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ﬂ*&m T30 st
SHPO Finding

Address Phto Date Style Rating | of Effect Impact
22402 South ; |
800 East €.1905 Bungalow B No Effect None
2334 South ¢.1905 | Victorian Eclectic A No Effect None
900 East
72361 South
900 East Other/
(Fairmont g ¢1935 Undefined B No Effect None
Park)
2375 South
900 East 1906 Mission A No Effect None
(Forest Dale
Golf Course)
2386 South Ranch/ Rambler .
900 East €.1960 (Gen.) C Ineligible None

Minimal
2392 South €.1940 Traditional B No Effect None
900 East . )
Colonial Revival

2398 South
900 East €.1915 Bungalow B No Effect None
720 East A
Ashton Ave. . . . [NRHP &
(Parrish Place €.1890 | Victorian Eclectic S| CRCR® No Effect None
B&B) Listed]]
748 East 1925 Colonial Revival B No Effect None
Ashton Ave. Bungalow
752 East
Ashton Ave. €.1925 Bungalow B No Effect None
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1-80

ﬂ*&m T 1 300 st
SHPO Finding
Address Photo Date Style Rating | of Effect Impact
' ROW acquisition of =515
766 East No Adverse e
Ashton Ave. c.1915 Bungalow A Effect sg. ft.; no impact to
structures
ROW acquisition of
770 East ¢.1900 Neoclassical B No Adverse =1,307 sq. ft.; no impact
Ashton Ave. Effect
to structures
504 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. ¢.1945 Traditional B No Effect None
518 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. ¢.1945 Traditional B No Effect None
524 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. ¢.1945 Traditional B No Effect None
532 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. ¢.1945 Traditional B No Effect None
53.6 East €.1905 | Victorian: Other A No Effect None
Driggs Ave.
Potential settlement
53.8 East €.1935 | English Cottage A No Adverse impact on lot; no impact
Driggs Ave. Effect "
anticipated on structures
550 East Victorian Eclectic No Adverse . Potential S?t"e'.“e”t
. €.1890 B impact on lot; no impact
Driggs Ave. Contemporary Effect -
anticipated on structures
552 East : Minimal No Adverse | ROW ac.qws.mon of ~78
) €.1945 o B sg. ft.; no impact to
Driggs Ave. Traditional Effect
structures
I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-51
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560 East Minimal .
Driggs Ave. ¢.1945 Traditional ¢ Ineligible None
ROW acquisition of =303
56.2 East €.1895 | Victorian Eclectic B No Adverse sg. ft.; no impact to
Driggs Ave. Effect
structures
ROW acquisition of =41
57.2 East c.1915 Bungalow B No Adverse sg. ft.; no impact to
Driggs Ave. Effect
structures
574 East Colonial Revival No Adverse . Potential S?“'ef.“e“t
. c. 1925 A impact on lot; no impact
Driggs Ave. Bungalow Effect i
anticipated on structures
584 East Classical:
Driggs Ave. 1873 Other A No Effect None
604 East Victorian Eclectic No Adverse . Potential S?t"eme“t
Driggs Ave ¢.1895 English Cottage B Effect impact on lot; no impact
' anticipated on structures
1200 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. 1930 Traditional B No Effect None
1208 East .
Driggs Ave. 1929 Bungalow C Ineligible None
1216 East
Driggs Ave. €.1930 Bungalow A No Effect None
W
1220 East w7 1 - Minimal
Driggs Ave. | 1940 Traditional B No Effect None
1-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-52
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SHPO Finding

Address Photo Date Style Rating | of Effect Impact
1224 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. 1948 Traditional B No Effect None
1232 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. 1948 Traditional B No Effect None
1238 East .
Driggs Ave. 1948 Contemporary C Ineligible None
1246 East 1043 | FE@lyRanch A No Effect None
Driggs Ave. (Gen.)
1252 East Minimal
Driggs Ave. 1948 Traditional B No Effect None
1258 East Minimal i,
Driggs Ave. 1948 Traditional ¢ Ineligible None
12.66 East 1952 Early Ranch B No Effect None
Driggs Ave. (Gen.)
1270 East 1948 Early Ranch A No Adverse ROS\éV ;qunugsilrt:]%r;gtf ;77
Driggs Ave. (Gen) Effect structures
1278 East 1949 Early Ranch A Adverse Direct ROW impact to
Driggs Ave. (Gen.) Effect house; total acquisition
2409 South -
Highland Dr. 1954 | Contemporary C Ineligible None
1-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-53
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St Serect 1o | 300 [t
SHPO Finding
Address Photo Date Style Rating | of Effect Impact
2420 South
Highland Dr. Neoclassical A
(Utah Light & €.1911 | Spanish Colonial [NHRP No Effect None
Railway SE Revival listed*]
Substation)
2360 South 1930 Period Revival: B Adverse Total acquisition due to
Lake Street ‘ Other Effect ROW proximity impact
2416 South
Lake Street ¢.1915 Bungalow A No Effect None
2420 South
Lake Street ¢.1915 Bungalow A No Effect None
2422 South 20t Century:
Lake Street €.1940 Other B No Effect None
759 East 1905 Bungalow B Adverse Total acquisition due to
Parkway Ave. : Victorian: Other Effect ROW proximity impact
Potential settlement
impact on lot and
825 East c. 1915 Byngalow A No Adverse outbuilding; no impact
Parkway Ave. Prairie School Effect . .
anticipated on primary
structure
Potential settlement
impact on lot and
831 East €.1925 Bungalow_ A No Adverse outbuilding; no impact
Parkway Ave. Colonial Revival Effect . :
anticipated on primary
structure
Potential settlement
impact on lot and
837East Bungalow No Adverse L
Parkway Ave. ¢.1925 Colonial Revival B Effect OUt.b ”"d'ng’ no impact
anticipated on primary
structure
Potential settlement
| impact on lot and
843 East Arts & Crafts No Adverse L
Parkway Ave. ¢.1919 Bungalow A Effect OUt.b F“'d'”g’ no impact
anticipated on primary
structure
I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-54
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SHPO Finding

Address Photo Date Style Rating | of Effect Impact
849 East . . Potential settlement
Parkway Ave. €.1935 | English Cottage C Ineligible impact
857 East S No Adverse Potential settlement
Parkway Ave. €.1900 | Victorian: Other B Effect impact
861 East ! . . Potential settlement
Parkway Ave. Bl 1935 | English Cottage C Ineligible impact
gg?kl\fvf)‘/t Ave ¢.1910 Bungalow B No Effect None

Minimal B
Ii?zjl?wias,ive €.1940 Traditional [NHRP No Effect None
YAV Colonial Revival | listed*]
ROW acquisition of =339
567 East 20t Century: o =
Warnock Ave. €.1920 Other C Ineligible sg. ft.; no impact to
structures

*Included in the Highland Park Historic District on the NRHP

**Salt Lake City Register of Cultural Resources

&@ Archaeological Resources

- A cultural resources survey of the project area was conducted, which
evaluated the potential for archaeological resources (other than historic structures) in the
project area. The survey indicated that there was one documented cultural resource in the
project area, as well as one Isolated Occurrence (10). See Figure 3-25. The site is the
abandoned Brick Plant Branch of the Denver and Rio Grand Railroad and is located
under 1-80 along the western side of Highland Drive. The rails and all railroad-related
features have been removed and no evidence of the railroad segment remains. It is

therefore not eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. The 10 (identified as a concrete box
with a metal lid of unknown origin or purpose) is not eligible for inclusion in the NRHP.

Native American Coordination

Area tribes were contacted by UDOT to inform them about the proposed highway
improvement project and to solicit their participation at whatever level they deemed
appropriate. Letters dated April 3, 2007 were sent to the Northwestern Band of
Shoshone, the Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians, the Goshute Indian Band, the
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Uintah & Ouray Ute Indian Reservation, and the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes.  See
Chapter 4 — Comments and Coordination. This letter also informed the tribes that
historians and archeologists would begin studying the area and that their participation in
preserving the cultural resources in the project area would be welcomed. No verbal or
written responses to the letters were received.

3.11.2 No-action Alternative
Under the No-action Alternative, there would be no impacts to cultural resources.

3.11.3 Proposed Action

Direct Effects

Under the Proposed Action, there would be an Adverse Effect on five historic properties
eligible for inclusion on the NRHP and there would be a No Adverse Effect on 23
eligible historic properties, seven of which are related to potential settlement. There
would be no adverse effects on any eligible archeological resources.

A Determination of Eligibility and Finding of Effect (DOEFOE) was prepared by UDOT,
as the lead agency, outlining the determinations of eligibility for inclusion on the NRHP
and the type of effect from the implementation of the Proposed Action shown in Table 3-
7, which was submitted to the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for concurrence.
A copy of the executed DOEFOE can be found in Chapter 4 — Comments and
Coordination.

Indirect Effects
Under the Proposed Action, there would be no indirect impacts to cultural resources.

3.11.4 Proposed Mitigation Measures

UDOT will continue to work towards resolution of the adverse effects of the Proposed
Action. A Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be executed that stipulates how the
adverse effects will be resolved. UDOT will extend an invitation to Salt Lake City
Corporation to participate in the MOA as a consulting party. Mitigation measures may
include, but are not limited to, preparing an Intensive Level Survey (ILS) for the five
homes for which an adverse effect was found; investigating the possibility of adding
properties within the survey area for listing on the NRHP; or using project funds to aid in
a historic preservation project in Salt Lake City.

During construction, if previously unidentified cultural resources are encountered, the
Contractor shall comply with UDOT Standard Specification Section 01355, Part 1.10,
Discovery of Historical, Archaeological or Paleontological Objects.

I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-56
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<& 3.12.1 Affected Environment

Visual conditions in the area consist
of older residential neighborhoods with
scattered commercial areas near State Street,
700 East, and 1300 East. The 1-80 roadway
is elevated above the adjacent property so as
to dominate the north/south view shed from
the adjacent neighborhoods. The slopes of
the roadway are covered in vegetation and
separated from the neighborhoods by chain
link fencing. Between 900 East and
Highland Drive, 1-80 is sandwiched between
Fairmont Park on the north and the Forest
Dale Golf Course on the south.

3.12.2 No-action Alternative s Va5 «.—.-‘

Under the No-action Alternative, the visual conditions in the area would change
consistent with continuing residential and/or commercial redevelopment (including
planned commercial redevelopment in Sugar House near Highland Drive and 2100
South). There would be no visible changes to 1-80.

3.12.3 Proposed Action

Direct Effects

Under the Proposed Action, there would be new bridge structures for both the mainline
and for the ramps at State Street, 700 East, and 1300 East. The width of the roadway
would be increased, with pavement replacing the open median between directional travel
lanes and retaining walls that would take the place of the existing slopes, including the
loss of some vegetation along the slopes. The retaining walls would not obstruct more of
the view shed from the surrounding communities than currently exist, as they would not
exceed the height of the roadway as at present. Depending upon the outcome of the noise
wall balloting, there would be new noise walls in various locations that would obstruct
the north/south views, mostly from the roadway itself since the noise walls would be
adjacent to the roadway (either just outside the 42” barriers or on the retaining walls
themselves) and residents adjacent to 1-80 already have the existing slopes in their view
shed. There would also be a loss of trees and other vegetation on the slopes of the
roadway, to be replaced with retaining walls.

There would also be temporary visual impacts due to the use of construction signs,
barricades, exposed earth, and construction equipment in the project area during
construction, as well as from the construction of the bridge structures at the staging sites,
and the potential loss of vegetation from construction activities.

1-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-60
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Indirect Effects
There would be no indirect visual impacts from the Proposed Action.

3.12.4 Proposed Mitigation Measures

Design-related Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) will be considered, including aesthetic
treatments to retaining walls along 1-80 and in connection with the bridges, aesthetic
treatments to noise walls (if approved), and landscaping compatible with the surrounding
area (where appropriate). Visual impacts due to construction activities would be
temporary in nature and would require no mitigation.

3.13 INVASIVE SPECIES

3.13.1 Affected Environment

= & Executive Order 13112 directs federal agencies to expand and coordinate their
3‘; efforts to combat the introduction and spread of plants and animals not native to

the United States and to the individual regions. The Order defines invasive
species as “any species, including its seeds, eggs, spores, or other biological material
capable of propagating that species, that is not native to that ecosystem whose
introduction does or is likely to cause economic or environmental harm or harm to human
health.” Also, the Utah Noxious Weed Act, U.C.A 84-17-1 et seq., requires each county
to formulate and implement a countywide noxious weed control program designed to
prevent and control noxious weeds within its county.

m

3.13.2 No-action Alternative
Under the No-action Alternative, existing conditions would continue unaffected.

3.13.3 Proposed Action

Direct Effects

Under the Proposed Action, the potential exists for invasive species to be introduced
and/or propagated in the project area due to construction activities that disturb the
existing ground cover.

Indirect Effects
There would be no indirect impacts on invasive species from the Proposed Action.

3.13.4 Proposed Mitigation Measures
To minimize the potential introduction and spread of invasive species, the contractor will

be required to comply with UDOT’s Special Provision 02926S — Invasive Weed Control,
which includes:

e Cleaning all earth-moving equipment entering the project area

e Treating existing noxious weeds ten days before starting earthwork operations

e Controlling invasive weeds using pre-emergent, selective, and non-selective
herbicides, as appropriate

I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-61
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UDOT will specify on all construction contract documents that seed mix used for
landscaping and/or erosion control must be free of noxious weeds and other invasive
plant species. In areas of particular sensitivity, extra precautions will be taken if invasive
species are found in or adjacent to the construction areas, including inspection and
cleaning of construction equipment and eradication strategies to be implemented should
an invasion occur.

3.14 CONSTRUCTION

3.14.1 Affected Environment

Construction activities would be limited to those areas within and

w immediately adjacent to 1-80 and the intersections of the cross streets for the

— bridge replacements. Staging areas would be located in the loop of the 1300
East westbound on-ramp and at other various locations adjacent to 1-80.

3.14.2 No-action Alternative

Under the No-action Alternative, there would be no construction activities and therefore,
no construction-related impacts.

3.14.3 Proposed Action

Direct Effects

Detours/ Road Closures

Construction of the bridge structures is anticipated to occur in staging areas near 1-80,
using periodic weekend road closures and rapid bridge replacement techniques to
minimize construction impacts. It is anticipated that 300 East, 500 East, 600 East, 700
East, 900 East, and Highland Drive will be closed to through traffic underneath the 1-80
roadway for construction activities at various times throughout the construction
timeframe, as needed. Possible construction staging areas include:

e The South Salt Lake Mini Park (300 East)

e The parking lot of the LDS Nibley Ward building and the western access road for
the Riverton Music building (600 East)

e Inside the gore areas of the 700 East Interchange

e The parking lot of the Forest Dale Golf Course; the parking lot of the Fairmont
Park, and/or the area immediately adjacent to 1-80 on the southwest corner of 900
East and Ashton Avenue

e Inside the loop of the westbound on-ramp at 1300 East

Social/ Economic/ Pedestrian and Bicycles

Area residents, commuters, and others who currently utilize 1-80 would experience
temporary inconveniences due to noise, dust, traffic, and travel delays during
construction. Access to all properties and businesses would be maintained.

I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-62
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Air Quality
Construction of the Proposed Action would result in temporary impacts to air quality due
to increased airborne dust and particulates from the construction activities.

Noise

Temporary construction noise impacts are anticipated due to construction activities and
percussive noise sources (i.e., bridge construction and demolition, hauling of materials,
engine noise, crack and seat procedures, etc.). There would be construction noise during
nighttime hours and weekends in order to reduce the amount of time need to complete
construction of the project. Extended disruption of normal activities is not anticipated,
since no one receptor is expected to be exposed to construction noise of a long duration.

Water Quality

Construction would require relocation or reconstruction or some features of the existing
storm drain system, including the construction of a new detention basin within the loop of
the 1300 East westbound on-ramp. Also, there is the potential for temporary soil erosion
and sediment/siltation impacts during construction.

Visual

There would be temporary visual impacts due to the use of construction signs, barricades,
exposed earth, and construction equipment in the project area during construction, as well
as from the construction of the bridge structures at the staging areas.

Invasive Species
The potential exists for invasive species to be introduced and/or propagated in the project
area due to construction activities that disturb the existing ground cover.

Indirect Effects
There would be no indirect impacts as a result of construction for the Proposed Action.

3.14.4 Proposed Mitigation Measures
Detours/ Road Closures

e Traffic Control — The Contractor will be required to prepare a detailed traffic
control plan that will maintain access to all commercial and residential properties
throughout project implementation. The Contractor will be required to submit an
approved traffic control plan prior to the commencement of construction related
activities (see UDOT Standard Specification 01554 — Traffic Control.)

e Public Involvement - The Contractor will be required to provide an approved
public involvement plan to notify the traveling public and adjacent property
owners of construction related issues and concerns. The Contractor will
coordinate construction activities with adjacent property owners (see UDOT
Standard Specification 01315 — Public Information)

I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-63
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Social/ Economic

Construction impacts will be mitigated by use of a traffic control plan, as well as noise,
vibration-control, and dust-control measures. Access to all residences and businesses
will be maintained.

Air Quality

Mitigation during construction will include the use of dust-control measures per UDOT
Standard Specification 01572 - Environmental Protection. A permit for air quality
impacts during construction will be obtained from the Utah Department of Air Quality
(UDAQ) by the contractor to control fugitive dust and emissions.

Noise

Construction impacts due to noise and vibration will be minimized through adherence to
UDOT Standard Specification 01355, Section 1.8 - Noise and Vibration Control.
Further, the Contractor will obtain construction noise permits from the cities prior to
beginning construction.

Hazardous Waste

If hazardous waste material is encountered during construction, mitigation will be
coordinated in accordance with UDOT Standard Specification 01355, which directs the
Contractor to stop work and notify the Project Engineer of any such discovery.
Disposition of hazardous material would then take place under guidelines set by the Utah
Department of Environmental Quality.

Visual
Visual impacts due to construction would be temporary and require no mitigation.

Invasive Species

To minimize the potential introduction and spread of invasive species, the contractor will
be required to comply with UDOT’s Special Provision 02926S - Invasive Weed Control,
which includes:

e Cleaning all earth-moving equipment entering the project area

e Treating existing noxious weeds ten days before starting earthwork operations

e Controlling invasive weeds using pre-emergent, selective, and non-selective
herbicides, as appropriate

UDOT will specify on all construction contract documents that seed mixed used for
landscaping and/or erosion control must be free of noxious weeds and other invasive
plant species. In areas of particular sensitivity, extra precautions will be taken if invasive
species are found in or adjacent to the construction areas, including inspection and
cleaning of construction equipment and eradication strategies to be implemented should
an invasion occur.
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3.15 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative impacts are defined as the incremental impacts of actions on an
environmental resource when added to other past, present and reasonably foreseeable
future actions.?* The geographic area and time frames addressed in this cumulative
impacts analysis vary with the environmental resource under discussion.

3.15.1 Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions That May
Affect the Environment

Land Use

The project area consists of land that is fully developed with long-established residential
neighborhoods, parks and open spaces, and commercial areas. Future projects for the
area revolve around providing more mass transit and pedestrian-friendly modes of travel,
such as the Sugar House Light Rail and the Parley’s Creek Canyon Trail. It is not likely
that any major changes to land use will occur in the project area in the near future.

Social

Social conditions in the project area are relatively stable with regards to community
cohesion. The Proposed Action, especially due to the proposed noise mitigation
measures, would decrease the existing noise levels in many sections of the project area
below the level already existing. Emphasis has already been placed on making the Sugar
House area a “walkable” community with new commercial establishments being built
adjacent to the sidewalks and parking lots behind the storefronts. Future projects in the
area involve improving public facilities and mass transit options that would improve the
quality of life in the area and make it a more desirable place to live.

Water Quality

Water quality in the area has been recognized by the local and state governments as a
matter of paramount importance and several initiatives have been implemented to both
protect the watershed (the Salt Lake City Watershed Master Plan) and to conserve water
usage (the Salt Lake City 2004 Water Conservation Master Plan), including extensive
public awareness campaigns. These efforts, along with other governmental regulation
and planning activities concerning water quality protection and management, help to
maintain, if not improve, the quality of the water resources in the project area.

Cultural Resources

The project area includes several historic resources that are included on the National
Register, including the Highland Park Historic District on the southeastern-most portion
of the project area and other historic properties along 1-80, as discussed in Section 3.12 —
Cultural Resources. The historic structures in the area predate the initial construction of
1-80 and most have been kept up in good condition. This area has maintained its integrity
and is likely to continue to do so for the near future due to the lack of developable land in

24 40 CFR 1508.7
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the project area, although there are currently developmental pressures in the Sugar House
commercial area just north of the project area.

Visual

The view shed for the project area has not had any major alteration since the construction
of 1-80. The Proposed Action would change the view shed by the addition of new bridge
structures, increased pavement surfaces, and potentially noise walls. Anticipated future
alterations in the view shed, not including those anticipated from the Proposed Action;
include the commercial redevelopment of Sugar House, the proposed Parley Creek Trail,
and the inclusion of the Sugar House light rail project.

3.15.2 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources

No-action Alternative

There would be no commitment of natural, physical, human, or fiscal resources for the
project area under the No-action Alternative, with the exception of those resources
required for routine maintenance of the roadway and emergency bridge repairs.

Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would require the investment of certain natural, physical, and
human resources that are not retrievable, including the fiscal resources necessary for
construction. Considerable amounts of fossil fuels, labor, and roadway construction
materials such as cement, aggregate, and bituminous material would be expended, as well
as the labor and natural resources involved in the fabrication and preparation of said
materials. It would also require the conversion of additional land to roadway use, albeit
mostly land already within the existing right-of-way. Land used in the construction of
the facility is considered an irreversible commitment during the time period that the land
is used for a roadway facility. However, if a greater need arises for the use of the land or
if the roadway facility is no longer needed, the land could be converted to another use.
As 1-80 is presently an important part of the national transportation system, such a
conversion will not be likely to occur in the near future.

3.15.3 Short-Term Uses of Man’s Environment Versus Long Term
Productivity

Short-term refers to the immediate consequences of the project; long-term relates to its
direct or secondary effects on future generations.

No-action Alternative

The short-term consequences would be continued deterioration of the structural integrity
of the pavement and bridges, continued traffic flow and congestion problems, and
continued safety concerns. Long term productivity would eventually require the
replacement of the bridge structures, if not further improvements to the pavement,
interchanges, ramps, etc.

I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-66
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Proposed Action

The Proposed Action would have the following short-term consequences:
e Relocation of seven residents
e Reconfiguration of travel patterns due to closing Driggs Avenue and construction
detours
e Inconvenience to residents, business owners, commuters, and motorists on 1-80
and the surrounding local streets due to construction activities

The Proposed Action would realize the following long-term benefits:
e Increased safety on the 1-80 mainline and interchanges
e Improved traffic flow and capacity, resulting in greater energy efficiency
e New bridge structures and pavement resurfacing
e Reduction in traffic noise for the surrounding communities
e Improvements to the drainage systems for stormwater runoff

3.16 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION/OTHER COMMITMENTS

Land Use o ] - )
2% Parks - Mitigation measures include Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS),

such as aesthetic treatments, landscaping, etc.

Construction impacts will be mitigated by use of a traffic control plan, as
well as noise, vibration-control, and dust-control measures. Access to
all residences and businesses will be maintained. Construction-related
closures will be minimized through the use of rapid bridge replacement
techniques and only periodic weekend road closures.

Construction impacts will be mitigated by use of a traffic control plan, as
well as noise, vibration-control, and dust-control measures. Access to
all residences and businesses will be maintained.

Any right of way acquisitions will occur in accordance with federal,
state, and local relocation policies. The acquisition and relocation
program will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation
Relocations | Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as

S amended. Relocation resources will be available to each relocated
(i"‘ﬂ_}ﬁa residence without discrimination. UDOT will evaluate the need to

provide early right of way acquisition for those property owners who
demonstrate a hardship due to this project.
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Prior to construction, the proposed project must be included in an
approved LRTP that have been found to conform to the SIP. Mitigation
during construction will also include the use of dust-control measures

Air Quality per UDOT Standard Specification 01572 - Environmental Protection. A
permit for air quality impacts during construction will be obtained from
the Utah Department of Air Quality (UDAQ) by the contractor to control
fugitive dust and emissions.

Noise Construction noise will be minimized through adherence to UDOT
Standard Specification 01355, Section 1.8 - Noise and Vibration

‘)9))) Control. The final decision as to whether to build the recommended
noise barriers will be made during the design phase of the project.

Geology

23

UDOT will evaluate and compensate for damages related to soil
settlement, if any, on an individual basis during the design phase.

Water
Quality

A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be developed
and incorporated into the final design plans of the project and a Notice
of Intent (NOI) will be submitted to the Utah Division of Water Quality
(UDWQ) prior to construction of the project. Short-term impacts to
water quality will be minimized through implementation of UDOT’s Best
Management Practices (BMP), found in the Temporary Erosion and
Sediment Control Manual (July 1999). Mitigation measures also
include the addition of the new stormwater detention basin near 1300
East.

Cultural
Resources

UDOT will continue to work towards resolution of the adverse effects of
the Proposed Action. A Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be
executed that stipulates how the adverse effects will be resolved.
UDOT will extend an invitation to Salt Lake City Corporation to
participate in the MOA as a consulting party. Mitigation measures may
include, but are not limited to, preparing an Intensive Level Survey (ILS)
for the five homes for which an adverse effect was found; investigating
the possibility of adding properties within the survey area for listing on
the NRHP; or using project funds to aid in a historic preservation project
in Salt Lake City.

If, during construction, previously unidentified cultural resources are
encountered, the Contractor shall comply with UDOT Standard
Specification Section 01355, Part 1.10 - Discovery of Historical,
Archaeological, or Paleontological Objects.

If hazardous waste material is encountered during construction,

Hazardous mitigation will be coordinated in accordance with UDOT Standard

Waste Specification 01355, which directs the contractor to stop work and notify
the Project Engineer of any discovery of hazardous material.
Disposition of the hazardous material would then take place under
guidelines set by the UDEQ.
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Design-related Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) will be considered,
including aesthetic treatments to retaining walls along 1-80 and in
connection with the bridges, aesthetic treatments to noise walls (if
approved), and landscaping compatible with the surrounding area
(where appropriate). Visual impacts due to construction activities would
be temporary in nature and would require no mitigation.

Invasive
Species

Lo
z\‘v&
S

To minimize the potential introduction and spread of invasive species,
the contractor will be required to comply with UDOT’s Special Provision
02926S - Invasive Weed Control, which includes:

e Cleaning all earth-moving equipment entering the project area

e Treating existing noxious weeds ten days before starting
earthwork operations

e Controlling invasive weeds using pre-emergent, selective, and
non-selective herbicides as appropriate

UDOT will specify on all construction contract documents that seed mix
used for landscaping and/or erosion control must be free of noxious
weeds and other invasive plant species. In areas of particular
sensitivity, extra precautions will be taken if invasive species are found
in or adjacent to the construction areas, including inspection and
cleaning of construction equipment and eradication strategies to be
implemented should an invasion occur.

Construction

Detours/ Road Closures

Traffic Control — The Contractor will be required to prepare a detailed
traffic control plan that will maintain access to all commercial and
residential properties throughout project implementation. The
Contractor will be required to submit an approved traffic control plan
prior to the commencement of construction related activities (see UDOT
Standard Specification 01554 — Traffic Control.)

Public Involvement - The Contractor will be required to provide an
approved public involvement plan to notify the traveling public and
adjacent property owners of construction related issues and concerns.
The Contractor will coordinate construction activities with adjacent
property owners (see UDOT Standard Specification 01315 — Public
Information)

Social/ Economic

Construction impacts will be mitigated by use of a traffic control plan, as
well as noise, vibration-control, and dust-control measures. Access to
all residences and businesses will be maintained.

Air Quality

Mitigation during construction will include the use of dust-control
measures per UDOT Standard Specification 01572 - Environmental
Protection. A permit for air quality impacts during construction will be
obtained from the Utah Department of Air Quality (UDAQ) by the
contractor to control fugitive dust and emissions.

I-80; State Street to 1300 East 3-69
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Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Noise

Construction impacts due to noise and vibration will be minimized
through adherence to UDOT Standard Specification 01355, Section 1.8
- Noise and Vibration Control. Further, the Contractor will obtain
construction noise permits from the cities prior to beginning
construction.

Hazardous Waste

If hazardous waste material is encountered during construction,
mitigation will be coordinated in accordance with UDOT Standard
Specification 01355, which directs the Contractor to stop work and
notify the Project Engineer of any such discovery. Disposition of
hazardous material would then take place under guidelines set by the
Utah Department of Environmental Quality.

Visual
Visual impacts due to construction would be temporary and require no
mitigation.

Invasive Species

To minimize the potential introduction and spread of invasive species,
the contractor will be required to comply with UDOT’s Special Provision
02926S - Invasive Weed Control, which includes:

¢ Cleaning all earth-moving equipment entering the project area

e Treating existing noxious weeds ten days before starting
earthwork operations

e Controlling invasive weeds using pre-emergent, selective, and
non-selective herbicides, as appropriate

UDOT will specify on all construction contract documents that seed
mixed used for landscaping and/or erosion control must be free of
noxious weeds and other invasive plant species. In areas of particular
sensitivity, extra precautions will be taken if invasive species are found
in or adjacent to the construction areas, including inspection and
cleaning of construction equipment and eradication strategies to be
implemented should an invasion occur.
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