Kimball Junction
II ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT

ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT
AND SCREENING REPORT

The purpose of the Kimball Junction Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is to address
transportation-related safety and mobility for all users of the Kimball Junction area by:
* Improving operations and travel times on SR-224 from the 1-80 interchange through Olympic Pkwy.

* Improving safety by reducing vehicle queues on 1-80 off-ramps
* Improving pedestrian and bicyclist mobility and accessibility throughout the evaluation area
* Maintaining or improving transit travel times through the evaluation area

EIS ALTERNATIVE SCREENING PROCESS

Level 3 screening criteria eliminated alternatives (potential transportation improvements) that do
not meet the purpose and need of the project. Level 4 screening criteria eliminated alternatives that
meet the purpose and need but would have unreasonable impacts on the natural and human
environment, would not meet regulatory requirements, or could be replaced by a less costly
concept with similar impacts.

LEVEL 3 SCREENING

UDOT conducted an initial traffic evaluation on the conceptual alternatives from the 2021 Area Plan.
All the conceptual alternative designs were refined and the refined alternatives were carried through
the full Level 3 screening process. Alternative B did not meet the project purpose and did not pass
Level 3 screening—however, it was carried forward in Level 4 screening for comparison.

LEVEL 4 SCREENING

Two alternatives, refined Alternatives A and C, passed Level 4 screening and are being advanced for
detailed impacts analysis in the Draft EIS. Because refined Alternative B does not meet the purpose
of the project and would have the most Waters of the US (WOTUS) impacts, the most relocations,
and the highest cost without substantially greater benefits, it was not advanced for further
evaluation in the Draft EIS.
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SCREENING RESULTS SUMMARY (More detailed information in Draft Alternatives Development and Screening Results Report Tables 5-2 & 5-4)
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

30-DAY COMMENT PERIOD
FEBRUARY 26 - MARCH 27, 2024

UDOT is asking for public input on the Alternatives Development and Screening Report.
Please provide comments on the alternative screening process in the report, the initial
impacts analysis, and the alternatives advanced for detailed evaluation in the Draft EIS.

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT ACTIVITIES:

LOCAL GOVERNMENT .' PUBLIC COMMENT

9. nm
222 PRESENTATIONS PERIOD ‘ LT SOCIAL MEDIA WEBSITE

COMMENTS CAN BE SUBMITTED THROUGH:

N\
1 KimballJunctionElS.udot.utah.gov @ KimballJunctionEIS@utah.gov
74

/RN

Kimball Junction EIS c/o HDR

@ 2825 E. Cottonwood Parkway, Suite 200 e 435-255-3168
Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121

PROCESS & SCHEDULE

AREA PLAN PRE-SCOPING NEPA SCOPING ALTERNATIVES ALTERNATIVES DRAFT EIS FINAL EIS AND
ALTERNATIVE Spring 2022 - Winter 2022 - DEVELOPMENT SCREENING & Spring 2024 - RECORD OF
CONCEPT Fall 2022 Spring 2023 & REFINEMENT PREPARE DRAFT EIS Summer 2024 DECISION
DEVELOPMENT Spring 2023 - Summer 2023 - Fall 2024

2020 - 2021 Summer 2023 Spring 2024

Current Phase

ONGOING STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

. Public - Public + Council « Public + Council « Council . Public
engagement engagement Presentations engagement Presentations Presentations engagement

* Open house + 30-day + Public * Public hearing

. 37-day comment engagement « 45-day
comment period - 30-day comment comment
period period period

REGULAR UPDATES WILL BE PROVIDED TO THE PUBLIC THROUGH EMAIL, SOCIAL MEDIA, AND THE STUDY WEBSITE

Individuals Requiring Accommodations: For those without internet access or needing accommodations
including but not limited to translation or captioning, please notify the project team by March 18, 2024
at 435-255-3168 for assistance with viewing materials or providing comments.

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this
project are being, or have been, carried out by UDOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and @ Memorandum of Understanding
dated May 26, 2022, and executed by FHWA and UDOT.
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