are Angle crashes
15% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

18% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 55% WB
13% of total crashes are Commercial
Motor Vehicle Involved

3 Serious Injury crashes — All 3 bike/
ped involved

4 bike/ped crashes at Freedom Blvd
intersection

AY

o By |
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

OP46 | 300 South #N/A

(US-89) /Uni-
versity Ave
(US-189)

Provo 1 1 0 1 1 1

56 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
3 Ped
5 Bike

38% of total crashes are Front to
Rear and 33% are westbound.
Most common Angle crashes: SBT/
NBL 15%, SBT/WBT 15%, WBT/EBL
15%

Red light running are 16% of total
crashes and 44% are southbound.
34% of total crashes are Left-turn in-
volved and 42% of left-turn crashes
involve EBL movement.

8 Bike/Ped crashes at intersection
(14% of total crashes)

Two Bike crashes at 30 West drive-
way

2 Bike/Ped hit by EBR vehicle

2 Bike/Ped hit when illegally cross-
ing

Fatal — NBT hit peds in north cross-
walk

OP47 | Univ Ave

100 North to
(US-189)— 115
South Provo

Orem 1 1 0 1 1 1

363 Total
13 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
11 Ped
9 Bike

66% of crashes were intersection
related

46% of the total crashes were Angle
crashes

31% of total crashes were Front to
Rear with 44% SB

17% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device

15% of the crashes were related to
Distracted Driving

All the pedestrian crashes occurred
at intersections

13 Serious Injury crashes — 5 ped/
bike involved. 7 Angle crashes.
Fatal crash — Pedestrian involved at
300 South

20 ped/bike crashes — 82% inter-
section related, 5 at 300 South
intersection, 4 at East Bay Blvd
intersection.

AY

oy By |
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OP48

State St (US-
89) Provo

— south of
600 South

600 South
to 900
South

Provo 1 1 1 1 (6] 1

32 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

44% of crashes are Angle and 28%
Front to Rear with 83% NB

34% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

22% of crashes are Roadway Depar-
ture Involved

19% of total crashes are Speed
related

9% of total crashes are Motorcycle
Involved

1 Fatal crash — EBL vehicle turned

in front of SBT motorcycle at 900 S
intersection. DUI

3 Serious Injury crashes — 2 of 3
involved WBL turning in front of NB/
SB

3 of 4 Severe crashes involved Left-
Turns from side streets

OP49

Lakeview
Pkwy

Univ Ave
to East Bay
Blvd

Provo 1 1 0 1 1 1

17 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

35% of crashes were Front to Rear
29% of crashes were Left Turn re-
lated; 29% Angle crashes

18% of the crashes involved Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device

18% of the crashes involved Dis-
tracted Driving

18% of the crashes were Speed
related

24% of crashes were Work Zone
related

OP50

State St
(US-89)
Provo - Slate
Canyon Dr

1640 South

to Industrial
Pkwy (2000
South)

Provo 0 1 [¢] 1 1 1

87 Total
6 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
1Bike

51% of the crashes are Angle and
26% Front to Rear

52% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved with 62% NBL

27% of crashes occurred in Dark/
Dark-Lighted conditions.

21% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

18% of total crashes involved Dis-
regard Traffic Control Device with
50% SB

5 of 6 Serious Injury crashes at inter-
section were an NBL/SBT collision.
One Bicycle-Involved crash — SBR
hit bike at 2000 S intersection

AY
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OP51 | Slate Can- #N/A
yon Drive/
State Street
(US-89)

Provo 1 1 (0] 1 1 1

107 Total
7 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
1Bike

50% of total crashes are Angle
crashes with 37% involved (NBL/
SBT) at State St.

28% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 37% NB

50% of total crashes involved left
turns with 41% SBL

18% of total crashes are related to
Disregard Traffic Control Device with
42% in SBT

21% of crashes adverse roadway
surface condition

7 Serious Injury crashes

5 of 6 Serious Injury crashes at inter-
section were an NBL/SBT collision.
One Bicycle-Involved crash — SBR
hit bike at 2000 S intersection

OP52 | State St (US- | Yale Ave to
89) Provo Mountain
- Ironton Vista Pkwy

Provo 0 1 0 1 0 1

37 Total
No Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

A high density of crashes was lo-
cated near the intersection of State
St and Mill Pond Dr

41% of crashes involved Wild Ani-
mals

27% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

24% of crashes involved Roadway
Departure

16% of crashes involved Speed
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Payson

Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns
PS1 SR-77 - Lake | 2300 West Lake Shore/ 19 Total 89% of crashes were Single Vehicle
Shore/Pal- to 5600 Palmyra 2 Serious Injury crashes
myra South 1 Fatal 79% of crashes involved Roadway
No Ped Departure
No Bike 42% of crashes occurred in Dark/not
lighted conditions
42% of crash were Speed-related
32% of crashes were DUI-related
32% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions
The Fatal crash occurred at the in-
tersection of SR 77 and 4800 South.
and was caused by a failure to “keep
proper lane”
PS2 6400 South River Lane Palmyra 12 Total 33% of crashes were Angle crashes
(SR-241) to 1050 No Serious Injury 42% of crashes involved Teen Driver
West No Fatal 17% of crashes involved Wild Animal
No Ped 17% of crashes involved Roadway
No Bike Departure
17% of crashes involved Speeding
PS3 SR-147 - 7300 South West Moun- 3 Total 2 crashes were Single Vehicle
5600 West to 8000 tain No Serious Injury The Fatal crash was a sideswipe
South 1 Fatal involving a vehicle departing the
No Ped roadway
No Bike
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Crash Patterns

PS4 SR-164 2200 West
(8000 S) at to 1000
1-15 West

Benjamin/
Salem

0.5

55

49 Total
5 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

71% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

49% of crashes were Angle crashes
35% of crashes were Front to Rear
with 76% EB

35% of crashes involved Left Turns
with 29% EBL

18% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device

43% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

4 of 5 Serious Injury crashes are
Angle crashes at intersections.
Fatal crash — WBL vehicle turned in
front of EBT motorcycle at SB ramps
intersection. DUl involved

PS5 1-15 Ramps/ #N/A
SR-164
(8000
South)

Benjamin

0.5

4.5

22 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

55% of total crashes are Angle with
17% (WBL/EBT), 17% (NBT/EBT)

55% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 42% WBL

36% of total crashes are Older Driver
involved

23% of total crashes are Commercial
Motor Vehicle involved

Serious Injury crash — NBL vehicle
turned in front of EBT vehicle at NB
ramps intersection.

Fatal crash — WBL vehicle turned in
front of EBT motorcycle at SB ramps
intersection. DUl involved

PSé6 460 West/ #N/A
SR-164
(8000
South)

Salem

0.5

4.5

17 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

76% of the total crashes are Angle
with 15% (WBT, SBT)

41% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 71% EB
47% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 50% NBL

53% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

2 Serious Injury crashes —

1. EBT vehicle Disregarded Traffic
Control Device and collided with
NBL vehicle.

2. NBL failed to yield to EBT (before
Traffic Signal was installed).

AY
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Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns
PS7 River Bot- Swenson Utah (] 2 9 Total 75% of crashes were Single Vehicle
toms Rd Lane to County 2 Serious Injury Both Serious Injury crashes involved
3400 East No Fatal a driver failing to negotiate a curve
No Ped
No Bike
PS8 North Pay- 900 North Payson 1 6 97 Total 34% of crashes were Front to Rear
son Main to 100 North 3 Serious Injury 25% of crashes involved Left Turns
Street (SR- 1 Fatal with 38% NBL
241) 1Ped 31% of crashes were Angle crashes
No Bike 13% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving
30% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers
Serious Injury pedestrian crash at
590 North
Fatal crash — WB motorcycle ran
stop-sign at 300 North intersection.
Dark conditions.
PS9 600 North/ #N/A Payson 0.5 4.5 45 Total 42% of total crashes are Angle with
Main Street 1 Serious Injury 37% in NB
(SR-115) No Fatal 24% of total crashes are Front to
1Ped Rear with 45% in SB
No Bike 22% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction primarily occurring
on north leg of intersection.
28% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 38% SBL
35% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved
Serious Injury crash — SBT vehicle hit
pedestrian south of the intersection
in adverse roadway surface condi-
tions.
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PS10 | 100 #N/A Salem 1 1 0 0 1 1 14 Total 43% of total crashes are Front to
West/100 2 Serious Injury Rear with 50% in EB
North/State No Fatal 21% of total crashes are Head On
Street (SR- 1Ped (front-to-front)
198) No Bike 21% of total crashes related to DUI
64% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved
2 Serious Injury crashes —
1. WB Drowsy Driver hit pedestrian at
100 West intersection.
2. WBT crossed center median and
hit EBT vehicle Head-On. DUI In-
volved.
PS11 Main Street/ | #N/A Salem 1 1 0 0 1 1 44 Total 55% of total crashes are Front to
State Street 1 Serious Injury Rear with 75% WB
(SR-198) No Fatal 30% of total crashes are Angle with
No Ped 46% WB
No Bike 25% of the crashes are related to

Disregard Traffic Control Device
42% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

18% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 63% NBL

Serious Injury crash - EBT Disre-
garded Traffic Control Device and
collided with NBL vehicle.
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Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns
PS12 | Woodland 8800 South Salem/ 0 1 (] 1 0 (] 47 Total 47% of total crashes are Single Ve-
Hills Drive to 11000 Woodland 3 Serious Injury hicle with 55% Animal related and
South and Hills 1 Fatal 45% Roadway Departure.
West Oak No Ped 28% of total crashes involved Ad-
Ln to Valley 1Bike verse Roadway Surface Conditions
View Way 26% of total crashes involved Road-
way Departure
19% of total crashes are Wild Animal
Involved. Most occurred between
340 South and 1280 South in Salem.
15% of crashes are Speed related
15% of crashes related to Distracted
Driving
Fatal crash — EBL vehicle at 340
South turned in front of SB motor-
cycle
3 Serious Injury crashes — 2 of 3
involved Distracted Driving, Road-
way Departure, Dark conditions. One
crash was a Head-On with school
bus at 500 North Salem.
Bicycle crash — EBR vehicle hit bicy-
clist at 400 North intersection
PS14 | Utah Ave 400 Westto | Payson 0 1 0] 1 0 (0] 2 Total 1crash involved a Left Turn
700 West No Serious Injury 1crash involved a Parked Vehicle
1 Fatal The Fatal crash was a left turn crash
No Ped at 588 W Utah Ave involving failure
No Bike to yield
PS15 | 100 West #N/A Payson 0 1 0 0 1 1 32 Total 56% of total crashes are Front to
(SR-198) / No Ser. Injury Rear with 61% NB
Utah Ave No Fatal 22% of total crashes are Angle
No Ped 38% of total crashes are Teen Driver
No Bike involved
No Severe or Bike/Ped crashes

AY
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PS16 | 100 North #N/A

(SR-198)/
Main Street
(SR-115)

Payson 1 1 1 1 1 1

68 Total (250 ft)
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

43% of the total crashes are Angle
with 14% (EBL, SBT)

38% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 66% in the EB

21% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 43% WBL

13% of the crashes Disregard Traffic
Control Device with 60% in EB
Serious Injury crash — EBL/WBT
Angle Crash, Left Turn Failed to
yield, Motorcycle Involved, Night
Dark Condition.

Both bike/ped crashes involved
Southbound Right-Turn vehicles.
Pedestrian crash — SBR hit pedes-
trian in crosswalk.

Bicycle related crash — SBR vehicle
hit bicyclist in crosswalk.

PS17 | 100 North 100 West to

(SR-198) - 1150 East
Payson

Payson 0 1 (] 1 1 1

188 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
5 Ped
No Bike

51% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 75% WB

28% of total crashes are Angle

37% of crashes listed Followed too
Closely as Driver Contributing Factor
10% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 47% EB
10% of crashes related to Distracted
Driving

2 Serious Injury crashes — EBL/WBT
Angle crash at Main St intersection,
WB Front to Rear at 625 East

5 pedestrian crashes — 4 of 5 are
intersection related but only 1 of 5
occurred in a crosswalk.
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Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns

PS18 | 600 #N/A Payson 1 1 (] 1 1 1 0 0 0 5 43 Total 56% of total crashes are Front to
East/100 1 Serious Injury Rear with 67% in WB
North (SR- No Fatal 30% of total crashes are Angle with
198) No Ped 46% in WB
1Bike 14% of the crashes involved Left
Turns

12% of the crashes are related to
disregard traffic device

7% of total crashes are DUI related
1 Serious Injury crash — WB Front to
Rear crash

1 bicycle crash — NB Right-Turn ve-
hicle hit pedestrian. no injury/PDO.

PS19 | 300 West, #N/A Salem 0 (0] 1 (0] 0 (0] 0 (0] (0] 1 Detailed crash analysis not per-
Salem Canal formed. Project arises from local
Rd. comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.
PS20 | 300 South, #N/A Salem 0 0] 1 0] 0 0] 0 0] 0] 1 Detailed crash analysis not per-
100 East formed. Project arises from local

comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot

spot.
PS21 | 800 South 1-15 to 880 Payson 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 6 87 Total 56% of crashes are Angle and 28%
(SR-178)- West 3 Serious Injury Front to Rear
Payson No Fatal 55% of crashes are Left-Turn In-
2 Ped volved
No Bike 46% of crashes are Teen Driver
involved
43% of crashes Failed to Yield Right-
of-Way

42% of crashes occurred in Dark-
Lighted/Dark conditions

13% of crashes are related to Dis-
tracted Driving

3 Serious Injury crashes — 2 oc-
curred at 1270 W intersection: EBL
hit WBT motorcycle, Dark conditions,
and WB Front to Rear. 1 at SB ramps
intersection: WBL hit EBT.
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PS22

1270
West/800
South (SR-
241)

#N/A

Payson 0 1 (] 1 1 1

70 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

63% of the total crashes are Angle
with 45% EB

17% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 42% in WB

61% of total crashes involved Left
Turns with 33% SBL

35% of the crashes occurred in Dark
conditions

40% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

2 Serious Injury crashes - WB Front
to Rear crash and EB left-turn crash.
1 pedestrian crash — Work zone
related; data unclear about how
pedestrian was involved.

PS23

780
West/800
South (SR-
178)

#N/A

Payson 1 1 0 0 1 1

14 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
No Bike

43% of total crashes are Angle with
50% in (NBL/WBT)

36% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 40% in WB/EB

36% of total crashes involved Left
Turns with 80% NBL

21% of total crashes are Distracted
Driving Involved

36% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

2 Pedestrian crashes — WB Front

to Rear due to vehicles stopped for
pedestrians at crosswalk and WB ve-
hicle hitting pedestrian in crosswalk

Ps24

800 South
(SR-241)/
State Street
(SR-198)

#N/A

Payson 0 1 1 1 1 1

59 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

37% of total crashes are Angle with
45% in WB

36% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 52% in WB

34% of total crashes involved Left
Turns with 35% NBL

9% of total crashes are Head-On
crashes.

42% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

1 pedestrian crash — EBT vehicle with
ROW hit ped in dark-lighted condi-
tions.
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PS25 | 650 South/ #N/A Payson 1 5 23 Total 57% of total crashes are Angle
State Street 1 Serious Injury crashes
(SR-198) No Fatal 26% of total crashes in Dark-lighted
(mid-block) 2 Ped conditions
1Bike 35% of total crashes involved Teen
Driver
Serious Injury crash — EBT vehicle at
600 South intersection failed to yield
to NBT motorcycle.
2 pedestrian crashes — Both near
Smiths driveway crossing State
Street, pedestrians crossing sudden-
ly into traffic, causing collisions.
Bicycle crash — Occurred at 600
South intersection when bicyclist
could not stop and collided with
stopped EB vehicle.
PS26 | 800 South/ #N/A Payson 0.5 5.5 30 Total 40% of total crashes are Angle with
Main Street 1 Serious Injury 17% (SBT, EBT)
1 Fatal 27% of total crashes are Front to
3 Ped Rear with 38% in NB
1Bike 23% of total crashes are Disregard

Traffic Control Device with 57% EB
13% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving.

43% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved.

15% of total crashes are bike/ped
related.

Serious Injury crash — EBT vehicle
hit pedestrian on sidewalk east of
intersection

Fatal crash - NB Left turn, Speed
related, Aggressive/Reckless Driving
Dark-Lighted conditions.

3 pedestrian crashes — EBR vehicle
hit pedestrian in crosswalk at inter-
section, WB Front to Rear crash due
to children crossing street west of
intersection.

Bicycle crash — WB vehicle hit WB
bicyclist east of intersection.

AY
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PS27

Canyon
Road/ 800
South

#N/A

Payson

0.5

35

4 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

50% of the crashes involved bike/
ped.

Pedestrian crash — WB vehicle struck
children crossing road at Canyon Rd
intersection. Minor Injury.

Bicycle crash — WBL vehicle hit
bicyclist attempting to turn from 800
S onto Greenridge Ave.

PS28

SR-198 -
State St/100
West Pay-
son

400 South
to 1900
South

Payson

116 Total
2 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
4 Ped
1Bike

47% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

41% of crashes occurred at an Angle,
followed by 34% from Front to Rear
28% of crashes involved Left turns
45% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

3 pedestrian crashes were caused
by improper crossing

Serious Injury Angle crash at 600
South intersection.

Fatal crash — SB vehicle struck horse
in roadway near 1900 South. Night/
Dark conditions

PS29

South Pay-
son Main St
(SR-198) -
800 South

800 South
to 1200
South —
SR-198 to
Greenridge
Ave

Payson

0.5

55

34 Total
2 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
4 Ped
No Bike

47% of crashes were Angle

21% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device

15% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

18% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

15% of crashes were Roadway De-
parture crashes

50% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

75% of pedestrian crashes occurred
at an intersection and involved a
Teen Driver

Fatal crash - NB Left turn at 800
South/Main Street, Speed related,
Aggressive/Reckless Driving Dark-
Lighted conditions.

AY
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PS30

1250 South/
Main Street

#N/A

Payson 0 1 (] (] 1 (]

7 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

29% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 50% in SB/NB

43% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

29% of the crashes are Not Appli-
cable/Single Vehicle and 29% Front
to Rear

Pedestrian crash — SB Front to Rear
due to vehicle stopped for pedes-
trian in crosswalk. Older driver
involved

Bicycle crash - WB Right Turn vehicle
hit NB Bicyclist at 1270 South inter-
section.

PS31

SR-141 -
West Moun-
tain Rd

1175 East to
Fruitridge
Lane

West Moun- 0 1 0 1 0 0
tain

9 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

67% of the crashes were Single
Vehicle

22% of crashes were Angle crashes
22% of the crashes involved Left
Turns

44% of the crashes were Roadway
Departure crashes

33% of the crashes involved Speed-
ing

The Fatal crash was a head-on
crash, where vehicle 1 drifted over
the center line and struck vehicle 2

PS32

11950
South/
12000
South

5350 West
to 4600
West

Utah 0 1 0 1 0 0
County

19 Total

2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

42% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

21% of crashes involved Left Turns
37% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

53% of crashes involved Roadway
Departure

26% of crashes involved Speeding
16% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

Serious Injury crashes — Sideswipe
Opposite Direction involving Heavy
Truck and Roadway Departure. An-
gle crash at 5200 West intersection.

AY
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PS33

SR-198 -
Spring Lake

12400 South
to 12680
South

Spring Lake

0.5

25

9 Total

1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

56% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

33% of crashes were Single Vehicle
33% of crashes were Front to Rear
44% of crashes involved an older
driver; 44% of crashes involved a
Teen Driver

Serious Injury crash — EB vehicle ran
stop sign at 12400 South intersec-
tion resulting in Angle crash.

PS34

State St. @
use

#N/A

Payson

0.5

1.5

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

PS35

US 6 West
of 400 West
St.

#N/A

Payson

0.5

25

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

PS36

Santaquin
Main Street
(US-6)

Center St to
1-15

Santaquin

100 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

69% of crashes occurred at an inter-
section

55% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 76% EB

23% of crashes involved Left-Turn
with 35% EBL

30% of crashes were Angle

42% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

35% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

11% of crashes involved commercial
motor vehicle

Fatal crash — SB speeding vehicle
ran red light at SB ramps intersection

AY

oy Hy |




MOUNTAINLAND \ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

PS37 | 400 East/ #N/A Santaquin
Main Street
(US-6)

54 Total
No Ser. Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

57% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 77% EB

26% of the total crashes are Angle
with 50% in WB

10% of total crashes are Commercial
Vehicle Involved

39% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

Pedestrian crash — EBR vehicle exit-
ing driveway just north of intersec-
tion collided with SB pedestrian

Spanish Fork/Springville

Extents

Total
Score

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF1 1400 North #N/A Springville
(SR-75)/Main
Street (US-
89)

125 Total

No Serious Inj.

No Fatal
3 Ped
1Bike

49% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 39% in the EB

31% of the total crashes are Angle
with 18% (NBL, SBT)

11% of total crashes are Speed re-
lated

28% of the crashes involved left
turns with 29% NBL

3 of 4 bike/ped crashes involved
Right-Turn vehicles that Failed to
Yield Right-of-Way to pedestrians.

2 of 3 Ped involved occurred in Dark
conditions.

SF2 700 North/ #N/A Springville
400 East

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.
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SF3 400 North/ #N/A
Main Street
(US-89)

Springville 1 1 1 1 1 1

56 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
3 Ped
2 Bike

39% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 55% in the NB

30% of the total crashes are Angle
with 24% (EBT, SBT)

16% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

14% of the crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 88% SB
21% of total crashes are Older Driver
involved.

23% of the crashes involved left
turns with 31% NBL, 31% WBL
Serious Injury crash — SBT distract-
ed driver, Sideswipe Same Direc-
tion, Older Driver involved. South of
intersection

3 Ped involved crashes and 2 Bi-
cycle Involved crashes

Both bicycle related crashes oc-
curred in east crosswalk

2 bike/ped crashes involved right-
turn vehicles at intersection

SF4 Center #N/A
Street/ Main
Street (US-
89)

Springville [¢] 1 [¢] 1 1 1

58 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
3 Bike

43% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 64% SB

35% of the total crashes are Angle
with 63% in NB

29% crashes with Older Driver in-
volved

10% of crashes involved bike/ped
Serious Injury crash — Bicyclist
struck by right-turn vehicle north of
intersection. DUl involved.

4 of 5 bike/ped crashes involved WB
vehicles at intersection.
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SF5 Springville 900 North
Main Street to 81600
(US-89) South

Springville (6] 1 1 1 1 1

284 Total
7 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
10 Ped
2 Bike

43% of crashes are Front to Rear
30% of crashes are Angle

18% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions

23% involved Left-Turns

24% of crashes are Older Driver
involved

Fatal crash was a sideswipe oppo-
site direction crash under dark/rainy
conditions, involving a DUI, speed-
ing, and aggressive driving
Serious Injury crashes — 2 Speed
related, 1 bicycle related

All bike/ped crashes occurred be-
tween 400 North and 400 South

SF6 400 South 2450 West
(SR-77) to 750 West
Springville

Springville 1 1 1 1 1 1

562 Total
13 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
4 Bike

51% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 59% WB

32% of the total crashes are Angle
29% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved

27% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

10% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

13 Serious Injury crashes — 3 oc-
curred at 1200 West intersection,
23% involved Disregard Traffic Con-
trol Device, 23% Angle crashes, 23%
Head-on crashes and 15% Motor-
cycle Involved

50% of bike/ped crashes occurred
at 1200 West intersection

SF7 | 1750 West/ | #N/A
400 South
(SR-77

Springyville 0 1 1 1 1 1

197 Total
No Serious Inj.
No Fatal
No Ped
2 Bike

52% crashes are Front to Rear with
50% in WB direction

29% crashes are Angle with 40% NB
direction

13% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction with 45% WB

37% followed too closely as the
driver contributing factor

Both bicycle involved crashes in-
volved Right-Turn vehicles striking
bicyclist in crosswalk. (EBR, NBR)
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SF8 1200 West/ #N/A Springville 1 1 1 1 1 1 93 Total 71% of the total crashes are Front to
400 South 3 Serious Injury Rear with 48% in WB
(SR-77) No Fatal 14% of the total crashes are Angle
2 Ped with 77% in EB
1Bike 10% of total crashes involved Speed.
18% of the crashes involved left
turns with 47% WBL
3 Serious Injury crashes, one Head-
On left-turn, one Front to Rear and
one Single Vehicle crash.
2 of 3 bike/ped crashes occurred in
the south crosswalk.
SF9 950 West/ #N/A Springville 6] 1 1 1 1 1 151 Total 45% of the total crashes are Front to
400 South 1 Serious Injury Rear with 43% in WB
(SR-77) No Fatal 35% of the total crashes are Angle
1Ped with 45% in EB
1Bike 28% of the crashes involved left

turns with 35% WBL

9% of the crashes are related to
disregard traffic device

9% crashes with older driver in-
volved and 32% teen driver involved
1 Serious Injury crash — Head-On
crash WBL/EBT. Disregard Traffic
Control Device.

Both bike/ped crashes involved NB
Right-Turn vehicles failing to yield to
pedestrians in the crosswalk.
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SF10 | 400 South #N/A
(SR-77)/Main
Street (US-
89)

Springville (6] 1 1 1 1 1

174 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
3 Ped
2 Bike

43% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 30% in the EB

33% of the total crashes are Angle
with 16% (EWBL, WBT)

32% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 33% WBL

21% crashes with Older Driver in-
volved and 34% Teen driver involved
2 Serious Injury crashes — both
Angle crashes with Teenage Driver
involved. One Disregard Traffic
Signal (SB), One WBL Failed to Yield
Right-of-Way

All 3 Pedestrian crashes — vehicle
Failed to Yield Right-of-Way to Ped
in crosswalk and occurred in Dark —
Lighted conditions. Two occurred in
south crosswalk.

Both Bicycle Involved crashes,
involved Right turn vehicles that
Failed to Yield Right-of-Way.

SF1 400 #N/A
East/400
South

Springville 1 1 1 0 1 1

50 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
6 Ped
1Bike

38% of total crashes are Angle with
37% in EB direction

34% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 47% in SB direction

38% of total crashes involved Left
Turns with 47% in WB

14% of total crashes are bike/ped
involved

Serious Injury Crash — SBT vehicle
Disregarded Traffic Control Device.
6 Pedestrian crashes. 4 of 6 in-
volved Left-Turn vehicles hitting
peds in crosswalk.

1 Bicycle crash — NBR hit bicyclist in
crosswalk.
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SF12 800 South/ #N/A
Main Street/
Us-89

Springville

61 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

32% of crashes are Roadway De-
parture

30% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 67% in the WB

25% of total crashes are Speed
related

21% of the total crashes are Angle
with 31% (WBT, SBT)

13% Right-turn Involved

Fatal crash — Speeding NBT motor-
cycle lost control in adverse surface
conditions and collided with SBT on
south Main St near RR tracks in Dark
Conditions

3 Serious Injury crashes - All 3 NB
Speed related, Roadway Departure
crashes on NB curve of US-89 north
of intersection. Two of the crashes
were DUI involved

SF13 | 1700 East St. | #N/A
/ Canyon Rd

Springville

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF14 Canyon #N/A
Rd. west of
2900 East
St.

Springyville

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF15 1600 South Wallace
Springville Drive to
1200 West

Springyville

0.5

35

8 Total

1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

60% of crashes were Angle crashes
17% of total crashes are Roadway
Departure

Serious Injury crash - rear end col-
lision, following too closely. NBT
vehicle hit WBT vehicle at Wallace
Drive/1600 South intersection

AY
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SF16 Evergreen SR-51to

Dr - SR-51 Eldorado
Springville Drive — 1600
South to
Evergreen
Drive

Springville

0.5

35

16 Total

No Serious Injury
1 Fatal
2 Ped
1Bike

38% of crashes were Angle crashes
(Left-Turns)

31% of crashes were Front to Rear
19% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions

25% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

Fatal crash — pedestrian crash on
Evergreen Drive east of RR tracks.
Dark conditions

SF17 1600 West 1600 North
Mapleton to 800
(US-89) South

Mapleton

81 Total
4 Serious Injury
2 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

38% of total crashes are Angle

21% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 53% NB

35% of total crashes involved Left
Turns with 29% in EBL

38% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

16% of crashes related to Wild Ani-
mal Involved

2 Fatal crashes —

EBL turned in front of SBT traffic at
400 East intersection

SB crossed into NB lanes and col-
lided Head-On near 800 North

4 Serious Injury crashes — 3 of 4
occurred in Dark conditions. Two
Angle crashes at intersections. One
Wild Animal involved crash.

SF18 | Main St./ #N/A
1600 North
St.

Springyville

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF19 1600 North 300 West to
Spanish 100 West
Fork

Spanish
Fork

2 Total

1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

1 crash occurred during dark condi-
tions

Both single-vehicle crashes — 1 road-
way departure, 1 motorcycle

EBR truck at 1600 N/300 W collided
with railroad gate arm just north of
intersection.

Serious Injury crash — WB motor-
cycle hit a cow in the middle of the
road and the driver fell off from the
bike. Dark conditions

AY

=== _!A;. 291




MOUNTAINLAND

STREETS

Extents

‘ 2024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF20 | Mapleton #N/A
City wide

Mapleton 0 1 (6] 0 0 0

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF21 | Main St./ #N/A
Maple St

Springville 6] 1 6] 6] 0 0

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF22 | Spanish I-15 to 600
Fork Main North

St (SR-156)—
south of I-15

Spanish 0 1 0 1 1 1
Fork

273 Total
4 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
3 Bike

49% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 88% WB

35% of total crashes are Angle
crashes

45% of crashes involved Following
too Closely

14% of crashes involve Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 59% NB
12% of the crashes related to Dis-
tracted Driving Involved

25% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

4 Serious Injury crashes — All Angle
crashes at intersections. Two ran red
light, two at unsignalized intersec-
tions.

Two bicycle crashes occurred at
800 N/Main intersection, both bicy-
clists hit in east crosswalk in Dark
conditions

SF23 | 1000 North/ | #N/A
Main Street
(SR-156)

Spanish 1 1 0 1 1 1
Fork

83 Total
No Serious Inj.
No Fatal
1Ped
1Bike

59% of total crashes are Angle with
43% in NB direction

23% Disregard Traffic Control De-
vice with 47% in WB

53% of total crashes Involved Left-
Turns with 55% involving SBL

37% of crashes listed Following Too
Closely as the top driver contribut-
ing factor.

Both bike/ped crashes occurred

in the east crosswalk and during
Adverse Weather Conditions with
Adverse Roadway Surface condition
listed as a contributing factor.
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SF24

US-6 Span-
ish Fork

I-15 to US-
89

Spanish
Fork

279 Total
15 Serious Injury
5 Fatal
2 Ped
2 Bike

38% of crashes are Front to Rear
31% of crashes are Angle

29% of crashes involved Left-Turns
13% of crashes involved Commercial
Motor Vehicles

16% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

5 Fatal crashes — 4 intersection
related, 3 CMV involved, 1 bicycle
crash and 1 motorcycle crash.

15 Serious Injury crashes — 82% at
intersections, 63% Angle crashes,
20% CMV involved.

SF25

1000 North
— Canyon
Creek Pkwy
SF

200 East to
Commerce
Drive

Spanish
Fork

0.5

6.5

153 Total
3 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

54% of total crashes are Angle
crashes

44% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved

42% of crashes involved Failed to
Yield Right-of-Way

15% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 48% EB
31% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

3 Serious Injury crashes — One pe-
destrian involved at 200 East. Two
Angle crashes at intersections

SF26

1000 North/
Us-6

#N/A

Spanish
Fork

164 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
1Bike

42% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 32% in the EB

34% of the total crashes are Angle
with 25% (NBL, SBT)

31% of the crashes involved left
turns with 37% NBL

21% crashes with Older Driver in-
volved and 27% Teen driver involved
6% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 80% SB
3 Serious Injury crashes — all Angle
crashes involving Left-Turns.

Fatal crash — NEBR Heavy Truck hit
Bicyclist in crosswalk, Right Turn
Involved

AY
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Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF27 | 700 North/ #N/A
Main Street
(SR-156)

Spanish
Fork

87 Total
(250 ft radius)
No Serious Inj.

No Fatal

No Ped

No Bike

85% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 99% in NB

20% of total crashes involved Dis-
tracted Driving.

9% of the total crashes are Angle
with 63% in NB

15% crashes with older driver in-
volved and 32% teen driver involved
9% of the crashes involved left turns
with 38% SBL

No Fatal or Serious Injury crashes
No Pedestrian or Bicycle related
crashes

SF28 Expressway US-6 to Mar-
Lane ket Place
Drive

Spanish
Fork

0.5

55

49 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

63% of total crashes are Angle

16% of total crashes are Sideswipe
Same Direction

65% of the crashes involved Failing
to Yield Right-of-Way

37% Teen Drivers involved

31% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 53% in SBL

2 Serious Injury crashes — both
Angle crashes. One red light run-
ning at Marketplace Drive. One EBL
from Target driveway

SF29 | Expressway #N/A
Lane/ US-6

Spanish
Fork

137 Total
4 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
1Bike

50% of the crashes are Angle and
27% are Front to Rear

10% of the crashes were Disregard
Traffic Control Device Involved with
60% NWB on US-6.

23% crashes with Older Driver
involved and 28% Teen driver in-
volved

4 Serious Injury crashes - All four
were Angle crashes involving NWBT
vehicles on US-6. 3 of 4 were NBT/
SBL crashes. 2 of 4 involved NB
Disregard Traffic Control Device
Fatal crash — NWB vehicle ran red
light and collided Head-On with SEB
vehicle.

Bicycle Involved crash — NWB
vehicle with ROW hit bicyclist in
crosswalk.

AY
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SF30

400 North
(SR-147)
Spanish
Fork

Extents

100 West to
200 East

Spanish
Fork

Crash Totals

35 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
No Bike

Crash Patterns

74% were Angle crashes

37% of crashes involved Left-Turns
43% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

Serious Injury pedestrian crash at
100 East intersection. Pedestrian
crash at Main Street intersection.

SF31

1100
East/400
North (SR-
147) (mid-
block)

#N/A

Spanish
Fork

31 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
3 Ped
2 Bike

4 of 5 bike/ped crashes occurred at
the bike/ped trail crossing with 400
North.

All 4 trail crossing crashes involved
pedestrians crossing Northbound.
2 Serious Injury crashes, both were
bicycle crashes at the bike/ped trail
crossing involving NB bicyclists on
the trail failing to yield to vehicle
traffic on 400 North.

2 of 3 pedestrian crashes also oc-
curred at the bike/ped trail crossing.
In 4 of the 5 bike/ped crashes

SF32

400 North
St.

#N/A

Spanish
Fork

0.5

1.5

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF33

Spanish
Fork Pkwy

#N/A

Spanish
Fork

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.
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Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF34 | 1600 South/
1600 West
(US-89)

#N/A

Mapleton

25 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

80% of total crashes are Angle

48% of total crashes are Left Turn
involved with 67% NBL or SBL

20% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 60% WB
44% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved.

16% of total crashes involved a Com-
mercial Motor Vehicle.

2 Serious Injury crashes

EBT vehicle Disregarded Traffic
Control Device and collided with
NBT.

NBT Sideswipe Same Direction.
Heavy Truck involved.

SF35 | Main St.
/1600 South

#N/A

Springville

Detailed crash analysis not per-
formed. Project arises from local
comment and is not located on the
high-injury network or at a crash hot
spot.

SF36 | 100 South
(SR-115)
Spanish
Fork

I-15 to Span-
ish Fields
Drive

Spanish
Fork

3 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

2 crashes were Angle crashes
1single-vehicle crash

Serious Injury crash - pedestrian
crash occurred at 100 South/Span-
ish Fields Drive, WB vehicle failed to
yield for pedestrian crossing west
leg of intersection
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF37 | Center #N/A
Street/ Main
Street (SR-
156)

Spanish (6] 1 1 1 1 1
Fork

99 Total
1 Serious Injury
No Fatal
3 Ped
3 Bike

42% of the total crashes are Angle
with 12% (NBL/WBT)

32% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 47% in the NB

41% of the crashes Left-Turn In-
volved with 34% NBL

54% of total crashes are Teen Driver
involved

8% of the crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 50% NB
Serious Injury — WBL vehicle stuck
Pedestrian in crosswalk, Teenage
Driver involved.

3 Pedestrian crashes — 2 of 3 in-
volved Right-Turn vehicles. One
Serious Injury.

3 Bicycle Involved crashes — 2 of 3
involved WB Left-turn vehicles hit-
ting bicyclist in south crosswalk.

SF38 | Spanish 900 East to
Fork Center Us-6
St

Spanish 1 1 1 1 1 1
Fork

21 Total
2 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

57% of crashes were Angle crashes
29% of crashes were Front to Rear
48% of crashes involved Left-Turns
33% of crashes occurred in Dark
conditions

14% of crashes involved Distracted
Driving

33% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

10% of crashes involved Speeding
Fatal crash — Angle intersection
crash at 900 East intersection. NBT
failed to yield to WBT vehicle.

2 Serious Injury crashes — both
Angle crashes at US-6 intersection
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF39 | Center #N/A
Street/US-6

Spanish 1 1 1 1 1 1
Fork

68 Total
4 Serious Injury
No Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

53% of total crashes are Angle with
28% (EBL, WBT)

25% of total crashes are Front to
Rear with 35% in the EB, 35% in WB
16% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device with 45% EB
46% of total crashes Left-Turn In-
volved with 45% EBL

15% of total crashes are Speed
related

4 Serious Injury crashes - 2 Angle
crashes, 1 Front to Rear, 1 Pedestrian
Involved. 2 of 4 occurred in Dark-
Lighted conditions and/or involved
Older Driver.

Ped involved crash - SEB vehicle on
US-6 hit pedestrian in crosswalk.
Vehicle had ROW. Dark-Lighted
conditions

SF40 | Spanish Center
Fork Main Street to
Street South | Volunteer
(SR-156/SR- Drive
198)

Spanish (6] 1 (6] 1 1 1
Fork

136 Total
5 Serious Injury
No Fatal
2 Ped
2 Bike

40% of total crashes are Front to
Rear

38% of total crashes are Angle
crashes

35% of crashes are Left-Turn In-
volved

46% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

Serious Injury pedestrian crash at
Center Street intersection

All 4 ped/bike crashes occurred at
Center Street intersection
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF41 Canyon Rd Main Street Spanish 1 6 68 Total 38% of total crashes are Angle
Spanish to 1150 East Fork 7 Serious Injury crashes
Fork (SR- No Fatal 26% of crashes are Left-Turn In-
198) 6 Ped volved
1Bike 32% of crashes are Front to Rear
46% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers
12% of crashes involved Disregard
Traffic Control Device
10% of crashes were Serious Injury
3 pedestrian Serious Injury crashes.
3 pedestrian crashes at 1150 East
2 Serious Injury crashes involved
Older Drivers, 2 involved Teen Driv-
ers
SF42 | 1150 East/ #N/A Spanish 0.5 6.5 18 Total 50% of the total crashes are Angle
Canyon Fork 2 Serious Injury with 22% in (EBL,WBT)
Road (SR- No Fatal 33% of total crashes are Disregard
198) 3 Ped Traffic Control Device with 33% WB
1Bike 22% of the crashes related to Ag-

gressive Driving Involved

44% of total crashes are Teen driver
involved

22% of the crashes are Pedestrian
Involved

2 Serious Injury crashes Both Bike/
Ped related. Bicyclist hit after failing
to yield right-of-way to NB vehicle.
Pedestrian hit by EB left-turn vehicle.
3 Pedestrians involved crashes —
Two involved NBL and NBR vehicles
hitting pedestrians in crosswalk.
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Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF43 | Spanish #N/A
Fork Pkwy/
Us-6

Spanish
Fork

39 Total
2 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

36% of the total crashes are Front to
Rear with 57% in EB

31% of the total crashes are Angle
with 17% (SBL, NBT)

21% of total crashes are Disregard
Traffic Control Device Involved with
38% in WB

18% of total crashes are Commercial
Motor Vehicle involved.

21% crashes with Older Driver in-
volved and 23% Teenage driver
involved

18% of the crashes involved left
turns with 43% SBL

All 3 Severe crashes involved Disre-
gard Traffic Control Device.

2 Serious Injury crashes — Both
crashes involved NWB/SEB vehicles
on US-6 running red light resulting
in Angle crashes with NB vehicles.
Speed related.

Fatal crash - SEB Disregard Traffic
Control Dey, Distracted Driving.

Ped involved crash — SEB Right
Turn, Teenage Driver involved

SF44 | Canyon Rd 2070 East to
(SR-198)- 2400 East
2300 East
SF

Spanish
Fork

0.5

35

13 Total
2 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

46% of crashes were Angle crashes
46% of crashes were Front to Rear
31% of crashes involved Teen Driv-
ers

Most crashes occurred at Canyon
Rd/S 2300 E

2 Serious Injury crashes — WB Front
to Rear crash at 2300 East, WB
motorcycle overturned at 2230 East
because of reckless driving

AY
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

SF45 Powerhouse | #N/A
Road/ US-6

Spanish (6] 1 (6] 1 1 1
Fork

21 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
1Ped
No Bike

52% of the total crashes are Angle
with 27% (WBL, EBT)

52% of the crashes involved Left
Turns with 27% WBL, NBL, EBL
24% of total crashes involved Com-
mercial Motor Vehicle.

19% of total crashes are Wild Animal
related.

20% of the total crashes are Fatal/
Serious Injury.

All 4 Fatal/Serious Injury crashes
—involved eastbound left-turn ve-
hicles on Powerhouse Road turning
in front of southbound vehicles on
US-6. Two crashes involved Com-
mercial Motor Vehicles.

Ped involved crash - Away from
intersection

SF46 SR-164 - West of
West of Arrowhead
Arrowhead Trail

Trail

Spanish 0 1 0 1 0 0
Fork

4 Total
1 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

50% of crashes were Sideswipe
Same-Direction crashes

50% of crashes involved a Teen
Driver

Fatal crash — vehicle crossed the
centerline

AY
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Unincorporated Utah County

Extents

Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

UU1 | SR-92-AF MP 8 to 11.6 Utah
Canyon County

64 Total
3 Serious Injury
1 Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

83% of crashes are Single Vehicle
and 8% Front to Rear

72% of crashes involve Roadway
Departure

33% of crashes are Speed related
47% of crashes are Teen drivers
involved

27% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

16% of crashes are DUI involved

3 Serious Injury crashes — All 3 are
Teen driver involved and related to
Roadway Geometry, 2 of 3 involved
Roadway Departure.

Fatal crash — WB Motorcycle, Road-
way Departure, Collision with Fixed
Object, Dark Conditions, Roadway
Geometry, Speed, DUI

Uu2 | Us-189 MP 12.4 to Utah

- Provo 14.3 (SR-92) County
Canyon to
SR-92

203 Total
15 Serious Injury
No Fatal
No Ped
No Bike

71% of crashes were Roadway Depar-
ture crashes

58% of crashes involved Speeding
67% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

15 Serious Injury crashes — 60%
Roadway Departure, 40% motorcycle
involved, 33% occurred at intersec-
tions, 27% Speed related.

5 Serious Injury crashes at South
Fork Road intersection.
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Crash Totals

Crash Patterns

UU3 | US-6 Span- MP 182 to
ish Fork 193.3
Canyon

Utah
County

241 Total
8 Serious Injury
5 Fatal
2 Ped
No Bike

80% of crashes are Single Vehicle
and 6% Sideswipe Same Direction
27% of crashes involve Roadway
Departure

37% of crashes are Wild Animal in-
volved

23% of crashes involve Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

15% of crashes are Speed related
14% of crashes involve Commercial
Motor Vehicles

8 Serious Injury crashes - 75% are
Roadway Departure, 25% Head-on
crashes, 25% Speed related. 4 of 8
occurred near MP 931

5 Fatal crashes - 4 of 5 Roadway
Departure, 3 of 5 occurred in Dark
conditions, 3 of 5 DUI involved. 2 oc-
curred at MP 185.5, 2 occurred near
MP 186.6.

Pedestrian crashes - both involved
Heavy Trucks in Dark Conditions.

Uu4 | US-6to MP 203.8 to
SR-96 210.5 and
MP 2129 to
SR-96

Utah
County

0.5

35

206 Total
18 Serious Injury
4 Fatal
0 Ped
0 Bike

62% of crashes were Roadway De-
parture crashes

51% of crashes involved Speeding
61% of crashes involved Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

22% of crashes involved Commercial
Motor Vehicle

75% of Fatal crashes involved Speed-
ing and Aggressive Driving

75% of Fatal and Serious Injury crash-
es involved Roadway Departure

60% of Serious Injury crashes are
Speed related, 30% involve a Com-
mercial Motor Vehicle

AY
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Extents Crash Totals Crash Patterns

UU5 | SR-96 500 North Utah 0 1 1 1 (6] 0 0 (6] (6] 3 34 Total 97% of crashes are Single Vehicle
to 1300 County 3 Serious Injury and 3% Sideswipe Same Direction
South No Fatal 56% of crashes involved Roadway
No Ped Departure
No Bike 38% of crashes are Speed related

35% of crashes are related to Too
Fast for Conditions

29% of crashes are Wild Animal
involved

26% of crashes related to Adverse
Roadway Surface Conditions

21% of crashes are Motorcycle in-
volved

15% of crashes involved Commercial
Motor Vehicles

3 Serious Injury crashes - All 3 crash-
es were Geometry related, involved
Roadway Departure and Speed




APPENDIX D

RPO PROCESS EVALUATION




MOUNTAINLAND ' 9024 SAFETY ACTION PLAN

1. Introduction

A peer review of MPO approaches to integrating safety into the development of regional transportation
plans (RTPs) and transportation improvement programs (TIPs) was conducted to provide MAG with a range
of notable practices in the industry. This report considered how safety was reflected in RTP vision statement,
goals, and project selection processes. Increasing the safety of the transportation system for motorized and
nonmotorized users is a federal requirement for RTPs, as is the inclusion of safety performance measures
and targets. Beyond these requirements, MPOs have flexibility in the approach used to evaluate, select, and
prioritize projects to best meet the needs of each region. It should be noted that MPOs bring wide variability
in their framework for project prioritization, with some conducting an extensive process during development
of the RTP and incorporate the results directly into the TIP, while others have a higher level policy analysis
in the RTP and conduct a detailed project evaluation in the TIP.

Eight metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) were chosen as peer agencies for this review, including the
Mid-Region Council of Governments (MRCOG), the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG), Wasatch
Front Regional Council (WFRC), Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (RTC WA), Regional
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC SNV), Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC), Boston
Region MPO, MetroPlan Orlando. These agencies were chosen based on several factors, including their
location as other MPOs, and having a diversity of approaches to their regional transportation plan (RTP)
document and/or planning process.

2. Agency Overview

MRCOG is a Council of Governments that serves as the MPO for the Albuquerque Metropolitan Area
(MRMPO) and the Rural Planning Organization (MRRTPO) for non-metropolitan areas of the region. The
MRCOG planning area includes southern Santa Fe County and Bernalillo, Valencia, Torrance, and Sandoval
Counties. MRMPO is currently developing a Regional Transportation Safety Action Plan.

MAG is a Council of Governments (COG) that serves as the MPO and TMA for the greater Maricopa
region in Arizona. The agency’s planning area covers all of Maricopa County and portions of Pinal County,
encompassing 10,600 square miles and a population of 5.1 million (2025 projected). MAG’s Board of Directors
includes representatives from 27 cities and towns and three Native nations, in addition to the two counties.

WFRC is an Association of Governments (AOG) that serves as the MPO for the Salt Lake City-West Valley
City and Ogden-Layton Urbanized Areas, which includes Box Elder, Davis, Morgan, Salt Lake, Tooele, and
Weber Counties in Utah. The agency’s Regional Council has a maximum membership of 27, including 21
voting and six non-voting members. WFRC’s planning area has a population of 3.36 million (2020).

RTC WA is the MPO, transit service provider, and regional road builder for the Reno-Sparks metropolitan
area in Washoe County. The agency serves three jurisdictions and has a five-member board of elected
officials selected from participating agencies plus the Director of the Nevada Department of Transportation.

RTC SNV is the MPO, transit service provider, regional traffic operations management agency, and regional
bike share provider for the Las Vegas metropolitan region. The RTC Board includes representatives of Clark

R R -
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County and the Cities of Las Vegas, Henderson, North Las Vegas, Mesquite, and Boulder City. RTC SNV is
currently beginning the development of a Regional Safe Streets for All Action Plan.

PSRC is the MPO that shapes the future of the central Puget Sound region in Washington state covering
four counties — King, Pierce, Snohomish, and Kitsap. PSRC makes decisions about transportation, growth
management and economic development with its nearly 100 members, including the counties, towns and
cities, Tribal governments, and the state and local transportation agencies within the region.

Boston Region MPO is responsible for the metropolitan transportation planning processes for the Boston
metropolitan area. From Boston to Ipswich in the north, Marshfield in the south, and

Interstate 495 in the west, the Boston Region MPO covers approximately 1,360 square miles, through 97
cities and towns.

MetroPlan Orlando is the regional transportation partnership for central Florida that leads all of the
transportation planning efforts in Osceola, Orange, and Seminole county. This agency MPO sets the
priorities in regard to shaping a future system that offers travel options and determines how Federal and
state transportation dollars are spent within the region.

3. RTP Goals

Each of the agencies took a slightly different approach to developing their regional goals. For example,
MAG used a succinct set of transportation-related goals and WFRC had a longer list of plan emphasis areas,
which extended beyond transportation-specific measures.

MRCOG is currently updating its RTP, called Transitions 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan. The project
website identifies the goals and objectives to be used in the new plan, as listed below. While safety is not
a stand-alone goal, it is integrated into three of the five goal areas.

- Mobility: Promote the safe and efficient movement of people and goods throughout the region

- Active transportation: Ensure safe and convenient ways to travel for people who cannot or choose
not to drive

- Healthy environment: Incorporate climate change and environmental considerations into transportation
planning and decisions

- Economic vitality: Strategically invest in high-quality transportation systems that support the economic
health of the region

- Equity: Improve safe and reliable transportation systems in traditionally underserved communities
MAG developed a set of six broad goal areas based on community and stakeholder input received during
early public outreach efforts. The goals/types of goals were similar to those in the agency’s previous RTPs.

Major public priorities related to transportation often remain relatively consistent over time, especially areas
like safety and mobility.

R 6 g HR |
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The agency’s six goal areas were:
1. Safety

Mobility

Prosperity

Responsiveness

Livability

o o kA W N

Preservation

WFRC outlined ten goals or emphasis areas for their plan, which have a broader community development
context than those of the other agencies. The goal areas included:

1. Livable and healthy communities

Access to economic and educational opportunities
Manageable and reliable traffic conditions

Quality transportation choices

Safe, user-friendly streets

Clean air

Housing choices and affordable living expenses

Fiscally responsible communities and infrastructure

© ® N o o & W N

Sustainable environment
10. Ample parks, open spaces, and recreational opportunities

RTC Washoe organized the RTP around four guiding principles and 11 supporting goals that were developed
based on community input. The plan is organized with a chapter for each of the goals. Performance
measures and targets link to the goals and guiding principles.

The guiding principles include:

1. Safe and healthy communities

2. Economic prosperity, equity, and innovation
3. Sustainability and climate action
4

. Increased travel choices
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The supporting goals include:

1. Improve and promote safety

Integrate all types of transportation

Promote healthy communities and sustainability
Promote and foster equity and environmental justice
Integrate land-use and economic development
Manage existing systems efficiently

Enhance regional connectivity

Improve freight and goods movement

© ® N o o & W N

Invest strategically
10. Engage the public and encourage community involvement

RTC Southern Nevada is currently developing an RTP update. The previously adopted plan, Access 2050,
includes a vision, goals and primary strategies. While the vision and goals do not mention safety, it is
identified as a primary strategy. The vision statement is:

The transportation system of Southern Nevada will enhance and balance our defining regional
characteristics:

© Strong and Vibrant Economy,
° Diverse and Welcoming Quality of Life, and

° Valuable Natural and Infrastructure Resources.
The goals in Access 2050 include the following:
1. Strengthen regional economic competitiveness
2. Maintain and enhance quality of life for Southern Nevadans
3. Ensure sustainable use of infrastructure and resources
The primary strategies are to:
1. Improve safety
2. Manage congestion
3. Enhance multimodal connectivity
4. Maintain current infrastructure
5

. Promote economic development

AN
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The update to the RTP, called Let’'s Go 2050, has a more prominent focus on safety. RTC is initiating a
Safe Streets for All Action Plan and will be incorporating a higher level of priority for safety though the RTP
update.

PSRC’s RTP, lists six performance measures identified by the Transportation Policy Board. The focus for
safety in this RTP is to achieve zero deaths and serios injuries through safety in the design, planning,
and funding portion of the projects. PSRC continuously looks at safety data, best practices, and trends
throughout the region to improve and address safety.

The performance measures include:
1. Climate

Access to Transit

Equity

Safety

Mobility

o o kM W N

Local Needs and Infrastructure

Boston Region MPO’s RTP, Destination 2050, includes the vision, goals, and objectives associated with
each goal. The vision statement is:

The Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization envisions an equitable, pollution-free, and modern
regional transportation system that gets people to their destinations safely, easily, and reliably, and that
supports an inclusive, resilient, healthy, and economically vibrant Boston region.

The goals of Destination 2050 are:
1. Equity

Safety

Mobility and Reliability

Access and Connectivity

Resiliency

o o A W N

Clean Air and Healthy Communities

The objectives for safety are:

- Eliminate fatalities, injuries, and safety incidents experienced by people who walk, bike, roll, use assistive
mobility devices, travel by car, or take transit.

- Prioritize investments that improve safety for the most vulnerable roadway users: people who walk, bike,
roll, or use assistive mobility devices.

R Gt o HR | o
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- Prioritize investments that eliminate disparities in safety outcomes for people in disadvantaged
communities.

MetroPlan Orlando’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) lists Safety & Security as their top goal out
of 5 while hoping to protect lives and health while providing a safe and secure way for everyone to travel.

These goals of the MTP are:
1. Safety & Security

2. Reliability & Performance
3. Access & Connectivity
4. Health & Environment
5

. Investment & Economy

4. Prioritization Framework

Each agency brings a unique approach to the project evaluation and prioritization process, using a variety
of technical tools.

MRCOG develops a project scoresheet
that outlines the criteria and allocates
points based on how well projects
perform in each relevant table column.
The scoring process, particularly in
the Active Transportation column,
evaluates safety-related improvements,
assigning points forfactorslike road diet
candidacy, long-range bicycle systems,
and education and outreach strategies.
Through the Project Selection Process,
MRCOG offers a transparent guide for
member agencies and the public to
understand how projects are assessed
and the total points available for each
category.

MRCOG takes a careful approach Figure 1. MRCOG TIP Development Process

to select projects for their Regional
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Transportation Plan (RTP), emphasizing performance measures and a data-driven selection strategy to
ensure a safe and effective transportation network. The focus on performance measures is reflected in
their evaluation criteria, including the total number of traffic fatalities, fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) at the statewide, rural, and urban levels, as well as the total number of serious injuries
resulting from traffic incidents. Further, MRCOG assesses serious injuries and their rate per 100 million
VMT on a statewide, rural, and urban scale. The performance evaluation extends to pedestrian fatalities
and serious injuries per 100,000 population (statewide, rural, and urban) and bicyclist fatalities per 100,000
population, providing a comprehensive overview of safety metrics.

The primary strategy stated by MRCOG for the RTP is a data-driven process to reduce fatalities and serious
injuries. This approach involves the examination of safety hot spots and safety concerns using crash data
and traffic counts data. This strategic integration of performance measures and a data-driven process aids
MRCOG in their project selection for enhancing safety within the region and to better align with their goals
for the RTP.

As part of their most recent RTP update, MAG conducted extensive community and stakeholder outreach to
better understand the region’s shared values. Respondents indicated that reducing traffic congestion and
improving safety/reducing crashes were their top two transportation priorities (tied). MAG used a second
round of outreach to confirm the initial values mapping exercise, asking respondents to rank and prioritize a
set of six goal areas, including safety, mobility, prosperity, responsiveness, livability, and preservation. The
goal areas received nearly equal rankings at 17% each for the first four, and 16% each for the last two. Thus,
safety was included as a primary RTP goal area, along with the other five aforementioned topics.

The agency noted: “MOMENTUM increases funding for the execution of safety projects and programs.
Projects and initiatives will be selected using an evaluation process based on industry best practices that
focus on improving safety outcomes, including the reduction of severity and human impact of crashes.
Safety is intimately tied to nearly all aspects of the plan — from ensuring investments we’ve already made
are kept in a state of good repair to empowering users through education and awareness.”

Thus, safety was also included in the agency’s assessment of various investment options via program
investments (i.e., the amount of money invested into the Safety program, which includes education programs,
safety countermeasure improvements, serious crash response, and traffic calming projects). The scenario
planning process used a 2x2 matrix of options, weighing the benefits of two investment strategies at two
different funding levels. MAG incorporated a substantial investment in the agency’s safety program in all
four scenarios, ranging from $180 million in the New Capacity/Half Cent Scenario to $240 million in the
System Optimization/One Cent Scenario. As noted in the agency quote, individual safety projects are to be
evaluated and selected as part of the safety program.

The Wasatch Front Regional Council’s (WFRC) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) strategically
develops projects with afocus onimproving the overall transportation system. Rather than evaluating projects
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individually, the council emphasizes a
collective approach to enhance system-
wide performance. Key strategies
include the use of specific performance
measures aligned with defined goals,
such as reducing accidents. Safety is
assessed through annual statewide
figures for fatalities and serious injuries,
also measuring the rate of the incidents
per100 million vehicle miles of travel. The
analysis considers bike and pedestrian
serious injuries statewide as well and
compares all of the estimated rates and/
or numbers for each within the WFRC
area with the statewide target to get the
current status.

In their latest Regional Transportation

Plan (RTP) update, the Wasatch Front

Regional Council (WFRC) has adeptly Figure 2. WFRC Prioritization Process

incorporated a phased approach based

on needs and financial constraints. The phasing criteria, outlined in three phases (2015-2024, 2025-2034,
and 2035-2040), prioritize projects based on mode of transportation and are scored on a scale of one
to 100. Safety, criteria seven out of nine, is a critical aspect of the roadway phasing criteria, with a focus
on Health, Safety & Security and mitigating safety issues. Projects are evaluated using the UDOT Safety
Index score, ranging from 1to 10 points, with higher scores indicating a greater potential to reduce crashes.
The careful consideration of safety criteria within the phasing process ensures that projects identified in
the preferred scenario of the RTP are not only needed but are also strategically prioritized based on their
potential to enhance safety and security within the transportation system by 2040.

The RTC identified a scoring framework that serves as an input to staff and the RTC board for prioritization.
The plan notes that the mathematical formula does not provide the final determination of project rankings,
and that professional judgement and community/agency input are considered in making the final
recommendation.

Separate evaluation frameworks are used for evaluating projects on existing roadways and construction
of new roads. While safety is a criteria for projects on existing facilities, that data was not available for new
alignments.
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Through the RTC of Southern
Nevada’s On Board Mobility Plan, = - —— - - |

a meticulous combination of Federal Performance Measures

Performance Measures

intensive community involvement Choose all that apply:

and a blend of technical analyses, Safety : _
the RTC compiled a refined set EZ‘;ZZ;:E: Bridge Condition
of projects for each priority. Out Multimodal
of the 8 “Big Moves,” number 3 Air Quality []
specifically focuses on safety,

identified as the top priority by Uy ASIEIECITH]

Select one: Manage Congestion

78% of respondents in a 2016
survey with almost 25,000 Figure 3. RTC SNV Access 2050 Benefits Calculator

responses. Public involvement

with stakeholders, elected officials, and over 80,000 Southern Nevada residents through interviews, surveys,
public meetings, and pop-up events provided vital feedback in the selection process. The technical analysis
involved multifaceted steps such as peer reviews, transit demand analysis, market assessments, and cost
estimations. This included ridership forecasts and detailed examinations of local, regional, and corridor-
specific transit markets. Rigorous economic impact analysis was also an integral part of the process.

The RTC’s Transportation Investment Program (TIP) employs a carefully designed process for project
identification and selection. Aligned with Southern Nevada’s transportation priorities from the Access 2050
Vision, Goals, and Strategies, the approach is value-based and aims for transparency, fairness, as well as
efficient and equitable fund distribution. Jurisdictions contribute project information, assessed technically
by the RTC, and additional prioritization details are provided based on local needs. The integration of
technical assessments and jurisdictional input categorizes projects into “High Priority,” “Medium Priority,” or
“Unfunded,” with the corresponding determined start timelines.

Notably, the RTC’s TIP section on their website includes a document on the Congestion Management
Process, featuring their Safety Matrix in the appendix. This matrix correlates crash types with road conditions
in the Five Focus Areas, providing insights into crash frequency along corridors and standard mitigation
options for each crash type. These safety considerations play a crucial role in the comprehensive project
selection process.

Through the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) known as “Access 2050,” the project selection process is
enhanced with a newtool called the Benefits Calculator. This platform facilitates a comprehensive comparison
of projects, considering performance measures, cost projections, funding, existing conditions, and scope
and features. Notably, the scope and features encompass Safety Countermeasures, where entities can
choose the relevant category and incorporate new multimodal capacity and safety features, if applicable,
into their project input forms. The utilization of the Benefits Calculator highlights the RTC’s commitment to a
systematic and data-driven approach in aligning projects with the goals and priorities outlined in the Access
2050 plan.
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The PSRC selects projects for its TIP and RTP through a rigorous process aimed at identifying regional,
high-priority initiatives. The TIP process begins with a call for projects, during which countywide forums are
invited to submit applications for consideration in the regional project competition. PSRC staff evaluates and
scores these applications using the Regional Project Evaluation Criteria (RPEC). The RPEC considers factors
such as center development, mobility, accessibility, circulation, safety, and equity. The prioritized list of
funding recommendations resulting from this evaluation is then reviewed by the Transportation Policy Board
(TPB) for further discussion and approval. The Federal legislation prohibits formula allocations, ensuring
that projects are chosen based on merit rather than predetermined quotas.

For the RTP, a similar method is followed every two years, with projects evaluated against specific criteria
including regional priorities, transportation needs, and alignment with long-term plans. Projects are
categorized based on scope and impact, with a Benefit-Cost Analysis (BCA) required for those exceeding
$100 million in total cost. This comprehensive approach ensures that selected projects address critical
transportation needs and contribute to the region’s long-term goals.

The Boston Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) employs a rigorous evaluation process to
select projects for their Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Their assessment criteria encompass safety,
cost-benefit analysis, and anticipated project impact. Safety scores are determined by analyzing crash
data, considering factors such as crash severity, project area traffic volumes, and expected project costs.
Projects are categorized based on their risk level, cost per equivalent property damage only (EPDO), and the
anticipated impact of proposed improvements. Professional judgment plays a crucial role in characterizing the
nature of proposed enhancements, ranging from major infrastructure changes to low-impact improvements.
Additionally, considerations for mobility, reliability, non-motorized modes, and roadway deterioration further
inform project selection, ensuring alignment with regional transportation goals and anticipated benefits for
all modes of transportation.

MetroPlan Orlando adopts a systematic approach for selecting and prioritizing projects for its Metropolitan
Transportation Plan (MTP). The process revolves around evaluating projects against regional transportation
goals, objectives, and targets. For instance, in addressing safety concerns, MetroPlan Orlando examines
factors such as crash rates, traffic fatalities, pedestrian and bicycle incidents, and evacuation routes. These
metrics provide crucial insights into the current transportation landscape and help in identifying areas
requiring attention and improvement.

The selection and prioritization process for the 2045 MTP involve three primary phases. Firstly, a Multimodal
Needs Assessment is conducted, which assesses corridor-level needs based on system performance and
anticipated socio-economic and developmental changes. This phase aims to identify potential project
solutions to address these needs. Secondly, there’s an Agency Review of Preliminary Needs, where feedback
from various stakeholders, including MPO staff and advisory committees, is gathered and considered for
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incorporation. This collaborative approach
ensures that the proposed projects align with
the interests and priorities of relevant agencies
and stakeholders. Finally, Project Evaluation
and Comparative Analysis are undertaken,
utilizing established criteria and scoring logic
to rank candidate projects. This data-informed
and performance-based process ensures that
projects are prioritized based on their potential
to address regional transportation goals
effectively.

The Criteria and Scoring Logic applied to
the region’s corridors provide a quantitative
assessment foundation for project prioritization.
This assessment, based on performance
indicators aligned with specific objectives,
guides decision-makers in selecting projects
that best fulfill the defined criteria. The use of
various analysis tools, including data models
and scenario planning, further enhances the
accuracy and comprehensiveness of the
evaluation process.

Figure 4. Metro Orlando Prioritized Project List
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE:

RESOLUTION - A Resolution of Eagle Mountain City, Supporting
Eagle Mountain City’s Participation in the Healthy Utah Community
Initiative and Authorizing the Mayor to Sign the Commitment Letter

ITEM TYPE: |Resolution
FISCAL IMPACT: |None
APPLICANT: | City initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE

N/A N/A

PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY

No Natalie Winterton, Grants Natalie Winterton
Coordinator/Management
Analyst

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council adopt a Resolution of Eagle Mountain City, Supporting Eagle
Mountain City’s Participation in the Healthy Utah Community Initiative and Authorizing the Mayor to
Sign the Commitment Letter.

BACKGROUND:

Get Healthy Utah is a statewide organization driving changes to improve the health and quality of life
of all Utah residents. There are diverse health disparities across Utah based on where families live,
work, and play. Get Healthy Utah works with sector leaders and decision-makers from state and local
government, schools, healthcare, and business to implement the policies, infrastructure, and
programs that drive health improvements. Get Healthy Utah partnered with the Utah League of
Cities and Towns in 2020 to support the Healthy Utah Community, a designation program for cities
and towns. This designation recognizes communities across Utah that do an exemplary job of
implementing evidence-based strategies to improve community health.

The City Council has expressed interest in pursuing the Healthy Utah Community designation. The
first step in this process is authorizing the signing of a commitment letter. While the letter follows a
standard template provided by Get Healthy Utah, it has been customized to highlight specific
initiatives that demonstrate Eagle Mountain City’s eligibility for the designation.

Following approval of the letter, staff will return to the City Council with the next steps, which include
forming a Health Coalition and establishing community health goals to support ongoing wellness
efforts.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
The City Council can consider any additional items to include with the application letter.



PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Resolution
2. Letter



RESOLUTION NO.R-_____-2025

A RESOLUTION OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH,
SUPPORTING EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY’S PARTICIPATION IN THE
HEALTHY UTAH COMMUNITY INITIATIVE AND AUTHORIZING THE
MAYOR TO SIGN THE COMMITMENT LETTER

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, Get Healthy Utah, in partnership with the Utah League of Cities
and Towns, established the Healthy Utah Community initiative to encourage
municipalities to adopt policies and programs that promote active living, access to
healthy food, mental health resources, and overall community well-being; and

WHEREAS, the Healthy Utah Community designation recognizes cities that
demonstrate a commitment to health through measurable actions and the formation
of collaborative partnerships; and

WHEREAS, Eagle Mountain City supports efforts to improve the physical,
mental, and emotional well-being of its residents through existing programs, events,
and infrastructure that promote healthy lifestyles; and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared a commitment letter to reflect Eagle
Mountain’s ongoing health-focused initiatives; and

WHEREAS, authorizing the signing of this letter is the first step toward
achieving the Healthy Utah Community designation and will be followed by the
formation of a Health Coalition and the development of goals to guide the City’'s
future health efforts;

NOW THEREFORE BE RESOLVED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City;
Utah as follows:

1. That the City Council formally supports participation in the Healthy Utah
Community initiative; and

2. That the Mayor is hereby authorized to sign and submit the commitment
letter on behalf of the City as outlined in Exhibit A.

3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City staff will proceed with the next steps required
for designation, including the formation of a Health Coalition and the development of
community health goals to promote long-term well-being for Eagle Mountain
residents.

ADOPTED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, this 3 day of June, 2025.

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH

Tom Westmoreland, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gina L. Olsen, CMC
City Recorder



Those voting yes:

CERTIFICATION

The above Resolution was adopted by the City Council of Eagle Mountain
City, Utah on the 3 day of June, 2025.

Those voting no:

Those excused:

O DonnaBurnham [ DonnaBurnham O

O

Melissa Clark
Jared Gray
Rich Wood

Brett Wright

O

O

O

Melissa Clark
Jared Gray
Rich Wood

Brett Wright

O

O

O

Donna Burnham [J

Melissa Clark
Jared Gray
Rich Wood

Brett Wright

O

Those abstaining:

Donna Burnham
Melissa Clark
Jared Gray

Rich Wood

Brett Wright

Gina L. Olsen, CMC
City Recorder



EXHIBIT A

GET HEALTHY UTAH
Healthy Utah Community Application Letter



1650 E. STAGECOACH RUN
EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005
EAGLEMOUNTAIN.GOV
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June 3, 2025

Dear Get Healthy Utah and the Utah League of Cities and Towns,

Thank you for the opportunity to apply for the Healthy Utah Community Designation. It is
with great pleasure that | submit Eagle Mountain City as a qualified candidate. The City
Council and | understand that health is foundational to a high quality of life. We are
committed to promoting community health and providing all residents with the opportunity
to live well.

In preparation for applying for the designation, Eagle Mountain City has made great strides
in ensuring that every resident has access to healthy food, mental health resources, and
opportunities to be physically active. To qualify as a Healthy Utah Community, Eagle
Mountain City has completed, or is maintaining the following efforts:
e Active Living:
o Developed new walking and biking trails.
o Conducted a messaging campaign to promote physical activity in the
community.
o Offered low-cost community sports programs for both adults and children.
e Access to Healthy Food:
o Conducted a messaging campaign to promote healthy eating in the

community.

o Implemented a worksite wellness strategy around healthy food for city
employees.

o Improved access to emergency food by improving our library-run food
pantry.

e Mental Health:
o Implemented a strategy to promote the safe use and disposal of medications.
o Created a section of the community that promotes social gathering and
connection.
o Hosted a reoccurring community event that promotes social connection
among a vulnerable demographic.

Moving forward, Eagle Mountain City has every intention to continue prioritizing health in
our community and government processes. We commit to addressing health equity by
seeking out further opportunities to address health needs in our community, particularly
among the most vulnerable. We look forward to fulfiling our 3-year community health plan.

1650 E. Stagecoach Run  Eagle Mountain, UT 84005 (801) 789-6603 office mayor@eaglemountain.gov



1650 E. STAGECOACH RUN
EAGLE MOUNTAIN, UT 84005
EAGLEMOUNTAIN.GOV

OFFICE OF
THE MAYOR

As the elected leadership of our community, the City Council understands that decisions
made by local government have the potential to improve lives and community wellbeing. To
that end, the City Council is excited and committed to upholding health as a key priority
during our administration and leadership.

Sincerely,

Tom Westmoreland
Mayor

1650 E. Stagecoach Run  Eagle Mountain, UT 84005 (801) 789-6603 office mayor@eaglemountain.gov
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: |Public Hearing for FY 2026 Tentative Budget

ITEM TYPE: |Public Hearing Only

FISCAL IMPACT: |$114,013,228

APPLICANT: | City-Initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
Yes Kimberly Ruesch, Administrative Kimberly Ruesch

Services Director

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council hold a public hearing regarding the Fiscal Year 2026 Budget
to discuss proposed amendments or revisions to the tentative budget. No action will be taken on this
item.

BACKGROUND:

A summary of the tentative budget is included with this staff report. View the full tentative FY 2026
budget document HERE or visit https://eaglemountain.gov/government/finance/

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
N/A

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
None


https://city-eagle-mountain-ut-cleardoc.cleargov.com/8620
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE:

ORDINANCE/PUBLIC HEARING - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain
City, Utah, Approving the Steeplechase South Subdivision Second
Plat Amendment (877 N Pony Express Parkway).

ITEM TYPE: |Recorded Plat Amendment
FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A
APPLICANT: | Travis Perry, Psomas

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE

General Plan Designation: Business Park/Light Industry 109.145 Acres

Zone: Other/Agriculture

PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY
Yes Ashley Swensen, Planner

PRESENTED BY
Ashley Swensen

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff Recommends the City Council adopt an Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Approving the
Steeplechase South Subdivision Second Plat Amendment (877 N Pony Express Parkway).

BACKGROUND:

The Applicant seeks to subdivide a lot specifically for the existing substation on parcel 66:815:0002.
The purpose of this plat amendment is to convert what was an easement to Rocky Mountain Power
and parcel the easement so that the property can be transferred to Rocky Mountain Power.

The RTI (Regional Technology and Industry) overlay Zone was applied to this parcel on June 20,
2017 which grants electronic data management land uses. Additionally, the Stadion Development
Agreement was entered into on May 25, 2018, granting other data center-related uses on this parcel.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

e The applicant submitted all required documents for a plat amendment except CC&Rs and
Water Rights, as they were not applicable in this specific amendment.

¢ No additional infrastructure will be built requiring water rights - the applicant is only subdividing
a lot for the existing substation.

e The City Recorder mentioned the possible need for vacation language on the Plat, but this can
be resolved at the time of recording.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission voted unanimously to forward a positive recommendation to the City
Council for the Steeplechase South Second Plat Amendment.



ATTACHMENTS:
1. Current Plat

2. Proposed - Second Amendment
3. Utility Plan
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DIRECT COMMUNICATION APPROVAL

DIRECT COMMUNICATIONS CEDAR VALLEY, LLC CERTIFIES THAT IT WILL
PROVIDE TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES TO THIS SUBDIVISION UTILIZING
THE TRENCHES PROVIDED BY THE DEVELOPER AS PER THE DIRECT

COMMUNICATIONS CEDER VALLEY P.S.C. UTAH NO. 1 TARIFF
DiZECT OMMUNICAVIONS DATE

/10 (2621

ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

1. PURSUANT TO UTAH CODE ANN. 54-3-27 THIS PLAT CONVEYS TO THE
OWNER(S) OR OPERATORS OF UTILITY FACILITIES A PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT
ALONG WITH ALL THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES DESCRIBED THEREIN.

2. PURSUANT TO UTAH CODE ANN. 17-27a-603(4)(c)(ii)) ROCKY MOUNTAIN
POWER ACCEPTS DELIVERY OF THE PUE AS DESCRIBED IN THIS PLAT AND
APPROVES THIS PLAT SOLELY FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONFIRMING THAT THE
PLAT CONTAINS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS AND APPROXIMATES THE
LOCATION OF THE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS, BUT DOES NOT WARRANT
THEIR PRECISE LOCATION. ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER MAY REQUIRE OTHER
EASEMENTS IN ORDER TO SERVE THIS DEVELOPMENT. THIS APPROVAL DOES
NOT AFFECT ANY RIGHT THAT ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER HAS UNDER

1) ARECORDED EASEMENT OR RIGHT-OF-WAY

2) THE LAW APPLICABLE TO PRESCRIPTIVE RIGHTS
3)TITLE 54, CHAPTER 8a, DAMAGE TO UNDERGROUND UTILITY FACILITIES, OR

421 /2]

4) ANY OTHER PROVISION OF LAW

ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

DOMINION ENERGY COMPANY

DOMINION ENERGY APPROVES THIS PLAT SOLELY FOR THE PURPOSES OF
CONFIRMING THAT THE PLAT CONTAINS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS.
DOMINION ENERGY MAY REQUIRE OTHER EASEMENTS IN ORDER TO SERVE
THIS DEVELOPMENT. THIS APPROVAL DOES NOT CONSTITUTE ABROGATION
OR WAIVER OF ANY OTHER EXISTING RIGHTS, OBLIGATIONS, OR LIABILITIES
PROVIDED BY LAW OR EQUITY. THIS APPROVAL DOES NOT CONSTITUTE
ACCEPTANCE, APPROVAL, OR ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF ANY TERMS
CONTAINED IN THE PLAT, INCLUDING THOSE SET FORTH IN THE OWNERS
DEDICATION AND THE NOTES, AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A GUARANTEE OF
PARTICULAR TERMS OF NATURAL GAS SERVICES. FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION PLEASE CONTACT DOMINION ENERGY'S RIGHT-OF-WAY

DEPARTMENT AT 1-800-366-8532.

APPROVED THIs 2 /DAY OF Aﬂr z/ ,20 2/, DOMINION ENERGY

BY&% 4&24—*—&2 ,ﬁzﬂg@
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STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED

NW SEC 36
T6S, R2W, SLB&M
(FOUND 3" BC MON)

(UT CO MON NO 2161)
(BENCHMARK ELEV = 4841.68) | |+~

W 1/4 SEC 36
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(UT CO MON NO 2258)
(FOUND 3" BC MON)

MONTE VISTA RANCH LC
59:068:0004
NO1°26'04"W 2661.25' (M)

CORP OF PRES BISHOP CHURCH
OF JESUS CHRIST OF LDS

(AMENDING LOT 1 OF STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION)
LOCATED IN THE NW, NE, SW & SE QUARTERS OF SECTION 36
TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN

S89°21'40"E 2582.48' (M)

STADION LLC
66:657:0001
LOT 1, STEEPLECHASE
EAGLE MOUNTAIN AMEND SUB

STADION LLC
66:657:0002

LOT 2, STEEPLECHASE
EAGLE MOUNTAIN AMEND SUB
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NE SEC 36
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(FOUND 3.5" BC MON)
(THE SECTION DIAGRAM IS MARKED
INCORRECT ON THE MONUMENT)

EAGLE MOUNTAIN LAND

ENTERPRISES LLC

PSOMAS

4179 RIVERBOAT ROAD

Salt Lake City, Utah 84123

(801) 270-5777 (801) 270-5782 (FAX)
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AGRICULTURE PROTECTION AREA

THIS PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN THE VICINITY OF AN ESTABLISHED AGRICULTURE
PROTECTION AREA IN WHICH NORMAL AGRICULTURAL USES AND ACTIVITIES HAVE
BEEN AFFORDED THE HIGHEST PRIORITY USE STATUS. IT CAN BE ANTICIPATED THAT
SUCH AGRICULTURAL USES AND ACTIVITIES MAY NOW OR IN THE FUTURE BE
CONDUCTED ON PROPERTY INCLUDED IN THE AGRICULTURE PROTECTION AREA. THE
USE AND ENJOYMENT OF THIS PROPERTY IS EXPRESSLY CONDITIONED AON
ACCEPTANCE OF ANY ANNOYANCE OR INCONVENIENCE WHICH MAY RESULT FROM

SUCH NORMAL AGRICULTURAL USES AND ACTIVITIES.
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SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

I, SHAWN R. VERNON, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT | AM A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR, AND THAT |
HOLD CERTIFICATE NO. 8744084 AS PRESCRIBED BY THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF UTAH. | FURTHER
CERTIFY BY AUTHORITY OF THE OWNERS, | HAVE MADE A SURVEY OF SAID TRACT OF LAND SHOWN ON

THIS PLAT AND DESCRIBE BELOW, AND HAVE SUBDIVIDED SAID TRACT OF LAND INTO LOTS, STREETS AND

EASEMENTS TO BE HEREAFTER KNOWN AS:

STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED

AND THAT THE SAME HAS BEEN CORRECTLY SURVEYED AND STAKED ON THE GROUND AS SHOWN ON
THIS PLAT; AND THAT THE SAME IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

PR

b

RGN KZE.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

LOT 1 OF STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION, RECORDED JUNE 1, 2020 AS ENTRY NO. 74983:2020, MAP
NO. 17093 IN THE OFFICE OF THE UTAH COUNTY RECORDER. MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS

FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT A POINT BEING 391.14 FEET NORTH 89°39'30" WEST AND 88.00 FEET NORTH 00°20'30" EAST
FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE
AND MERIDIAN AND RUNNING THENCE NORTH 89°39'30"WEST  2275.21 FEET; THENCE
NORTH 88°46'51" WEST  2521.08 FEET;, THENCE NORTH 00°04'24"WEST  2573.17 FEET; THENCE
NORTH 01°26'04" WEST 2660.32 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE, ALONG SAID
NORTH LINE SOUTH 89°21'40" EAST 2543.94 FEET TO THE NORTH QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36;
THENCE, CONTAINING ALONG SAID NORTH LINE, SOUTH 89°24'30" EAST 1306.74 FEET TO THE WEST LINE
OF PONY EXPRESS PARKWAY AS SHOWN ON STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION, RECORDED JUNE 1,
2020 AS ENTRY NO. 74983:2020, MAP NO. 17093 IN THE OFFICE OF THE UTAH COUNTY RECORDER; THENCE,
ALONG SAID WEST LINE, THE FOLLOWING SIX (6) COURSES: (1) SOUTH 00°56'16" WEST 43.18 FEET, (2)
SOUTHEASTERLY 430.40 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 411.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH
A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 60°00'00", (CHORD BEARS SOUTH 29°03'44"EAST 411.00 FEET), (3)
SOUTH 59°03'44" EAST 808.91 FEET, (4) SOUTHEASTERLY 299.14 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 289.00 FOOT
RADIUS CURVE TO THE RIGHT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 59°1821", (CHORD BEARS
SOUTH 29°24'33" EAST 285.96 FEET), (5) SOUTH 00°14'37" WEST 1615.86 FEET, (6) SOUTH 00°14'59" WEST

2574.76 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINS 24,725,364 SQUARE FEET OR 567.62 ACRES

OWNER'S DEDICATION

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS OF ALL THE REAL PROPERTY DEPICTED ON THIS PLAT AND DESCRIBED
IN THE SURVEYORS CERTIFICATE ON THIS PLAT, HAVE CAUSED THE LAND DESCRIBED ON THIS PLAT TO
BE DIVIDED INTO LOTS, STREETS, PARKS, OPEN SPACES, EASEMENTS AND OTHER PUBLIC USES AS
DESIGNATED ON THE PLAT AND NOW DO HEREBY DEDICATE UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF 10-9A-607, UTAH
CODE, WITHOUT CONDITION, RESTRICTION OR RESERVATION TO EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH, ALL
STREETS, WATER, SEWER AND OTHER UTILITY EASEMENTS AND IMPROVEMENTS, OPEN SPACES SHOWN
AS PUBLIC OPEN SPACES, PARKS AND ALL OTHER PLACES OF PUBLIC USE AND ENJOYMENT TO EAGLE
MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH TOGETHER WITH ALL IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED BY THE DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNDERSIGNED AND EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE CITY
AND THE INHABITANTS THERE OF ’

OWNER(S):
Stadion tte - PAW, Crements
Aurvorerso Lepresenmrue

AUTHQRIZED SIGNATURE(S)

A (AT yfi13/202]

ENT 2544646:2021 Hae & 17687

ANDREA ALLEH

UTAH COUMTY RECORDERg
2521 Moy 21 10:57 om FEE 54.00 BY i

RECORDED FOR EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

ON THE \,.S‘WA DAY OF b\of'\\ ,20 2\ , PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME THE
PERSONS SIGNING THE FOREGOING OWNERS DEDICATION KNOWN TO ME TO BE AUTHORIZED TO
EXECUTE THE FOREGOING OWNERS DEDICATION FOR AND ON BEHALF OF THE OWNERS WHO DULY
ACKNOWLEDGE TO ME THAT THE OWNERS DEDICATION WAS EXECUTED BY THEM ON BEHALF OF THE

OWNERS. /
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES __ 05/ 7\ / 2014 / : , ——
TABYPUBL

EAVAIA

COMMISSION NUMBER

Lw'ﬁ Evv'wilucz.
PRINTED FULL NAME OF NOTARY

/ﬂﬁ UBLI SIGﬁATUR .
NOTARY PUBLIL coMAﬁnsswlvsb WV uq

ACCEPTANCE BY LEGISLATIVE BODY

THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, COUNTY OF UTAH, APPROVES THIS SUBDIVISION AND
HEREBY ACCEPTS THE DEDICATION OF ALL STREETS, EASEMENTS AND OTHER PARCELS OF LAND
INTENDED FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES F@R THE PERPETUAL-YUSE OF THE PUBLIC THIS __ 7/ DAY OF

==

APPROVED BY MAYOR APPROVED BY CITY ATTORNEY

¥ 7 7
APPROVED BY CITY ENGINEER ATTE%'T/EY CITY RECORDER
(SEE SEAL BELOW) (SEE SEAL BELOW)

S TEEPLE CHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED

(AMENDING LOT 1 OF STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION)
LOCATED IN THE NW, NE, SW & SE QUARTERS OF SECTION 36
TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH COUNTY, UTAH

°%- 36, Ty R2Ww Tro3zy OT

SURVEYOR'S SEAL CITY RECORDER SEAL

(STEELECHASE sovTH Sc8 LoT 1)

/
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STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION SECOND AMENDMENT

AMENDING LOT 2A OF STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED

LOCATED IN THE NORTH HALF OF SECTION 36
TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN

STADION LLC

ENTRY NO.:49097:2018

| NORTHWEST CORNER SECTION 36 66:657:0001 I
‘ TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, NORTH QUARTER CORNER SECTION 36 /
SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN BASIS OF BEARING TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, CURLEYBIRD LLC
» ot e , STADION LLC
(FOUND 3" BC MON) $89°21'40"E 2582.48' (M) (MON TO MON) HOUND 3t Bomory DN 66:657:0002 | 59:029:0018
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| BEGINNING L | |
38.54' 56.36' S00°56'16"W
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8| N 37.328 AC. = 66:749:0002 \
— ~ & N @)
A I & PONY EXPRESS PARKWAY s ~ I :‘l
1 8 & S
.; pd S . N Q
| 3 EXISTING 10 S N
=11 PUE ~ %
‘g?. | LOT 1B S
| 3,128,336 SQ. FT. =2
A | 71.817 AC. g
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|
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N89°2140"W 2504.14" O 43.31
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STADION LLC
66:815:0001
VICINITY MAP
(NTS)
s
Q.
o 2
Q 3 PLAT CALCULATIONS
( LEGEND ® $
HOUNDARY LINE s Ui TOTAL AREA 109.145 AC
<
LOT LINE = é Bobby Wren Blvd TOTAL AREA IN LOTS 109.145 AC
ROAD RIGHT OF WAY N 5 —E TOTAL AREA IN RIGHT-OF-WAY 0AC
______ aAGE EASemEnT EXISTING EASEMENT TOTAL OPEN SPACE 0AC
T T T ROADCENTERUNE TOTAL IMPROVED OPEN SPACE 0AC
@ STREET MONUMENT 11 GRANT OF EASEMENT AND RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR SUBSTATION
o BOUNDARY GORNER Eagle Mountain Blvd GRANTOR: MONTE VISTA RANCH, L.C. A UTAH LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY AVERAGE LOT SIZE 54572 AC
\ SARCP:\#;F(I:E(ERSOCKY MOUNTAIN POWER, AN UNINCORPORATED DIVISION OF LARGEST LOT SIZE 71817 AC
é SECTION CORNER _—J?—'E DATE: MAY 25, 2018 SMALLEST LOT SIZE 37328 AC
Bountfiful

200 0 200 400

SCALE OF FEET

PSOMAS

11456 South Temple Drive, Suite 200
South Jordan, UT 84095
(801) 270-5777 (801) 270-5782 (FAX)

16000 West

Pony Express Pkwy ﬁ

Ln

LOCATION

(BLANKET IN NATURE)

14  EASEMENT AGREEMENT

GRANTOR: CV PROPERTIES, LC, A UTAH LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY
GRANTEE: STADION LLC, A DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

DATE: MARCH 27, 2020
ENTRY NO.: 39721:2020
(BLANKET IN NATURE)

NOTE: NUMBERS ARE EXCEPTIONS FROM TITLE REPORT

OVERALL DENSITY 2L0T /109 AC

TOTAL # OF LOTS 2

AGRICULTURE PROTECTION AREA

THIS PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN THE VICINITY OF AN ESTABLISHED AGRICULTURE
PROTECTION AREA IN WHICH NORMAL AGRICULTURAL USES AND ACTIVITIES HAVE
BEEN AFFORDED THE HIGHEST PRIORITY USE STATUS. IT CAN BE ANTICIPATED THAT
SUCH AGRICULTURAL USES AND ACTIVITIES MAY NOW OR IN THE FUTURE BE
CONDUCTED ON PROPERTY INCLUDED IN THE AGRICULTURE PROTECTION AREA. THE
USE AND ENJOYMENT OF THIS PROPERTY IS EXPRESSLY CONDITIONED ON
ACCEPTANCE OF ANY ANNOYANCE OR INCONVENIENCE WHICH MAY RESULT FROM
SUCH NORMAL AGRICULTURAL USES AND ACTIVITIES.

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

I, CRAIG E. AHRENS, A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR LICENSED UNDER TITLE 58, CHAPTER 22,
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND LAND SURVEYORS ACT, HOLDING LICENSE NO. 270814 DO HEREBY
CERTIFY THAT BY AUTHORITY OF THE OWNERS, HAVE COMPLETED A SURVEY OF THE TRACT OF LAND
DESCRIBED HEREWITH, IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 17-23-17 AND HAVE VERIFIED ALL
MEASUREMENTS; AND HAVE HEREBY SUBDIVIDED SAID TRACT, KNOW HEREAFTER AS:

STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION
SECOND AMENDMENT

AND THAT THE SAME HAS BEEN SURVEYED AND MONUMENTS HAVE BEEN PLACED ON THE GROUND AS
REPRESENTED ON THE PLAT HEREON

SIGNED THIS DAY OF , 20

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

ALL OF LOT 2A, STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED, RECORDED MAY 21, 2021 AS ENTRY NO.
95466:2021, MAP NO. 17687 IN THE OFFICE OF THE UTAH COUNTY RECORDER, MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT A POINT BEING 38.54 FEET SOUTH 89°21'40" EAST FROM THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF
SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN AND RUNNING THENCE,
ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 36, SOUTH 89°21'40" EAST 2543.94 FEET TO THE NORTH
QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE, CONTINUING ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION
36, SOUTH 89°24'30" EAST 1306.74 FEET TO THE WEST LINE OF PONY EXPRESS PARKWAY AS SHOWN ON
STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION, RECORDED JUNE 1, 2020 AS ENTRY NO. 74983:2020, MAP NO. 17093
IN THE OFFICE OF THE UTAH COUNTY RECORDER; THENCE ALONG SAID WEST LINE, THE FOLLOWING FIVE
(5) COURSES: (1) SOUTH 00°56'16" WEST 43.18 FEET, (2) SOUTHEASTERLY 430.40 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF
A 411.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 60°00'00", CHORD BEARS
SOUTH 29°03'44" EAST 411.00 FEET, (3) SOUTH 59°03'44" EAST 808.91 FEET, (4) SOUTHEASTERLY 299.14
FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A 289.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE RIGHT, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
59°18'21", CHORD BEARS SOUTH 29°24'33" EAST 285.96 FEET, (5) SOUTH 00°14'37" WEST 43.31 FEET TO THE
SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2A OF STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED; THENCE, ALONG
SAID SOUTHERLY LINE, THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES: (1) NORTH 89°24'30" WEST 2352.06 FEET, (2)
NORTH 89°21'40" WEST 2504.14 FEET; THENCE NORTH 01°26'04" WEST 1100.72 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINS 4,754,343 SQUARE FEET OR 109.145 ACRES

OWNER'S DEDICATION

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS OF ALL THE REAL PROPERTY DEPICTED ON THIS PLAT AND DESCRIBED
IN THE SURVEYORS CERTIFICATE ON THIS PLAT, HAVE CAUSED THE LAND DESCRIBED ON THIS PLAT TO
BE DIVIDED INTO LOTS, STREETS, PARKS OPEN SPACES, EASEMENTS AND OTHER PUBLIC USES AS
DESIGNATED ON THE PLAT AND NOW DO HEREBY DEDICATE UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF 10-9A-607, UTAH
CODE, WITHOUT CONDITION, RESTRICTION OR RESERVATION TO EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH, ALL AND
ALL OTHER PLACES OF PUBLIC USED AND ENJOYMENT TO EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH TOGETHER WITH
ALL IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED BY THE DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNDERSIGNED AND
EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE CITY ON THE INHABITANTS THEREOF.

OWNER(S): AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE(S)
ACKNOWLEDGMENT
ON THE DAY OF ,20 ___, PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME THE

PERSONS SIGNING THE FOREGOING OWNERS DEDICATION KNOWN TO ME TO BE AUTHORIZED TO
EXECUTE THE FOREGOING OWNERS DEDICATION FOR AND ON BEHALF OF THE OWNERS WHO DULY
ACKNOWLEDGE TO ME THAT THE OWNERS DEDICATION WAS EXECUTED BY THEM ON BEHALF OF THE
OWNERS.

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES

NOTARY PUBLIC SIGNATURE

COMMISSION NUMBER PRINTED FULL NAME OF NOTARY

ACCEPTANCE BY LEGISLATIVE BODY

THE CITY COUNCIL OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, COUNTY OF UTAH, APPROVES THIS SUBDIVISION AND

HEREBY ACCEPTS THE DEDICATION OF ALL STREETS, EASEMENTS AND OTHER PARCELS OF LAND

INTENDED FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES FOR THE PERPETUAL USE OF THE PUBLIC THIS DAY OF
, 20

APPROVED BY MAYOR APPROVED BY CITY ATTORNEY

APPROVED BY CITY ENGINEER
(SEE SEAL BELOW)

ATTEST BY CITY RECORDER
(SEE SEAL BELOW)

. N .
DATE: DESIGNED | xlx |
| |
3-12-2025 QCM | 76s |
778
SCALE: DRAFTED
1" =200 QCM
PROJECT No. CHECKED SHEET
8FBK010500 CEA 10F 1

DIRECT COMMUNICATION APPROVAL

DIRECT COMMUNICATIONS CEDAR VALLEY, LLC CERTIFIES THAT IT WILL
PROVIDE TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES TO THIS SUBDIVISION UTILIZING
THE TRENCHES PROVIDED BY THE DEVELOPER AS PER THE DIRECT
COMMUNICATIONS CEDAR VALLEY P.S.C. UTAH NO. 1 TARIFF

DIRECT COMMUNICATIONS DATE

ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

1. PURSUANT TO UTAH CODE ANN. 54-3-27 THIS PLAT CONVEYS TO THE
OWNER(S) OR OPERATORS OF UTILITY FACILITIES A PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT
ALONG WITH ALL THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES DESCRIBED THEREIN.

2. PURSUANT TO UTAH CODE ANN. 10-9A-603 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER
ACCEPTS DELIVERY OF THE PUE AS DESCRIBED IN THIS PLAT AND APPROVES
THIS PLAT SOLELY FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONFIRMING THAT THE PLAT
CONTAINS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS AND APPROXIMATES THE LOCATION OF
THE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS, BUT DOES NOT WARRANT THEIR PRECISE
LOCATION. ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER MAY REQUIRE OTHER EASEMENTS IN
ORDER TO SERVE THIS DEVELOPMENT. THIS APPROVAL DOES NOT AFFECT ANY
RIGHT THAT ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER HAS UNDER

1) ARECORDED EASEMENT OR RIGHT-OF-WAY

2) THE LAW APPLICABLE TO PRESCRIPTIVE RIGHTS

3)TITLE 54, CHAPTER 8a, DAMAGE TO UNDERGROUND UTILITY FACILITIES, OR
4) ANY OTHER PROVISION OF LAW

ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER DATE

ENBRIDGE GAS UTAH ACCEPTANCE

QUESTAR GAS COMPANY, DBA ENBRIDGE GAS UTAH, HEREBY APPROVES THIS
PLAT SOLELY FOR THE PURPOSES OF APPROXIMATING THE LOCATION.
BOUNDARIES, COURSE AND DIMENSIONS OF THE RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND
EASEMENTS GRANTS AND EXISTING UNDERGROUND FACILITIES. NOTHING
HEREIN SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO WARRANT OR VERIFY THE PRECISE
LOCATION OF SUCH ITEMS. THE RIGHTS-OF-WAY AND EASEMENTS ARE
SUBJECT TO NUMEROUS RESTRICTIONS APPEARING ON THE RECORDED
RIGHT-OF-WAY AND EASEMENT GRANT(S). ENBRIDGE GAS UTAH MAY REQUIRE
ADDITIONAL EASEMENTS IN ORDER TO SERVE THIS DEVELOPMENT. THIS
APPROVAL DOES NOT CONSTITUTE ABROGATION OR WAIVER OF ANY OTHER
EXISTING RIGHTS, OBLIGATIONS OR LIABILITIES PROVIDED BY LAW OR EQUITY.
THIS APPROVAL DOES NOT CONSTITUTE ACCEPTANCE, APPROVAL OR
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF ANY TERMS CONTAINED IN THE PLAT, INCLUDING
THOSE SET FORTH IN THE OWNER DEDICATION OR IN THE NOTES, AND DOES
NOT CONSTITUTE A GUARANTEE OF PARTICULAR TERMS OR CONDITIONS OF
NATURAL GAS SERVICE. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION PLEASE CONTACT
ENBRIDGE GAS UTAH'S RIGHT OF WAY DEPARTMENT AT 800-366-8532.
APPROVED THIS

DAY OF , 20 , ENBRIDGE GAS UTAH

BY: TITLE:

STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION
SECOND AMENDMENT

AMENDING LOT 2ZA OF STEEPLECHASE SOUTH SUBDIVISION AMENDED
LOCATED IN THE NW, NE, SW & SE QUARTER OF SECTION 36
TOWNSHIP 6 SOUTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN
EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH COUNTY, UTAH

SURVEYOR'S SEAL NOTARY PUBLIC SEAL CITY ENGINEER SEAL CITY RECORDER SEAL

CRAIG E.
AHRENS
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: | ORDINANCE/PUBLIC HEARING - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain
City, Utah, Amending the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Chapter
16.35.140 for Right of Way Profile lllustrations.

ITEM TYPE: |Development Code Amendment

FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A

APPLICANT: |City initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
Yes Robert Hobbs, Senior Planner Robert Hobbs
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt an Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Amending
the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Chapter 16.35.140 Diagrams relating to Rights-of-Way
lllustrations.

BACKGROUND:

The proposed amendment attached to this report was reviewed previously by the Planning
Commission, which voted to recommend to the City Council its adoption. Subsequently, the Council
tabled the matter to allow Staff to revise the amendment by introducing a new 50' right-of-way
alternative into the types of roads allowed by the City. That has been done, along with a few minor
corrections/revisions being made. Since so much time has passed since the item was reviewed by
both bodies, Staff thought it appropriate to bring the matter back to the Commission and Council.

Passing the Amendment will provide the City with illustrations alike in depiction, in the correct order
and with narrated measurements above each drawing. An original, primary reason for creation of the
amendment was to fix the illustrations' formatting arranged by the codifier company that works with
the City.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

The City Council should consider the potential consequences associated with the proposed code
changes if recommended for adoption. Ordinances pertaining to Development Code Amendments,
and processing of the same, may be found in EMMC 17.05.120 & UCA 10-9a-501.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of May 13, 2025,
unanimously voted to advance a positive recommendation regarding the proposed amendments to
the City Council.



ATTACHMENTS:
1. Ordinance
2. Exhibit A



ORDINANCE NO. O- _ -2025

AN ORDINANCE OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH,
AMENDING THE EAGLE MOUNTAIN MUNICIPAL CODE
SECTION 16.35.140 FOR RIGHT OF WAY PROFILE ILLUSTRATIONS

PREAMBLE
WHEREAS the City Council of Eagle Mountain City finds that it is in the public interest
to amend the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Section 16.35.140 for Right of Way Profile
lllustrations, as described in Exhibit A.

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah:

1. The City Council finds that all required notices, public hearings, and other
requirements have been completed for the City Council to consider an
amendment to the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Section 16.35.140 Diagrams, as
described in Exhibit A.

2. The amendment described in Exhibit A is hereby approved.

3. This Ordinance shall take effect upon its first posting or publication.

ADOPTED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, this 3™ day of June, 2025.

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH

Tom Westmoreland, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gina L. Olsen
City Recorder



CERTIFICATION

The above ordinance was adopted by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City on
the 3™ day of June, 2025.

Those voting yes:

O Donna Burnham
O Melissa Clark
O Jared Gray

O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Posted on

Those voting no:

O

O

O

O

O

Those excused:

Donna Burnham O Donna Burnham

Melissa Clark
Jared Gray
Rich Wood

Brett Wright

by

O Melissa Clark
O Jared Gray
O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Those abstaining:

O Donna Burnham
O Melissa Clark

O Jared Gray

O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Gina L. Olsen
City Recorder




Exhibit A



Chapter 16.35

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR REQUIRED PUBLIC

Sections:
16.35.010
16.35.020
16.35.030
16.35.040
16.35.050
16.35.060
16.35.070
16.35.080
16.35.090
16.35.100
16.35.105
16.35.110
16.35.120
16.35.125
16.35.130
16.35.140

FACILITIES

What this chapter does.

Purpose.

Eagle Mountain City Construction Specifications and Standards.
Potable water.

Wastewater disposal (sewer).

Public utilities.

Streets and street systems.

Street trees.

Privacy fencing.

Sidewalks, trails, and pathways.

Park and improved open space requirements.
Repealed.

Repealed.

Repealed.

Tables.

Diagrams. Rights-of-way profiles illustrations

Alley - 20' ROW

Drive Lane

11
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https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.030
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.040
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.050
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.060
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.070
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.080
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.090
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.100
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.105
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.110
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.120
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.125
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.130
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.140
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Rights of Way Profile Ready Reference List & lllustrations

Service Drives Width Standards

One-Way: No-Parking Space Tie-In: Min. 12’

Two-Way: No-Parking Space Tie-In: Min. 20’

With Parking Tie-In: Where spaces and alley or service drive intersect, see/use EMMC Table

17.55.120(a)

Alley (20"): 2.5' curb & gutter + 11' drive lane + 4’ emergency strip + 2.5’ curb & gutter

Alley - 20' ROW

Emergencyi Curb &
Lane i Gutter

. I v
L iZ.S

25

*k*



Street/Road Width Standards

Rural (50'): 7' swale + 14’ drive lane + 14’ drive lane + 7' swale + 8’ sidewalk (either side)

Rural - 50' ROW

Swale Drive Lane Drive Lane Swale ! Sidewalk

14 14 g8’

Alternative Rural (50°): 5' sidewalk + 6’ swale + 14’ drive lane + 14’ drive lane + 6’ swale + 5'
sidewalk

Rural - 50' ROW

' ﬁ__i*l

| 1 |
1 1 ] 1 1
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1 1 |
T ] ¥
| | ]

%

1 |
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uv,“.'. Sidewalk in

Drive Lane ©
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4' emergency lane, 10’ drive lane, 10 drive lane, 9’ mailbox pullout, 2.5 curb and gutter, 5'

sidewalk

Modified (Modified Mailbox Pullout) Local (53'): 5’ sidewalk, 5' parkstrip, 2.5’ curb and gutter,

Local (59'): 5' sidewalk + 6’ parkstrip + 2.5’ curb & gutter + 6’ emergency strip + 10’ drive lane +

10" drive lane + 6’ emergency strip + 2.5' curb & gutter + 6’ parkstrip + 5’ sidewalk




Minor Collector (77'): 8' sidewalk + 8 parkstrip + 2.5' curb & gutter + 8 parallel parking strip +
12" drive lane + 12’ drive lane + 8 parallel parking strip + 2.5 curb & gutter + 8 parkstrip + 8’
sidewalk
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Major Collector (94'): 18 parkstrip (includes 8 path therein) + 2.5 curb & gutter + 12’ drive lane
+ 13’ median + 12' drive lane + 8’ parallel parking strip + 2.5’ curb & gutter + 18’ parkstrip
(includes 8’ path therein)

Major Collector - 94' ROW
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Minor Arterial (122'): 20" parkstrip (includes 8’ path therein) + 2.5' curb & gutter + 8’ parallel
parking strip + 12" drive lane + 12’ drive lane + 13’ median + 12’ drive lane + 12’ drive lane + &'
parallel parking strip + 2.5’ curb & gutter + 20’ parkstrip (includes 8’ path therein)

Minor Arterial - 122' ROW
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Major Arterial (152’ - 5 lane): 30’ parkstrip (includes 8 path therein) + 2.5' curb & gutter + 12
emergency strip + 12’ drive lane + 12’ drive lane + 15 median + 12’ drive lane + 12’ drive lane +
12' emergency strip + 2.5' curb & gutter + 30’ parkstrip (includes 8 path therein)

Major Arterial (5 Lane) 152' ROW
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Major Arterial (176’ - 7 lanes): 30’ parkstrip (includes 8 path therein) + 2.5’ curb & gutter + 12’
emergency strip + 12" drive lane + 12" drive lane + 12" drive lane + 15’ median + 12’ drive lane +
12' drive lane + 12" drive lane + 12’ emergency strip + 2.5' curb & gutter + 30" parkstrip (includes
8' path therein)

Major Arterial (7 Lanes) - 176' ROW
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Parkway (206'): 45’ parkstrip + 12' emergency strip + 12' drive lane + 12’ drive lane + 12’ drive
lane + 30’ median + 12’ drive lane + 12’ drive lane + 12’ drive lane + 12’ emergency strip + 45’

parkstrip

Parkway - 206' ROW
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MOUNTAIN

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: | ORDINANCE/PUBLIC HEARING - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain
City, Utah, Amending the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Sections
16.35.090 Privacy Screening; Section 17.40.020 Land Use Table,
and Section 17.60.120 General Fencing Provisions.

ITEM TYPE: |Development Code Amendment

FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A

APPLICANT: | City initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
Yes Robert Hobbs, Senior Planner Robert Hobbs
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt an Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, Amending
the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Chapter 17.40.020 Land Use Table.

BACKGROUND:

A short while ago, the City Council asked for the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) correction to be
made as outlined in the attached exhibit.

Additionally, further dealings with fence issues have suggested a need to:

1. Explicitly state that Fence Permits are required by the City; and
2. Fine-tune code language that addresses fencing along Ranches Parkway.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

The City Council should consider the potential consequences associated with the proposed code
changes if recommended for adoption. Ordinances pertaining to Development Code Amendments,
and processing of the same, may be found in EMMC 17.05.120 & UCA 10-9a-501.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of May 13, 2025, voted
unanimously to advance a favorable recommendation regarding the proposed amendments to the
City Council.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Ordinance



2. Exhibit A



ORDINANCE NO. O- _ -2025

AN ORDINANCE OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH, AMENDING
THE EAGLE MOUNTAIN MUNICIPAL CODE SECTIONS 16.35.090 PRIVACY
SCREENING; SECTION 17.40.020 LAND USE TABLE, AND SECTION 17.60.120
GENERAL FENCING PROVISIONS

PREAMBLE
WHEREAS the City Council of Eagle Mountain City finds that it is in the public interest
to amend the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Sections 16.35.090 Privacy Screening, Section

17.40.020 Land Use Table, and Section 17.60.120 General Fencing Provisions, as described
in Exhibit A.

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah:

1. The City Council finds that all required notices, public hearings, and other
requirements have been completed for the City Council to consider an
amendment to the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Sections 16.35.090 Privacy
Screening, Section 17.40.020 Land Use Table, and Section 17.60.120 General
Fencing Provisions, as described in Exhibit A.

2. The amendment described in Exhibit A is hereby approved.

3. This Ordinance shall take effect upon its first posting or publication.

ADOPTED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, this 3 day of June, 2025.

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH

Tom Westmoreland, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gina L. Olsen
City Recorder



CERTIFICATION

The above ordinance was adopted by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City on
the 3™ day of June, 2025.

Those voting yes:

O Donna Burnham
O Melissa Clark
O Jared Gray

O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Posted on

Those voting no:

O

O

O

O

O

Those excused:

Donna Burnham O Donna Burnham

Melissa Clark
Jared Gray
Rich Wood

Brett Wright

by

O Melissa Clark
O Jared Gray
O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Those abstaining:

O Donna Burnham
O Melissa Clark

O Jared Gray

O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Gina L. Olsen
City Recorder
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16.35.090 Privacy screening.

Residential subdivisions, business park, commercial, commercial storage, and
industrial developments shall install six-foot-tall privacy screening made of durable
materials consisting of either stone, masonry or decorative concrete (including
precast concrete) along the rear and/or side lot lines of a project that abut(s) an
arterial or collector road right-of-way, or one designated as such on the city’s
existing future transportation plan.

Developers/builders are required to install privacy screening prior to any building
permits being issued in that phase of development that abuts such right-of-wauy.
Property purchasers, at any such time as they desire to install screening along an
arterial or collector where such is absent, shall install an acceptable wall.

Exception: In cases where a residential propertu:

1. Either abuts the Ranches Parkwauy, or

2. Faces (at an angle within 45 degrees of being parallel) to Ranches
Parkway, and

3. Is within 75’ of the closest Ranches Parkway right-of-wauy line, and,

4. Where and when screening of the property (usually along a rear property
line) from the Parkway has not already been installed by a developer/builder
prior to occupancy of a house on that property, then,

Screening installed by that lot’s owner and shall be a “Monterey Gray”
colored wood fence - 6° maximum height.

Note that the fore-going requirement does not pertain to those properties in the
Ranches with yards abutting or facing actively used golf course land (i.e., fairwauys
or greens) where wrought iron type fencing is instead required between those
yard areas [usually backyards] and the golf course.



https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-41-2024.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-33-2020.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-06-2017.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-06-2017.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-17-2010.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-27-2006.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-07-2006.pdf
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/ords/O-23-2005.pdf

17.40.020 Land use table.

The land use table in this section specifies the various land uses that are permitted
or specially permitted within the industrial zone. Uses that are not listed in the table
are prohibited.

P = Permitted.

S = Special (Special uses are permitted as long as they comply with standards
listed in Chapter 17.75 EMMC that are specific to that type of use).

17.60.120 General fencing/screening provisions.

A. The standards in this section shall apply universally to fencing, walls, and

screens in all zones unless specified otherwise. Various fence types are defined in
EMMC 17.10.030. A fence permit or authorization via city site plan approval shall be
required by the city to sanction the placement of a fence or wall or privacy screen.

Property owners should only install fencing on their propertuy. If the property lines
are not clearly marked, the city encourages the property owner(s) to consider
having a surveuyor determine property line locations and mark the same. Fence or
wall height is measured or assessed from either: (1) the height of finished grade of
the property whereupon a fence lies or to which it pertains, to the top of the fence
or wall; or (2) from the height of the grade of a commercial or industrial



https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain17/EagleMountain1775.html#17.75
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain17/EagleMountain1710.html#17.10.030
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain17/EagleMountain1710.html#17.10.030

building/parking pad where such is at a higher-grade elevation than any abutting
residentially zoned or developed property, whichever results in a higher screen.

E. Walls or Fences as Buffers or Street Screens. Where required, screening walls or
fences shall not be less than six feet in height. Required wall installations shall
precede issuance of a building permit for a project related to a wall as per

EMMC 16.35.090. Masonry or decorative concrete shall be used as a:

3. Street Screens. Where and when residential fencing abutting a road
identified by the city as a “major” or “minor” “arterial,” or, as a “major” or
“minor” “collector” is installed, it shall be of consistent height (not less than six
feet), material and color, and be made of stone, masonry or decorative
concrete.

Residential subdivisions, business park, commercial, commercial storage, and
industrial developments shall install six-foot-tall privacy screening made of
durable materials consisting of either stone, masonry or decorative concrete
(including precast concrete) along the rear and/or side lot lines of a project
that abut(s) an arterial or collector road right-of-way, or one designated as
such on the city’s existing future transportation plan.

Developers/builders are required to install privacy screening prior to any
building permits being issued in that phase of development that abuts such
right-of-way. Property purchasers, at any such time as they desire to install
screening along an arterial or collector where such is absent, shall install an
acceptable wall.

Exception: In cases where a residential propertu:

1. Either abuts the Ranches Parkwau, or

2. Faces (at an angle within 45 degrees of being parallel) to Ranches
Parkway, and

3. Is within 75’ of the closest Ranches Parkway right-of-wau line, and,



https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/EagleMountain/#!/EagleMountain16/EagleMountain1635.html#16.35.090

4. Where and when screening of the property (usually along a rear property
line) from the Parkway has not already been installed by a
developer/builder prior to occupancy of a house on that property, then,

Screening installed by that lot’s owner and shall be a “Monterey Gray”
colored wood fence - 6 maximum height.

Note that the fore-going requirement does not pertain to those properties in the
Ranches with yards abutting or facing actively used golf course land (i.e., fairways
or greens) where wrought iron type fencing is instead required between those
yard areas [usually backyards] and the golf course.
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: | ORDINANCE - An Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City Amending the
Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Purchasing Policy Section 3.20.030
(H) to Modify the Approval Process for Change Orders.

ITEM TYPE: | Ordinance

FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A

APPLICANT: |City initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
No Marcus Draper, City Attorney Marcus Draper
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt an Ordinance of Eagle Mountain City Amending the
Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Purchasing Policy Section 3.20.030 (H) to Modify the Approval
Process for Change Orders.

BACKGROUND:

The current EMMC governing change orders in contracts requires city council approval in situations
where the cumulative effect of all change orders exceeds the lesser of 10% or $75,000, even if the
project is under budget. While this threshold makes sense for large contracts, it disproportionately
impacts smaller ones.

For example, a department head could authorize a contract for $3,000, provided that there is budget
for the item. If a change order of $325 is necessary, the current code requires City Council approval
for the change order since the amount exceeds 10% of the total contract. This proposed legislative
change would streamline the process by reserving Council review for change orders involving more
substantial amounts, saving time for both staff and Council.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Ordinance
2. Exhibit A



ORDINANCE NO. O- _ -2025

AN ORDINANCE OF EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH,
AMENDING THE EAGLE MOUNTAIN MUNICIPAL CODE
PURCHASING POLICY TO MODIFY THE APPROVAL PROCESS
FOR CHANGE ORDERS

PREAMBLE
WHEREAS the City Council of Eagle Mountain City finds that it is in the public interest
to amend the Eagle Mountain Municipal Code Section 3.20.030 (H) for Approval of Change
Orders in the Purchasing Policy, as described in Exhibit A.

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah:

1. The City Council finds that all required notices, public hearings, and other
requirements have been completed for the City Council to consider an
amendment to the Eagle Mountain Municipal Section 3.20.030 (H) for Approval of
Change Orders in the Purchasing Policy, as described in Exhibit A.

2. The amendment described in Exhibit A is hereby approved.

3. This Ordinance shall take effect upon its first posting or publication.

ADOPTED by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City, Utah, this 3™ day of June, 2025.

EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY, UTAH

Tom Westmoreland, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gina L. Olsen
City Recorder



CERTIFICATION

The above ordinance was adopted by the City Council of Eagle Mountain City on
the 3™ day of June, 2025.

Those voting yes:

O Donna Burnham
O Melissa Clark
O Jared Gray

O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Posted on

Those voting no:

O

O

O

O

O

Those excused:

Donna Burnham O Donna Burnham

Melissa Clark
Jared Gray
Rich Wood

Brett Wright

by

O Melissa Clark
O Jared Gray
O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Those abstaining:

O Donna Burnham
O Melissa Clark

O Jared Gray

O Rich Wood

O Brett Wright

Gina L. Olsen
City Recorder
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3.20.030 General policy.
A. All city purchases and contracts for goods and services shall be subject to this chapter unless specifically
exempted.

B. No contract or purchase shall be so arranged, fragmented, or divided with the purpose or intent to circumvent this
chapter.

C. Reasonable attempts shall be made to publicize anticipated purchases or contracts to known vendors, contractors,
and suppliers.

D. When it is advantageous to the city, annual contracts for services and supplies regularly purchased should be
approved.

E. All contracts for services shall be approved as to form by the city attorney.

F. The city manager/designee may recommend to the city council additional policies and controls for adoption
which are consistent with the approval mechanism set forth in this chapter.

G. Conflicts of Interest. It is unlawful for any elected official, officer, or employee to actively participate in the
awarding of a contract from which he/she will directly benefit or derive any income from any business entity,
without fully disclosing any interest he/she has therein and/or to violate state or federal law concerning conflict of
interest.

H. Change Orders.

1. The completion and issuance of a change order or execution of a contract amendment shall be required if any
alteration to, amendment of, or deviation from an awarded purchase order or contract as to scope, cost, time for
completion, material, equipment, or services furnished as part of the purchase order or contract, or any
alteration to, amendment of, or deviation from the nature of work to be performed.

2. Change orders shall not be issued as a means to add or complete an additional project or a portion of another
project outside of the originally defined project or scope of work defined in the proposal, bid or contract unless
approved by city council.

3. A city department head is authorized to approve change orders to a contract when the total amount of all
such change orders is not exceeded by more than the lesser greater of 10 percent of the contract price or
$25,000, provided the overall project budget is not exceeded, and city council is notified of the change order.

4. The city manager is authorized to approve change orders to a contract when the total amount of all such
change orders is not exceeded by more than the lesser greater of 10 percent of the contract price or $75,000,
provided the overall projected budget is not exceeded, and city council is notified of the change order.

5. The city council must approve change orders to a contract when the total amount of all such change orders
exceeds more than the lesser greater of 10 percent of the contract price or $75,000, provided the overall
projected budget is not exceeded; however, a budget amendment may be approved by the city council to allow
for an increase in the budget.

6. The city manager/designee may require a change order of any amount and from any department to come
before the city council for approval.

I. Contingency. Upon city council approval, a contingency amount determined by city council may be added to the
bid award amount to cover unknown conditions, errors, and omissions. [Ord. O-21-2024 § 2 (Exh. A); Ord.
0-47-2023 § 2 (Exh. A)].
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EAGLE MOUNTAIN CITY
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
JUNE 3, 2025

TITLE: | TRAINING - Open & Public Meetings Act

ITEM TYPE: |Presentation

FISCAL IMPACT: |N/A

APPLICANT: | City-initiated

CURRENT GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION & ZONE ACREAGE
N/A N/A
PUBLIC HEARING PREPARED BY PRESENTED BY
No Gina Olsen, City Recorder Marcus Draper
RECOMMENDATION:

City Staff, the City Attorney, and Recorder's Office recommend State mandated annual Open and
Public Meetings Act training take place.

BACKGROUND:

Utah State Law (UCA 52-4-104) requires that the presiding officer of a government entity provide
training for all public officials on the Open Meetings Act each year. Training this year will be provided
by Marcus Draper, City Attorney.

The Utah Open and Public Meetings Act (OPMA) requires public bodies to conduct their business in
public. The OPMA applies to state agencies, political subdivisions, and administrative, executive, and
legislative bodies.

Notice requirements

¢ Public bodies must provide notice of meetings at least 24 hours in advance.
¢ Notice must include the meeting's date, time, place, and agenda.
¢ Notice must be posted on the Utah Public Notice Website and at the meeting location.
¢ Notice must also be provided to a local media correspondent or newspaper.
Agenda requirements
e The agenda must be included in the notice.
e The agenda must include all action items and be stated with reasonable specificity.

Recording and minutes requirements

¢ Public bodies must keep written minutes and a recording of all meetings.



¢ Recordings of open meetings must be posted on the Utah Public Notice Website within three
business days.
¢ Draft minutes must be made available to the public within 30 days.

Emergency meetings

¢ Public bodies can hold emergency meetings to consider urgent matters if they give the best
notice possible.
¢ A majority of the public body's members must approve of the emergency meeting.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
This is annual training required by UCA 52-4-104 that is generally held at the beginning of each year.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
None



Summary of Changes Since Last Report

Issue / Description Priority [see Status Target Date of Comments/Update
Item EMMC Date last
2.15.100] update
2024.001 | A general plan update has High Priority In 8/31/2025 | 5/28/2025 | General Plan update is well under way. Staff
(was commenced. The project is Progress anticipates bringing the Future Land Use Map
2023.003) | expected to continue through to the Council in July 2025. Staff has early
August 2025. drafts of approximately 1/2 of the chapters.
2024.001c | Annexation Policy Declaration: Secondary In 6/30/2025 | 2/26/2025 | Staff intends to bring this to Council in June
Review and preparation (to be Priority Progress 2025. The master plans updates are
included as an Appendix). unacticipated time frame constraints for this
project.
2024.001d | Part 1 (Planning context, Secondary In 10/31/2024 | 2/26/2025 | Staff has completed early draft work on this
community context, framework Priority Progress section.
for the future, decision-making
framework)
2024.001h | Review and approve General Secondary Not 7/31/2025 | 2/26/2025
Plan: Schedule targets draft to PC Priority Started
in July 2025; to Council for Master plans updates will impact the
discussion in July 2025; with goal completion of the General Plan, as will any
to adopt in August 2025. changes to these Strategic Priorities.
2024.004 | Gather data and produce a report High Priority Not TBD 2/26/2025 | Staff is allocating resources to other projects,
on the number, types, sizes, Started including the General Plan
status (entitled, built, own, rent),
etc. of housing in the community.
Strategize on how to use and
communicate the information to
legislators, the market, etc.
2023.004 | Establish criteria for MDP/MDA Secondary In 4/30/2024 | 2/26/2025 | This has been assigned to David Stroud. Staff
amendment proposals. Require Priority Progress plans to bring this to Council in June 2025.

side by side vesting comparison
(may be appropriate for EMMC
16.10.090).




2023.009

Create or update the Facilities
Master Plan. Include civic
buildings in the plan. Need to
have a financial plan to
accomplish.

High Priority

In
Progress

12/30/2024

2/26/2025

RFP for Municipal Financial Advisor just closed
with a contract award planned for the
February 4th Council meeting after that we
will begin reviewing financing options and
bring them forward for discussion with the
Council. Facilities on the master plan will be
added to the Capital Improvement Plan as part
of the FY 2026 budget process.
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