
Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Bill McGuire                            

Comment #:

I understand that today is the final day to make comments on the West Davis Corridor.  I strongly support the 
decision of UDOT to use the Glover Lane option and would also strongly oppose the selection of the Shepard 
Lane option.  There are several reasons for this decision.

First, UDOT has stated that in 22 out of 25 criteria selected, Glovers was equal to (7) or better than (15) the 
Shepard option.  Just by those criteria the correct decision was made.  

Second, going with the Shepard option would create significant traffic congestion.  We would be joining all of the 
various highways (I-15, Legacy and the West Davis) in a single area of highway for approximately one mile.  
There is no real reason to create the congestion and the possibility of accidents that would occur when we have 
a ready alternative.  The Glovers option would allow seamless transition between the highways and greatly 
decrease the possibility of congestion.

Third, the Glovers route provides a completely separate north/south highway allowing traffic to still flow if 
something happens on one of the routes.  We have experienced shut downs on several occasions on I-15 which 
resulted in the impact of side streets.  A separate north/south route would lessen the impact of those situations.  

Fourth, there is a real impact on the people of those in the Shepard route if it was chosen.  Ten homes would be 
taken, and those remaining would have significant financial impact decreasing their property values.  No homes 
would be taken on the Glovers route.  In times like we have suffered through the last couple of years, taking 
financial means away from families is an important consideration in this decision.  Where government impacts 
the family in such a significant financial way, it should be careful in making a decision in that manner.  

Finally, beyond the financial impact, there is a health factor that should be considered.  There are 214 homes 
within 300 feet of the Shepard route.  This would impact those residents in many ways including noise and other 
pollution factors.  This compares with only 37 on the Glovers route.  

While I understand that there is concern that Glovers impacts the bird population and other factors, the above 
concerns overwhelm those issues.  I would request that you support the selection of the Glovers Lane.  In the 
absence of that I would suggest that what has been called the Shared Solution be considered.

Thank you for your consideration of this opinion and input.

Bill McGuire
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Martin Hestmark

Comment #:

<See attachment on next page, titled EPA_Letter_9-6-13.pdf>
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bellingham

Name: Oliver Grah

Comment #:

The DEIS is comprehensive and covers an extensive area and content.  Detail is lacking on wetlands that would 
allow a fully informed decision to be made from the FEIS.  The ACOE should be able to make a fully informed 
CWA Section 404 decision from this EIS, but detail is lacking on a detailed depiction on the occurrence and 
distribution of wetlands. I understand why wetlands are dealt with at a reconnaissance level; however, there is a 
reasonable chance that with a detailed wetlands delineation the impact level may change and make other 
apparently more impacting alternatives less damaging without the detail necessary at this point.
Section 14.4.1.2 - DEIS should also indicate that wetlands are a one of five special aquatic sites.  Section 404 
regulations apply to special aquatic sites, not just wetlands. Also, CWA Section 404(b)(1) guidelines do not 
mandate that the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative be implemented.  The term 
"environmentally" was added via policy not regulation.  The regulations make no mention of "environmentally."
Section 14.4.1.2 - see comment on Section 14.4.1.2 above. The wetlands mapping was at a reconnaissance 
level, not detailed.  There is concern that the detail may be lacking to make a well-informed decision in the 
context of NEPA and CWA Section 404. A detailed wetlands delineation should be accomplished during the 
NEPA process to support/verify the selected alternative and show to be the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative. Otherwise, there is uncertainty and risk that the selected alternative in reality is not that. 
Section 14.4.3.4 - Most focus is on water quality. There is no or very little discussion on the relationship of 
wetlands to surface and ground water quantity.  This relationship is also needed for the impacts discussion.
Recent federal policy requires climate change to be discussed in NEPA.  I could not find such information in the 
DEIS.
Table 14-14 - There is little difference between impacts associated with Alternatives A1 through A-4. Thus, the 
alternatives are essentially on par, given the lack of a detailed wetlands delineation. Same for wetlands within the 
300 ft corridor.
Section 20.3.5 - There appears to be no consideration of the relationship between wetlands and surface and 
ground water in the affected environment and impacts sections.  If so, this is a major deficit in the DEIS.
Section 24.4.1.4 - This mitigation section avoids the requirement of mitigation sequencing. The mitigation 
discussion goes straight to compensatory mitigation.  A discussion on avoidance and impact minimization should 
be included for this section to be consistent with CWA Section 404 requirements.  Further, a mitigation measure 
should include a detailed wetlands delineation to substantiate the least environmentally damaging practicable 
alternative selection in the NEPA process since mitigation is contingent on an accurate delineation.
Section 25.2.1 - There is risk and uncertainty in the NEPA process without the detail necessary to verify the least 
environmentally damaging practicable alternative.
The DEIS should disclose that the predicted impacts to Farmington City relate to future development and that 
impacts to Kaysville relate to development that is presently in place re: impacts to neighborhoods.
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Danny Hafen

Comment #:

First of all thank you so much for keeping us, the public informed and updated throughout this process and 
giving us the opportunity to share our feelings and opinions with you.  I have received direct correspondences 
back from many of my e-mails and truly feel like my feelings and opinions were taking into consideration and I 
really appreciate it.

One final time I will voice my strong support for the Glover's Lane route based on the following:

·         Human Impact - The Glovers Lane route has far less human impact.  There are hundreds of homes within 
a mile of the Shepard Lane route that would be impacted and significantly fewer along the Glovers Lane route.

·         Public Safety - The air quality will negatively impact thousands more citizens if the road was to be built 
along Shepard Lane.  The long-term health impacts of the road being so much closer to so many more people 
makes the Glover's Lane route the better one.

·         I-15 Safety - In order to make the Shepard Lane route work it will create one of the most hazardous 
sections along all of I-15.  With so many cars being forced back onto I-15 for a few miles will create one of the 
biggest bottlenecks in the state and will cause many traffic accidents with so many cars trying to merge in so 
short of a distance.

·         True Alternate Route to I-15 - This has been the mission statement of Legacy Highway since its inception 
and if we have connector roads in such close proximity to I-15 or if we have to dump traffic back onto I-15 in 
order to make the Shepard Lane Route work than it will destroy the entire mission statement of Legacy Highway 
as it will no longer be a true alternative to I-15 and the potential to shut down both North and South 
transportation would be devastating to the entire valley and the mission of Legacy Highway.  Glover's Lane is the 
only way to protect this goal of having a true alternate route to I-15.

·         Cost - The cost of the Shepard Lane route would be 10's of millions of dollars more expensive to build.  
Taxpayers don't deserve to pay more money for no real benefit.

·         Construction delays - The Glover's Lane route will not require any real delays for construction to I-15 as it 
would be a continuation of Legacy.  If the Shepard Route is chosen than it would cause significant traffic and 
construction delays for a prolonged period of time during road construction.

·         Wetlands/environment - After the revisions and the advanced studies from the Army Corps and UDOT 
engineers the number of land is basically a wash.  HOWEVER, the quality of wetlands is not a wash.  The quality 
of wetlands that would be destroyed to make the Shepard Route are SIGNIFICANTLY higher than the quality of 
wetlands along Glovers Lane.

There are obviously personal reasons for me in this as well like home value and quality of life for my family but I 
have truly thought about the non personal impacts of this decision and they clearly point to Glover's Lane as the 
route that makes the most sense to extend Legacy Highway. 

Thank you again.
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Danny Hafen



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Kathleen Clarke

Comment #:

<See attachment on next page, titled DWQ_Dept._of_Agriculture_Letter_9-6-13.pdf>
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Heather Dove

Comment #:

September 6, 2013

Randy Jeffries
West Davis Corridor Project
Utah Department of Transportation
466 North 900 West
Kaysville, UT 84037
Westdavis@utah.gov

RE: West Davis Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Comments

Dear Mr. Jeffries:

UDOT states in the DEIS that “the West Davis Corridor (WDC) project was initiated to address the expected 
population, employment and household growth in western Davis and Weber Counties”.  In fact the traffic 
congestion in these counties occurs primarily along the east side of the county where population is most dense 
and where it will likely continue to be most dense in the future --  unless, of course, UDOT is allowed to enable 
urban sprawl by going through with this disastrous freeway building plan.  Once one has thought about this for a 
while, one comes to the realization that the WDC plan was not created to serve the people by developing a 
conscientious, safe, environmentally sound and viable plan to efficiently manage traffic flow.  Rather, it was 
created to further the lifeblood of UDOT officials and the large landowners and real estate developers like 
Senator Stuart Adams.
 
If one traces the history of the WDC, one finds that Senator Adams has systematically orchestrated the whole 
scheme, from securing powerful positions such as Chair of the Davis County Transportation Task Force, former 
Chair of the Utah State Senate Subcommittee on Infrastructure and General Government Appropriations, and a 
current member of the Utah State Senate Standing transportation Committee, to purchasing or already owning 
lands along the preferred route, to ensuring UDOT receives huge quantities of yearly state sales tax by pushing 
through Senate Bill 229 in 2011, to likely coaching UDOT on how to set local communities to squabbling with 
each other in the hopes that it will distract them from the real issues at hand, to making sure that the preferred 
route does not go and take out his the Kaysville office of his many real estate and transportation related 
businesses (http://www.utahsenate.org/documents/adams.pdf).
 
Senator Adams by his own admission believes the key to economic health is continuous unbridled growth 
(http://utahpolicy.com/index.php/features/featured-articles/157-sen-stuart-adams-a-legislative-vision-for-
transportation-in-utah).   In this article he is quoted as saying “One of the ways we grow the economy…is to have 
more people move in to the state”.  When one examines Senator Adams’ role in the creation and development of 
the WDC, it becomes clear that he has tried to sell people on the idea that the only way Utah’s economy can 
stay healthy is to continue to grow the population, thus creating a need for all the new housing and commercial 
developments he is planning for all the land he owns along the preferred route. 
(https://www.facebook.com/utahphysiciansforhealthyenvironment/app_460804820676282)

Given the above information, we believe the DEIS should be retracted.  We ask that you take the highway idea 
off the table entirely, and instead focus your time and money on the concepts outlined by The Shared Solution 
(http://www.sharedsolution.org).
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Sincerely,

Heather Dove & David Druker



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SLC                           

Name: Steve Erickson

Comment #:

<See email attachment on next page, titled 00951_Steve_Erickson_9-6-13>

Please find attached my comments on the DEIS.  Thank you.  
Steve Erickson

Comments:
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West Davis Corridor      September 6, 2013           
466 North 900 West                        
Kaysville, UT 84037        
           westdavis@utah.gov 

James Christian, Division Administrator          
FHWA Utah Division                
2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9A               
Salt Lake City, UT 84118 

 

Dear Sirs: 

I submit the following comments regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
West Davis Corridor Project. 

The DEIS fails to establish the need for the project, overestimates future travel demand and 
exaggerates the benefits of the proposed West Davis Freeway (WDF). WFRC data indicate that 
the WDF will be underutilized by 50% at peak rush hour in 2040.  Time savings for commuters 
would be minimal.  This project is not timely, if it is needed at all. 

The fact that the DEIS fails to consider the Shared Solution does not comply with NEPA 
requirements to address all reasonable alternatives.  

The DEIS fails to adequately assess the impacts of the WDF on air quality in the immediate 
vicinity of the WD Freeway or in the surrounding region.  The DEIS fails to adequately analyze 
and address the impacts of WDF noise (both construction and operation) on wildlife and on 
people living and working nearby. 

The DEIS downplays and underestimates induced growth and induced VMTs should the project 
be implemented.  The WDF will encourage sprawl development, in direct contradiction to the 
Wasatch Choice 2040 Vision.   

The DEIS fails to adequately assess impacts upon the Great Salt Lake ecosystem, including Lake 
dynamics and hydrology.  Impacts upon water quality are addressed only superficially. The 
DEIS fails to adequately address potential economic impacts to tourism and to other recreational 
uses of the Lake. 

Impacts to wetlands and wildlife habitat would be permanent, significant, and impossible to fully 
mitigate.  Cumulative impacts to wetland, shoreland, and upland habitats are glossed over. 

Impacts of the WDF on Section 4(f) properties, publicly owned conservation easements, 
recreation areas, parks, trails, and preserves are significant, permanent, cannot be fully mitigated, 
and are therefore unacceptable. 

mailto:westdavis@utah.gov


I may have missed it, but I did not find any reference in the DEIS to the potential safety issue 
that would be presented by dense and persistent fog that often occurs along the Lake shore, 
especially during morning and evening peak commuting times and during the winter temperature 
inversion months.  Efforts to mitigate this problem should be addressed. 

I also did not see any reference in the DEIS to the Davis-Weber East-West Transportation Study 
(2008).  The purported reason for this omission - that it’s already part of the approved Regional 
Transportation Plan – is simply unacceptable.  At the very least, the East-West Study should 
have formed the basis for significant analysis of cumulative impacts, as the WDF is a major 
component in the E-W Study (even though it is reduced in size from six to four lanes).  UDOT is 
obviously well aware that the projects it plans in the E-W Study will add to the impacts of the 
WDF and vice versa.  Perhaps UDOT prefers not to acknowledge that the $600 million WDF is a 
relatively “small potatoes” component of the $7.7 Billion in road-building proposed in the E-W 
Study?  How does “finishing” the WDF by extending it to 12th Street in Ogden escape analysis, 
even reference, in this DEIS?  Or the plans for 24 road-widening projects, construction of two 
new I-15 interchanges?  Are these projects not contemplated for construction and use within the 
same operational time frames and in the same WFRC 2040 Vision as the WDF? Wouldn’t a 
broader environmental impact analysis process, akin to a Programmatic EIS, be appropriate in 
this instance? 

I urge UDOT to either adopt the No Action Alternative or to do a full analysis of the Shared 
Solution alternative before issuing a Final EIS, and if warranted by that analysis, to issue a 
Supplemental DEIS so the public can review and comment upon a fully prepared and analyzed 
Shared Solution alternative. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Steve Erickson                
Policy Advocate, Utah Audubon Council                 
Utah Coordinator, Great Basin Water Network                
Member, Shared Solution Coalition 

                 
     

   

 

 



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Kurtis Haney

Comment #:

Hi,
I'm a mom of a kid that attends Syracuse arts Academy.  I do not want my kid to attended a school where the 
road like that is right next door. I feel that it would be unsafe and I will most likely pull my kid out of the school 
and put him in the one down the street from where we live.  I'm hoping that I don't have to due this because he is 
attending a school that has helped him grow leaps and bounds.  It also rank better then the school he should be 
attending on multiple ranks of schools when you compare them. I know that I'm not the only parent that has the 
same concern but I have to put my kids safety first over learning in a good school.
Thanks
The Haney family
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Wendi Snell                             

Comment #:

Thank you for taking the time to read my email.

I want everyone to know that I am STRONGLY OPPOSED to the Shepard Option of the West Davis Corridor. 

UDOT has clearly presented the options well and has put so much time and research into this project showing 
that Glovers Lane is the Preferred option. Who am I to compete with their expertise and knowledge? They have 
been diligent in showing that 22 out of the 25 criteria for choosing a route was shown to prefer Glovers over 
Shepard. The studies and criteria alone should be enough to not question where this road should be built.

But I will add a few thoughts. As each time there is a problem on I-15, whether it be a closure of the freeway for 
10 hours due to a shooting or a major crash that closes the freeway, I am stuck with nowhere to go except to 
wait on side streets in long lines trying to get home from work. The last closure sent lines and lines of cars in 
front of my home while children, my children and neighborhood children, were outside playing. I saw many 
children running across the streets and riding their bikes between cars to get to their home or trying to get to a 
friend’s home. There wasn't another option for anyone to travel north past I-89 and they were spilling into our 
neighborhoods. 

With this problem alone, choosing the Shepard Option that does not clearly give an alternate route to I-15, the 
Glovers Lane option should be the ONLY option. Having traffic even come back on to I-15 or run parallel will only 
create more congestion and cause drivers to exit the freeway early and use side streets. I also witnessed several 
cars speeding down streets that weren't so crowded in my neighborhood just to see if they could get through the 
traffic faster and then sneak back into the long line. This is DEFINITELY a safety problem which can be avoided 
by choosing Glovers. 

I drive every day, Monday - Friday to work in Taylorsville and back to my home (which would be destroyed if 
Shepard Lane is chosen) during high traffic times. Legacy Highway is my choice of travel to lessen the time I 
have to drive in traffic. Legacy Highway has improved travel for those going north and south bound through 
southern Davis County but needs to be extended to the north to allow for the increase in congestion. Legacy 
Highway has improved travel in this area along with many other issues such as the bird population. I know this is 
a big argument from the opposing side that if Glovers is chosen, it will hurt the bird population. Please keep in 
mind the studies that have shown how animal life has improved along the Legacy Highway and that the same will 
be true if Glovers is chosen. 

Now for the issue that is closest to my heart. The Shepard Lane option has 10 homes that will be taken and 0 
homes that will be taken with the Glovers option. One of those homes on the Shepard Lane option is mine. I'm 
sure I don't need to say why I would want to keep my home and the neighborhood my children have grown up in 
for the past 7 years intact because I'm sure if it were your home that had to be taken from you, you would fight 
too. This neighborhood has been amazing for my family and we have many friends and close relationships in the 
Hunters Creek area as well. The Shepard option would divide all that I love and take my kids away from the life 
they have known for 7 years. If Shepard is chosen there will be 214 homes of my friends that I have spoken of 
that will be within 300 feet of this road and if Glovers is chosen then there would only be 37 homes. That is a 
drastic difference.

As you are making your final decision, I pray daily that you will continue to look at all the hard work that UDOT 
has put into this process and use their analysis in showing that Glovers is the overwhelmingly preferred option 
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here and not be swayed by Activist groups with a lot of power and money. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

I appreciate all that has been done in our behalf and want it to be known that I strongly oppose the Shepard 
Option.

Thank You!

Wendi Snell



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Todd Karl Jenson

Comment #:

<See email attachment on next page, titled 00954_Todd_Jenson_9-6-13>

Subject: Members of Farmington Ranches HOA Comments on WDC freeway DEIS

A prior version of this Comment was submitted previously, but additional people wanted to sign onto this 
Comment, so a revised final copy is attached with those additional signers.  Some additions were also made to 
text in the body of the Comment.
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September 6, 2013 
 
Randy Jeffries 
West Davis Corridor 
466 North 900 West 
Kaysville, UT 84037 
By Email: westdavis@utah.gov 
 
Paul Ziman  
James Christian 
FHWA Utah Division 
2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9A 
Salt Lake City, UT 84118 
 
 

Re: Comment on WDC DEIS 
 
Messrs. Jeffries, Ziman and Christian, 
 
 The undersigned Members and Homeowners of Farmington Ranches Homeowners 
Association (Ranches HOA), located in Farmington, Utah, appreciate this opportunity to 
comment on the proposed West Davis Corridor freeway (WDC freeway) Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS).  The undersigned Members have the same legal rights and property 
interests of other, similarly situated Ranches HOA members.  The undersigned Members also 
support and join with the Comments of the Shared Solution Coalition on the DEIS, dated 
September 6, 2013.  Those Shared Solution Coalition Comments are incorporated herein by 
reference.  In addition to those comments, the Members express their own concerns in this 
Comment that the B1 alignment of WDC heavily impacts Farmington City, and Farmington 
Ranches HOA, but the DEIS mischaracterizes, misidentifies, and miscounts the various negative 
impacts, and fails to address or mitigate those impacts.  UDOT also fails to adequately consider 
other less damaging alternatives, or rather, UDOT incorrectly calculates the costs associated with 
the B1 alignment and compares them with those costs of other less damaging alternatives.  
UDOT’s preferred local alignment encircles Farmington with freeways, and destroys the land 
use planning of both Farmington City, and Ranches HOA, severely impacting the thousands of 
people who live in the Ranches HOA.  Those negative impacts, and the flaws of the DEIS are 
described more fully below. 
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No Purpose and No Need for WDC Freeway  
Ranches HOA Homeowners have absolutely no need for more freeways, or for more 

freeway entrance or exit ramps, because of the relatively small size of Farmington, and because 
I-15 and Legacy Parkway already bisect Farmington and provide several freeway access points 
to residents.  It is a short drive of a few blocks from Ranches HOA to I-15 and Legacy Parkway 
entrances.  Almost all Ranches Homeowners built and purchased their homes in west Farmington 
so that they would be further away from the noise, air pollution, and induced commercial 
development associated with I-15 and Legacy Parkway.  Simply put, Ranches homeowners and 
residents do not want or need the WDC freeway.  With regard to the needs of Farmington and 
Ranches HOA members, UDOT cannot show a purpose and need for the WDC freeway.  Instead 
of WDC freeway, citizens along the Wasatch Front, Farmington residents, and Ranches HOA 
Members need mass transit on buses and trains with service that is more frequent and cheaper.  
The Utah Legislature should invest in mass transit, instead of spending hundreds of millions on 
more freeways, which will only cause more air pollution and traffic congestion.  Investing in 
mass transit is cheaper.  WDC freeway competes with mass transit options which will decrease 
pollution, improve air quality, and reduce the number of miles driven on I-15 and Legacy 
Parkway.   
 
International and Local Impacts of the WDC Freeway to Section 4(f) Properties 

The Department of Transportation Act (DOT Act) of 1966, implemented in part by 23 
C.F.R. § 774.17, prohibits FHWA and other DOT agencies from approving the use of land for 
highway projects from publicly owned parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, 
or public and private historical sites unless: 1) there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the 
use of that land; and, 2) the action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the 
property resulting from use.  These special properties, recognized and protected under Federal 
law, are referred to as Section 4(f) properties.   

The B1 route, selected by UDOT as its preferred local alternative, impacts Section 4(f) 
properties in Farmington, which make part of Ranches HOA.  The State of Utah and UDOT lost 
in prior litigation over the Legacy Highway construction project, because as defendants they 
neglected to adhere to the requirements of Federal law regarding the NEPA process, recognizing 
and protecting wetlands and Section 4(f) properties around the Great Salt Lake.  The litigation, 
and the Settlement Agreement that resolved that litigation dealt with the specific geographic area 
from Shepard Lane in Farmington to the I-215 interchange at the south end of Davis County. The 
Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals in Denver, Colorado, recognized the international significance of 
this defined geographic area:   
 

The Great Salt Lake (“GSL”) and the wetlands surrounding its shoreline serve as an 
important habitat for a variety of birds, reptiles, amphibians, and mammals, some of 
which are endangered.  The wetlands of the GSL account for 75 percent of all wetlands in 
the State of Utah, whose total land area consists of only 1.5 percent wetlands. The shores 
of the GSL are internationally important because they are a link of the Pacific Flyway for 
migratory waterfowl and a link of the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network 
(“WHSRN”).  Some two to five million birds use the GSL yearly and 90 percent of that 
use is concentrated in the eastern shore. 

  
Utahns for Better Transportation v. UDOT, 305 F.3d 1152 (10th Circuit, 2002). 
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According to Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)  regulations, the Tenth Circuit 

Court of Appeal’s holding in that past case remains binding on the to this day.  Given the judicial 
notice of the protected status of the area, UDOT’s present, preferred choice of the B1 alignment 
immediately opens the DEIS to a high level of scrutiny.  WDC freeway threatens the interests of 
not only local Ranches HOA residents, but also, the interests of all nations in North and South 
America that have entered into the Migratory Bird Treaty with the United States of America, 
codified in the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.  Farmington Bay Waterfowl Management Area 
(WMA) and the GSL attract tourists, visitors, and scientists from around the world.  For 
example, see: “Over 500K birds fueling up at Great Salt Lake for migration to Argentina”, By 
John Hollenhorst, KSL News, August 2, 2013.1  The DEIS fails to recognize those international 
interests, and the DEIS fails to recognize the irreplaceable nature of the Section 4(f) properties 
bordering Farmington, Ranches HOA, and the B1 alignment.  The list of stakeholders for the EIS 
process lacks any international stakeholders, yet the impacts of WDC freeway will extend 
beyond the international borders of the United States.  UDOT has failed to involved those 
international stakeholders, in violation of international treaty.  The DEIS merely makes the 
conclusory statement that FHWA and UDOT recognizes the impact of WDC freeway to these 
internationally renowned areas as “de minimis”, and based on that determination concludes that it 
is unnecessary to provide any mitigation or planning to minimize harm to the areas.  This defect 
is somewhat surprising considering the outcome of Utahns for Better Transportation v. UDOT, 
in which FTA, FHWA and the State of Utah basically lost the case, because they failed to see the 
need to conduct a proper NEPA analysis of the same Section 4(f) properties impacted by WDC 
freeway (formerly known as “North Legacy”, but given a new name of West Davis Corridor for 
public relations reasons).   

 
Located immediately to the north, and adjacent to Farmington Bay WMA and the GSL 

Nature Center, Farmington City holds a conservation easement on privately owned property at 
Buffalo Ranch.  Over the past 15 years, west Farmington has seen marked growth with 
residential development of over 600 homes spreading to the western edge of the city boundaries, 
and up to the 100-year floodplain along the border of Farmington Bay WMA and GSL Nature 
Center.  Farmington City, as part of its Master Plan, recognized the importance of a buffer 
between residential development and the Section 4(f) wetlands and the wildlife refuge located to 
the west and south of the city.  Consequently, Farmington City only allowed residential 
development to take place if the westernmost portion of any development was placed in a 
conservation easement, thus limiting the land to agricultural use by Buffalo Ranch.  To this day, 
the developers, Boyer Wheeler Farm, LLC, Boyer Wheeler Farm II, LLC (Boyer Company), the 
owner of Buffalo Ranch which is Viking Real Estate LLC (David Plummer), Ranches HOA, and 
all of the homeowners in the HOA, all remain subject to the Conservation Easement recorded in 
the office of the Davis County Records as Entry 1893293, Book 3341, at pages 1691 through 
1710. Successive residential subdivision developments, and their Covenants, Conditions and 
Restrictions of the various HOAs present in west Farmington rely on and remain subject to the 
Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement.  Each homeowner in Ranches HOA has invested on 

                                                 
1 “About half a million birds are fattening up and getting ready to take off from the Great Salt Lake to head half the 
world away. Their annual trip continues to amaze scientists.  One biologist has come all the way from Argentina to 
try to solve some of the mysteries surrounding the phenomenon.  Argentinian biologist Marcela Castellino grew up 
next to a lake just like the Great Salt Lake in South America. The lake in Argentina even has the same stinky smell.” 
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average approximately $300,000 in a home and lot subject to the Conservation Easement.  Each 
of these homeowners may use, and receive great benefit from the public trails and beautiful 
conservation easements.  Many HOA members and the general public use the recreational trails 
which run through Ranches HOA and Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement.  The protected 
area of the Conservation Easement adds to the aesthetic and financial value of all residential 
properties in Ranches HOA.  Many of the westernmost parcels of the HOA are larger than one 
acre, and Covenants Conditions and Restrictions of the HOA allow those property owners to 
keep livestock, horses and goats, which is consistent with the semi-rural design and development 
of the HOA, and Farmington City’s Master Plan.  Consistent with Farmington City’s Master 
Plan, the permitted agricultural use of the Conservation Easement property by Buffalo Ranch, 
and the design of Ranches HOA, provide a buffer between the residential development of west 
Farmington, and the Farmington Bay WMA and the eastern shore of the GSL.  Also, west 
Farmington has fewer parks per square mile than eastern Farmington.  Only one city park is 
located in west Farmington, to the additional public trail system and Conservation Easements 
provide additional recreation areas and open space to Ranches HOA Members, and to all 
members of the public who use the trail systems to enjoy the Conservation Easements.  The map 
included as Exhibit A below shows the location of city parks in Farmington. The Buffalo Ranch 
Trail and Great Salt Lake Shoreline Trail, with their combined open space and scenic views of 
the Conservation Easement property (consisting of upland horse pastures which waterfowl of 
Buffalo Ranch Pond use to graze and nest), plus the adjacent GSL shoreline, wetlands and 
wildlife provide residents with an important recreation resource.  A trailhead with a parking area 
is located at the western end of Clark Lane and Buffalo Ranch Road, making the trails a 
destination for outdoor recreation enthusiasts, horsemen, bicyclists, bird watchers, and families 
who live in Davis County. Farmington City paid for the creation of these public trails, which the 
City pays to maintain, and over which the City holds a perpetual public easement.  The two 
trails, Buffalo Ranch Trail, and the Great Salt Lake Shoreline Trail form a loop around Buffalo 
Ranch and homes within Ranches HOA.  The trails and Conservation Easement together form 
one irreplaceable recreation area for the hundreds of families that invested in homes in western 
Farmington – there is no more available land in Farmington to replace the trails and Buffalo 
Ranch Conservation if they are taken by UDOT to construct the WDC freeway.  UDOT’s “de 
minimis” determination of the WDC freeway’s impact to this Section 4(f) property strains logic, 
and is frankly insulting to Ranches HOA homeowners and taxpayers, who have made major 
lifetime investments to build and buy homes in this ecologically unique area. 

 
UDOT asked Farmington City to identify any Section 4(f) properties that would be 

impacted by the various alignments proposed in the DEIS.  See Letter from UDOT to 
Farmington City, dated April 27, 2012, attached as Exhibit B.  In response, Farmington City 
identified the Buffalo Conservation Easement and the Buffalo Ranch and GSL Shoreline trail 
system (among other conservation easements and trails).  See Letter from Farmington City to 
UDOT, dated May 11, 2012, (Farmington Designation Letter) attached as Exhibit C.  
Farmington City specified that the conservation easements were used for: “[r]ecreation [trails], 
natural scenic open space, wildlife habitat, farmland, floodplain and wetland preservation, and 
green space, preservation of stream corridors, and water courses.”  See Farmington Designation 
Letter, at 2.  Additionally, Farmington City stated,  
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The lands are significant due to their location along the shore of the Great Salt 
Lake, and their unique conservation values previously mentioned, and the lands 
are identified on the City’s Resource and Site Analysis Plant (an element of the 
City’s general Plan), and must be preserved for such things as parks, recreation 
areas or wildlife/waterfowl refuges.  The lands are also significant because of the 
magnitude of the size of area that they encompass.  They cover hundreds of acres. 

 
Farmington Designation Letter, at 2.   
 

The FHWA guidelines recognize recreational trails, with public easements, on private 
land as Section 4(f) properties.  UDOT also recognizes Buffalo Ranch Trail and the Great Salt 
Lake Shoreline Trail as Section 4(f) properties.  See Table 27-5, DEIS at 27-18.  However, 
UDOT recognizes only the approximately eight (8) foot wide trail as protected, and not the 
surrounding land or conservation easement or real property which the trails service:  
 

FHWA considered these easements carefully to determine whether any part of them 
constitutes a wildlife refuge and determined that they did not.  However, the Great Salt 
Lake Shoreline Trail and the Buffalo Ranch Trail (which together form a loop trail) are 
part of the Farmington Ranches conservation easement, and FHWA has determined that 
only the recreational trails are subject to Section 4(f) protections as a recreation area. 

 
Section 27.4.4.2 “Conservation Easements”, DEIS at 27-24. 

 
Additionally, UDOT recognizes in the DEIS that the B1 alignment would substantially 

diminish the amount of property in the Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement, because the 
alignment would run through the center of the easement parcels.  
 

Alternatives A1, A2, B1, and B2 would use about 61 acres of the Farmington area 
conservation easement parcels (total about 359 acres, including a large pond). The 
alignments for these four alternatives are identical in this area.  The alignments pass 
through the center of the easement parcels, leaving more land on the shoreline side than 
on the inland side. A large pond on the western side of the easement area would be 
preserved intact. Some wetland areas, especially at the north end of this area, would be 
lost or separated from the coastal area.  Horse pasture and other agricultural lands located 
in the central and southern portions of the easement area would be partly used and partly 
retained.  Developed facilities at Buffalo Ranch would be minimally affected, but 
surrounding open agricultural lands would be substantially diminished.  A trail 
connection would be retained. 
 

DEIS at 27-88.   
 

UDOT proposes to mitigate any negative impact to the Section 4(f) recreational trails by 
merely constructing tunnels under the 30 foot elevated freeway and 250 feet wide right of way, 
where WDC freeway would pass over the trails.  UDOT states in the DEIS that FHWA made the 
“preliminary determination that there would be no adverse effect to the activities, features, or 
attributes of the trail.”  Here, UDOT misses the whole point behind Farmington City’s creation 
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of the Conservation Easement and trails, to allow the public to enjoy this beautiful and 
environmentally unique area of Utah and the world.  WDC freeway would entirely destroy the 
recreational value of easement, and change the character of the semi-rural residential 
neighborhood into that of a major freeway system.  UDOT’s myopic view of the WDC freeway’s 
negative impact on the Ranches HOA, the public recreational trails and surrounding wetlands 
and conservation easement is consistent with UDOT’s superficial treatment of other Section 4(f) 
wetlands and wildlife refuge areas along the preferred WDC freeway B1 alignment.  Farmington 
City’s land use planning in creating the Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement and public trail 
system was to provide residents in Farmington with a recreation area on the western border of 
the city—where there is currently only one city park—in an area protected from further 
development, and in an area already saturated with residential development.  Buffalo Ranch 
Conservation represents some of the last open space within Farmington City’s borders.  
Farmington City created the conservation easement and trails expressly because of the “natural 
scenic open space, wildlife habitat, farmland, floodplain and wetland preservation,” yet UDOT 
and FHWA in the DEIS consciously ignore all of these unique and irreplaceable “features, 
attributes and activities” which have been purposefully set aside and protected for the enjoyment 
and recreational use by the public and Ranches HOA residents.    

 
The 250 foot wide, four lane, elevated WDC freeway will irreparably harm and destroy 

the “features, attributes, or activities” related to the Conservation Easement and public trail 
system that Farmington City’s residents’ tax dollars have created and preserved.  Instead of a 
rural, recreation area, protected from development for the past several years, the WDC freeway 
will take and use that area to construct an elevated freeway which will broadcast noise, light and 
air pollution into the quiet residential neighborhoods.  Hundreds of families in Farmington 
bought or built homes subject to the Farmington Ranches HOA covenants, conditions and 
restrictions (CC&Rs).  The HOA Declarations and CC&Rs are also subject to the recorded 
Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement.  These Farmington homeowners bought or built homes 
in this area specifically because of the pleasing land use planning, the preserved open space and 
public trail system which make up an important attribute of the high quality of life enjoyed by 
Ranches HOA members.  Farmington City, Ranches HOA and its thousands of families and 
residents receive no benefit from the WDC freeway, nor do they have a need for the freeway.  
There are no entrance or exit ramps from Farmington City to the WDC freeway; rather, the 
proposed WDC freeway only takes public recreation areas from Farmington.  Ranches HOA 
residents do not want or need another freeway, since two freeways, I-15 and Legacy Parkway 
already cut Farmington City in half, running through the middle of the city.  These two major 
freeways are easily accessible located a few blocks from either east or west Farmington, so 
residents have no need for a third freeway, which would encircle the small community by 
freeways.  In other words, with regard to the WDC freeway’s impact on Farmington City, WDC 
freeway only takes, and does not give.  UDOT and FWHA cannot replace what WDC freeway 
will take.  Consequently, Farmington City recently announced its intention to contest the 
decision made in the DEIS through official commentary.  The City Manager, Dave Millheim 
stated publicly that the City Council considered litigation to enforce the Federal law protections 
available under Section 4(f).   See Palmer, Rebecca, “Farmington to challenge UDOT over West 
Davis Corridor” The Davis Clipper, Aug 21, 2013.2  Farmington City’s Comments on Draft 

                                                 
2 “The council had considered filing a lawsuit over their disagreements with UDOT’s draft environmental impact 
statement (EIS), but decided instead to make their claims known in a public comment. We think we’re on strong 
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Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the West Davis Corridor, dated 
September 6, 2013 (Farmington City Comments), clearly establishes that Farmington City 
considers the conservation easements within Farmington as protected Section 4(f) properties.  
Ranches HOA Members echo and incorporate by reference the Farmington City Comments, take 
the same position and concerns made by Farmington City, especially with regard to the 
discussion and identification of direct and indirect impacts on the Buffalo Ranch Conservation 
Easement and the public trails as outlined in the Farmington City Comments.  The Ranches HOA 
Members maintain the position that Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement and Ranches HOA 
are located in close proximity to Farmington Bay WMA and the GSL, and they contain high 
value, irreplaceable uplands and wetlands.  As recognized in the Farmington City Comments, the 
negative impact of WDC freeway will cause environmental impacts and problems, the loss of 
recreational public trails, and no mitigation can replace those once they are taken and lost.   

 
The U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 

likewise noted the unacceptable impacts to Section 4(f) properties along the B1 alignment in 
their official Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comments on the WDC freeway DEIS, 
dated August 14, 2013 (DOI/FWS Comments), attached hereto as Exhibit D.  Ranches HOA 
Members likewise incorporate by reference the position taken in the DOI/FWS Comments.  
According to those federal agencies, WDC freeway on the B1 alignment will impact and use 
Farmington Bay WMA.  DOI/FWS Comments at 12-13.  The DOI and FWS outlined very 
clearly in their comments how the Shepard Lane alignment had less impact on Section 4(f) 
resources than the Glovers Lane, B1 alignment.  DOI/FWS Comments at 3-4.  The Utah Public 
Lands Policy Coordination Office, the government authority with jurisdiction over the Section 
4(f) properties at Farmington Bay WMA also made the same Section 4(f) determination in its 
letter to Randy Jeffries, UDOT, dated April 26, 2011 (attached as Exhibit E), stating the Glovers 
Lane option had more severe impacts on Section 4(f) resources than the Shepard Lane option.  
These participating agency determinations, with jurisdiction over the properties, make UDOT’s 
preferred local choice to use these Section 4(f) properties highly questionable.  In order for 
UDOT and FWHA to construct WDC freeway along the B1 alignment, those public 
transportation agencies must show “there is no prudent and feasible alternative” to construction 
of  WDC freeway over the land protected by Section 4(f), under 49 U.S.C. § 303(c).  Davis v. 
Mineta, 302 F.3d 1104, 1113-14 (10th Cir. 2002).  Notably, other alternatives exist to the two 
bad choices presented by UDOT with the Shepard Lane and Glovers Lane options.  The Shared 
Solution Coalition also presents another modified “no build” alternative, recommended by the 
DOI and FWS in their Comment, with encouragement to UDOT and FWHA to consider further 
development of the concept.   

 
As an additional flaw in the DEIS, UDOT and FHWA have failed to classify and count 

the Section 4(f) property along the B1 alignment.  Corridor H. Alternatives, Inc. v. Slater, 166 
F.3d 368 (D.C. Cir. 1999).  The protected status of Farmington Bay WMA, and Buffalo Ranch 
Conservation Easement “requires the problems encountered by proposed alternatives to be 'truly 
unusual' or [to] 'reach extraordinary magnitudes' if parkland is taken." Davis v. Mineta, 302 F.3d 

                                                                                                                                                             
legal grounds to challenge UDOT on some of the EIS points,” said City Manager Dave Millheim. “Rather than do it 
formally, we’re going to do a detailed and public comment.”  Available at: 
http://davisclipper.com/pages/full_story/push?article-
Farmington+to+challenge+UDOT+over+West+Davis+Corridor%20&id=23417391&instance=comments 
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1104, 1113-14 (10th Cir. 2002) (citation omitted).  The Shepard Lane alterative cannot reach 
those magnitudes, even with corrected calculations of residential and business relocations for 
both alternatives.  See e.g., Ringsred v. Dole, 828 F.2d 700 (8th Cir. 1987), Stop H-3 Association 
v. Dole, 740 F.2d 1442 (1984).  Further discussion is found below, in the section, “Relocation of 
Residential Homes and Properties”, which identifies homes that UDOT chose not to count in its 
evaluation and comparison of impacts between Glovers Lane and Shepard Lane.  The Shepard 
Lane option would minimize harm to Section 4(f) resources, while the B1 Glovers Lane option 
will increase those impacts.  City of South Pasadena v. Slater, 56 F. Supp.2d 1106 (C.D. Cal 
1999).  Also, the Shepard Lane option already contains a corridor of land, predating new homes 
and residential development in the area, which was preserved by UDOT, Davis County and 
Farmington City expressly for North Legacy, or WDC freeway.   

 
Last, and perhaps most important, the features, attributes and activities protected in the 

Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement represent “protected property interests” enjoyed and 
utilized by every homeowner in Ranches HOA.  Utah Dept. of Transp. v. Admiral Beverage 
Corp., 275 P.3d 208 (Utah 2011).  Indeed, homeowners collectively invested millions of dollars 
in their homes and real property, making some of the most significant financial investments of 
their lives, all subject to the recorded protections, covenants, conditions and conditions of the 
Buffalo Ranch Conservation Easement and the declarations related to Ranches HOA.  WDC 
freeway will damage and decrease the value of those family investments, because homes will 
decrease in value as they are located closer to WDC freeway.  Whereas currently, without the 
freeway, the homes along the B1 alignment are more valuable, because they instead abut or are 
near the Conservation Easement, the lack of development, with recreational trails, open space, 
scenic beauty and the panoramic views.  Currently, home buyers seek out the Ranches HOA area 
for these benefits.  If the WDC freeway is constructed, then home owners will want to move 
away from the Ranches HOA, because they will have lost the value of their investment—the 
whole reason they invested in those homes.  Home buyers likewise will be deterred from buying 
homes in the Ranches HOA.  The WDC freeway will negatively impact every homeowner of 
Ranches HOA, as described more fully in the different sections below.  The DEIS fails to 
recognize any of those recorded, protected property interests.  Hundreds of Ranches HOA 
Homeowners and Members should receive just compensation for the loss of those interests.   
 
Decreased Property Value 
 

Many of the western lots in Ranches HOA abut or have scenic views of Buffalo Ranches 
Conservation Easement and the GSL, and Antelope Island.  The close proximity of the WDC 
freeway will decrease the value of these residential properties.  Every homeowner impacted with 
lower property value should recover damages or just compensation from the State of Utah for 
that negative impact.  The DEIS fails to consider those damages in its estimated costs of 
construction of the B1 alignment.  The maps utilized by UDOT in the DEIS process are outdated, 
some from 2008, and those old maps fail to show or inaccurately show the many homes and 
residential development in the Ranches HOA that were constructed before and after UDOT 
publicly announced the B1 alignment.  UDOT’s calculations of homes impacted within 250 feet 
or 500 feet of the proposed B1 alignment are outdated and inaccurate.   
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Air Pollution, Inversion, Fog and Insects 
 
 Hundreds of peer reviewed scientific studies prove the increased negative health 
problems to people who reside in close proximity to freeways.  A selection of only a few of those 
studies, naming various health problems, is attached hereto as Exhibit F, compiled by Utah 
Physicians for Healthy Environment.  Ranches HOA homeowners and family members all 
represent a class of people who will suffer damages to their health, caused by WDC freeway.  
The causal relationship between freeways and public health is irrefutable.  The geography of the 
Wasatch Front, inversion and air pollution affect Farmington and Ranches HOA members as 
well. Additionally, because of the Ranches HOA’s low elevation along the floodplain and shore 
of GSL, in the cooler months of Fall, Winter and Spring, the Ranches HOA is subject to thick 
fog.  The Nature Conservancy (TNC) Shorelands Preserve, and residents all along the eastern 
shore of the GSL, similarly report dense fog for extended periods of time.  Sometimes the fog 
will last for weeks near TNC wetlands and uplands of the GSL floodplain.  If people utilize 
WDC freeway in the fog, then tail pipe emissions will collect in the fog, and saturate the 
surrounding residential neighborhoods with concentrated air pollution.  See for example Exhibit 
G, containing a photo of the dense fog commonly present in west Farmington, Ranches HOA, 
taken earlier this year by a Ranches HOA Member.  UDOT fails to plan or account for this fog, 
which represents a practical problem and serious safety hazard to anyone who would attempt to 
drive with limited visibility on a freeway.  Fog along the WDC freeway will render that freeway 
unusable, and alternatively, motorists will utilize I-15 and Legacy Parkway which will be 
without fog, because those freeways are located at higher elevations, and further away from the 
shore of the GSL.  Millions of flying insects along the eastern GSL shoreline, smashing into and 
dirtying windshields at freeways speeds, will also deter motorists from using WDC freeway.  
Some residents of Farmington avoid using Legacy Parkway for that very reason, because car 
owners have to wash their windshields almost daily when insects are plentiful.   
 
Nuisance, Noise and Light Pollution 
 
 Homeowners in Ranches HOA enjoy peace and quiet, interrupted occasionally by bird 
calls from Farmington Bay WMA, the sound of horses or cattle.  WDC freeway will be an 
elevated freeway, without sound walls to mitigate the noise and light pollution of freeway traffic.  
Throughout Utah, UDOT has constructed sound walls to mitigate the impact of noise and light 
pollution from freeways on adjacent residential neighborhoods.  The lack of these obviously 
necessary mitigation measures raises questions as to why UDOT has provided no mitigation for 
these negative impacts.  Perhaps UDOT’s motive in presenting a DEIS without any mitigation 
for this impacts is merely an attempt by UDOT to create artificial negotiation room, for use later 
in negotiation with objecting Ranches HOA Members, who will want sound walls, reduced 
freeway speeds, sound reducing pavement, and restrictions on commercial trucks and billboards.  
To be clear, Ranches HOA members do not want WDC freeway, even with more mitigation and 
restrictions than currently found on Legacy Parkway.  Some of those mitigation efforts (e.g, 
sound walls, noise reducing pavement), would dramatically increase the cost of the B1 
alignment, which would then show the B1 alignment with a greater expense. Based thereon, the 
B1 alternative alignment may become less economically preferable than other alignment options 
such as the Shepard Lane alignment, which is shorter in length than the B1 alignment.  The 
estimated values for the financial cost of the B1 should be disregarded until a more accurate 
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count and calculation is made for the increased construction and maintenance costs associated 
with mitigation efforts like sound walls and noise reducing pavement, and other restrictions on 
commercial truck traffic and billboards. 
 
Relocation of Residential Homes and Properties.   
 
 The DEIS inaccurately counts the number of residential relocations along the B1 
alignment.  Throughout the public involvement with UDOT on the WDC freeway EIS process, 
UDOT has consistently represented to the public that ten (10) homes would be taken on the 
Shepard Lane alignment and zero (0) would be taken on the Glovers Lane alignment.  However, 
privately UDOT and the Langdon Group have met with homeowners that will be impacted by 
the B1 Glovers Lane alignment, and acknowledged that their homes would be impacted, and 
qualified for condemnation. Those meetings, dates and persons in attendance were doubtless 
recorded by UDOT and the Langdon Group, and also recorded by those who work privately to 
protect the legal rights of citizens from government taking of property.  UDOT likely relies on a 
narrow rule that allows UDOT to only count homes with a structure located within 15 feet of the 
WDC freeway.  Put diplomatically, UDOT has consistently misrepresented the impact of WDC 
freeway to the public and to Ranches HOA members.  A review of the WDC freeway B1 
alignment map shows at least five (5) homes that will be impacted qualify to be taken or 
condemned by UDOT, instead of the “zero”, claimed previously, or the “one” home that the 
DEIS identifies along the B1 Glovers Lane alternative.  The DEIS miscounts and compares the 
number of homes impacted by the B1 alignment, or Glovers Lane alignment, to the Shepard 
Lane alignment.  See attached hereto as Exhibit H, the table used by UDOT to miscount and 
misrepresent the number of homes impacted.  The sections of the UDOT WDC freeway map, 
with numbers added to impacted homes, are shown in Exhibits I and J.  The impact of WDC 
freeway on the families who live in these homes, some of which are Ranches HOA Members, 
has been devastating, especially since they relied on the Conservation Easement when they 
invested in their homes, with the assurance that development would never occur adjacent to their 
homes.  UDOT also created a false dilemma with the intentional misrepresentation of the 
residential relocations on the two competing alignments along Glovers Lane and Shepard Lane.  
UDOT forced homeowners in the two neighborhoods along these alignments to fight against one 
another in their attempts to persuade UDOT to choose the alignment that did not impact their 
neighborhood.  Consequently UDOT divided the community socially.  Similarly, the WDC 
freeway will divide the community with a physical wall of cement and landfill, between 14 and 
30 feet high.  The WDC will divide Farmington City and the Ranches HOA community forever.   
 
Conclusion 
 
 The DEIS is inaccurate and misleading.  UDOT has tainted the EIS process by 
misrepresenting the financial costs, number of home relocations, and impacts of WDC freeway 
to the public.  Ranches HOA, and the members, homeowners, families and individuals which 
comprise the HOA, recognize and will act to protect their legal rights, homes, property, health 
and quality of life from the negative impacts of this unnecessary and expensive WDC freeway.  
UDOT should withdraw its fatally flawed DEIS, and remove Farmington and Ranches HOA 
from the study area of any future EIS process.  
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Undersigned Farmington Ranches HOA Members: 
 
Todd Karl Jenson 
Natalie Nylund Jenson 

 
 

 
 
Michael Graves 
Ashley Graves 

 

 
Ben Powell 
Kristy Powell 

 
 

 
Andreas Kalt 
Lori Kalt 

 

 

Allison Morgan 
Ethan Morgan 

 
 

 
 
Jeffrey J. Steele 
Mollee Beecher Steele 

 
 

 
Nathan Tanner 
Catherine Tanner 

 

 
Shelli Smith 
David Smith 
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List of Exhibits 
 
Exhibit A Map of Farmington City Parks 
 
Exhibit B Letter from UDOT to Farmington City, dated April 27, 2012 
 
Exhibit C Letter from Farmington City to UDOT, dated May 11, 2012 
 
Exhibit D DOI/FWS Comments, dated August 14, 2013 
 
Exhibit E Utah Public Lands Policy Determination Letter, dated April 26, 2011 
 
Exhibit F Selected Studies of Health Problems Caused by Freeways 
 
Exhibit G Photo of Fog at Ranches HOA 
 
Exhibit H UDOT Table, showing comparison of home relocation impacts on  

Glovers Land vs. Shepard Lane 
 
Exhibit I UDOT WDC freeway map, showing impacted homes (numbers added) 

Location: Prairie View Drive and Ranch Road, Farmington, Utah 
 
Exhibit J UDOT WDC freeway map, showing impacted homes (numbers added) 

Location: Shirley Rae Drive and Glovers Lane, Farmington, Utah 
 
 
  



 

 

Exhibit A 
Map of Farmington City Parks 

 
 

 
 
Farmington City Parks Map 
Source: http://www.farmington.utah.gov/leisure_services.parks_trails.html  
Accessed: September 5, 2013 
  



 

 

Exhibit B 
Letter from UDOT to Farmington City, dated April 27, 2012 

 
  









 

 

Exhibit C 
Letter from Farmington City to UDOT, dated May 11, 2012 

 
  











 

 

Exhibit D 
DOI/FWS Comments 

 
  



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
Denver Federal Center, Building 67, Room 118 

Post Office Box 25007 (D-108) 
Denver, Colorado 80225-0007 

 
August 14, 2013 

 
ER-13/0343 
 
 
 
James Christian, Division Administrator 
FHWA Utah Division 
2520 West 4700 South, Suit 9A 
Salt Lake City, UT84118 
 
Dear Mr. Christian: 
 
The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the West Davis Corridor Project in Davis 
and Weber Counties, Utah and offers the following comments. 
 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT COMMENTS 
 
General Comments 
 
The US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is a cooperating agency on the West Davis Corridor 
(WDC) project and appreciates the extensive coordination with the Utah Department of 
Transportation (UDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  We acknowledge 
the effort UDOT has made to maintain the flow of information and dialog throughout the 
planning process, and appreciate the opportunities provided throughout the NEPA process to 
provide technical assistance relative to fish and wildlife issues.   
 
USFWS’s involvement in this project stems from their interest in ensuring that project planning 
is done in a manner that retains the important wildlife values of the Great Salt Lake (GSL) 
ecosystem.  The GSL ecosystem is an irreplaceable and immitigable resource due to its location 
within an arid region, large size, diversity of habitats for migratory birds, and the sheer number 
of birds, estimated at 7.5 million per year (UDNR 2013).  Located approximately midway 
through an avian migration route between northern Canada and South America and located 
between the arid desert to the west and rugged mountains to the east, the GSL and its associated 
wetlands become a vital bird staging area in an otherwise arid region.  The importance of the 
GSL ecosystem to wildlife on a national and international level is well documented.   
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The GSL is part of the Western Hemispheric Shorebird Reserve Network (WHSRN), a 
distinction afforded to only seven areas in the lower 48 states (Manomet 2013).  To meet 
requirements of the WHSRN, an area must support more than 20,000 shorebirds, or 5% of a 
flyway population.  The GSL ecosystem easily exceeds the WHSRN standards, with impressive 
numbers of Wilson’s phalarope (500,000; largest staging concentration in the world), red-necked 
phalarope (240,000), American avocet (250,000; exceeds any other wetland in the Pacific 
flyway), black-necked stilt (65,000; exceeds any other wetland in the Pacific flyway), and 
marbled godwit (30,000; the only staging area in the interior USA) (Paul and Manning 2002).  
Waterfowl populations are equally impressive with the GSL ecosystem providing sufficient 
habitat to support 75% of the western population of tundra swans and 25% of the continental 
pintail population (UDWR 1997).  In addition to shorebirds, waterbirds, and waterfowl the GSL 
wetlands and associated uplands provide habitat for a diverse array of wildlife species.  One of 
the nation’s largest populations of wintering bald eagles is located at Farmington Bay (Oring et 
al. 2000). 
 
The GSL ecosystem includes the saline open waters as well as the surrounding freshwater 
marshes, wet meadows, seasonal wetlands and playas, uplands, and agricultural fields. Wetlands 
of the GSL ecosystem account for approximately 75% of the wetlands in the state of Utah; 
wetlands comprise only 1.5% of Utah’s total land area.  Up to 90% of bird use associated with 
the GSL is concentrated along the eastern shore due to the variety of habitats present.  
  
These areas provide nesting habitats for many species as well as critical resting and feeding 
grounds for enormous numbers of migrating birds.  Uplands associated with wetlands and 
riparian areas provide critical nesting habitat for shorebirds and waterfowl.  Hayfields are used 
by shorebird species as foraging sites (e.g., long-billed curlew and killdeer) and for nesting (e.g., 
killdeer, Wilson’s phalarope, and long-billed curlew) (Oring et al. 2000).  The mosaic of uplands 
and wetlands is of great value to the GSL’s wildlife. 
 
Overall, the GSL ecosystem provides unique and important values to migratory shorebirds, 
waterfowl, and other wildlife.  The proposed alignments for the WDC traverse and border some 
of the last undeveloped and unprotected habitats on the eastern shore.  These areas would be 
impacted by the roadway and would be vulnerable to future development.  It is critical that 
UDOT and FHWA recognize the irreplaceable resource of the GSL ecosystem; select the least 
damaging alternative; design, construct, and operate the facility such that the impacts are 
minimized; and fully mitigate the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of this project. 
 
Comments on Build Alternatives 
 
The DEIS proposes two main alternatives (A and B), each with two options in the south and two 
options in the north, creating a total of eight alternatives.  All build alternatives would cause 
significant, permanent impacts to the wetland and wildlife resources associated with the GSL 
ecosystem.   
 
We note that a local coalition has proposed another alternative which has been termed the 
“Shared Solution.”  We encourage UDOT to fully vet this alternative as it did with all 23 
preliminary alternatives, and to provide its agency resources to further develop and assess its 
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details.  Should this Shared Solution alternative be viable and meet the project purpose and need, 
it would broaden the range of alternatives and could provide an alternative with fewer impacts to 
wetland and wildlife resources.  We support further development of this alternative. 
 
The alternatives proposed in the DEIS all share the alignment in Layton and Kaysville where the 
corridor traverses immediately adjacent to important shore line habitats including the Great Salt 
Lake Shorelands Preserve (Preserve); there is no alternative alignment presented for this shared 
segment that may be less environmentally damaging.  If a new corridor is determined necessary, 
it is imperative to analyze all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the alternatives, select 
the least damaging alternative, and fully mitigate all unavoidable impacts. 
 
Of the build alternatives evaluated in the DEIS, we believe Alternative B would have the least 
overall (direct, indirect, and cumulative) impact to wildlife and wildlife habitat.  The Alternative 
B alignments are generally further from the Great Salt Lake shore land habitats, including the 
high-value Preserve.  While Alternative B would directly impact more wetlands, these wetlands 
and the wildlife habitat they provide are generally already more fragmented, surrounded by more 
development, and of lesser wildlife value than those of Alternative A.  We believe that the EIS’s 
wildlife habitat quality assessment, habitat fragmentation analysis, and buffer zone analysis 
support this conclusion.  For example, a comparison of the Alternatives A (Table 14-17) and B 
(Table 14-31) from Gentile Street (where they diverge) northward reveals approximately twice 
the amount of high value habitat within 393 meters (1,300 feet) of Alternative A (191 acres) 
versus Alternative B (98 or 73 acres, depending on the northern option).  We believe the wildlife 
buffer zone analysis would more clearly highlight the difference if it were conducted to a 
distance of 1,200 meters (3,937 feet) (a distance supported by current road ecology science, as 
discussed below under Indirect Impacts to Wildlife Habitat).  The GSL shore lands extending to 
the west of Alternative A rate nearly exclusively as high value habitats, whereas the habitats 
adjacent to Alternative B in Syracuse are more fragmented, impacted by surrounding 
development, and largely low or medium value.  
 
Of the southern options for Alternative B, we believe the Glovers Lane alignment (Alternatives 
B1/B2) would cause greater impacts than Shepherd Lane (Alternatives B3/B4) due to indirect 
impacts to the high value shore land habitats of Farmington Bay west of the Glovers Lane.  We 
can compare the Glovers Lane and Shepherd Lane options using tables 14-31 and 14-37; habitat 
value for the southern segment (“S. Terminus to Central Davis Sewer Treatment Plant”) are 
identified as low, medium, and high quality.  These tables show the Shepherd Lane alignment to 
have 323 acres of medium and high value habitats within 393 meters (1,300 feet), while the 
Glovers alignment, adjacent to Farmington Bay, has 830 acres of medium and high value 
habitats within 393 meters (1,300 feet).  Again, if the buffer zone analysis were extended to 
1,200 meters (3,937 feet), we believe the difference between the two options would be even 
clearer.  The Farmington Bay Waterfowl Management Area (FBWMA) lies within 140 meters at 
its closest point to the Glovers Lane alternative, while the Shepherd Lane alignment is over 
3,000 meters from the FBWMA; we believe the Glovers Lane option would significantly impact 
the habitat value of the FBWMA.  In addition, the shore land habitats north of the FBWMA and 
west of and immediately adjacent to the Glovers Lane alignment are primarily high value and 
would incur substantial impacts from a new road corridor.  The floodplain impacts similarly 
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show a large difference (201.2 acres for Glovers Lane and 61.8 acres for Shepherd Lane), 
illustrating the proximity to the lake shore of the Glovers Lane alternative. 
 
Of the northern options for Alternative B, the more western alignment, 4800 West (Alternatives 
B2/B4), approaches within approximately 720 meters of high-value shore land habitats, which 
would result in greater indirect impacts to the shore land habitats than the more easterly 4100 
West alignment (Alternative B1/B3), over 1,400 meters from the high-value shore land habitats.  
Because the DEIS buffer zone analysis extends only to 393 meters (1,300 feet) it does not reveal 
this difference; if it extended to 1,200 meters (3,937 feet), the indirect impacts to the high-value 
shore land habitats would be properly illustrated.  The 4100 West (Alternatives B1/B3) has 4 
more acres of direct wetland impacts (14.7 versus 10.4), but these wetland habitats lie in a more 
fragmented and suburbanizing environment.  Because the shore lands of the GSL are a unique 
and irreplaceable resource, we recommend prioritizing the protection of these habitats and 
selecting the alignment that is furthest from the GSL shoreline. 
 
We recommend that the FEIS extend the wildlife buffer zone analysis to a fourth zone, extending 
1,200 meters from the roadway edge.  USFWS initially agreed with the WDC team to limit the 
buffer zones analysis to 393 meters (1,300 feet) on the premise that a greater distance would 
create overlapping zones between the alternatives, “washing out” the differences, and making a 
comparison of alternatives less clear.  This agreement was made despite the evidence in the road 
ecology literature that indicates wildlife impacts occur to a much further distance.  However, 
now that they have reviewed the analysis based on 393 meters (1,300 feet), USFWS concludes 
that it does not provide a satisfactory evaluation of habitat impacts, and thus recommend a larger 
fourth zone be incorporated to more clearly depict and compare the indirect effects to wildlife 
associated with each alternative.  We recommend a fourth zone extend to 1,200 meters because 
many studies (Van der Zande et al. 1980, Findlay and Houlahan 1997, Green et al. 2000, Milsom 
et al. 2000, Forman et al. 2002, Eigenbrod et al. 2009) conclude that highways impact wildlife 
impacts at that distance or beyond (see Indirect Impacts to Wildlife Habitat, below). 
 
Comments on Locally Preferred Alternative 
 
The DEIS presents Alternative B1 as UDOT’s Locally Preferred Alternative.  This alternative 
proposes the WDC follow the Glovers Lane option in the south, the more easterly Alternative B 
alignment through Syracuse, and the 4100 West option in the north.  From the action alternatives 
presented in the DEIS, we believe UDOT’s selection of Alternative B in Syracuse and the 4100 
West option to the north would be less damaging to the Great Salt Lake shore land habitats than 
other alternative alignments.   
 
However, we conclude that the Glovers Lane option would be significantly more damaging to 
GSL shore land wetland and wildlife habitats than the Shepherd Lane option.  Glovers Lane 
would result in the construction of a 4-lane freeway adjacent to the lake shore which would 
permanently and irreparably degrade the wildlife values of the shore land habitats, including 
those of the FBWMA and habitats to the north of the FBWMA and west of the alignment. 
 
We do not believe that Alternative B1 is the Least Environmentally Damaging Alternative under 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  We therefore recommend UDOT reconsider the selection 
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of the Glovers Lane option and encourage UDOT and the FHWA to select the Shepherd Lane 
option. 
 
Indirect Impacts to Wildlife Habitat 
 
Our greatest concern with this project regards the indirect impacts to the wetland and upland 
wildlife habitats of the GSL shore lands.  The DEIS describes some of these impacts, leaves 
some unaddressed, and abstains from making any substantive conclusions regarding permanent 
degradation of the habitat or effects to the wildlife community structure that will likely result 
from this project.  Moreover, the DEIS does not provide any commitment to mitigate for the 
impacts to this unique resource.  We recommend the FEIS contain a more comprehensive 
analysis of the indirect effects, discussing all potential factors, evaluating their effects both 
individually and cumulatively, and drawing conclusions based on the best available science.   
 
Many published studies have investigated the effects of roads on wildlife populations, the 
substantial majority concluding some level of negative effects of roads.  While each study is 
specific in its geographic region, habitat, focal species, and particular study design, several 
themes have emerged from the body of science that has developed through the years.   
 
At UDOT’s request, USFWS conducted a review of the road ecology literature, compiled an 
annotated bibliography, and extracted the studies most applicable to the WDC project (in terms 
of similar habitat types, species, and traffic volumes) in order to provide a better understanding 
of the best available science on the subject.  They submitted a white paper to UDOT and FHWA, 
Indirect Effects of Roads to Wildlife (USFWS 2013), which provided their review of the 
literature, conclusions regarding the best available road ecology science, and recommendations 
for conducting an indirect effects analysis that would quantify impacts and calculate 
compensatory mitigation. 
 
As part of the analysis in the white paper (USFWS 2013), USFWS found several recent literature 
reviews and meta-analyses (statistical analyses of the cumulative data) which aggregate the 
results from many studies and are helpful in assessing the “body of science” on the subject.  
These reviews strongly support the conclusion that roads have indirect effects on wildlife (Table 
1).  

Table 1. Road ecology literature reviews and meta-analyses.  

Citation Species Study Conclusions 

Benitez-Lopez et 
al. 2010 

birds & 
mammals 

Meta-analysis of 49 studies of 234 mammal and bird 
species: bird populations decline within 1 km of roads and 
other infrastructure and mammals decline within 5 km. 

Fahrig and 
Rytwinski 2009 

 

birds, 
amphibians, 

reptiles, 
mammals 

Review of the empirical road ecology literature found 79 
studies examining 131 species. Negative effects were 
concluded for 114 species; positive effects for 22 species; 
and neutral for 56 species. 
Amphibians and reptiles show mostly negative effects. 
Birds showed mainly negative or no effects.  Positive 
effects generally found only for species which can avoid 
on-road mortality and are attracted to roadsides for food or 
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lack of predators. 

Reijnen and 
Foppen 2006 

breeding 
birds 

Review of 18 studies concludes negative impacts of road 
traffic on breeding bird species density far outweigh 
positive impacts.  
- Approximately 50% species have reduced abundance near 
roads with traffic volume similar to the West Davis 
Corridor (22,000-30,000 vehicles/day).  
- Approximately 40% of breeding bird species in open 
habitats have reduced abundance. 

Rytwinski and 
Fahrig 2012 

birds, 
amphibians, 

reptiles, 
mammals 

Meta-analysis of 75 studies identifies common traits of 
species most affected by roads: 
- Wide-ranging large mammals with low reproductive 
rates;  
- Mobile birds w/ large territories; 
- Herptiles (especially frogs and toads); 
- Slow-moving species that are attracted to roads; 
- Species that are disturbed by traffic.  

 
In summary, USFWS found the best available science, documented in published, peer-reviewed 
studies, supports the following conclusions: 
 

 Species richness (number of species), abundance (number of individuals), nesting 
density, and nesting success decrease with proximity to a road.  Habitat close to roads is 
less favorable for a variety of activities, including nesting and foraging. 

 The degree and distance of effects to wildlife species increase with higher traffic volumes 
and tend to be greater in open habitats than in forests. 

 All taxa are affected, including birds, herptiles (amphibians and reptiles), mammals and 
plants.  While not every species is affected negatively, literature reviews indicate the 
majority of species experience neutral or negative effects. 

 Causal factors vary, and may include noise, light, and visual disturbance; on-road 
mortality; movement barriers; habitat degradation from pollution, invasive plant species, 
decreased water quality; and edge effects.  

 Some species appear more abundant near roadways, but experience higher mortality or 
reduced reproduction rates which create an ecological “sink” for the population. 

 Although not all species are negatively affected, the loss of habitat and habitat use for 
even a portion of species create changes in community composition, prevalence of 
“urban-adapted” species, the loss of more sensitive, disturbance-intolerant species, and 
decreased species diversity. 

 
We conclude that the construction of the WDC, a new 4-lane freeway adjacent to the GSL shore 
lands would have significant, irreparable impacts to the wildlife populations that rely on those 
habitats, would substantially degrade the value of that habitat, and would permanently alter the 
composition of the wildlife community in the area.  These impacts would extend large distances 
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from the road, over a kilometer for many species, with substantial effects to the GSL shore land 
wildlife communities. 
 
The DEIS does not make the same conclusions.  The DEIS describes several indirect effect 
factors, including fragmentation, collision mortality, noise disturbance, water pollution, and 
artificial light disturbance.  It does not, however, address many other important factors including 
weed introduction, movement barriers, visual disturbance, roadway avoidance, or edge effects.  
All direct and indirect effects should be included and evaluated in the FEIS and appropriate 
minimization and mitigation measures incorporated as feasible into roadway design, 
construction, and operation.  USFWS offers their continued assistance in developing these 
measures.  
 
The DEIS provides a substantial discussion of the impacts of noise on wildlife, relying largely on 
the Legacy Avian Noise Research Program (LANRP) findings.  We have several concerns 
regarding the extent to which UDOT bases its conclusions on the LANRP findings and reference 
The Nature Conservancy’s report (Review of the “Legacy Avian Noise Research Program: Final 
Report” [Cavitt 2013]) for details of the study’s limitations, difficulty in controlling variables, 
and inconclusive findings.  Further, the LANRP Final Report was never published, and thus 
never went through the rigorous peer review process required of all scientific journal 
publications.  We therefore conclude the indirect effects analysis relative to noise should not be 
based on the LANRP, but instead on the existing body of peer reviewed, published science.  We 
recommend the FEIS accordingly reduce its discussion of the LANRP, particularly relative to 
substantive conclusions on the effects of noise based on the LANRP Final Report. 
 
The DEIS does not properly evaluate the combined effects of the indirect effect factors.  The 
DEIS discussion addresses indirect effect factors individually, describing impacts and identifying 
measures by which the impacts of each could be reduced.  Fragmentation, collision mortality, 
noise disturbance, water pollution, and artificial light disturbance are each specifically discussed. 
Ultimately the DEIS discounts any overall negative impact on wildlife communities by 
addressing each factor only individually, describing its effects, how they would be mitigated, and 
concluding its impacts are insignificant.  However, the literature is clear that there are a variety 
of causal factors that can act synergistically to cause wildlife to avoid roadways and adjacent 
habitats.  Accordingly, we recommend the FEIS take a more comprehensive approach to the 
indirect effects analysis, evaluating every factor specifically and all cumulatively with respect to 
habitat impacts. 
 
USFWS is working with UDOT to address these concerns through efforts of the WDC Wildlife 
Working Group, comprised of UDOT, Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, Utah Reclamation, 
Mitigation, and Conservation Commission, Environmental Protection Agency, and the Corps of 
Engineers.  This group seeks common ground regarding the analysis of indirect impacts to 
wildlife habitats and the mitigation of those impacts.  We continue to encourage UDOT to 
understand the irreplaceable value of the GSL ecosystem and to ensure that all impacts to this 
unique resource will be fully mitigated.  Should the group successfully define an approach to 
indirect effect analysis and mitigation that is acceptable to the participating agencies, we 
recommend UDOT and FHWA incorporate these findings into the FEIS. 
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Specific Comments 
 
Sec. 14.3.1.1, Methodology for Assessing Wildlife and Habitat, p.14-7 – As USFWS has 
commented previously, the Western yellow-billed cuckoo requires large tracts of riparian habitat, 
creating an unusually high standard for the habitat assessment.  While a tract of riparian habitat 
may not be of suitable extent or quality for the cuckoo, it may provide good lowland riparian 
habitat for a suite of other avian species.  Riparian habitats support a greater variety of wildlife 
than any other habitat type, provide critical nesting and foraging habitat for migratory birds, and 
yet comprise the smallest percent of habitat type in Utah.   We are concerned that this may have 
resulted in riparian habitat being under-ranked and therefore undervalued within the study area.  
We recommend that all riparian areas, regardless of their score in the habitat assessment, be 
avoided to the extent possible, and unavoidable impacts be replaced or restored with an 
equivalent or greater acreage.  
 
Sec. 14.3.1.1, Methodology for Assessing Wildlife and Habitat, p.14-8 – As USFWS has 
commented previously, we question the merits of averaging the habitat assessment scores within 
a given parcel, rather than using the highest single-species score.  Essentially, if the parcel 
provides excellent habitat for a particular species, then it is excellent habitat and should be 
scored accordingly.   
 
Sec. 14.3.1.2, Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Species, p.14-20 – The DEIS narrowed 
the geographic scope of analysis for potential Threatened/Endangered/Sensitive (T/E/S) species 
to the WDC study area; previously USFWS understood the analysis area to be the Ecosystem 
Impact Analysis Area (EIAA).  The WDC study area is too narrow a focus for determining 
potential for T/E/S species occurrence within the study area based on Natural Heritage data 
elemental occurrences.  Because birds and many mammals are sufficiently mobile, the WDC 
study area has not previously been extensively surveyed, and the WDC team did not conduct 
surveys within the study area for this project, we believe the FEIS should re-broaden its scope to 
the EIAA to determine the potential for T/E/S species occurrence.  We believe this was what was 
originally intended, but for some reason did not occur. 
 
Sec. 14.4.1, Habitat Degradation, p. 41-31 – Much of the available scientific literature is 
focused on noise impacts of highways to wildlife.  However, there are an increasing number of 
studies that identify other causes for wildlife road avoidance such as lights, vehicle movements, 
pollution, and mortality (Green et al. 2000, Mumme et al. 2000, Ingelfinger and Anderson 2004, 
Coffin 2007, Kociolek et al. 2011, Summers et al. 2011, Dietz et al. 2013).  As discussed in the 
Indirect Impacts to Wildlife section above, we recommend the FEIS take a more comprehensive 
view toward discussion of the factors that lead to habitat impacts adjacent to roads.  In addition, 
the DEIS (last paragraph of this section) states: “…species responses to the potential degradation 
factors appear to vary widely…”  This is quite inconclusive and non-committal; we recommend 
the FEIS include a more definitive statement: “there is substantial scientific evidence to show 
that negative effects from roadways extend to many species well beyond the roadway itself.” 
 
Sec. 14.4.3.3, Legacy Parkway Avian Study, p.14-42 – The title of this section is somewhat 
misleading, as it was not limited to the Legacy Parkway area and it was not a broad avian study 
but was focused only on the effects of noise.  We recommend the section be re-titled. 
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Sec. 14.4.3.3, Legacy Parkway Avian Study, p.14-43 – The Legacy Avian Noise Research 
Program report does not conclude a “very weak” relationship (the p-value is actually cited as 
being 0.000), as the DEIS states.  Rather, the report says, “…the relationship between species 
diversity and highway noise was significant…as was the relationship between species richness 
and noise.”  The report actually does not discuss whether the relationship was positive (greater 
diversity and richness with higher noise levels) or negative (lower diversity and richness with 
higher noise).  We recommend the FEIS more accurately report the conclusion of the Legacy 
noise study.  
 
Sec. 14.4.3.3, Comparison of Noise Data between the WDC and Legacy Parkway, p.14-43 – 
The DEIS states that noise levels from the WDC would be similar to those of Legacy Parkway; 
however, Legacy Parkway was constructed with quieting pavement, trucks and trailers are not 
allowed to use the Parkway, and the speed limit is reduced to 55 miles per hour.  The FEIS 
should identify these differences.  We also recommend UDOT commit to a similar construction 
material that would similarly reduce the WDC noise levels. 
 
Sec. 14.4.3.3, Comparison of Noise Data between the WDC and Legacy Parkway, p.14-44 
and 14-45 – It cannot be said that the Legacy Report found that Legacy Parkway “…caused only 
one instance of negative noise effects and caused many neutral or positive noise effects on 
wildlife in the areas adjacent to Legacy Parkway.”  The report itself warned that the 
“analyses…are inconclusive” and that “inferences about highway noise on the effects (sic) of 
both avian abundance and nesting success should be treated cautiously…”  We recommend that 
statements regarding the Legacy study’s conclusions be more carefully reported. 
 
Sec. 14.4.3.3, Summary of WDC Noise Levels and Potential Effects, p.14-45 – The Legacy 
Avian Noise Research Program report does not conclude a “very weak” relationship (the p-value 
is actually cited as being 0.000), as the DEIS states.  Rather, the report says, “…the relationship 
between species diversity and highway noise was significant…as was the relationship between 
species richness and noise.”  The report does not discuss whether the relationship was positive 
(greater diversity and richness with higher noise levels) or negative (lower diversity and richness 
with higher noise).  We recommend the FEIS more accurately state this conclusion of the Legacy 
noise study.   
 
Sec. 14.4.3.7, State of Utah Sensitive Species, Table 14-11, p.14-52 and 14-53 – The 
geographic scope of analysis is too narrow and should include past observances of species within 
the broader Ecosystem Impact Analysis Area.  In addition, it is unclear why the table indicates 
“no impact” for bald eagle when the species is seasonally prevalent within the study area and a 
nest exists in the Ogden Bay Waterfowl Management Area.  We recommend the footnote be 
removed and the table be adjusted to show that impacts to bald eagles are likely to occur. 
 
Sec. 14.4.3.7, General Discussion of Impacts to Sensitive Species, p.14-54 – We recommend 
UDOT determine if the bald eagle nest site in the Ogden Bay Waterfowl Management Area is 
within one mile of any construction activities.  Construction activities should occur outside of the 
one mile protective buffer or avoid the bald eagle nesting season (January 1 – August 31).  In 
addition, if the nest is within one mile, the FEIS should discuss the potential impacts to this nest 
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site, including the potential for nest abandonment, loss of foraging resources, and highway 
mortality of fledgling eagles. 
 
Sec. 14.4.3.7, General Discussion of Impacts to Sensitive Species, p.14-54 and 14-55 – This 
section contains many references to a “WDC wildlife survey crew,” a misleading title given that 
there were not any wildlife surveys conducted.  We are guessing this crew might have been the 
“WDC wildlife habitat assessment crew.”  Also several of these species have had species 
occurrences within the EIAA, a more appropriate geographic scope to consider when evaluating 
the potential for occurrences within the project area.  As commented previously, we recommend 
the scope be broadened to include the entire EIAA. 
 
Sec. 14.4.3.8, Impacts to Conservation Areas, 14-57 – The DEIS conclusion regarding noise 
levels and the associated impacts to avian species should not be based entirely on the 
inconclusive results of the Legacy Avian Noise Research Program, given the body of peer-
reviewed science available on the subject.  Further, the Legacy report does not conclude a “very 
weak” relationship (the p-value is actually cited as being 0.000), as the DEIS states.  Rather, the 
report says, “…the relationship between species diversity and highway noise was significant…as 
was the relationship between species richness and noise.”  The report does not discuss whether 
the relationship was positive (greater diversity and richness with higher noise levels) or negative 
(lower diversity and richness with higher noise).  We recommend the FEIS more accurately state 
this conclusion of the Legacy noise study and re-evaluate the applicability of the study’s results 
to the WDC project.  
 
Sec. 14.4.4.1, Alternative A1, Wildlife, Habitat Loss, p.14-60 – It is unclear why the DEIS 
focuses on the value of habitats only for nesting or “other reproductive uses” when the GSL 
ecosystem habitats are of equal, if not greater, value for migratory stopover (feeding and resting) 
habitat.  We recommend the FEIS broaden the discussion here and in each of the corresponding 
alternatives’ Habitat Loss sections. 
 
Sec. 14.4.4.1, Alternative A1, Migratory Birds, p. 14-65 – Noise is but one of a variety of 
factors which could cause a reduction in habitat quality near the roadway; it is unclear why only 
noise is mentioned here.  We recommend the FEIS also identify and evaluate the other potential 
factors that diminish habitat quality near roads, including on-road mortality, light and other 
visual disturbance, and habitat degradation from pollution, invasive plant species, decreased 
water quality; and edge effects.  In addition, the document incorrectly states impacts “…would 
affect individual birds but not affect bird populations.”  Bird populations (defined as a group of 
individuals of a given species using the same area of habitat) in fact would be affected by the 
WDC roadway disturbance if they abandon use of an area.  We recommend the text in the FEIS 
be modified to reflect this population-level effect.  These comments apply to each of the 
corresponding alternatives’ Migratory Birds sections.   
 
Sec. 14.4.7, Recommendations to Minimize Growth Impacts to the Ecosystem, p.14-110 – 
The purpose of this section is unclear, as UDOT is not proposing or recommending any action 
but merely providing information.  We support the dissemination of this information; however 
this section is insufficient.  We recommend UDOT take a more active role toward guiding the 
future growth that will be induced by the construction of the WDC.  By creating the 
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infrastructure for growth (i.e., the WDC), UDOT takes a large amount of responsibility for where 
and how quickly that growth will occur.  We recommend UDOT take an active role in 
facilitating “smart growth” principles; partnering on “smart growth” conversations, workshops, 
and planning efforts; and incorporating “smart growth” components into the road design (e.g., 
locating interchanges and designing access to direct intelligent development and promote natural 
area protection).    
 
Sec. 14.4.6.1, Mitigation Measures for Impacts to Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat – We have 
several comments in this section:  
 

 Impacts to Nesting Birds, page 14-106 – We recommend UDOT determine whether the 
bald eagle nest site in the Ogden Bay Waterfowl Management Area is within one mile of 
any construction activities.  Construction activities should occur outside of the one mile 
protective buffer or avoid the bald eagle nesting season (January 1 – August 31).  In 
addition, if the nest is within one mile, the FEIS should adequately discuss the potential 
impacts to this nest site, including the potential for nest abandonment, loss of foraging 
resources, and highway mortality of fledgling eagles.  

 Noise Impacts, page 14-107 – Noise impacts to habitat will not be limited to the Preserve, 
as indicated in the DEIS.  Other noise-affected areas would include the shore land 
habitats to the south and west of the Glovers Lake alignment, northwest of the Central 
Davis Sewage Treatment Plant, and east of Howard Slough WMA.  The statement 
“…other land… is either suburban land or farmland that has marginal or no wildlife 
habitat” is inaccurate.  These areas were mostly assessed as high quality habitat with 
some medium and medium-high quality parcels.  The FEIS should identify and evaluate 
all areas impacted by noise from the WDC. 

 Vegetation, page 14-108, 6th bullet – We recommend UDOT commit to mitigating all 
impacts to lowland riparian habitats, a rare and important habitat type for a diversity of 
wildlife.  Where losses are permanent, riparian habitat should be re-established elsewhere 
at a minimum 1:1 ratio or enhanced at a minimum 3:1 ratio. 

 
SECTION 4(f) EVALUATION COMMENTS  

 
Wildlife/Waterfowl Areas 
 
Great Salt Lake Shorelands Preserve  
 
The Great Salt Lake Shorelands Preserve (Preserve) would be impacted, directly and indirectly, 
by all action alternatives, more so by Alternative A which traverses a greater extent of the 
Preserve boundary.  The draft Section 4(f) evaluation proposes a de minimis determination for 
the Preserve, with compensation proposed only for the 17-18 acres of Utah Reclamation, 
Mitigation, and Conservation Commission (URMCC)-owned parcels that would be directly 
impacted by the roadway.  A de minimis determination can be made only if, after minimization 
and mitigation measures are employed, there are no adverse impacts to the features, attributes, or 
activities of the Preserve.   
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The proposed mitigation is inadequate to compensate for the impacts of the WDC project for two 
reasons.  First, the Preserve lands were acquired by URMCC in conjunction with The Nature 
Conservancy (TNC) to ensure an ecologically whole unit and should not be treated separately; 
impacts to or fragmentation of the TNC portions impact the function of the Preserve unit as a 
whole.  We recommend FHWA and UDOT consider the entire Preserve property, not just the 
publicly-owned parcels, when determining measures to minimize harm.   
 
Second, UDOT and FHWA propose to compensate only the direct impacts of the roadway 
without considering the substantial permanent indirect impacts to habitat quality that result from 
a new freeway on the Preserve’s northern boundary.  We refer to our comments in the Indirect 
Effects to Wildlife Habitat section earlier in this letter.  Thus, the wildlife habitat values would 
need to remain the same as the current baseline.  We recommend UDOT and FHWA consider 
both direct and indirect impacts to the Preserve when determining measures to minimize harm in 
order to achieve a de minimis determination. 
  
Farmington Bay Waterfowl Management Area 
 
The Farmington Bay Waterfowl Management Area (FBWMA) would be impacted by the action 
alternatives utilizing the Glovers Lane option (A1, A2, B1, and B2).  The alignments would lie 
approximately 465 feet from the northern edge of the FBWMA at the closest point.  The impacts 
to wildlife habitat would be indirect, and would affect the features, attributes, or activities of the 
FBWMA.  We refer to our comments in the Indirect Effects to Wildlife Habitat section earlier in 
this letter.   
 
FHWA and UDOT made the preliminary determination that the WDC would not adversely affect 
the FBWMA.  This determination was based on the presence of Glovers Lane and a transmission 
line between the Glovers Lane alignment and the FBWMA, and that there would be no direct use 
of the property.  The size and traffic volume of the proposed WDC facility, however, far exceeds 
that of the existing Glovers Lane, with impacts to the FBWMA’s habitat values correspondingly 
much greater.  In addition, a new freeway facility in such proximity to the FBWMA would 
introduce a suite of impacts very different from that of a transmission line, including: noise, 
light, and visual disturbance; habitat degradation from pollution, invasive plant species, and 
decreased water quality from winter salting operations, contaminants, and trash; on-road 
mortality; and barriers to movement.  These impacts would cumulatively lead to the loss of 
habitat value on the FBWMA.   
 
We recommend UDOT and FHWA consider the indirect impacts and the loss of habitat value to 
the FBWMA in the Section 4(f) Evaluation.  The proposed Glovers Lane alignment would 
adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes of the FBWMA.  A de minimis 
determination could likely be made with appropriate mitigation. 
 
We concur that there is no feasible or prudent alternative to the use of wildlife/waterfowl areas 
under Preferred Alternative selected in the document.  While a variety of mitigation measures are 
included in the 4(f) evaluation, there is no documentation that the “officials with jurisdiction” 
concur in them or the proposed de minimis findings.   In addition, we note (Section 27.7) that 
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additional consultation and coordination with these officials is ongoing.  Accordingly, we cannot 
at this time concur that all measures to minimize harm to wildlife/waterfowl resources have been 
incorporated into the project.  We would be willing to reconsider this position at such time as the 
officials’ concurrences in both proposed mitigation and de minimis findings have been obtained.   
 
Historic Properties  
 
We acknowledge that this project will have adverse effects to historic properties.  Further, we 
understand that UDOT is preparing a Programmatic Agreement (PA) or a Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) in consultation with the Utah State Historic Preservation Office and 
consulting to minimize these adverse effects.  Although the document does not contain a draft 
MOA, measures to minimize harm are identified elsewhere in the document.  These measures, as 
well as any other measures as needed, should be incorporated into the MOA.   
 
Following our review of the Section 4(f) Evaluation, we concur that there is no feasible or 
prudent alternative to the use of historic properties under Preferred Alternative selected in the 
document.  Contingent upon execution of the MOA amongst the consulting parties, we would 
also concur that all measures have been taken to minimize harm to these resources. 
 
Parks and Recreation Areas 
 
We concur that there is no feasible or prudent alternative to the use of park and recreation areas 
under Preferred Alternative selected in the document.  While a variety of mitigation measures are 
included in the 4(f) evaluation, there is no documentation that the “officials with jurisdiction” 
concur in them or (with one exception) the proposed de minimis findings.   In addition, we note 
(Section 27.7) that additional consultation and coordination with these officials is ongoing.  
Accordingly, we cannot at this time concur that all measures to minimize harm to park and 
recreation resources have been incorporated into the project.  We would be willing to reconsider 
this position at such time as the officials’ concurrences in both proposed mitigation and de 
minimis findings have been obtained.   
 
We appreciate the opportunity to review this document and provide these comments.  Should 
you have questions about waterfowl/wildlife comments, please contact Betsy Herrmann, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, at   Please direct comments related to historic 
properties and park/recreation areas to Cheryl Eckhardt, National Park Service, at    
 
       Sincerely, 
 

   
       Robert F. Stewart 
       Regional Environmental Officer 
 
cc: 
SHPO-UT Cory Jensen (coryjensen@utah.gov) 
UDOT Brandon Weston (brandonweston@utah.gov) 



Mr. James Christian  14 
 

Literature Cited 
 
Benitez-Lopez, A., R. Alkemade, and P.A. Verweij. 2010. The impacts of roads and other 
infrastructure on mammal and bird populations: A meta-analysis. Biological Conservation 143: 
1307-1316. 
 
Cavitt, J.F. 2013. Review of the “Legacy Avian Noise Research Program: Final Report.” The 
Nature Conservancy. Unpublished Report. Salt Lake City, Utah. 16pp. 
 
Coffin, A. 2007. From roadkill to road ecology. Journal of Transport Geography 15: 396–406. 
 
Dietz, M., C. Murdock, L.M. Romero, A. Ozgul, and J. Foufopoulos. 2013. Distance to a road is 
associated with reproductive success and physiological stress response in a migratory land bird. 
The Wilson Journal of Ornithology 125(1): 50–61. 
 
Eigenbrod, F., S. J. Hecnar, and L. Fahrig. 2009. Quantifying the road-effect zone: threshold 
effects of a motorway on anuran populations in Ontario, Canada. Ecology and Society 14(1): 24. 
 
Fahrig, L., and T. Rytwinski. 2009. Effects of roads on animal abundance: an empirical review 
and synthesis. Ecology and Society 14(1): 21. 
 
Green, R.E., G.A. Tyler, and C.G.R. Bowden. 2000. Habitat selection, ranging behaviour and 
diet of the stone curlew (Burhinus oedicnemus) in southern England. Journal of Zoology 
250:161-183. 
 
Ingelfinger, F. and S. Anderson. 2004. Passerine response to roads associated with natural gas 
extraction in a sagebrush steppe habitat. Western North American Naturalist 64(3): 385–395. 
 
Findlay, C.S. and J. Houlahan. 1997. Anthropogenic Correlates of Species Richness in 
Southeastern Ontario Wetlands. Conservation Biology 11(4): 1000–1009. 
 
Forman, R.T.T, B. Reineking, A.M. Hersperger. 2002. Road traffic and nearby grassland bird 
patterns in a suburbanizing landscape. Environmental Management 29(6): 782-800. 
 
Kociolek, A.V., A.P. Clevenger, C.C. St. Clair, and D.S. Proppe. 2011. Effects of road networks 
on bird populations. Conservation Biology 25(2): 241-249. 
 
Milsom, S.D. Langton, W.K. Parkin, S. Peel, J.D. Bishop, J.D. Hart and N.P.Moor. 2000. Habitat 
Models of Bird Species' Distribution: An Aid to the Management of Coastal Grazing Marshes. 
Journal of Applied Ecology 37(5): 706-727.  
 
Oring, L.W., L. Neel, and K.E. Oring. 2000. Intermountain West Regional Shorebird Plan. [web 
page] http://www.shorebirdplan.org/regional-shorebird-conservation-plans [August 1, 2013]. 
 



Mr. James Christian  15 
 

Reijnen, R. and R. Foppen. 2006. Impact of road traffic on breeding bird populations. In: 
Davenport, J. and J.L. Davenport (eds), The ecology of transportation: managing mobility for the 
environment. Springer, Dordrecht, pp. 255-274. 
 
Rytwinski, T. and L. Fahrig. 2012. Do species life history traits explain population responses to 
roads? A meta-analysis. Biological Conservation 147: 87–98. 
 
Summers, P.D., G.M. Cunnington, and L. Fahrig. 2011. Are the negative effects of roads on 
breeding birds caused by traffic noise? Journal of Applied Ecology online. 
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2011.02041.x/full 
 
Manomet Center for Conservation Science. 2013. Great Salt Lake Western Hemisphere 
Shorebird Reserve Network Site. [web page] http://www.whsrn.org/site-profile/great-salt-lake 
[May 14, 2013]. 

 
Mumme, R.L., S.J. Schoech, G.E. Woolfenden, and J.W. Fitzpatrick. 2000. Life and death in the 
fast lane: Demographic consequences of road mortality in the Florida scrub-jay. Conservation 
Biology 14(2): 501-512. 

 
Paul, D.S. and A.E. Manning. 2002. Great Salt Lake Waterbird Survey Five Year Report, 1997 – 
2001. Utah Division of Wildlife Resources Publication Number 08-38. 56 pp. 

  
Utah Department of Natural Resources. 2013. Great Salt Lake Ecosystem Program. [web page] 
http://wildlife.utah.gov/gsl/birds/index.php [May 14, 2013]. 

 
Utah Division Wildlife Resources. Biological Assessment, West Davis Highway. April 25, 1997. 
53pp.  

 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2013. Indirect Effects of Roads to Wildlife. Unpublished Report. 
May 23, 2013. West Valley City, Utah. 25 pp. 
 
Van der Zande, A.N., W.J. ter Keurs, and W.J. van der Weijden. 1980. The impacts of roads on 
the densities of four bird species in an open field habitat – evidence of a long-distance effect. 
Biological Conservation 18: 299-321. 



 

 

Exhibit E 
Utah Public Lands Policy Coordination Office Designation Letter 

  









 

 

Exhibit F 
Selected Studies of Health Problems Caused by Freeways 

 
  



Freeways are a Public Health Hazard

1. Studies show that the zone of increased pollution along a freeway corridor 
(compared to community wide concentrations) is approximately two miles wide.

2. People who live, work or travel within 165 feet downwind of a major freeway 
are exposed to the most dangerous part of air pollution, ultrafine particulate matter, 
at concentrations 25-30 times higher than the rest of the community.

3. For people who live near a freeway, the concentration of freeway generated 
pollution inside their homes is about 70% as high as outdoor air along the freeway 
corridor. For an average home, the indoor air exchanges completely with outdoor 
air every two hours. People living near a freeway are unquestionably breathing 
more pollution.

4. Wasatch Front air pollution is already a serious public health hazard. Our air 
pollution is sometimes the worst in the nation and typically we rank in the top ten 
worst cities in the country for acute spikes in air pollution.All of the health 
consequences of air pollution are found at even higher rates among people who 
live near freeways or other high traffic locations, including heart and lung diseases, 
strokes, shortened life spans, higher mortality rates, poor pregnancy outcomes, 
multiple types of cancer and even autism. Freeways are literally cancer and autism 
corridors.

Thousands of studies confirm the health threat of freeway pollution. 
Below is a small samples of those studies.

The rate of progression of hardening of the arteries, the cause of strokes, heart 
attacks and generalized aging, is double for those living within 100 meters of a 
freeway.

Künzli N, Jerrett M, Garcia-Esteban R, Basagaña X, Beckermann B, et al. (2010) Ambient Air Pollution and 
the Progression of Atherosclerosis in Adults. PLoS ONE 5(2): e9096. doi:10.1371/ journal.pone.0009096

Children who live within 500 meters of a major highway are not only more likely to 
develop asthma and other respiratory diseases, but their lung development may 
also be stunted permanently.

Gauderman WJ, et al. "Effect of exposure to traffic on lung development from 10 to 18 years of age: a 
cohort study," The Lancet, Volume 368, February 2007.

Living within 1,000 ft of a freeway doubles the risk of a child being born with autism.

Volk HE, Hertz-Picciotto I, Delwiche L, Lurmann F, McConnell R. Residential proximity to freeways and 
autism in the CHARGE study. Environ Health Perspect. 2011 Jun;119(6):873-7. doi:10.1289/ehp.1002835. 
Epub 2010 Dec 13.

Children growing up with more traffic pollution have significantly lower IQs and 



impaired memory.

Suglia SF, et al. Association of Black Carbon with Cognition among Children in a Prospective Birth Cohort 
Study Am J Epidemiology 2008 167:280-286
.
Pregnant mothers exposed to more air pollution, give birth to children with lower 
intelligence, and behavioral and attention deficit disorders, even if the children 
breathe clean air themselves.

Frederica P. Perera, Deliang Tang, Shuang Wang, Julia Vishnevetsky, Bingzhi Zhang, Diurka Diaz, David 
Camann, Virginia Rauh. Prenatal Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon (PAH) Exposure and Child Behavior at age 
6-7. Environmental Health Perspectives, 2012; DOI: 10.1289/ehp. 1104315

Edwards SC, Jedrychowski W, Butscher M, Camann D, Kieltyka A, Mroz E, et al. 2010. Prenatal Exposure to 
Airborne Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons and Children’s Intelligence at Age 5 in a Prospective Cohort 
Study in Poland. Environ Health Perspect :-. doi:10.1289/ehp.0901070

Pregnant women who lived close to high-traffic roadways during pregnancy were 
more likely to give birth prematurely or have a low-weight baby, putting the child at 
risk for multiple, life long chronic diseases

Laurent O, Wu J, Li L, Chung J, Bartell S. Investigating the association between birth weight and 
complementary air pollution metrics: a cohort study. Environ Health. 2013 Feb 17;12(1):18. doi: 
10.1186/1476-069X-12-18.

Wilhelm M, et al. Traffic-Related Air Toxics and Term Low Birth Weight in Los Angeles County, California. 
Environ Health Perspect. 2012 January; 120(1): 132–138. Published online 2011 August 11. doi: 10.1289/
ehp.1103408

Living within 100 meters of a freeway increases the risk of childhood leukemia 
370%, living within 300 meters increases the risk 100%.

Amigou A, et al. "Road traffic and childhood leukemia: The ESCALE study (SFCE) authors" Environ Health 
Pers 2010; DOI: 10.1289/ehp.1002429.

Pregnant mother breathing higher rates of air pollution give birth to children who 
have higher rates of several types of rare childhood cancers.

Prenatal air pollution associated higher rates of retinoblastomas, ALL, and germ cell tumors. http://
www.aacr.org/home/public--media/aacr-in-the-news.aspx?d=3062

Women exposed to more traffic-related air pollution have higher rates of breast 
cancer and decreased survival if they get breast cancer.  Background Wasatch 
Front levels correlate with an increase of about 125%, living near a freeway 
increases that much more.

Crouse DL, Goldberg MS, Ross NA, Chen H, Labrèche F 2010. Postmenopausal Breast Cancer Is 
Associated with Exposure to Traffic-Related Air Pollution in Montreal, Canada: A Case–Control Study. 
Environ Health Perspect 118:1578-1583. doi:10.1289/ehp.1002221

Chronic exposure to traffic air pollution increases the risk of lung cancer.



Raaschou-Nielsen O, Andersen Z, Hvidberg M, Jensen SS, Ketzel M, Sørensen M, Loft S, Overvad K, 
Tjønneland A. Lung Cancer Incidence and Long-Term Exposure to Air Pollution from Traffic. Environ Health 
Perspect. 2011 Jan 12. [Epub ahead of print]

High traffic air pollution exposure more than doubles the rate of cervical and brain 
cancer, and increases the risk of prostate cancer and stomach cancer

Raaschou-Nielsen O, Andersen ZJ, Hvidberg M, Jensen SS, Ketzel M, Sørensen M, Hansen J, Loft S, 
Overvad K, Tjønneland A. Air pollution from traffic and cancer incidence: a Danish cohort study. Environ 
Health. 2011 Jul 19;10:67. doi: 10.1186/1476-069X-10-67.

Parent ME, Goldberg MS, Crouse DL, Ross NA, Chen H, Valois MF, Liautaud A.
Traffic-related air pollution and prostate cancer risk: a case-control study in Montreal, Canada.  Occup 
Environ Med. 2013 Mar 26. [Epub ahead of print]

People exposed to more traffic related air pollution have more DNA damage, a 
trigger for multiple chronic diseases including cancer.

Huang HB, Lai CH, Chen GW, Lin YY, Jaakkola JJ, Liou SH, Wang SL. Traffic-related air pollution and DNA 
damage: a longitudinal study in Taiwanese traffic conductors. PLoS One. 2012;7(5):e37412. doi: 10.1371/
journal.pone.0037412. Epub 2012 May 21.

Traffic related air pollution shortens telomeres (a critical part of chromosomes). 
Shortened telomeres are highly correlated with reduced life expectancy

McCracken J, Baccarelli A, Hoxha M, Dioni L, Melly S, Coull B, Suh H, Vokonas P, Schwartz J. Annual 
ambient black carbon associated with shorter telomeres in elderly men: Veterans Affairs Normative Aging 
Study. Environ Health Perspect. 2010 Nov;118(11):1564-70.

Residential proximity to major roadways is associated with decreased kidney 
function.

Lue S,  Wellenius G, Wilker E,  Mostofsky E, Mittleman M.  Residential proximity to major roadways and 
renal function.  J Epidemiol Community Health Published Online First: 13 May 2013 doi:10.1136/
jech-2012-202307

Long term exposure to traffic-related air pollution is associated with insulin 
resistance in children  and type II diabetes in adults

Thiering E,  Cyrys J, Kratzsch J, Meisinger C,  Hoffmann B,  Berdel D, von Berg A,  Koletzko S,  Bauer CP,  
Heinrich J.  Long-term exposure to traffic-related air pollution and insulin resistance in children: results from 
the GINIplus and LISAplus birth cohorts 
Diabetologia, DOI 10.1007/s00125-013-2925-x

Chen H, Burnett RT, Kwong JC, Villeneuve PJ, Goldberg MS, Brook RD, van Donkelaar A, Jerrett M, Martin 
RV, Brook JR, Copes R. Risk of Incident Diabetes in Relation to Long-term Exposure to Fine Particulate 
Matter in Ontario, Canada.  Environ Health Perspect (): .doi:10.1289/ehp.1205958

 Liu C, Ying Z, Harkema J, Sun Q, Rajagopalan S.  Epidemiological and Experimental Links between Air 
Pollution and Type 2 Diabetes.  Toxicol Pathol. 2012 Oct 26. [Epub ahead of print]
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Exhibit G 
Photo of Fog at Ranches HOA, Winter 2013 

 



 

 

Exhibit H 
UDOT Table, showing comparison of residential relocation impacts  

on Glovers Land vs. Shepard Lane 
 

 
 
UDOT, Table from Map of Refined Alternatives, dated October 2012 
File name: “Alternatives AB – 1 of 3 – Oct 2012 (Farmington / Kaysville).pdf” 
Source: 
http://www.udot.utah.gov/westdavis/uploads/map/4Maps_2012RefinedAlternatives_Alternatives
AB_1of3_FarmingtonKaysville.pdf 
Accessed: September 5, 2013 
 
  



 

 

Exhibit I 
UDOT WDC freeway map, showing impacted homes (numbers added) 

Location: Prairie View Drive and Ranch Road, Farmington, Utah 
 

 
 
 
Source: UDOT Maps (numbers added) 
http://www.udot.utah.gov/westdavis/maps 
Accessed: September 5, 2013  



 

 

Exhibit J 
UDOT WDC freeway map, showing impacted homes (numbers added) 

Location: Shirley Rae Drive and Glovers Lane, Farmington, Utah 
 

 
 
 
Source: UDOT Maps (numbers added) 
http://www.udot.utah.gov/westdavis/maps 
Accessed: September 5, 2013 



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: Nathan Zaugg                            

Comment #:

As a citizen of Utah and of Farmington, I am extremely concerned about the development of a West Davis 
Freeway. Having read the Draft EIS, my concerns have not been mitigated. I would like to see answers to the 
following issues addressed in the EIS:

1. Flooding in 1983 and 1984 in Farmington was caused by inability of drainage systems to adequately convey 
water from the mountains to the lake. This was due to a number of dikes and inadequate channels for drainage. 
Flooding issues were solved by breaching dikes in the lake, subsequently repairing dikes with improved flow 
control structures, and the addition of new conveyance facilities in the area. Without careful consideration of the 
hydrology of the area and proper planning for drainage, addition of the freeway as shown in the Draft EIS will 
likely result in reduction of the ability of these systems to work properly. The elevated structures planned will not 
allow surface drainage to occur.
2. The areas outlined in Farmington for construction of the highway are already poorly drained soils, which 
results in the establishment of persistent wetlands in places and in seasonal wetlands in others. Establishment of 
impermeable surface layers in these areas will result in drainage issues for adjacent homeowners.
3. The areas shown as preferential routes for development of the highway through Farmington are in areas of 
collapsible soils with high liquefaction potential in the event of a seismic event. Construction of the Legacy 
Highway was hampered in this area by the discovery of these poor soil conditions. Construction of highway in 
this area will result in significant differences in construction costs to meet seismic requirements, which leads me 
to conclude that costs per mile based on typical construction will likely be insufficient to meet the actual building 
requirements.
4. Construction of the highway is unlikely to lead to alleviation of congestion in the long-term, as additional 
building will occur, wiping out improvements in traffic conditions (Duranton, Gilles, and Matthew A. Turner. 2011. 
"The Fundamental Law of Road Congestion: Evidence from US Cities." American Economic Review, 101(6): 
2616-52.) This can be seen in current traffic conditions associated with Davis County traffic patterns. With the 
opening of Legacy Highway and FrontRunner, initially traffic conditions improved tremendously. Now, 5-years 
later, congestion periods are increasing along both routes. Addition of the West Davis Highway will increase 
congestion along I-15 and Legacy south of Farmington, since there will be no increase in capacity associated 
with these facilities. Traffic models associated with the Draft EIS do not consider the system impacts associated 
with the Highway, stopping models at approximately the Farmington/Centerville border. The resultant increase in 
traffic will be severely problematic for South Davis County, whereas the existing system serves to meter traffic 
into this area, resulting in better utilization of the entire network.
5. The route of the Glover alignment will be severely impacted by winter weather conditions. West of the former 
Denver & Rio Grande rail corridor severe fog occurs on a nearly daily basis in the winter. Fog has been 
associated with severe traffic pileups in many places, including Utah. In the past, severe fog in the Beck Street 
area near the 2300 N. offramp of I-15 resulted in severe pileups, which resulted in UDOT capturing the Beck 
Street Hot Springs in a drainage pipe and routing it directly to the Salt Lake Sewage Canal, reducing (nearly 
eliminating) fog in the area. The only way of reducing fog in the area of the Glover alignment would be drainage 
of all adjacent wetlands, a solution that would not likely be permitted. Frost is also a problem on roadways in this 
area, resulting from the fog in the area. These problems severely limits the utility of the corridor to a good 
weather facility.
6. The extreme west alignment of the roadway will result in under-utilization of the system. In order to reach the 
roadway, all traffic will need to move west. This will result in additional east-west traffic in the area that the 
system is attempting to serve. These areas are already severely impacted with respect to east-west traffic, which 
is the biggest impediment to traffic flow in the Syracuse/Clearfield area. Improvements in east-west arterial roads 
will likely result in greater improvements to transit times in the area.
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7. Inadequate consideration has been given to public transit options in the area. The area of the study is 
underserved by public transit alternatives, with just four bus routes west of I-15, providing inadequate 
alternatives to those looking to use public alternatives. These bus routs are infrequent, do not have connection to 
major population centers, and are not fast. Coupled with 30 minute peak scheduling of FrontRunner, public 
transit is an infrequent and unreliable service. Improvements to the public transit network could be less 
expensive and potentially reduce congestion on east-west routes and on I-15.
8. The Draft EIS notes that construction of the highway in a flood zone will require elevation of the highway. 
Depictions of the highway show severe impediments to views and the elevations shown are likely to result in a 
severe sound impact on adjacent neighborhoods. Additionally, the volume of fill required will result in a 
compression effect of the soils beneath the highway, resulting in reduced subsurface flow in the area, reducing 
the depth to groundwater in the area, resulting in even worse drainage for the area, which has already been 
noted to be a poorly draining area. The domino effect resulting from this reduction in drainage cannot be 
adequately modeled and could result in severe impacts to adjacent property owners, which could lead to 
significant claims against UDOT resulting from highway construction.
9. The lack of good fill in the area is likely to result in elevated costs associated with the highway due to long haul 
distances to acquire suitable fill and aggregate for the highway.
10. The Davis County Commission recently suggested that the Draft EIS neglected to include utility for 
Farmington in the Glover alignment and requested that an interchange at Clark Lane be included. Clark Lane is 
currently a low capacity, two-lane residential road. Including an interchange at Clark Lane will require major 
expansion of Clark Lane, with significant impacts on residents in the area, along with an elementary school. No 
provision for this interchange, adjacent roadway improvements, nor potential impacts to environment and 
residents has been included in the Draft EIS. It is likely that this interchange would be included in the final design.
11. Impacts to wildlife in the area will also be significant. The alignment outlined for the Glover alignment runs 
through areas that are currently habitat for Bald Eagles in the winter. Other significant avian species found in the 
area include egrets, cranes, pelicans, ibis, pintail ducks, etc. The unique environment in the area is a high value 
wetland. Some have stated that this wetland could be replaced through land exchanges and establishment of 
additional preserve area. However, this area provides a unique opportunity to allow urban interaction with these 
species and this locally uncommon ecosystem. Establishing this highway through this area will result in a low 
quality replacement, with major noise, visual, and air quality impacts. Mitigation of these impacts will not be 
possible due to the need to elevate the highway. Adjacent trails will not allow immersion into these environments, 
due to these impacts. The current ecosystem is irreplaceable. Alteration of the routes to avoid these areas, 
expansion of the existing roadway network, or the "Shared Solution" proposed by some would all be preferable 
to the route shown.

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions regarding any of my comments.

Thank you,

-- 
Nathan Zaugg



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: Carl & Denise Horne

Comment #:

I am strongly opposed to any decision to allow the West Davis Corridor to use the Shepard Lane Route.

There are numerous reasons- However overall the impact to people is too large a cost. 
I support the Glover Lane Route to be used – it has the least impact to people, is more cost effective, and better 
solution for the road itself (congestion/usage). 

Denise E. Horne
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Jennifer Cieslewicz

Comment #:

Hello, My name is Jennifer Hansen Cieslewicz. I have lived in Davis County more than 33 years and I feel I offer 
a unique and valuable perspective to the West Davis Corridor issue.

The last 10 years I have lived in West Farmington and Kaysville. My husband and I have owned 3 different 
homes from Glovers Lane to Shepard Lane. 2 of our homes were located in the Farmington Ranches and my 
current home is located in Quail Crossing.

We have come to know many good people. There is no doubt in my mind that this area is a choice place to live.

In our present Kaysville home we enjoy the unparalleled panoramic views and seeing a variety of wildlife on a 
regular basis.

We are all aware the continuing growth out west constitutes the need for a TRUE alternative route to I-15. I 
strongly believe the Glovers Lane option offers this in the least impactful way.

I believe that wildlife and nature are an important part of what makes living out West so enjoyable and I am very 
satisfied with the extensive and meticulous study of wetlands that Udot has implemented.

If the only impact   that was to be considered    was that to the wetlands it would be extremely difficult to choose 
between the two options as there is only a 1/2 difference.

However when we consider the results of the human impact it is obvious which choice has the least negative 
impact. The Shepard Lane option would result in 10 homes being demolished, the Glovers lane option.

The Shepard Lane option would leave 214 homes within 300 feet of the highway; the Glovers lane option 37. 
The numbers unarguably confirm that the path with the least human impact would be Udots Glovers Lane Option.
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Of course I prefer not to loose my home of 7 years but I would be financially compensated.

Nevertheless it would be unprincipled to leave a freeway in the front yard of my neighbors to the north and my 
backyard neighbors to the south. This is why I so strongly support Udot’s Glovers Lane option.

I also acknowledge that while it would be much less impactful to proceed with the Glovers Lane option it will 
nonetheless still have a negative impact on people I care about and

I don’t want anyone’s quality of life to be ruined or the value of their homes to be negatively impacted by the new 
highway.

It is evident that GLOVERS LANE OPTION is the best and least impactful choice for the West Davis Corridor, 
however I believe that this impact could be lessened even more and in closing I would like to request with great 
fervor that Udot do everything in their power to alleviate some of the negative impact that would result with 
Udot’s Glovers Lane option by locating the new highway even further south and further west than is presently 
proposed. I am in support of a reduced speed limit, no billboards and a sound-absorbing road as well as the road 
being at grade level so as to not obstruct any more view than is absolutely necessary.

We residents of west Kaysville and Farmington just want the best for our children and families. Every effort 
made by our STATE department of transportation    to preserve the quality of life we enjoy     and help prevent 
further financial heartache in this difficult economy would be evident of a State government that truly cares for 
their people.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, Jennifer Cieslewicz



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: Dale G. & Barbara Newbold               

Comment #:

To All Concerned:

   Again I commend UDOT for recommending a strong engineering and best utilization solution for the West 
Davis Corridor by selecting the Glover’s Lane solution.  It is unquestionably the best solution. 
   I encourage all concerned to stay with good engineering/logical solutions and not be swayed by special interest 
groups that continually press for solutions that are not in the best interests of the majority.
   I’m an engineer with significant experience in strategic planning and your selection of the Glover Lane 
approach resolved so many issues that cannot be solved with the Shepard Lane option.
   Again I encourage you to stay with the Glover Lane approach.  It is vastly better than the other option.
   Best Regards,   Dale G. Newbold
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: David and Karen Austin                  

Comment #:

Hi Carlos, Kris, Randy, and Dan,

We hope you are doing well.  We've obviously been watching people on Glover's, Farmington City, and special 
interest groups since the preferred decision was announced.  A few observations that many of us have had:

1)      Farmington officials specifically said they were going to support UDOT's decision no matter what.  It seems 
they have changed their tune.  That seems pretty disingenuous.  Especially because Shepard has heavy 4F 
impacts.  Must be election season.
2)      Fish and Wildlife have come out in opposition.  Interestingly, several officials have said since Legacy 
Highway was built years ago that it has actually helped the bird population.  There were several news reports 
about it too.  http://www.ksl.com/?nid=148&sid=4391528 
3)      EPA told us before the decision was announced that both the Glovers and the Shepard options were close 
in environmental impacts.  In fact, they said that because the wetlands were so close they were looking at the 
functionality of the wetlands.  With deer, foxes, owls, falcons, and other wildlife, it is our understanding that 
Haight Creek is much more functional than wetlands on Glovers.  They also made it clear the preferred route 
was NOT their decision.  That it was up to UDOT (thankfully) who was the lead agency
4)      Congressman Bishop specifically said he would not allow environmental concerns to trump homeowners.  
He said it at least twice that I'm aware of. He even wrote an op-ed too.  
http://www.deseretnews.com/article/765606649/West-Davis-Corridor-Protecting-our-neighbors-while-paving-the-
way-to-the-future.html?pg=all 
5)      Residents of Glovers are pushing the "Shared Solutions."  Interestingly, some people by Shepard asked 
them for their support long ago  in pushing no road at all and they scoffed and said they were supporting that the 
road go on Shepard.  Even at their last rally in February news reports showed them saying this.  
http://www.ksl.com/?nid=148&sid=24184540  .  Now they are pushing Shared Solution.  Go figure.
6)      It has been somewhat difficult being in the same LDS stake and elementary school.  There has been some 
bad feelings.  We have tried hard to be kind and have told them we would push for less impacts along Glover's 
Lane, such as softer pavement, lowered road, no billboards, etc. similar to Legacy.  This has helped a little bit.  
But we have tried very hard (albeit not perfectly) to be professional and not mean spirited, even well before the 
decision was announced.   And it's frustrating they are pushing so much misinformation now. We are grateful 
that dirty politics and calling people names (calling UDOT officials UDIOTS instead of idiots) isn't winning out. 
7)      In the end, we are truly grateful for your recommendation, for doing what's best.  And Mayor Hiatt said he 
spoke with you and you are continuing to stand behind your decision.  Thank you.  We can't begin to express 
how much it means to the hundreds and thousands of us here, including those who would have lost their homes.

Sincerely,

Homeowners in Kaysville and Farmington close to the Shepard Route

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Danielle Hafen

Comment #:

Hello,

I just wanted to take a moment and let you know of my thoughts on the West Davis Corridor.

I wholeheartedly support the Glover Lane's option as opposed to the Shepard Route. 

As was evident in the research, the Glover's Lane provides a more true alternate as it does not direct traffic back 
onto I-15. Several months ago when there was the high speed chase I was one of the unfortunate people stuck 
in traffic for an hour...just trying to go a mile down the road. The commuters coming home at this time had no 
other choice but to wait or take small residential roads. Our quiet neighborhood looked like I-15. It was unreal. 
Had they had the option of connecting to Legacy without having the nightmare stops on Park Lane (or how the 
Shepard Route would be designed) I think a lot of the headache could have been avoided. 

On a more personal note, the Glover's Lane option has a far less impact on families in the area. It does not take 
out any homes as opposed 10 homes taken on Shepard. The Shepard option would have 214 homes within 300 
feet on Shepard to only 37 on Glovers. These are staggering differences. I chose this area to raise my family 
because of the location and quiet community. I certainly wouldn't want to live near a major highway. And those 
who would lose their homes are my friends and neighbors. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my thoughts. We appreciate all of the effort you have put into this project 
and hearing all the facts. 

I support your decision to have the West Davis Corridor connection go on the Glover's Lane route 100%.

Thanks,
Danielle Hafen

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Ellen Rossi

Comment #:

Date: September 5, 2013

Carlos Braceras, Executive Director
Utah Department of Transportation

West Davis Corridor EIS
466 North 900 West
Kaysville, UT 84037
westdavis@utah.gov

RE: Comments on Draft WDC Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Braceras:

I am writing to express my disappointment with the findings of the Draft West Davis Corridor EIS; especially with 
regards to the impact the proposed highway will have on The Nature Conservancy’s Great Salt Lake Shorelands 
Preserve (GSLSP). The EIS is lacking in many ways, but especially in its failure to offer alternatives which will 
appropriately protect this valuable resource.

As you are aware, the 4.400 acre GSLSP is the largest naturally occurring wetland/shoreland complex on the 
Great Salt Lake. Working with the Utah Mitigation Commission, Ducks Unlimited, NAWCA, UDWR and 
numerous private entities over three decades, the Conservancy has protected more than eleven miles of the 
lake’s shore together with associated uplands and wetlands. GSLSP is one of Utah’s most significant natural 
areas and a magnate for thousands of shorebirds and waterfowl.

Both Alignment A and Alignment B would cause  significant damage to GSLSP – not only in terms of acres lost, 
but also through the impacts of noise and the blockage of water sources flowing to the Lake. The Draft EIS does 
not clarify what levels of mitigation are proposed, it contains no appropriate assessment of avian abundance and 
species richness for GSLSP and it narrowly focuses on the impacts to Jurisdictional Wetlands, rather than 
including adjacent wetlands and uplands of different classes, which are just as important to wildlife and the 
overall health of the Preserve.

UDOT must select the least damaging alternative, and this would clearly be to adopt the Shared Solution 
Alternative outlined by Utahns for a Better Transportation – rather than cause damage to the critical uplands and 
wetlands of the Great Salt Lake. It would be a serious loss to have a highway compromise GSLSP.  I urge you to 
work with your team to see if this highway is even needed before valuable state dollars are wasted on planning a 
highway that would cause harmful sprawl, damage the GSLSP ecosystem and do nothing more than cut 5 
minutes from the commute time for those traveling from Davis County to Salt Lake. 

Sincerely,

Ellen E. Rossi

cc:                  Governor Gary Herbert, Lt. Governor Greg Bell, Alan Matheson, Jeffrey Holt, Wayne Barlow, 
Meghan Holbrook, Maunsel Pearce, Chris Montague

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Michael McConkie

Comment #:

Shepard option of the West Davis Corridor. I am sending this email to register my opposition to the Shepard 
Lane route. I live right on the corridor. It would divide our neighborhood right down the middle and have a 
tremendous impact on the quality of our lives here near Shepard Lane. It would also be a much more complex 
interchange not serving the public nearly as well as the Glover option… We would lose houses, neighbors and 
friends… our hope would be that the preferred route would continue to be at  Glover… and not cause such 
stress on families Here in the Shepard area. What I would hope is that environmental concerns could be in part 
mitigated in figuring out how to improve the wet lands that we currently have as well as solving some of the 
problems caused by the cementing streams to the lake not allowing the quality of the wet lands in the past (pre 
83 floods).
Thank you for listening.

Michael M. McConkie & Gina C. McConkie
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: Elizabeth Stark                         

Comment #:

To Whom it May Concern,

I am strongly opposed to the Shepard Option of the West Davis corridor. The Glover's Lane option is the most 
reasonable option in my opinion. It will create a true alternative to I-15. If Shepard Lane is chosen traffic 
problems will intensify especially if there is a traffic accident on I-15. Over the last several months we have seen 
that when I-15 is shut down there are no alternative routes into north Davis County. With the last two freeway 
closures the traffic has been diverted onto surface streets which greatly decreased the safety in many 
communities. Along with contributing to congestion in neighborhoods. If Shepard Option is chosen this problem 
will continue to worsen with increased traffic. When I-15 is closed there can be traffic delays up to 10 hours.

The Shepard Option also directly impacts two communities. Whereas the Glover Option has minimal impact on 
any community. There is also a loss of 10 homes with the Shepard route compared to 0 homes with Glovers. 
The loss of these homes will greatly impact families and the community. There are 214 homes that will be within 
300 feet of the corridor with Shepard and only 37 on Glovers. This will increase the safety risks to more children, 
expose more community members to pollution and traffic.

Additionally the concerns about wetlands and wildlife are equal with either route.

Once again I am strongly opposed to the Shepard Option of the West Davis corridor.

Thank you for your consideration,

Elizabeth Stark
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EmailSource:

963



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Allison and Jim and Ethan Morgan        

Comment #:

I have some serious concerns about UDOT's "preferred" route of the WDC that will run between Glover and 
Shepard lane in Farmington. Not only is this area beautiful but it is home to much wildlife including the Bald 
Eagle, falcons, and owls...to name a few. It is also home to many people, especially families with small children 
who are the most susceptible  population to exposure to pollution...which a freeway would bring out this way. Not 
to mention NOISE!

It does not make any sense to me that if you state in your objectives to help encourage mass transit and 
intermodal travel then why are you building way west of other freeways and existing TRAX line connectors?!? 
Farmington is already geographically smashed between the Salt Lake and the mountains....why would you run a 
freeway out west when there are already freeways dissecting the city as it is??? 

Why did you build Legacy up to the northern point that you did, only to backtrack at Glover lane?? 

What are your plans to deal with the deadly fog that occurs out in the west side of Farmington that cause nearly 
zero visibility?? The occurrence of a 100 car pileup like they just had this week in the UK caused by dense fog is 
a REAL possibility out here!

Why are you planning to destroy irreplaceable wetlands that provide rest and shelter to the millions of birds that 
travel through them every year??

How can you say part of your goals are to keep community and access to walking and hiking trails when you will 
be running a freeway right through the Farmington Ranches Trails?? Those trails are used daily by walkers, 
runners, bikers, and horseback riders...as well as bird watchers. This areas is also used by hunters and air 
boaters. 

How can a road (Glover Lane option) that is proposed to be elevated, is longer in distance, and subject to 
environmental lawsuits going to be cheaper to us taxpayers then the shorter Shepard Lane option?? The math 
does not add up to me.

Why on your decision video did you specifically state the Glover Lane option was better to protect the Oakridge 
Country Club??? Why should I care as a homeowner, parent, and taxpayer if a PRIVATE COMPANY is or is not 
affected by this route??? My concerns are for the irreplaceable beauty and wildlife around me, my property 
values, my quality of life, my family's health, wasted spending, and future INTELLIGENT growth. 

UDOT is legally obligated to look into and even fund alternative solutions such as the Shared Solution. Please do 
so. Please listen to the needs and wants of our community and its citizens. Please and thank you for your time. 

Allison Morgan

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Pat & Heber Mower

Comment #:

Dear Sirs:

We firmly support the Glover Lane extension to Legacy Highway in as much as Shepard lane is such a busy 
road already.  Did you now that we have 3 schools below Shepard Lane and our road is used by buses, cars, 
trucks, walker and joggers and so many bikers already?  We live on Shepard Lane and know it would be a 
disaster to funnel more traffic down here. 

Birds are important but people are more important. We hope you will make a fair and decent deciwsion in this 
matter.

Thank you,

Heber and Pat Mower
and all the neighbors on Shepard Lane

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse                   

Name: Julie and George Bachman                

Comment #:

First,  I want to express my sincere thanks to Brianne Olsen.  She was the most helpful and kind person and she 
was always there to answer my questions.  I didn't always like the answers, but I absolutely felt that Brianne was 
doing her best to handle any situation and answer every question the best she could.  She is great to work with 
and would always go out her way to help me with many different things regarding the WDC. 

Comments on WDC:

I am very disappointed with UDOT's preferred alignment through Syracuse City, Utah, Option B.  This will 
negatively impact more home owners, families, and more schools, more parks, trails and wetlands through 
Syracuse City.   

I think the first step for the future traffic and population growth should be to widen the present I-15 to at least six 
lanes going in each direction, both North and South.

I am disappointed the way farmers in the area have used Agriculture Protection Areas to manipulate building 
roads and not as the laws were intended.   In the future, I hope our Utah government and leaders would relook at 
the laws that govern the APAs so that there would be a stipulation of time that the farm area put into APAs would 
have to remain in the APA.  At the present time, there are  no time limits or restraints and they are being widely 
abused for the wrong reasons and the farmers are using APAs to manipulate any sort of improvements or 
roads.  But, there are no laws to protect the most important things in our community - homes, families and public 
schools.  This is a very big problem and the current  APA laws should be relooked at by our government leaders.

Regards,

Julie Bachman
George Bachman

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Brent Moss                              

Comment #:

<See photograph and explanation attachments on next pages, titled 00967_Brent_Moss_#0193_9-6-13, 
00967_Brent_Moss_#0555_9-6-13, 00967_Brent_Moss_#00568_9-6-13, 00967_Brent_Moss_#0558_9-6-13, 
00967_Brent_Moss_#1805_9-6-13, 00967_Brent_Moss_#02607_9-6-13, 00967_Brent_Moss_#02676_9-6-13, 
00967_Brent_Moss_Notes_9-6-13>

First I am a bird lover! I have lived next to some of the SO Called wetlands for about 60 years.  Many are now 
Smiths Food Kings, Walmart Farm Land, Winter Ranges  and , and Homes, The truth is most were never 
wetlands. Rather flooded areas caused by uncontrolled water ie: tail water or un-capped wells.
Attached is a example which the original owner spent large amounts of time and money to control the tail water 
and turn a soggy peace of ground into a hay field and a winter range; supporting pheasants, cows horses and 
farming.  Now the land conservancy district owns the land and is not controlling the tail water.  It is turning it back 
to a Mosquito infested bog.  Not Very Nice Neighbors 
. Bottom-line I think people who have the most to say are least affected by what they say.  Please lets just 
control tail water use it wisely don't just overpay for property then flood it so we can say wetlands.  I'm sure the 
Interior Department is sincere but they don't live next door.
I could not attach all the Photos to big and to many MOSQUITOES to figure it out, but I think you get my drift.
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TAIL WATER NOTES @~ 741 W 3700 S Syracuse (just South, West) 

1.  8/21/2012 Called Ross Hansen the State Water engineer and ask about tail water in the 
West Layton ditch at Bluff road and Gentile (who owned it how could it be claimed) he said 
to find out who owned it. MR Ross said to call Layton city engineer (Curtis) he said didn’t 
know. I called Syracuse City engineer (Brian) he didn’t know either.   

2. 9/10/12 I have exhausted all known avenues to find out who owns the subject tail water so I 
will call Ross tomorrow and ask again how to proceed.  But today I put together a slideshow 
to show how tail water from the West Layton ditch is needlessly changing a hay field/winter 
range back into a swamp.    

a. Photos before new sewer 7/8/2011 - 7/25/2011 #(9615,9614, 9603, 0193,0038) 
show field was a hay field/winter range for 20 years prior to new sewer.  Growing 
hay in this hay field/range is possible because of drying allowed by piping tail water 
across Gentile from the South side to North side.  This and a existing head gate 
system allowed control the tail water and prevented flooding. Together they turned a 
swamp to a hay field/winter range in the ~ 1960s.  

b. Photos show how a 3” or 4” fire hose (used to pump excess water from the bottom 
of the sewer trench, while digging ~30 ft deep to install sewer pipe) produced 
standing water (9 inches deep) behind man made hill this water produced 4 ft cattails 
in two months 7/26/2011 – 9/5/2011  #s(0555, 0568, 0456,0558,9/5/2011compare 
to 1813 4/17/2012 note same cattail area )  These pictures show how 9 inches of 
standing water was generated in just under 2 months with a 3” or 4” inch fire hose.  
Flow was measured/calculated using a 5 gal bucket and 4 second fill time. (1.25 per 
sec x 60 = 75 gal per min x 60 = 4,500 gal per hr x24 = 108,000 gal per day x 365 
=39,000,000 gal per year / 12 = 3.285,000 gal per mo)  And that is just one fire hose 
(always more than just one pipe running).  But with just one hose from Aug 5,2011 
thru Sept 23 2011 = 50 days x 108,000 = 5,400,000 gal, .  

c. Photos show how when the tail water is shut off to dig the rest of the sewer the 
whole area dried up and the cattails died as soon as the tail water was directed to 
North side of Gentile and no water pumped from the sewer trench after the pipe was 
laid. September 2011 – May 2012 
#s(1805,1813,9614,1949,1861,1913,1914,1916,1937,1926,1957,1963,2603,2607) #s 
1805&1937 show trucks driving anywhere on subject area.  A pipe laid years ago 
directs excess water to the North side of Gentile to dry up subject area so hay could 
be grown, this head gate is never open now. #2607 SHOWES CLOSED HEADGATE to 
N. GENTILE. 

d. On May 4 2012 the ditch going east was completed and opened #1975, and the 
diversion across Gentile to the North side was (closed and never opened to date) I 
estimate tail water flow at least 25 gal per sec x 60=1,500 gal per min x 60 = 90,000 
gal per hr x 24 = 2,160,000 gal per day x 360 = 788,400,000 gal per yr /12 = 
65,700,000 per mo.  Today is Sept,11,2012 so lets say 4 mo x 65,700,000 
= 262,800,000 gal to date.    Imagine a full 18 in pipe at times more often as crops 



are harvested.  (RECOUCALUATING, RECOUCUALTING!!)   Photos # (2611,2016, 
2587, 2676, 1976,) show flow of tail water as of May, 4, 2012.  This flow is not 
always constant but it is in my opinion that some/most of it could be used for a 
more productive cause. FOR NOW MORE MISQUITEOS EVERY DAY WHY??? IF THEY 
WANT ALL THAT WATER PUT IT IN A POND WITH MISQUITEO EATING FISH or LET 
OTHERS TO CLAIM IT. 

e. I was told the Land Conservancy wants to insure the Legacy Highway is not moved 
South, six or seven hundred feet to accommodate the Layton Parkway even though 
this Corridor can be dried by OPENING ONE HEAD GATE. 

Legend:  Underlined numbers # are related pictures on another provided/attached disk 
or file. 

   Notes: 

 On Friday 14 Sept 2012 I gave this to Breann of JUB engineering in Kaysville & Salt Lake 
this document and the underlined picts (on disk) she is submitting to Legacy 
engineering/wetland study group on Monday. 

Called Ross Hansen on 17 Sept 2012 phone tag all week will call on Monday (water has 
run full pipe non stop from 17 Aug 2012 and as of today 24 Sept 2012 and still going 
strong  so from Aug 17 2012 – 24 Sept 2012 82,080,000 gal since Aug 17 WOW. 



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Mark Holbrook                           

Comment #:

Subject: 8 reasons to Avoid GLOVER lane and no to West Davis Corridor

West Davis Team,

Here are the 8 amazing reasons not to go Glover or to Scrap the whole thing:
1-The winter fog is extremely and dangerously heavy in that area and is a safety concern

2-Farmington City's preferred route that they planned for since the late 90's is no where near Glover lane.  Don't 
you think Farmington City understands what's best for their city and citizens more so that UDOT?  Go with what 
the city suggests

3-The path taken will run right next to a new Elementary school by Shirley Rae on glover then near a future high 
school.

4-Winter Red Burn days, we have enough of these already, should we look at mass transit options?   Air Quality 
is horrible IE: Trax lines heading east in Syracuse up then to frontrunner. Our Governor is asking us to drive 
less, this Freeway says, "DRIVE MORE."

5-Bird Preserve for humans and birds to get away from the noise of life.  That is all gone with this option and can 
never come back

6-I find it interesting that there a many politicians that would benefit more Glove lane option either personally or 
financially from the Glover Lane option.  Looks like dirty politics to me.

7-Let's look at a shared solution and scrap the entire 660 million dollar freeway, that will help our future 
generations avoid cancer, autism, asthma and even death.

8-FEDS DON’T APPROVE OF THE WDC:  The Feds (Department of the Interior) tell UDOT in no uncertain 
terms that the Glover Lane alternative is not the LEDPA (least environmentally damaging practicable alternative), 
as required by the NEPA process.  They believe UDOT has not fully considered both direct and indirect 
environmental impacts to the shores of the Great Salt Lake.  They ask UDOT to not only take a harder look at 
the Shared Solution, but to FUND the Shared Solution.  (see attached letter from DOI to UDOT)

Salt Lake Trib article:  http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/politics/56826689-90/alternative-department-freeway-
impacts.html.csp

Thank you!

Mark Holbrook
Lakewood Properties, LLC
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Luke & MaKayle Larsen

Comment #:

Dear UDOT,

I strongly oppose the WDC and strongly support the shared solution! We do not need another freeway!! I'd much 
rather see my tax dollars go to improving the roads we have and public transit. 

My daughter has some major health issues and when we have our bad air quality days it makes her condition 
worse. Our air quality is already bad enough! We don't need to make worse?

Where exactly is the need for this? What data exactly did you use for your traffic modeling? What were the 
assumptions built into the model and when were they last updated? Who validated those assumptions? Why is 
this information not being supplied to the public? Why not try things like making Frontrunner cheaper or even 
FREE, and then re-evaluating to see if there is still a need for a $600 million freeway!??

Why did you use at least 5 yr old maps at your public hearings? Many homes have been built along the WDC 
route that will be affected but were not displayed on the outdated maps. I don't feel like you properly portrayed to 
those at the meetings exactly how many people this road will affect. Very deceitful in my opinion.

One of your supposed objectives is to “improve regional mobility . . . by improving the connections between 
transportation modes such as automobile, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian travel . . . “ If this is truly one of your 
objectives, then the roads should connect to trains and other modes of transportation. Explain how the proposed 
WDC increases intermodal transportation and meets this stated objective.

The building of this road will decrease the congestion on I-15 which will also decrease the amount of people 
riding front runner. Isn't this the exact opposite of what we want to happen!? Why'd we spend so much on putting 
in front runner if we're just going to decrease the need for it!? So building this road actually defeats the purpose 
of “increasing intermodal transportation”? And isn’t it contrary to what our Governor is trying to get people to do 
–drive less? How are the Governor and UDOT working together to encourage less driving, more mass transit, 
and better air quality?

You have to select the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative, right? There is no way that the 
Glover Lane alternative is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative. Explain how You have 
come to this conclusion. Can you demonstrate that no less environmentally damaging practicable alternative is 
available? What about the Shared Solution? Isn’t that less environmentally damaging and practicable?

Other options, like the Shared Solution, are available that could improve projected transit ridership, including 
expanded express bus service operating in bus-only or bus/high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, additional park 
and ride facilities, commuter rail operating at greater frequencies, subsidized or free fares, rail transit combined 
with local shuttles to provide additional access to employment sites and midday destinations, rail transit 
combined with land use measures (such as density requirements near station locations), and combinations of 
these options. Can you honestly say that these options, and others like them, have been fully examined in order 
to satisfy the test that all alternatives to building West Davis Corridor have been exhausted?

According to a letter from the EPA to UDOT January 6, 1999, the wetlands along the shore of the Great Salt 
Lake “ . . . are part of the Western Hemispheric Shorebird Reserve Network, providing resting, feeding, breeding, 
nesting, and rearing habitat for numerous species and millions of individual shorebirds, wading birds, and 
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waterfowl. Many of these are migratory, while some are year- round residents. In addition to those avian species 
that are commonly recognized as specifically requiring wetlands and other aquatic habitats, the project area 
wetlands and playas serve the needs of many passerine and raptor species. The habitat values of the area 
wetlands alone make it imperative that these wetlands be avoided to the maximum extent practicable." What 
have you done to avoid these wetlands?

West Farmington suffers from SEVERE fog, especially in the winter, and most often during peak traffic hours 
(morning or evening). Often the fog is so bad that homes are not even visible from the street. Won’t it be deadly 
to have 55-65 mph traffic driving thru such conditions? Not to mention the winds that pass through this area. It 
creates very deadly driving to conditions. We need less people on the roads during these times not more on 
another 65 mph freeway! And there's not access to a huge stretch of the freeway going through Farmington.  
Now are emergency personnel supposed to respond to deadly crashes caused by these, and many other, issues 
in a timely manner?

Species of Concern that have been identified in Farmington Bay, such as the Bald Eagle (who we love to go 
watch), the American White Pelican, the Burrowing Owl, and the Ferruginous Hawk etc. will be impacted by the 
proposed freeway. Have you considered the “Ecological and Beneficial Use Assessment of Farmington Bay 
Wetlands” study done by Theron Miller, PhD and Heidi Hoven, PhD, and others like it (and if so, which studies) 
to determine both the direct and indirect impacts to these and other wildlife species? Additionally, the Great Salt 
Lake will have detrimental impacts as a result of road runoff which will include oil and gas byproducts. Very 
harmfully for these creatures!

People living within 2 miles of a freeway live in a zone of increased air pollution. Those within 165 feet are 
exposed to 25-30 times more fine particulate matter than other people, and studies show this increases heart 
and lung disease, strokes, mortality rates, affects pregnancy outcomes, leads to cancer and autism etc. 
Freeways are literally cancer and autism corridors. How many homes will be within a 2 mile corridor of the 
proposed WDC? What studies has UDOT considered regarding air pollution and health hazards? If none, why 
not?

One stated objective is to “support the objectives of the adopted local land use and transportation plans for 
communities west of I-15 in Weber and Davis Counties.” This freeway goes against the transportation plans and 
land-use plans for Farmington City, so UDOT is clearly not meeting this stated objective. Why not?

Legacy Parkway had special pavement used to reduce the noise associated with that Parkway. The proposed 
elevation of the freeway will cause sound to carry further into our neighborhoods. This was demonstrated this 
past winter when fog caused the noise from a bombing exercise on the Great Salt Lake bombing grounds to roll 
through the entire Salt Lake valley. I do not see that any actions been taken to reduce the noise levels that will 
impact our neighborhoods – perhaps lower speed limits, special pavements, sound walls, etc. These 
considerations should be made for the benefit of the community and the costs should be included in the DEIS.

Our house will be located directly within sight of the first overpass in Farmington and along with the extra air and 
sound pollution we'll have to also deal with the light pollution which is being linked to increasing numbers of 
health concerns including sleep issues and certain types of cancers. Specialized lighting for roadways directs the 
light downward rather than out and into our neighborhoods. Is this type of lightening being considered for the 
freeway and if so are the costs associated with this specialized lighting included in the cost estimates in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS)?

The proposed Glover Lane option runs right through a 100 year flood plain. Us homeowners in the area are 
required by many lenders to maintain flood insurance as a result. Heavy rains in this area cause large amounts 
of runoff that all drain to the west toward the proposed freeway. What actions will be taken to ensure that 
drainage in the area does not adversely affect us in the area? Is it going to drown us out even more!?

Since this freeway runs thru residential neighborhoods, we DEMAND that trucks be banned, that there are speed 
restrictions, that sound-reducing pavement be used, that sound walls are built, and that billboards are banned, 
similar to what’s been done on Legacy Parkway. And these limitations should not expire in ten or twenty years 
because the people around there certainly will not!



As said before, there are no connections onto the WDC in Farmington. There will need to be but why they not 
identified? Such as Clark Lane? If such a connection were to be added it would be a disaster for the Many more 
houses. It would divide the neighborhoods, be a safety hazard for children and would have a severe negative 
impact on Eagle Bay Elementary.

An elevated freeway has more impacts than a non-elevated road. The costs are huge, there will be more noise 
pollution, sight pollution (western views are GONE), and it will surely alter the hydrology system. What are the 
direct and indirect impacts to the hydrology system and how will those changes affect wildlife and biological 
species?

Why did you double-count the costs of the Shepard Lane interchange in the Shepard Lane alternative? Isn’t that 
a sneaky way to elevate the costs of the Shepard Lane alternative and make it look more expensive than the 
Glover Lane alternative?

In many areas fill will be placed to elevate the roadbed to a height above potential flooding. This will be very 
large amount of material and will increase as the alternatives move west. What this fill material will consist of and 
where it will come from need to be documented. The direct and indirect impacts resulting from fill acquisition and 
especially the numerous trucks which may need to travel local roads to transport the fill need to be evaluated.

Like mentioned above, I support the shards solution. This is NOT a no-build alternative but an option that would 
enhance the existing transportation infrastructure to increase flow, expand east-west arterials, create boulevards 
to attract local businesses and new employers, implement more mass transit, and preserve quality of life in Davis 
County. The Shared Solution would actual serve to benefit residents of Davis County rather than being solely 
another direct transport to Salt Lake City. The Shared Solution would help improve air quality by reducing idle 
time at intersections, have no environment impacts, protect green space, and protect our current quality of life. I 
plead with you to look at the Shared Solution as another alternative BEFORE you move forward with this project!

Fragmentation is the loss of habitat integrity through the creation of barriers to species and ecological processes. 
Fragmentation will no doubt occur as a result of this freeway. Fragmentation of habitats can have serious 
consequences, and may include the following: erosion of genetic diversity and amplification of inbreeding, 
increased probability of local extinction from small population sizes and reduced likelihood of reestablishment, 
loss of area sensitive species, and increased abundance of weedy species. What have you done to study the 
impacts of fragmentation and what are UDOT’s plans for mitigation?

THE “EDGE EFFECT” AND DEGRADATION - Associated with fragmentation is habitat degradation through 
what is called the "edge effect" or reduction in habitat integrity at the boundary of a highway corridor caused by 
disturbance, contamination, or other degrading factors that extend into the natural habitat. Numerous studies 
have been done on the edge effect of highways, and they generally conclude that the effects of highways extend 
considerable distances into existing habitats to which organisms have become adapted.

The wetlands of Farmington Bay and the Shoreland Preserve will be degraded by this freeway. Fossil fuel runoff 
will leach into soils and eventually make their way into the wetlands. Litter along the freeway will make it into the 
wetlands. Both fossil fuel runoff and litter will have impacts on breeding birds in the area. Have you considered 
the edge effect and degradation of wetlands an “impact” and if not, why not?

It is clear that you have underestimated and failed to recognize the significance of the aforementioned impacts 
on wildlife species, biological species, terrestrial and aquatic habitat, etc. Though these systems may not be 
immediately or completely lost, the extent to which they perform will be moderately to severely reduced. I 
demand that you take these factors into account and identify them in your DEIS.

And last but not least, as we continue to see an increase in gas prices, I believe we'll see a decrease in driving. 
Has you even taken that into consideration? Will this road really be used as much as you think!? Is it REALLY, 
TRUELY NECESSARY!? I think not.

Sincerely,



MaKayle Larsen

Resident of Farmington City



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: Karl and Colenda Judkins                

Comment #:

I am writing to help make sense out of the Glovers lane versus Shepard lane option.  I am clearly against the 
Shepard lane option.  I think that UDOT has done a masterful job in sorting out what matters most in deciding on 
the Glovers lane option.  The impact to the Davis county residences is greatly minimized with this choice.  EPA’s 
charter to protect Human health and the environment is supported by this choice.  The Shepard lane option 
would rip out homes and put remaining residents so close to the freeway causing a negative impact on human 
health.  The option supported by UDOT allows planning around future development to keep homes a safe 
distance from automotive emissions.  Even worse would be emissions from vehicles on I-15 If neither option was 
built and there were daily gridlock causing more pollution in this area.

It is time to continue on with the right choices made so far on this project.  We appreciate that you have listened 
to the public that is so closely effected by the decisions made.

Karl Judkins
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: John P. Kraczek                         

Comment #:

                                            

       

Having followed the West Davis Corridor (WDC) highway discussions for about the past 20 years, thinking about 
the many comments made at UDOT’s 6/11/2013 WDC hearing in Farmington, looking at the available “shared 
solution” appeals on the internet, and reading the Department of the Interior’s response to your EIS, I ask you to 
seriously consider a compromise, not so much of route, as rationale.

Background

In 1994, the residents of Farmington were told by our elected officials that they had consulted with UDOT, 
explained that Farmington wanted, and was prepared for, new freeway construction to be along the I-15 
corridor.  They further stated that UDOT had been advised of their having set aside a 154’ wide corridor for a 
WDC freeway link to I-15 via an interchange at Shepherd Lane.  We were pleased to know that the matter was 
settled.

However, in the 6/11/2013 hearing we learned from numerous “newer” Farmington / Kaysville residents that they 
had been told by their developers that that 154’ corridor was for a “collector” road, NOT a freeway. In my opinion, 
they were misled, as to that corridor’s original purpose.

Suggested Solution

Give both “newer” and “older” Farmington / Kaysville residents a more acceptable alternative; and one that has a 
number of advantages over UDOT’s 6/11/2013 choice.    Think of the WDC, not as a city freeway, but as an 
extension of Legacy “Parkway.”  Design it as a somewhat limited-access roadway passing thru a geographically 
unique semi-rural area: Run a  “collector road” east from the main North/South “stem” of the WDC, meeting I-15 
at Shepherd Lane , as “newer” residents had been told.  Make the interchange with I-15 the new space-saving 
“bridge type (A one-level-up bridge with a full choice of egress – as Farmington’s recent “Park Lane” interchange 
with I-15, and interchanges along the southern part of Legacy Highway).” Then do the same for the whole WDC 
project.

Proposal Advantages, Details

1. Less Expensive.  Building the entire WDC project as a ground-level parkway, with occasional bridge type 
interchanges can be done because of Davis County’s unique geography – jammed between the mountains and 
the Great Salt Lake.  Just as Highway 89 north of Farmington is up against the mountains, and needs only 
limited access from the east, the WDC is largely up against the Great Salt Lake and associated wet lands, and 
needs only limited access from the west.

2. Reduces Environmental Concerns; helps preserve West Farmington’s rural atmosphere.  Building the WDC 
with a Legacy Highway look and feel (No billboards, Lower speed limit, quieter pavement, no trucks (except in 
emergencies), etc.) will reduce the chance for an expensive environmental challenge to the project.  Originally I 
would have suggested that the WDC be as far west as possible (The way Legacy Highway is south of 
Centerville -- at the western limit of buildable land), and as far south as possible, as close to Farmington Bay as 
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possible.  Now that the Department of the Interior has clearly stated why the Glover Lane option will  not work, 
why not use Clark Lane / Park Lane as the southernmost “collector road” for I-15.

3. Makes the WDC More Useful to the City of Farmington and to the Davis County School District Bus Routes.  It 
is also an inexpensive correction for an unacceptable omission in UDOT’s current plan (pointed out by speakers 
on 6/11). Currently there is no access or egress to the WDC from within the City of Farmington.  The use of a 
bridge intersection or two (At Shepherd Lane and at Park Lane?) will allow access in all directions and eliminate 
undue delays in emergency vehicle response time.  Of course, use “bridge” intersections at other collector roads 
as needed (at 200 North in Kaysville, Antelope Drive in Syracuse/Layton, etc, ?).

4. Additional Benefits will be gained, by using other good ideas expressed on 6/11:  Make better use of the I-15 
corridor by running traffic only southbound in the morning and only northbound in the evening on a selected 
group of center lanes (Similar to Chicago’s Expressways); Widen “collector road” intersections; etc.

5. The Sooner, The Less Costly.  Whatever is done, begin soon.  Preserve key highway corridors.  So much 
home building in Davis County has occurred since 1994 – And continues today.

Where Next?

I would be happy to further discuss all or any part of this proposal with UDOT representatives



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Camie Sunderland                        

Comment #:

I just want to express my concerns. I am in favor of the shared solution and creating better use of our current 
traffic infrastructure.

The Farmington west corridor is an excessive use of tax payers money due to the cost of construction, the 
necessary bridges, and destruction of valuable wet lands.

Please consider the alternate options and do your research! Be wise with the stewardship you have!

Camie Sunderland
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: FARMINGTON

Name: David Stringfellow

Comment #:

Utah Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration,
This letter of comment is for inclusion as a public comment in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
regarding the proposed West Davis Corridor (WDC).  Farmington City recently sent in it’s public comment on the 
draft EIS.  It appears their statement is confused, disjointed, if not outright inaccurate.  The following elucidates 
the issues I find with the statements communicated to you by Farmington City.

Farmington makes 5 disputable claims that I will categorize as follows: (C1) the WDC causes direct harm to 
Farmington interests; (C2) the WDC causes indirect and cumulative impacts to resources in Farmington; (C3) 
the WDC frustrates Farmington’s efforts to remain a rural community; (C4) the WDC will injure Farmington’s 
residents and environment; (C5) the WDC will create economic losses. 

Farmington City also disputes: (D1) the assumptions underlying the demand for the future freeway; (D2) the 
extent and contiguous nature of the study area; (D3) the regional need for an additional interchange near 
Farmington; (D4) the legal status and treatment of Farmington City’s conservation easements; (D5) the 
specificity of the study’s direct and indirect effects; (D6) that the EIS ignores local planning.

These concerns lead Farmington to claim that the draft EIS is fundamentally flawed to the point of delaying the 
final EIS.  I believe Farmington’s concerns were hastily drafted, ill conceived, arbitrary, and reflect a fundamental 
misperception of the Environmental Impact Statement process.

(D1) Has Farmington City purchased a regional economic model?  On what basis do they disagree with the 
employment projections released by the Governor’s Office?  I doubt it.  Their speculations regarding future 
employment and population growth are not moored in serious study.  I attest that the projections upon which the 
travel demand model are based are of the highest professional caliber.

(D2) Farmington claims the study boundaries should be expanded east.  If serious, I think a potential corridor 
should be placed close to the firebreak road as far west as feasible.  Clearly the study boundary does not 
exclude the traffic demand from vehicles east of I-15 in calculating the need for a potential freeway.  Perhaps 
Farmington City is operating under a flawed assumption and vague grasp of how the transportation demand 
model works.  

(D3) It also appears Farmington did not review the scoping section of the EIS that eliminated for consideration 
many options (expanding I-15, connecting the WDC further north of Farmington, meeting demand with more 
efficient transit).  The notion that regional demand necessitates another freeway interchange as Farmington 
suggests is not based on analysis of any kind.  The recently completed regional transportation plan from the 
Wasatch Regional Council ranks the need of such an interchange.  When there is appropriate need for such, it 
should be built separate from the WDC project.

(D4) It is my understanding conservation easements are not automatically considered to be section 4(f) 
properties.  To designate conservation easements as section 4(f) requires careful analysis.  This point is 
internally inconsistent with (C3) Farmington’s claim they expend effort to remain a rural community.  Farmington 
has aggressively pursued both retail and housing developments on the same or similar land as the conservation 
easements they claim to care so much about.  Farmington’s population expanded from about 12,000 in 2000 to 
over 20,000 in 2012.  It is disingenuous at best for the city to claim Farmington does not need or benefit from 
additional transportation infrastructure.  I believe the modeling in the draft EIS shows these facts, but Farmington 
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refuses to recognize them due to some irrational political need to justify the hasty positions they took early in the 
EIS process.

(D5) Regarding the specificity of the draft EIS, I agree that UDOT should release more information regarding the 
interplay of options and the matrix of possibilities given different options.  It seems that a requirement for 
specialty software to fully understand the modeling of the WDC could be overcome by providing detailed output 
or summaries from the model.  I have requested some of this type of information during the draft statements 
(kmz or equivalent files), but was denied access to them.  I believe in the interest of transparency, UDOT should 
release as much information as practicable from the models underlying the draft or final EIS.

(D6) The draft EIS does not ignore local planning.  It carefully weighed local impact, but properly discounted the 
importance of such preferences as I read the EIS.  Farmington City even recognized after a few years of study, 
and abundant expert testimony, that a Shepard Lane connection was impossible.  Subsequently, the city 
adopted a Master Transportation Plan that states the city’s preferred route is as far to the south and west of the 
city as practicable while taking especial consideration to avoid homes and property.  It appears this aligns with 
the current Glover’s option, further placing in question the city’s ignorance of potential impacts, direct and 
indirect (C1-C5) of a potential freeway corridor in the area identified in the draft EIS.  They were aware of the 
potential impacts to these resources, but approved of the developments knowing and preferring that the WDC be 
located near Glover’s Lane.

(C1) Farmington does not understand what regional mobility means.  Regional mobility can improve without 
providing Farmington an interchange north of the intersection of the transportation infrastructure.  Connecting to 
this system-to-system infrastructure provides the same access to the retail or commercial developments as 
would a local interchange or connecting the WDC near Shepard Lane.  Vehicles wanting such access can 
proceed north on I-15 or Legacy highway and exit at Park Lane.  In addition, emergency vehicles can also move 
north on the WDC by heading south on I-15 or Legacy Highway while making proper movements.  Farmington 
will be connected to the WDC without a local interchange, if Farmington desires more varied connections to 
provide more convenient or varied access to it’s population, it should pursue such through the Wasatch Front 
Regional Council.  The extraordinary claim of the city that they view the conservation easements to be 
unmitigable is defied by their adoption in their own Master Transportation plan of a similar preferred alignment.

(C2) Farmington appears to complain there is not enough information about the indirect impacts, but assumes 
these are negative and preferable at Glover’s Lane relative to Shepard Lane.  Without such data it appears 
these conclusions and analysis are hasty.  The letter mentions issues with the Shepard Lane alignment, yet 
elaborates little about them.  I concur that it would be helpful to know if the city believes the local alignment of 
roads are preferred to some alternatives.  Many residents of both Kaysville and Farmington have complained to 
me that the connection of these local roads is not preferred by them - yet Farmington to my knowledge has not 
addressed such concerns or others specifically in their communication to UDOT regarding the draft EIS.  As 
such, it appears hastily constructed and of limited value.

(C3) Farmington does not want to remain a rural community.  This is farcical, the city approves dozens of new 
housing developments, dramatically expands retail and commercial centers and plans for many more.  It will end 
up allowing development on nearly all of it’s accessible land by 2050.

(C4) It is my opinion that increased congestion will harm Farmington’s residents and environment more than the 
alternative of constructing the WDC.

(C5) Farmington claims that the Glover’s Alignment will reduce the value of the retail established near Park 
Lane.  Their claim is unsubstantiated by credible evidence.  Ease of access will be nearly equivalent, if not 
outright equivalent between the two connection options.  To claim otherwise shows political bias and outright 
economic naivety.

I commend UDOT for the careful and thorough analysis provided in the draft EIS.  I would appreciate as stated 
earlier, more detailed information or summaries from the travel demand models or other supporting material in 
the EIS.  I agree with and support the delineation to place the corridor on the Glover’s Lane alignment.  I do not 
believe, nor do many hundreds of residents in my area, that Farmington City represents our position regarding 



the draft EIS.  This is a position of general support for the process and conclusions reached in the EIS.  Can the 
EIS produce information only obtained in later stages of building transportation infrastructure, no.  Granted there 
are refinements that could improve the Glover Lane option as more funding is allocated for the design, 
engineering, and ultimate build of the project.  The Federal Highway Administration should move forward in 
approving the final EIS as soon as possible.

Regards,

David Stringfellow



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Nate Nixon

Comment #:

Go green, ride share, mass transit, UCAIR.  The buzzwords go on and on and make for great PR sound bites for 
public officials, however, when it comes to action, the State government is far behind.  There is much talk about 
simply making citizens aware of pollution problems, etc. and they will regulate themselves.  The problem is that 
the government (UDOT, Gov Herbert, etc.) continue to act as "enablers" skewing public behavior towards poor 
habits that lead to less than desirable environmental outcomes.  Enter West Davis Corridor.

There is a better solution.  It is time for Gov Herbert to lead out and coordinate the efforts of UTA and UDOT 
towards efficient transportation that will lead to desirable outcomes through positive public habits.  The State's 
decision to move forward with the WDC makes it evident that there is no master plan that will help us to avoid 
becoming the next L.A.  A simple master plan that dictates that mass transportation will have to serve the needs 
of commuters outside of a certain radius from a major economic hub (e.g., SLC) would serve dramatically to 
influence public behavior and would also lend to form more localized economic hubs and strengthen the fabric of 
communities all over the state.  Plans such as the "Wasatch Front Transit Oriented Development Guidelines" 
exist, but appear to lack much backing.

In the case of WDC, I strongly oppose enabling the freeway commute of Utahans that live 40+ miles from SLC.  
There are better ways.  I will be the first to admit that those Utahans have every right to work in SLC, however, 
their commute should primarily be via public transportation.  We have a great asset in FrontRunner, however, the 
general public sentiment is that it is still more cost effective to drive than to take FrontRunner.  Add to that the 
additional time to commute on FrontRunner and you end up with an underutilized public transportation system.  
Putting WDC funds towards subsidizing mass transit and further developing "final leg" options (e.g., bike share, 
zip cars, etc.) would push us as a State toward the environmentally-friendly, sustainable path that we want to be 
on.

Lastly, I challenge you to read the book, "The Long Emergency."  While the book undoubtedly has some 
controversial views, it forces us to reflect on the future and how we will be able to sustain our quality of living well 
into the future.  Each of you in government are some of the few people whose decisions have a highly-leveraged 
impact on the quality of our future - and quality of life is much more encompassing than just our commute times.  
If you are in the position to be making such critical decisions such as building more freeways, you owe it to the 
public to take the 20 hours or so to read this book.  At a minimum you will gain some new perspective as you 
reflect on the major themes of the book.  Read it.

Respectfully,

Nate Nixon
Farmington, Utah
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lori Kalt

Comment #:

<See email attachment on next page, titled 00975_Lori_Kalt_9-6-13>

Subject: Public Comment from Lori Kalt/SaveFarmington

Attached please find my official public comment.  Please advise that this was received.  Thank you.

Sincerely,
Lori Kalt
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September 6, 2014 
 
      Lori Kalt 
       
         
      President, SaveFarmington 
 
Randy Jeffries 
West Davis Corridor  
466 N 900 W 
Kaysville, UT 84807 
By email:  westdavis@utah.gov 
 
Paul Zinman 
James Christian 
FHWA Utah Division 
2520 W 4700 S, Ste. 9A 
Salt Lake City, Ut 84115 
 
Messrs Jeffries, Zinman & Christian, 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to submit a written comment regarding the proposed West 
Davis Corridor.  Please understand that the comments that I put forth here are 
representative of a citizens group comprised of over 667 citizens who live in and around 
Farmington, Utah.  As president of this citizens group, I would like to put forth these 
comments both for myself and on behalf of the 668 members of SaveFarmington.   
 
I will begin by stating that the WDC DEIS is fatally flawed, inaccurate, incomplete, and 
the NEPA process has not been followed throughout its development.  For these 
reasons, the WDC DEIS should be withdrawn, and I would like to formally request that it 
is. 
 
My comments and concerns are as follows. 
 

THERE IS NO NEED FOR THE FREEWAY 
The DEIS does not even come close to showing a need for this freeway.  Simply put, 
the only argument that the DEIS makes for a “need” is that there will be population 
growth.  This is a weak argument at best.  More people does not mean you need more 
roads.  It means you need a smart transportation plan, but transportation, as UDOT 
indicates in it’s DEIS is not and should not be limited to roads.   
 
I would like to point out, using 7th grade math, UDOT’s own serious flaws in its numbers 
that it uses to argue a “need” for this freeway.  It all comes down to whether or not you 
use unit rates to make your comparisons.  UDOT does not use unit rates.   
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UDOT claims in its DEIS that we “need” this road based on “projected traffic, travel 
delays, and lost productivity.  However, based on the numbers shown in the DEIS 
Purpose and Need, the travel delays would be insignificant, and the lost productivity is 
also insignificant.   
 
Population growth from 2009 to 2040 is shown to be a 63% increase.  Lost productivity 
per day is shown to be a 122% increase.  This seems strange when you think about it.  
That is, if people think about it.  The thing is, most people will not think about it, they will 
just look at those numbers and go “wow, that’s a big increase!”  But if the population 
increases by 63%, does it really seem reasonable that lost productivity would increase 
by twice that much?  No! 
 
I teach 7th grade math, and I always tell my students that in order to make comparisons, 
they have to compare apples to apples.  How do you do that?  You change everything 
to a unit rate first, and only then can you make accurate comparisons.  UDOT failed in 
their DEIS to make comparisons between unit rates, and that leads to false perceptions. 
 
If you divide the amount of lost productivity per day by the population 
($126,000/156,000), you see that the per person (unit price) of lost productivity is $0.81 
in 2009.  If you do the same thing for 2040 ($277,000/255,000), you see that the lost 
productivity is $1.09 per person per day.  Then if you calculate the % increase, it is only 
a 35% increase in lost productivity.  That a HUGE difference from the 122% that 
UDOT’s DEIS would lead you to believe!!  UDOT has made a HUGE error in calculating 
this increase in lost productivity!  Really, it’s shameful. 
 

 
UDOT would have you believe there will be an increase of 122% in lost productivity 
The truth is that there would only be a 35% increase in lost productivity! 
AND THAT’S WITH A NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE! 
Since the WDC is only projected to displace 30% of the traffic on I-15, the WDC only 

saves us 30% of that 35%, so 10.5% in lost productivity – not 
122%! 



That’s a HUGE DIFFERENCE from the 122% that the DEIS believes people to believe 
they are saving if the WDC is built!  The DEIS is outrageously misleading.  
Furthermore, in order to make an accurate comparison, one must consider the 
DIFFERENCES in lost productivity between the no-build alternative and the build-
alternative. According to the DEIS, if the WDC is built, it would displace approximately 
30% of the projected traffic from I-15.  If this is the case, then we could assume that 
building the WDC would only decrease projected lost productivity by that same amount.  
30% of the increase in lost productivity ($0.89) is only $0.08 (30% x 0.28 = .08).  SO BY 
BUILDING THE WDC, WE ARE ONLY SAVING 0.08 PER DAY PER PERSON IN 
LOST PRODUCTIVITY. 
 

 
 
This simple comparison is not even made within the DEIS.  The DEIS only states what 
will happen if we DON’T build.  It does not show what happens IF we build the WDC.  
The differences between the no-build alternative and the build-alternative are slight, and 
I put forth that these comparisons are made in the DEIS as a way to mislead the 
public.  And if this was not intentional, then it is a major flaw in the DEIS itself.  
Enough of a flaw that the DEIS should be withdrawn, as it is the crux of the entire 
DEIS.   
 
Furthermore, this small amount of savings in “lost productivity” is not even close to the 
$600 million that it will cost the public to build it.  If you calculate $0.08 per person, over 
20 years for 277,866 (and this is a generous calculation because there will be fewer 
than 277,866 in the years leading up to 2040), you get about $69 million.  So we’d be 
spending $600 million to save $69 million.  That’s not a reason to build a freeway! 
 
The DEIS also fails to accurately portray the saving in travel times, should the WDC be 
built.  As was done with the loss in productivity, numbers are only given to show how 
long travel times will be in the no-build situation.  The DEIS fails to compare those times 
accurately with what the actual travel times will be if the WDC is built.  The savings in 
travel times is much less than the DEIS leads people to believe.   
 
 



The DEIS shows travel times within the study area during PM Peak Periods ranging 
from 26 minutes to 54 minutes in 2040.  Next to that, the percent of increase in travel 
times are also shown.  But this is if the WDC is not built.  It leads people to believe that 
if the WDC is built, they will save those same percentages of travel time (ranging from 
19% to 32%).  However, since the WDC is projected to displace only 30% of the traffic 
from I-15, we could assume that’s only a savings of 30% of the travel time.  The actual 
difference in travel time savings IF THE WDC IS BUILT is only between 5.7% and 9.6%, 
which translates into a savings of only 1-4 minutes.   
 

 
Once again, the DEIS leads people to believe that the savings of building the WDC is 
exactly the same as the increase if it is not built.  This is simply NOT TRUE and it is 
SERIOUSLY MISLEADING and FLAWED.  If UDOT is proposing to spend $600 million 
on a freeway, and their argument is that it will decrease travel times, then the data 
portraying the actual decrease in travel times should be accurate and it IS NOT 
ACCURATE!   
 
UDOT claims the need for this road rests with a need to save “lost productivity” and 
“travel times.”  However, the DEIS fails to accurately portray these savings and in fact, 
goes as far as to actually mislead the public.  The real numbers are FAR from what is 
portrayed in the DEIS, and in fact, so small that one cannot make the argument that 
there is a “need” for this road.  
 
Putting a bunch of numbers on paper does not mean there is a need for a freeway.  No 
qualified statistician reviewed these numbers.  Engineers are not statisticians, clearly.  



These numbers can are easily shown to be inaccurate using 7th grade math.  This DEIS 
should be withdrawn.  There is no need for this freeway.   
 

DEIS OBJECTIVES ARE NOT SUPPORTED 
One of UDOT’s objectives is to “improve regional mobility . . . by improving the 
connections between transportation modes such as automobile,  transit, bicycle, and 
pedestrian travel . . . “ If this is truly one of UDOT’s objectives, then the roads should 
CONNECT to trains and other modes of transportation. The WDC fails to to connect 
transportation modes as listed above.  In fact, it does the opposite, by completely 
bypassing a major transportation hub, the Frontrunner Station in Farmington.  This is a 
vital hub that brings together not only cars and trains, but busses, bikes and 
pedestrians.  UDOT has failed miserably to work with other municipalities and 
governmental agencies such as UTA to improve regional mobility and improve 
connections between different modes of transportation. 
 

VIOLATION OF CLEAN WATER ACT, SECTION 4(f) 
WDC will damage and impact the Buffalo Ranch public trails and Great Salt Lake 
Shoreline trails.  The Buffalo Ranch conservation easement protects a large area of 
land, approximately 284 acres, located between the residential neighborhood, the 
Farmington Bay Wildlife Management Area and the wetlands of the Great Salt Lake.  
These peaceful and beautiful recreational trails have been conserved and maintained 
by Farmington City for the enjoyment of the public.  Federal law protects the trails and 
the conservation easement from highway development according to Federal Highway 
Administration regulations.  UDOT can only impact this land if Farmington City agrees in 
writing that there is no impact, after Farmington City hears public comment. 
 
In order to make a de minimus finding on a 4(f) impact, there must be written 
concurrence of the officials with jurisdiction (in this case, that would be Farmington 
City), and the public must be made aware of their loss and allowed an opportunity to 
comment.  Regarding the Buffalo Ranch Trail in Farmington, in which a de minimus 
finding has occurred, none of the above requirements have happened.  In fact, 
Farmington City has made it clear that they do not concur regarding this de minimus 
finding. (See Farmington City’s official Public Comment to the DEIS).  As you can also 
see from the attached letters, Vince Izzo wrote to Farmington City on April 27, 2012 
asking for assistance in making this determination.  It is my understanding that in 
Farmington City’s response, dated May 11, 2012, they in no uncertain terms say that 
this trail system is of utmost significance and importance to Farmington City.  
Furthermore, the citizens of Farmington have clearly not been made aware of this de 
minimus finding nor have they been allowed an opportunity to comment on it. This de 
minimus finding is bogus and was not properly made according to the guidelines 
contained within section 4(f) of the Clean Water Act. 
 

 
  



FAILURE TO SELECT THE LEAST ENFIRONMENTALLY DAMAGING 
PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVE 
According the the Clean Water Act, section 404, the alternative which is the Least 
Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) must be chosen.  The 
Glover Lane alternative is certainly not the LEDPA (see official Public Comments from 
the Department of the Interior, dated August 14, 2014).  Other alternatives such as the 
Shepard Lane alternative and the Shared Solution (as put forth by the Shared Solution 
Coalition) are less environmentally damaging and both are practicable.  UDOT has 
failed to consider the Shared Solution as a viable and practicable and less 
environmentally damaging alternative.  UDOT has also refused to FUND the 
development of this alternative despite the fact that it has been proposed time and time 
again by citizens and local organizations.  According to the Clean Water Act, an 
alternative is practicable where “it is available and capable of being done after taking 
into consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project 
purposes.”  UDOT must further develop the Shared Solution alternative so as to make 
an appropriate comparison.   
 
Furthermore, I ask that this permit not be issued by the Army Corps of Engineers 
because there is a practicable alternative to the proposed project which would have less 
adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem.  The destruction of wetlands along the 
shores of the Great Salt Lake can be avoided in this case.  And according to the Clean 
Water Act, if such destruction can be avoided, it should be avoided.   
 
All alternatives that achieve the basic project purpose practicably should be considered, 
therefore the Shared Solution should be considered.  Furthermore, UDOT should fund 
its consideration, and not put that burden on the citizens.   
 
UDOT has failed to provide sufficient evidene to the Corps demonstrating that the 
proposed project is the LEDPA and that all impacts to the wetlands of the Great Salt 
Lake have been avoided to the extent practicable.  (see DOI’s comments dated August 
14, 2014)  UDOT bears the burden of demonstrating to the Corps that no less 
environmentally damaging practicable alternative is available and that the project 
complies with the 404(b)(1) guildelines, and UDOT has failed to do this.   
 

Other options, like the Shared Solution, are available that could improve projected 
transit ridership, including expanded express bus service operating in bus-only or 
bus/high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, additional park and ride facilities, commuter 
rail operating at greater frequencies, subsidized or free fares, rail transit combined with 
local shuttles to provide additional access to employment sites and midday destinations, 
rail transit combined with land use measures (such as density requirements near station 
locations), and combinations of these options.  Can UDOT honestly say that these 
options, and others like them, have been fully examined in order to satisfy the test that 
all alternatives to building West Davis Corridor have been exhausted? 
 
According to a letter from the EPA to UDOT January 6, 1999, the wetlands along the 
shore of the Great Salt Lake “ . . .  are part of the Western Hemispheric Shorebird 



Reserve Network, providing resting, feeding, breeding, nesting, and rearing habitat for 
numerous species and millions of individual shorebirds, wading birds, and waterfowl. 
Many of these are migratory, while some are year-round residents. In addition to those 
avian species that are commonly recognized as specifically requiring wetlands and 
other aquatic habitats, the project area wetlands and playas serve the needs of many 
passerine and raptor species. The habitat values of the area wetlands alone make it 
imperative that these wetlands be avoided to the maximum extent practicable. “  UDOT 
has not done enough to avoid the wetlands along the shores of the Great Salt Lake.   
 

DEADLY FOG   
West Farmington suffers from SEVERE fog, especially in the winter, and most often 
during peak traffic hours (morning or evening). Often the fog is so bad that homes are 
not even visible from the street.   Won’t it be deadly to have 70 mph traffic driving thru 
such conditions?  
 

WILD LIFE 
Species of Concern that have been identified in Farmington Bay, such as the Bald 
Eagle, the American White Pelican, the Burrowing Owl, and the Ferruginous Hawk etc. 
will be impacted by the proposed freeway.  Has UDOT considered the “Ecological and 
Beneficial Use Assessment of Farmington Bay Wetlands” study done by Theron Miller, 
PhD and Heidi Hoven, PhD, and others like it (and if so, which studies) to determine 
both the direct and indirect impacts to these and other wildlife species?    Additionally, 
the Great Salt Lake will have detrimental impacts as a result of road runoff which will 
include oil and gas byproducts. 
 
AIR POLLUTION HEALTH HAZARDS 
People living within 2 miles of a freeway live in a zone of increased air pollution.  Those 
within 165 feet are exposed to 25-30 times more fine particulate matter than other 
people, and studies show this increases heart and lung disease, strokes, mortality rates, 
affects pregnancy outcomes, leads to cancer and autism etc.  Freeways are literally 
cancer and autism corridors.  How many homes will be within a 2 mile corridor of the 
proposed WDC?  What studies has UDOT considered regarding air pollution and health 
hazards?  If none, why not?   
 
FAILURE TO MAKE A LOCAL INTERCHANGE IN FARMINGTON 
The DEIS is severely negligent in failing to include a local interchange in Farmington.  
UDOT was well aware of this lack of an off-ramp.  It is virtually unheard-of for a 9+ mile 
stretch of freeway to NOT have an off-ramp.  I questioned Vince Izzo about this at  June 
2014 working group and he said that UDOT was “waiting for Farmington City to tell 
them where they want it.”  This was intentionally misleading because at that point, 
Farmington City had already made it clear to UDOT that they indeed wanted local 
access.  I assert that an interchange in Farmington was not included in the DEIS 
because it would have increased the impacts to the environment (acres of impacted 
wetlands), it would have increased the cost of the Glover Lane alternative, and it would 
have increased public involvement (outrage).  As a means to avoid all of these, a local 
interchange was simply “left-off” the DEIS.  If it was not intentional, then the lack of an 



local interchange in Farmington is a serious flaw and therefore the DEIS should be 
withdrawn.   
 

FRAGMENTATION 
Fragmentation is the loss of habitat integrity through the creation of barriers to species 
and ecological processes.  Fragmentation will no doubt occur as a result of this freeway.  
Fragmentation of habitats can have serious consequences, and may include the 
following: erosion of genetic diversity and amplification of inbreeding, increased 
probability of local extinction from small population sizes and reduced likelihood of 
reestablishment, loss of area sensitive species, and increased abundance of weedy 
species. UDOT has not done enough to study the impacts of fragmentation.   
 

THE EDGE EFFECT AND DEGRADATIONAssociated with fragmentation is 

habitat degradation through what is called the "edge effect" or reduction in habitat 
integrity at the boundary of a highway corridor caused by disturbance, contamination, or 
other degrading factors that extend into the natural habitat. Numerous studies have 
been done on the edge effect of highways, and they generally conclude that the effects 
of highways extend considerable distances into existing habitats to which organisms 
have become adapted.  
 
The wetlands of Farmington Bay and the Shoreland Preserve will be degraded by this 
freeway. Fossil fuel runoff will leach into soils and eventually make their way into the 
wetlands. Litter along the freeway will make it into the wetlands. Both fossil fuel runoff 
and litter will have impacts on breeding birds in the area. UDOT has not undervalued 
the impact of edge effect and its resulting degradation to the wetlands of the Great Salt 
Lake. 
 
UDOT HAS NOT BEEN OPEN WITH THE PUBLIC 
UDOT is required to make this an open and fair process.  Information is to be made 
available to the public for their review and comment.  However, UDOT has failed to 
make this an open and honest process.  After many requests from SaveFarmington to 
meet with UDOT representatives about this freeway, UDOT finally agreed to meet with 
us.  Upon hearing that media would be present and that there would be protests, UDOT 
declined to meet with SaveFarmington in February 2013.  After further conversations, 
UDOT again agreed to attend a public meeting with SaveFarmington members in April 
2013.  However, 48 hours before the meeting, and after threats of backing-out of the 
meeting, UDOT sent the attached e-mail to SaveFarmington, stating that they would 
only meet with members at the public meeting if the following conditions were met (see 
attached e-mail below): 
 



1 – no media 
2 – no special interest groups may present 
3 – Farmington City Mayor may not speak 
4 – UDOT would moderate the meeting 
5 – questions would be written ahead of time and “fielded” by a UDOT representative 
before answering 
6 – SaveFarmington must e-mail certain verbage (provided by UDOT) to its members 
before the meeting 
 
This violated the open process that was supposed to have been followed by UDOT.  2 
weeks later, UDOT met with another citizens group in which there were not restrictions 
on media, speakers, etc.  Representative Barrus spoke at the meeting, the Kaysville 
Mayor spoke, and media was not restricted from the event.  Approximately 1 week later, 
the DEIS was released.   
 
In conclusion, UDOT has misrepresented many numbers throughout the DEIS, 
including costs, impacts, and numbers showing a “need” for this freeway.  UDOT has 
willfully mislead the public, misrepresented facts, tainted the truth, and not been open 
with the public throughout this process.  UDOT has severely undervalued significant 
impacts to Farmington City and its citizens.  UDOT has undervalued environmental 
impacts that cannot be mitigated away.  UDOT has failed to follow the NEPA process 
and the guildelines of the Clean Water Act.  In light of these things, the DEIS should be 
withdrawn.  It is flawed, inaccurate and misleading.     
 
Sincerely, 
Lori Kalt 
President, SaveFarmington 
 
  



 



 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 
 
 



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: FARMINGTON

Name: David Stringfellow

Comment #:

EIS Team,

I heard that in order for comments to matter, they needed to be submitted again after the release of the draft 
EIS.  If this is true, I formally submit the attached pdf containing the formal comments and email strings I've had 
connected to the comments I have sent westdavis@utah.gov concerning the EIS for the last several years.

If these comments are already included in the EIS, it is my understanding you will not duplicate them.

Regards,
David Stringfellow

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden                       

Name: Lynn Carroll                            

Comment #:

Dear West Davis Corridor EIS Team:

1.  I strongly oppose the choice of the Glover Lane alternative over Shepard Lane as the place where the 
highway would intersect with I-15. 
   A.  It doesn't make sense to send traffic so far west in order to travel north, thus adding to the miles travelled 
for most users.
   B.  I'm concerned about negative impacts to the Farmington Bay Nature Center and its programs to educate 
youth about wetlands and the wildlife in and around Great Salt Lake.  I'm also  concerned about the impacts to 
the birds that use Glover Ponds and the surrounding area.  According to UDOT's analysis, they've chosen 
alternatives with the lowest wetland impacts, but the wetlands closest to Great Salt Lake are generally most 
valuable, and these are heavily impacted by the "preferred" alternative.
2.  The highway should not run so close to The Great Salt Lake Shorelands Preserve.
   A.  By routing the highway along the edge of the Nature Conservancy's Great Salt Lake Shorelands Preserve, 
UDOT has chosen the route that would be useful to the smallest number of drivers.  Almost everyone's starting 
point and destination would be further east than the highway, yet they'd have to begin by traveling west to enter 
the new highway.  To be most useful, the route should be closer to the center of the area it's intended to serve.
   B.  Again, I prefer to see the effects on wildlife given more weight.  My husband and I have supported the 
Conservancy ever since we moved here in the 1980s so that the habitats bordering the lake can be protected 
and the biodiversity they support can be maintained.
3.  I believe that every effort must be made worldwide to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  A big difference 
can be made in Utah by providing more energy-efficient transportation, which in many situations would be mass 
transit.  Diverting funding from road construction to expand transit options would aid in achieving this, so I am in 
favor of supporting the Shared Solution.

Others have provided more useful, in-depth comments along these same lines.  I am writing to help demonstrate 
that their ideas have wide-spread support.

Sincerely,

Lynn Carroll
Ogden, UT

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Jeff Salt

Comment #:

<See email attachment on next page, titled 00978_Jeff_Salt_9-6-13>

To Whom It May Concern:
Please see attached public comment from Great Salt Lakekeeper regarding the DEIS for the West Davis 
Corridor project.
Thank you,
Jeff Salt
Executive Director,
Great Salt Lakekeeper

Comments:

EmailSource:

978
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September 6, 2013 
 
Great Salt Lakekeeper 
P.O. Box 522220 
Salt Lake City, UT 84152 
 
James Christian, Division Administrator 
FHWA Utah Division 
2520 West 4700 South, Suit 9A 
Salt Lake City, UT84118 
 
 
RE: Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comments, West Davis Corridor Project 
 
 
Dear Mr. Christian: 
 
Great Salt Lakekeeper (GSLk) is writing to provide public comment regarding the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the West Davis Corridor Project (WDC).  Great Salt 
Lakekeeper is an environmental public interest organization whose mission is to protect and 
defend the watershed resources of the Great Salt Lake drainage basin, which includes water 
resources, wetlands, and water-dependent wildlife. 
 
I. General Comments 
 
GSLk recognizes the need to plan and provide transportation infrastructure to meet the varied 
demands of a growing urban population in Utah.  However, we also believe that long-range 
transportation needs can be met without necessarily sacrificing or diminishing the quality and 
value of public trust resources such as water, wetlands, wildlife, and wildlife habitat. 
 
The Great Salt Lake ecosystem is a unique and irreplaceable resource due to its location in an 
arid region, large size, diversity of habitats, situation along international flyways for migratory 
birds, and influence on local climate.  GSL supports large populations and a high degree of 
diversity of wildlife, especially migratory shorebirds, waterbirds and waterfowl.  GSL is part of 
the Western Hemispherical Shorebird Reserve Network, which in order to qualify, must meet 
certain criteria for supporting shorebird populations.  GSL supports large populations of 
migratory shorebirds such as Wilson’s phalarope, American avocet, red-necked phalarope, 
black-necked stilt, Western sandpiper, marbled godwit, and long-billed dowitcher.  GSL 
provides the most important waterfowl habitat in the Intermountain West, and attracts 35 species 
of waterfowl numbering between 3 – 4 million annually.  GSL also supports one of the nation’s 
largest populations of wintering bald eagles. 
 
The Great Salt Lake ecosystem is a complex mosaic of interdependent habitat types, which 
include saline open waters, freshwater marshes, seasonal wetlands, playas, riparian deltas, and 
uplands.  These varied habitat types provide critical nesting, feeding, resting and breeding 
grounds for large numbers of migratory birds.  The majority of these functional wildlife habitats 
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occur along the eastern shores of GSL, where up to 90% of bird use associated with the lake 
takes place.  In addition to providing primary habitat functions for wildlife, the vast open lands 
surrounding GSL, especially uplands and agricultural land, provide secondary habitat during 
flood cycles and wind run-up events.   
 
The proposed alignments for the WDC would cross and pass by some of the last undeveloped 
and unprotected habitats on the eastern shore of GSL.  These critical areas for wildlife would be 
greatly impacted by the proposed freeway and expose these lands to further impacts and 
degradation from future development.  The GSL ecosystem is an irreplaceable resource. 
Transportation infrastructure can be planned and designed in innovative ways other than 
traditional freeways so that demands caused by urbanization and population growth can be met 
while preserving the quality and value of public trust resources.  Federal law requires that project 
proponents fully study ways to accomplish their project goals and objectives while at the same 
time demonstrate that they have done all that is possible to preserve public trust resources, 
reduce or avoid impacts, or mitigate unavoidable damages.  Clearly, the DEIS demonstrates that 
UDOT has not met its obligation under the law to preserve public trust resources, reduce 
impacts, or provide adequate mitigation for unavoidable damages because it has narrowed its 
focus on construction of a traditional freeway to meet future transportation needs. 
 
II. Comments To Build Alternatives 
 
GSLk agrees with the analysis of the build alternatives made by United States Department Of 
Interior (DOI) and supports their conclusions regarding the impacts to public trust resources 
associated with each alternative (see comment letter from DOI, dated August 14, 2013).  In 
addition, GSLk agrees with DOI regarding the least damaging alternative of those proposed in 
the DEIS. However, GSLk believes that UDOT has not given sufficient consideration or 
attention to what we might call the no-freeway-build alternative proposed by a local coalition 
called the Shared Solution. We consider the Shared Solution proposal of enhancing existing 
transportation infrastructure, utilizing mass transit, and modifying development patterns as the 
least environmentally damaging practicable alternative to the WDC.  We therefore support 
DOI’s recommendation that the Shared Solution alternative be fully and equally vetted as the 
other alternatives were studied for the project. 
 
III. Comments To The Locally Preferred Alternative 
 
GSLk agrees with the DOI analysis of UDOT’s locally preferred alternative and supports their 
conclusions regarding the impacts to public trust resources associated with UDOT’s preferred 
alternative.  However, GSLk believes that UDOT’s locally preferred alternative does not 
represent the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative available, which is clearly 
the Shared Solution concept of smarter transportation planning and design.  We therefore reject 
UDOT’s locally preferred alternative because options for smarter transportation planning and 
design have not been considered in the alternatives analysis, which if fairly studied and 
developed demonstrate less impact to public trust resources must be chosen over any other 
alternative in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 
 
IV. Summary 
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In conclusion, GSLk believes that despite considerable investment of time and research, UDOT 
has not met its requirement under the Clean Water Act to fully study and develop viable 
alternatives for the proposed action and to choose the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative.  More specifically, UDOT has failed to study alternatives that would 
prevent or minimize the impacts to public trust resources by enhancing existing transportation 
infrastructure, developing or expanding mass transit, and modifying development patterns as 
described in the Shared Solution.  GSLk therefore recommends the following actions be taken: 
1) the DEIS be rejected because it is incomplete and violates federal law, 2) UDOT be required 
to develop a new and more complete alternatives analysis, and 3) the DEIS be resubmitted for 
public comment and review by regulatory agencies 



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton                       

Name: Jeromy McBride

Comment #:

The Biggest Problems With The West Davis Corridor Plan

1. The biggest problem in the world is human overpopulation and our society should be ashamed of itself for its 
great ignorance of this problem. Enormous amounts of money are spent, or I should say borrowed, to try to deal 
with the effects of this problem but little invested to prevent the problem in the first place. In actuality, prevention 
is far less expensive: education, basic reproductive healthcare and birth control, that's it. It's not complicated. It's 
time to end the ignorance.

2. Transportation infrastructure layout has suffered greatly from band-aid & duct tape "solutions". Yet, nothing 
gets learned from the past mistakes and instead we get more band-aid and duct tape "solutions" such as this 
West Davis Corridor.

3. The whole approach to the layout is wrong. When you have a narrow strip of land you want to service, you 
don't run a number of expressways across its length and largely ignore properly developing tributaries, yet that is 
how UDOT wants to do things here. What makes sense is to have a minimal number of expressways running 
along the length and have proper limited access tributaries. When I-15 was built, the tributaries were terribly 
placed, there was little thought put into it. Following that, the tributaries were anemic and no development was 
put into them until absolutely necessary. On top of that, there were no limitations put on roads connecting to 
those tributaries and commercial development right on those tributaries. This is particularly a problem close to 
the main expressway. Traffic notoriously backs up on these tributaries close to the main expressway. The poor 
placement of these tributaries also leads to certain tributaries attracting more traffic than others. Traffic could 
instead be more evenly distributed.

4. The main excuse for the West Davis Corridor is that it will alleviate traffic from I-15 and other roads. But this 
will only do so temporarily. The problems with I-15 and its tributaries will not be addressed. Commercial and 
residential development will continue out of control and population continues to grow out of control, both around 
the West Davis Corridor and around I-15, the traffic problems around I-15 will return. But then it will be even 
more difficult to fix those problems.

5. Too much focus is put on a certain timeframe such as from now until 2040. Then what? Time is a continuous 
thing. We need to focus on real sustainable solutions.

6. Technology now exists to move entire houses and even larger buildings. Yet, current road designers chose 
convoluted designs to avoid every structure in place.

7. There are better and more important things the money should be spent on.

8. Just think, if it wasn't for the human overpopulation problem described above that is so greatly constraining 
the world's resources, we'd all have those flying cars we dreamed of; then we wouldn't even need any roads.

9. I don't want to say Portland, Oregon is so great but they did something great. They drew a line around the city 
and said no more new development outside this line. Developers had to stay within the line. Instead of having a 
dying city, the city was refreshed. Instead of having urban sprawl, the surrounding space was preserved. 
Keeping most traffic in the city and the natural encouragement of the use of alternative transportation systems 
reduced the city's overall emissions. In general, people don't have to travel as far to get what they need. No why 

Comments:

EmailSource:
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can't we don't something like that.

10. Open space WILL be destroyed if this Corridor goes through. The most ironic thing is the logo chosen for the 
West Davis Corridor. No image of an expressway. Instead green land and stalks of corn. Exactly what the 
Corridor will be destroying. So ironic. Just stop this.

Please seriously consider these issues before attempting to proceed. Thank you.

-Jeromy McBride
P.S. I will post this and updates to it on my personal website which currently can be found by going to 
ContinuousInnovations.Com and scrolling down to find the link to the "Founder's Personal Website".



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ashley Squires

Comment #:

Please take time to consider the negative damage the West Davis Corridor will have on our environment.  It is 
time for Utah to take on more green solutions.  This highway is politically motivated and should be reconsidered.  
We need to protect our natural bird population and the quality of our air.  Please lead the way to showing 
everybody that we care about Utah! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jennifer Marietta

Comment #:

I am writing to voice my concern of putting a West Davis Freeway in my backyard.  The most recent artist 
rendition scares me to death!  It showed an on-ramp almost right in my backyard just off of Clark Lane.  This is 
extremely dangerous because cars would be driving through a 25mph zone, through a neighborhood with tons of 
kids, runners, bikers, moms with strollers, etc, and by an elementary school!! You can't tell me this is a good 
idea!!  Please do not put a freeway in my backyard, and especially not an on-ramp that is accessible through my 
neighborhood!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Hayleigh Davis

Comment #:

We don't need another major road in Davis county! Traffic levels will increase near my home putting children in 
the areas safety at risk, it's bad for the environment, and it defeats the purpose of trying to get people to drive 
less. We already have easy and adequate access to the things we need in Farmington. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Michael Shaw

Comment #:

I have maintained an American Kestrel nest box study in this corridor for many years. It is a highly productive 
area for this falcon species as well as numerous other birds. I strongly support investing in all alternative 
transportation options before moving ahead with this destructive measure. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jalair Janke

Comment #:

The west corridor freeway makes no sense. Governor Herbert has been and continues to promote driving less 
and yet putting this freeway will only promote more driving and along with that all of the negative repercussions 
from it. Pollution, raising tax dollars, lower home values besides having a big high rise freeway in our backyards. 
This is not a Legacy Highway with no big trucks and slower speeds as was portrayed in the beginning. The 
negative impact of this potential freeway is huge!  We moved out here 10 years ago to get away from the Big 
City.  There was never any mention of a potential freeway. We moved here for the small town country feel. This 
will be taken away from us. With the other considered option those homes were built and the owners knew at 
that time that there was a potential for a freeway to happen which is really beside the point. We need to be 
looking at alternative transportation in lessening freeway traffic. There are many alternatives that haven't even 
been considered but need to so that we can maintain the open space that drew us to the area where would 
continue to raise our family and grandchildren.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Amy Davis

Comment #:

Ive  been so stressed abut this issue. My family lives on 1100 west in Farmington as well as my sister and her 
husband with three children under  the age of  5  years old lives down the street from them. The past few months 
the city is trying to make another freeway onto the wetlands, which would mean the street in front of our house 
would become a freeway entrance!! It would change everything abut living here. It would create so many 
problems with children and busy roads and would defeat the purpose of living in the country. My parents finally 
got enough money to move into a nicer home  with more space,  and less traffic, and now we are dealing with 
this issue. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

985



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jason Ellsworth

Comment #:

I have reviewed the summary for the EIS and I don't see where expansion of current East-West corridors was 
considered.  Driving Antelope Drive yesterday, it seemed that it and similar roadways could be more easily be 
made into highways/freeways/collectors than cutting in a Western North-South corridor through/near existing 
neighborhoods.  Were these kinds of options considered? 

Also, I know the recommended solution satisfies most of the cities polled, but is it really the best overall if it is the 
worst solution for Farmington City?  Especially where the potential financial impacts are so significant for 
Farmington.  

Thank you, 
Jason Ellsworth

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Mike Patterson

Comment #:

There are times I wonder if mankind cares at all about the path we are taking. On a daily basis we continue to 
chew through this planet and it's content like a sci-fi movie. I see no benefit in continuing these actions by 
destroying the ever so shrinking wet lands we have. Do you even understand the impact your choices will have? 
The impact will go on for years to come! Please reconsider your choice for the West Davis Corridor, 1000's upon 
1000's of lives depend on it. They may not be human lives but have we not caused enough damage already?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Sharon Wendt

Comment #:

People can live anywhere. Leave  the lake untouched & unchanged. The Birds needs all the habitat for migrating.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brian Lifferth

Comment #:

I support as much public transportation as possible and realize that roads will also need to be built.

However, there are several problems with the Glover Lane interchange.  

1) it will not utilize the existing Station Park transportation hub.  

2) It has no access for those who live in West Farmington - but it goes through their back yards.  

3) there is already a corridor set aside and earmarked for the Shepard Lane interchange
4) Wherever it is built - please have it be a "legacy parkway" type road - with 2 lanes each direction, no semi 
trucks, slower speed limit, walking path near by.

5) Please report the full costs involved - and any conflicts of interest of local elected officials and UDOT 
employees or board members.

Sincerely,
Brian Lifferth

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kathy Knight

Comment #:

I live in Southwest Farmington and will be impacted by the proposed road.  Currently I have a beautiful field that 
Alan Bangerter farms directly behind me.  I love it and chose to live here because of it and his hopes to farm for 
many years to come.  The latest proposed road would come directly through his fields and I will get the 
unfortunate luck to view the road, smell and see the pollution and notice the absence of wildlife.  I have watched 
a family of foxes that live out behind me.  I have counted up to 32 bald eagles at a time sitting in the very trees 
that will be taken out due to the proposed road. 

Speaking of farming, it's proven that it's better to buy the freshest fruits & vegetables you can.  We are soon 
going to be buying fruits & vegetables in our local stores year round that have been shipped from Brazil & so 
forth if we keep overtaking the farmers!  Farmers markets will be unheard of.  I recently bought peaches from an 
orchard in Fruit Heights that said their orchard wasn't that big anymore and they drive to Brigham City to 
purchase peaches to sale here.  Alan Bangerter sales his produce locally and you want to come take property 
away from him.  It's how he makes his living. 

I have a friends and neighbors like Bruce Bassett and Paulynn Hacking who will have the proposed road skim 
their property but have been told that this proposed route has less impact.  Yes, there might be less homes that 
have to be taken out initially but what happens in ten or fifteen years when the road needs to be widened and 
there are many more homes that will be affected.  What about the impact to all of West Farmington who had 
great views and now will have a freeway to look at.  Have you factored in that impact or does it mean nothing 
because you can't put a dollar figure on it.   People didn't buy their homes where the road was originally going to 
go because of a great view.  They didn't have one anyway.  They didn't care that they were close to a freeway.  

I also am offended there are people in Kaysville who were told a road might someday run through their home 
and now they are jumping for joy at the lower price they paid for their homes while I paid for a nice home with a 
great view and will see it's value go down due to a road that was supposed to be going somewhere else!

Farmington already is spliced up by freeways.  This proposed road in no shape or form is going to help and 
benefit the people that live in Farmington.

What happens when another way to access the West Corridor is needed.  Do you come down Clarke Lane and 
take out all the homes there so that Farmington could actually use the road.  There is 3/4 mile of homes on both 
sides of the road and an Elementary School that would be impacted.  Has that even been considered?

We have been told that this route is cheaper.  I don't see how building another interchange and providing 
Centerville residents with a not so beautiful view of a big interchange is cheaper. 

I enjoy going on walks 4-5 times a week.  Even when it's quite cold.  I have been told that 1525 W. a road I walk 
& bike on will be raised up over the new corridor.  So much for the families that take their little kids out on a nice 
bike ride.  They will no longer be able to ride their bikes along 1525 W. since their little kids won't be able to bike 
over a hill.

I don't understand where the need for another road is.  I feel that if it gets built that Frontrunner will continue to 
be under-utilized.  We have a chance to spend money to improve Front-Runner & Trax and make it more 
accessible to more people.  If you make it easy for Syracuse & West Point & West Layton & Kaysville, they will 
continue to drive further and further.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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I have looked into taking Front-Runner to SLC for shopping but it turns out to be cheaper for me to drive & park 
than it is for me to take the train.  I always consider the train for Jazz games but once again it's cheaper to drive 
& park.  My daughter recently had several appointments at the Salt Lake Clinic the train would have been nice 
but it's cheaper to drive. Fix Front-Runner costs & a road won't be needed.  Shared Solution!

There should not be an expiration date to the current Legacy road or any new proposed road that allows big 
trucks and the width of the road to be unlimited.  It is nice to drive the current Legacy road and removing/allowing 
big trucks is a very bad idea.

I have read in the Wasatch Front Regional Councils vision & transportation booklet that "Air quality will continue 
to improve in the future as a result or further reductions in emissions from new vehicles and increased use of 
transportation options such as public transit, carpooling, combining trips and enhanced bicycle and pedestrian 
opportunities.  In fact, vehicle emissions are projected to decrease by 52 percent between 2008 & 2019".  My 
feelings are maybe somehow they have measured us to have cleaner air but it sure doesn't seem like it come 
wintertime and how does building another super road help meet the goals stated above.  We are making it more 
difficult for bikers (who are in Farmington in a major way)  Building a new road isn't going to increase carpooling. 

I feel like UDOT has just manipulated things to make this seem like a better option.  Kaysville residents have 
been loud & I feel UDOT just caved into Oakridge County Club and whatever political & financial influence is 
backing their city. 

The whole idea of the access to Legacy at Park Lane and then another separate road through West Farmington 
shows the lack of thought & planning on UDOT's part.  I attended your open house and not one reasonable 
explanation could be made to me to explain why now the road needs to go someone else than the original plan.  
No one could explain why it's cheaper to build a whole new interchange and more miles of road.  It was a joke & 
an insult that UDOT's maps were out of date. It was obvious UDOT is trying to fit a size 11 foot in a size 6 shoe.  
It's just not right not matter how hard you try to convince yourselves that it is.

Please be fair!  Farmington may not be as vocal but that doesn't make the new proposed route right.  Funny how 
just a few years ago this wasn't even one of the top two choices.  You just keep trying to find any other route 
than your original one. 



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Lisa Dee

Comment #:

We, the citizens of Utah, ask that our taxes are used for transportation projects which do not waste our money.  
We also request that UDOT work side by side with other agencies such as Utahns for Better Transportation, 
UTA, as well as environmental groups to protect Utah's landscape, air quality, and wildlife!  Our infrastructure is 
outdated and in need of repair BEFORE considering more freeways.  Thank you!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Andrew Davis

Comment #:

Surrounding people by highways makes people more mobile and the surrounding area more populated. People 
will move their after the highway is built, and then another highway will be built to support the increase in 
population, right through the center of it all, you are not fixing the problem, you are exasperating it. Anticipating 
growth is one thing, fueling it is another. A main highway on the edge of the bird reserve will only leave more 
garbage, emissions, and waste for everybody. Noise and light pollution will increase as a by product and 
eventually population density will become to thick and people will move north again, to 'get away from it all' at 
which point, you will respond with your projected increases in population and traffic congestion and suggest yet 
another highway further north. To fix projected traffic issues, fix actual traffic issues. Instead of another highway, 
be innovative for once, and suggest something else that is extremely cost inefficient. Talk to Elon Musk and 
implement the hyperloop here. For the love, stop building roads and highways everywhere, they look like 
garbage, create garbage, and ultimately drive people away. Is it any wonder why people live in the mountains? 
It's so you don't build a main highway across their property.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Erianne Poulson

Comment #:

I  not in favor of the WDC. I just seems silly to build yet another highway, when we can use the money to 
improve I-15 and public transportation. Especially on that serves the people of Syracuse, soley. I also do not 
agree with the the conflict of interest the head of the Transportation Committee stands to gain on the 
development of the land near the proposed highway.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Cottonwood Heights

Name: L. Steele

Comment #:

I urge you to reconsider the WDC in the form of a shared solution.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Alan Bangerter

Comment #:

We had 30 acres taken in 2001 for the 1st Legacy Highway just south of the State Street overpass over I-15 in 
Farmington.  We were only able to buy 22 acres with what we were paid. That was done with the understanding 
that the continuing route would be on through Farmington and Shepherd Lane.  Now we see that the area that 
was taken then for the highway will not really be of much value like it should have been since the new route is 
going to cut off further south. That cut deeply into our Vegetable Farming operations then and now you want to 
take more acreage and close a vital entrance into our property west of Shirley Rae Drive with the Glovers Lane 
route.  Each acre produces the highest output in the State of Green Beans - Peppers, Squash, Sweet Corn, etc.  
We will need to be paid for years and years of the loss of these crops as well as the value of the land. There is 
very little good farmable land available in close proximity to our property that could be obtained. But I guess you 
would take care of all of that for us.(Unlike what took place in 2001.) There will also need to be arrangements 
made so we can continue to have an entrance into the south end of our property.  We take large trucks and 
trailers in and out that can't be turned around in the property - so we go in one way and out the other (Shirley 
Ray Drive on the south and 500 South and 1100 West on the north). We bought a 'lot' on Shirley Rae Drive (a 
platted subdivision) when we bought the rest of the 44 acre farm parcel and had to pay 6 times what we paid for 
the 44 acres per acre to obtain that needed 2nd entrance into our property. Now you will take this 2+ acre 'lot' as 
well as more good farm ground continuing west 1000 feet.  All of these issues will have to be resolved!  I can't 
for the life of me understand why the proposed route is not going on through Shepherd Land or why at the last 
minute the Glover Lane Route took a "funny twist" to the north across Glover's Lane and into our most fertile 
property instead of the original plan continuing on down over worthless property that can't even grow much grass 
on it south of Glover's Lane.  No one has contacted me in this "study" to see what "impact" this highway will have 
on our Business and on our families.  We support 4 families on this farm as well as hundreds of both adult and 
teenage hired help and don't know if we can continue to keep our current operation levels going if this property is 
taken.  Will the State support one of the families that this will impact?  Please use some 'common sense' and 
find another way to take this Highway that no one in Farmington can use because the closest exits seem to be at 
Parrish Lane in Centerville and 200 North in Kaysville.  How does this help anyone in West or East Farmington?  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Barbara Stevens

Comment #:

<See attachments on next pages, titled 00996_Change.orgPetition_BarbaraStevens_9-2-2013.pdf and 
00996_1162_signatures_Change.orgPetition_9-2-2013.xls>

<The petition attached includes 394 comments that have been included in this report>

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Utahns for Better Transportation  (UBET) 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jpKFrn6usew&feature=player_embedded

www.utahnsforbettertransportation.org/

would like the opportunity to work WITH UDOT on a shared solution.  However, the

financial burden of researching the alternative is being placed on the backs of

private citizens. Governor, PLEASE insist that UDOT bears the expense of

exploring and analyzing  this shared solution in partnership with UBET.  We want

to work WITH our adjacent communities, not be pitted against them in a survival of

the fittest contest. YOU can help!

The Shared Solution is  ONE example of how to re-work our existing infrastructure

in smarter ways, but it will take more funding and having UDOT experts work hand

in hand with UBET to come to a SHARED solution to FIND THE LEAST

ENVIRONMENTALLY DAMAGING PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVE. (LEDPA)..

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEOQOXs0LjA

By building the WDC, it will violate the  EPA’s 404(b)(1) guidelines to select the

Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative .  UDOT has not studied

other solutions which have a FAR LESS DAMAGING IMPACT because they

purposely did not include them on their 46 alternatives and did not ask for other

alternatives.

The nearly 300 members of Utah Physicians for a Healthy Environment

(UPHE.org) have compiled thousands of medical studies confirming the health

consequences of our air pollution, which is sometimes the worst in the United

States. Those who live within 2 miles of a freeway are the most victimized by this

pollution. UDOT is ignoring the entire body of medical research that would

condemn this project as a serious health hazard.   

One of UDOT's own stated objectives is to "support the objectives of the adopted

local land use and transportation plans for communities west of I-15 in Weber and

Davis Counties." UDOT is NOT meeting their own stated objective.  The roads we

build should improve and enhance our communities.

UDOT has come up with its own options for the freeway and has been successfully

using a "divide and conquer" strategy to create citizen "buy in"... I even fell for it,

writing an article only in support of leaving the freeway out of my backyard.   But, I

am now convinced we must work TOGETHER for the benefit of ALL our

communities.



http://davisclipper.com/view/full_story/22684083/article-Letter--Glover-Lane-route-

is-wrong-for-West-Davis-corridor

BY SUPPORTING A SHARED SOLUTION WITH THE STATE OR FEDERALLY-

FUNDED ASSISTANCE OF UTAHNS FOR BETTER TRANSPORTION, UDOT

CAN MEET THEIR STATED OBJECTIVE OF IMPROVING AND ENHANCING

OUR COMMUNITIES.   UDOT  can't seriously think that a MASSIVE, NOISY,

POLLUTION-SPEWING, ELEVATED EYE-SORE of a freeway is going to enhance

our communities!  

In conclusion, UDOT's proposal is in direct opposition to the Federal Highway

Administration's Livability Principles contained in this document:

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/livability/state_of_the_practice_summary/research00.cfm

We, the undersigned request that our taxes are used for transportation projects

which do not waste our money.  We also request that UDOT work side by side with

other agencies such as Utahns for Better Transportation, UTA, as well as

environmental groups to protect Utah's landscape, air quality, and wildlife!  Our

infrastructure is outdated and in need of repair BEFORE considering more

freeways.

***********************************************************************************

*****EXAMPLES OF SMARTER TRANSPORTATION PLANNING*****

Watch this video of the removal of the San Francisco Embarcadero elevated

freeway with a boulevard showing how smarter planning can enhance beauty of

natural surroundings increasing tourism, reduce emissions, encourage mass

transit and other forms of travel, while increasing economic development and

tourism.    http://www.streetfilms.org/lessons-from-san-francisco/

Read this article on effective bicycle planning:

http://grist.org/biking/2011-03-14-tearing-down-urban-freeways-to-make-room-for-

a-new-bicycle-econ/

"Urban freeways are also ineffective as transportation solutions. Caught in the

vicious feedback loop of induced demand, they cannot be expanded fast enough

to keep up with increasing traffic — yet each expansion lures yet more drivers who

create yet more congestion and demand more lanes, ad infinitum. The

maintenance and expansion of these roadways gobble up transportation funds that

could create and maintain less costly and destructive alternatives."



Read this article appropriately called "How to Slay a Concrete Dragon" about the

proposed "ramps to nowhere" in Seattle that ultimately went unfunded.  I have

personally frequented  the Arboretum mentioned in the article and was fortunate to

have seen the natural beauty of the Japanese gardens that were to be removed for

these ramps (corridors). 

http://crosscut.com/2013/05/29/mossback/114699/concrete-dragons-how-slay-

freeway/?page=1

******CURRENT NEWS ARTICLES IN REGARDS TO PETITION*********

http://www.deseretnews.com/article/705267777/UDOT-chief-floats-gas-tax-

change.html?pg=all

"Meantime, transportation commissioners are hopeful that President-elect Barack

Obama will advocate for a stimulus package for states of more than $500 billion

over two years to provide 2.5 million jobs by investing in the nation's infrastructure.

UDOT would apply for the money. "Hopefully, we'll be able to ramp up some of the

projects," Commissioner Meghan Holbrook said."

Too bad that "infrastructure" is interpreted as freeways and not other options.

This  news article was just written today AGAIN with Governor Herbert attempting

to address the pollution problem... GOVERNOR: TELL ME AGAIN WHY UDOT IS

PROPOSING A FREEWAY THAT WILL ONLY ADD TO OUR POLLUTION?  

http://www.deseretnews.com/article/865581514/Governor-Herberts-clean-air-

partnership-takes-on-new-form-sets-initiative.html

PERHAPS, it has to do with this 2008 article which showed that UDOT favors

building roads and NOT building infrastructure because it reduces UDOT's capital:

For every gallon of gas, UDOT receives 24.5 cents.  They are receiving incentives

to DISCOURAGE mass transit!

http://www.ksl.com/?nid=148&sid=4418168

EPA is considering reducing the ozone standards from 75 ppb to 60 ppb.  More

freeways will create more pollution, idling or no idling.

http://www.kutv.com/news/top-stories/stories/vid_5373.shtml

"EPA Concludes Fine Particle Pollution Poses Serious Health Threats"

"Causes early death (both short-term and long-term exposure)



Causes cardiovascular harm (e.g. heart attacks, strokes, heart disease, congestive

heart failure)

Likely to cause respiratory harm (e.g. worsened asthma, worsened COPD,

inflammation)

May cause cancer

May cause reproductive and developmental harm

—U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Integrated Science Assessment for

Particulate Matter, December 2009. EPA 600/R-08/139F"

http://www.stateoftheair.org/2013/health-risks/health-risks-particle.html

Even the Government's Environmental Protection Agency knows that this freeway

is not "smart" planning.  Read the link below:

"Four transportation and land use strategies that enhance quality of life and protect

human health and the environment are: 

Smart and sustainable street design.

Transit-oriented development.

Parking management. 

Sustainable transportation planning."

http://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/topics/transportation.htm

EPA REGULATORS LOOK TO REDUCE POLLUTION-CARS STILL BIG

PROBLEM

http://www.ksl.com/index.php?sid=25682911&nid=148&title=regulators-look-to-

reduce-pollution-cars-still-big-problem&fm=home_page&s_cid=queue-1

Link between pollution and autism::

http://www.environmentalhealthnews.org/ehs/news/2013/pollution-and-autism

Unacceptable Air Quality:

http://blog.utahmomsforcleanair.org/2013/04/24/another-f-grade-

utah%E2%80%99s-air-quality-unacceptable-for-utah%E2%80%99s-children-

utah%E2%80%99s-politicians-are-to-blame/

UCAIR, INITIATED BY GOVERNOR HERBERT AND INTRODUCED JANUARY

31, 2012 BECAME A NON-PROFIT ON JUNE 11, 2013 http://www.ucair.org/

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QDV1-RrSoDc Jan 31, 2012 Governor

Announces UCAIR



http://fox13now.com/2013/06/11/ucair-becomes-a-non-profit-organization/ June

11th 2013 UCAIR is now non-profit

CNN MONEY MAGAZINE RANKS FARMINGTON, UTAH THE 12TH BEST

PLACE TO LIVE OUT OF AMERICA'S BEST SMALL TOWNS!

http://www.farmington.utah.gov/displayarticle304.html

UBET attempted to work with UDOT on a shared solution:

http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/politics/56273541-90/freeway-groups-http-lake.html.csp

This section labeled "quality of life" encompasses more advantages for our citizens

than the definition provided by UDOT.

http://www.publictransportation.org/benefits/qualityoflife/Pages/default.aspx

Salt Lake Resident wrote letter against building this west davis corridor: 

http://davisclipper.com/view/full_story/22898769/article-Letter--Corridor-plans-are-

an-outrage?instance=secondary_stories_left_column

Dr. Moench's article in the Salt Lake Tribune regarding harmful ozone levels in

Utah and the effect of the West Davis Corridor.

http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/opinion/56478797-82/ozone-utah-smith-

stewart.html.csp#comments

FEDERAL LAWS THAT PROTECT BALD EAGLES.. There are many in

Farmington, Utah.

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/eagle/protect/laws.html

UDOT 'S RECOMMENDATION AND OAKRIDGE COUNTRY CLUB

http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/politics/56478726-90/club-udot-course-

oakridge.html.csp?page=1

Opposers to freeway attempted to meet with UDOT early on:

http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/politics/56185892-90/davis-group-kalt-media.html.csp

*******************PUBLIC INPUT RALLIES  6-11-2013*********************

http://fox13now.com/2013/06/11/hundreds-pack-meeting-to-protest-west-davis-

corridor/



http://www.ksl.com/?nid=148&sid=25561042

****ORGANIZATIONS OPPOSED TO THE WEST DAVIS CORRIDOR and

FAVORING A SHARED SOLUTION WITH UBET & UDOT:*****

(PLEASE CONTACT ME IF YOUR ORGANIZATION  WOULD LIKE TO BE

ADDED TO THIS LIST)

Utah Physicians for a Healthy Environment

http://www.uphe.org/

Protect Utah Wildlife

www.facebook/protectutahwildlife

Utah Tar Sands Resistance

http://www.tarsandsresist.org/

Governor We Cannot Breath 

http://wecannotbreathe.blogspot.com/

University Student Clean Air Network 

http://sustainableutah.wordpress.com/2013/04/02/university-student-clean-air-

network/

Utah Birders

http://www.utahbirders.com/

Great Salt Lake Audubon 

http://www.greatsaltlakeaudubon.org/

Peaceful Uprising

http://www.peacefuluprising.org/

****************** CITIZENS SIGNING THIS PETITION:  *******************

PLEASE MAKE COMMENTS WHY THIS ISSUE IS IMPORTANT TO YOU.  OUR

GOVERNOR AND ALL OF OUR ELECTED LEADERS NEED TO HEAR FROM

YOU!

PLEASE MAKE AN OFFICIAL COMMENT ON THE LINK BELOW TO OUR

GOVERNOR IN ADDITION TO A COMMENT ON THIS PAGE AND UDOT.  

http://governor.utah.gov/goca/form_comment.html



ALSO:  MAKE COMMENTS THROUGH AUGUST 23rd 2013 ON UDOT'S

WEBSITE:  http://www.udot.utah.gov/westdavis/get_involved#contact

or VISIT THEIR WEBSITE  http://www.udot.utah.gov/westdavis

Call, email, or write comments to your local leaders.  

Syracuse citizens can make their comments via an online form.  

Emails are not publicized...

http://syracuseut.com/YourGovernment/ContactMayorandCityCouncil.aspx

* "Farmington Bay Bald Eagle" Photo Credit:  Used by permission by Brent Clark.

All rights reserved.  Taken winter 2013 in Farmington Bay  Farmington, Utah.



Comments

Name Location Date Comment

Barbara  Stevens Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 I care about the health and environment of Davis County Residents.  We

recently earned an "F" grade by the American Lung Association and we were

one of the most polluted cities nationwide this winter.  Building a freeway is

going backwards in solving this problem.  By signing this petition I look forward

to seeking a shared solution to the traffic congestion studies and increasingly

dangerous pollution.   Show your support for a Shared Solution and say "NO"

to the proposed West Davis Highway by signing below.  Make comments to

UDOT by August 23rd 2013.  Thank you.

Stephanie Greenwood Bountiful, UT 2013-06-11 I believe the West Davis Corridor  to be an expensive and un-needed project

that would threaten the serenity of the area, displace families, harm the wildlife

and adjacent wetlands, risk the health of residents, and is contrary to the goals

of UDOT. 

According to the Clean Air Act “areas that do not meet air quality standards

must develop plans and take actions to improve their air quality.” The Wasatch

Front is one of these areas. The job of UDOT is to decrease the amount of

pollution, not encourage more traffic by building more freeways. The state has

sunk millions of dollars in to the mass transit FrontRunner line which is highly

under-utilized.  Building the West Davis Corridor would discourage use this

state-of-the-art, environmentally-friendly option that the state has invested in.

One of UDOT’s objectives is to “improve regional mobility . . . by improving the

connections between transportation modes such as automobile, transit, bicycle,

and pedestrian travel . . . “ The WDC does not meet this criteria and works

against these objectives.  

I encourage you to consider the Shared Solution that has been set forth.  This

project would save taxpayers millions of dollars, keep UDOT in compliance with

the Clean Air Act, encourage mass transit, and better fits UDOT's goals.

Additionally it would save the serenity of the area while still encouraging

growth. It is a win-win for everyone.

Sara Rasmussen Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 Because it will be built near my neighborhood and I don't want it here.

Jeff Bilsky Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-11 Critical, unique habitat that ought to be treasured and Marketed, not destroyed.

Kevin Hixson Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 We truley need open space. The preserves that are out their for all to enjoy is

worth far more than the $600 million eye sore they wish to build. The freeway

will KILL people expecially in the winter time due to severe fog. Truly a life is

worth more than that $600 million. Right?



Name Location Date Comment

Natalie Larason Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 Utah needs to start addressing the growth in population and transportation

needs in a smarter and more responsible way.  Our air quality is bad, especially

in Davis County.  We have an awesome Front Runner station only 2 miles from

our house that could potentially play a huge role in helping Utah cut down on

the congestion on our freeways and emissions being release.  We need to

push this type of alternative over just building another freeway.  We have been

asked by your office to carpool, drive less, and use mass transit yet our own

state's transportation department wants to build yet another freeway to make it

too convenient for people to drive their cars.  We live in a beautiful county and

state but this is always being lessened due to building large intrusive freeways

instead of being creative and thinking of smarter solutions like the Shared

Solution that is being presented.  Make the right choice.  Keep my community

clean, quiet, and a nice place to live.

Jennie Frey Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 There has got to be a better solution than building a massive freeway through

communities. A solution that would encourage public transportation and one

that would enhance communities instead of damaging them.

Gerald Rampton Mapleton, UT 2013-06-11 Because we DO NOT need this Corridor-period!  Also, because we need to

look at the "Shared Solution" as the best & cheapest alternative !!!

Rebecca Berry Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 I have lived in Davis County my entire life. I recently bought a new home in

Farmington. If built, the WDC would be within 1/4 of a mile of my home and

where my children play and go to school. I am concerned for their health safety

and do not support this road. Governor Herbert, there are better options

available than building this road thru Farmington and its protected wetlands. If

you are serious about having more Utahans taking part in mass transit, if you

want to help our air quality and save tax payers millions of dollars-then you will

stop this road before it even starts!

Kami Stewart Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 This freeway would be an unnecessary expense and pollutant!

Margarer Cady Maple Valley, WA 2013-06-11 I have lived in Utah for 10 years and the air quality needs solutions not more

freeways! It has only gotten worse. I also know that the proposed area has

many bald eagles that need protecting!

Jessica Endrizzi Farmington, UT 2013-06-11 I don't want the pollution near my home, or to divert traffic from my business.

Lisa Teuscher Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 We moved here because we wanted to be out in a rural setting, away from big

roads and traffic. I'm concerned about being so close to this highway also

because we already struggle with my little girl's asthma.

Jamie McGarry Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 My family has a lot of health problems and do not want all this smog and

emissions close to my house

Kim Hunt Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 We don't want this freeway!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

Sharidee Wood Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Pollution, Home value, Noise, Safety



Name Location Date Comment

Dennis Law Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 • WHERE IS THE NEED? – The actual need for this road seems to hang by a

thread. Before UDOT moves forward with a plan to spend $600 million of OUR

hard-earned tax payer money, we want UDOT to prove beyond a shadow of a

doubt that there is a NEED for this freeway. Show the public EXACTLY how

you came to the conclusion that there is a need for this road? What data did

UDOT use for their traffic modeling? What were the assumptions built into the

model and when were they last updated? Who validated those assumptions?

Why is this information not being supplied to the public? Why not try things like

making Frontrunner cheaper or even FREE, and then re-evaluating to see if

there is still a need for a $600 million freeway? 

• CONNECTING TO TRAINS - One of UDOT’s objectives is to “improve

regional mobility . . . by improving the connections between transportation

modes such as automobile, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian travel . . . “ If this is

truly one of UDOT’s objectives, then the roads should CONNECT to trains and

other modes of transportation. Explain how the proposed WDC increases

intermodal transportation and meets this stated objective.

• LESS CONGESTION = LESS RIDERSHIP ON FRONTRUNNER - Less

congestion leads to fewer people using Frontrunner and other methods of

transportation, so doesn’t building this road actually defeat the purpose of

“increasing intermodal transportation”? And isn’t it contrary to what our

Governor is trying to get people to do –drive less? How are the Governor and

UDOT working together to encourage less driving, more mass transit, and

better air quality?

• Violation of Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) – WDC will

damage and impact the Buffalo Ranch public trails and Great Salt Lake

Shoreline trails. The Buffalo Ranch conservation easement protects a large

area of land, approximately 284 acres, located between the residential

neighborhood, the Farmington Bay Wildlife Management Area and the

wetlands of the Great Salt Lake. These peaceful and beautiful recreational

trails have been conserved and maintained by Farmington City for the

enjoyment of the public. Federal law protects the trails and the conservation

easement from highway development according to Federal Highway

Administration regulations. UDOT can only impact this land if Farmington City

agrees in writing that there is no impact, after Farmington City hears public

comment. Tell UDOT, Farmington City Mayor and City Council members to

protect Buffalo Ranch Trail and conservation easement under the Department

of Transportation Act, Section 4(f). Tell UDOT they ARE NOT “de minimus”

impacts!

• LEDPA – The steepest hurdle in obtaining a Clean Water Act section 404

permit is complying with the EPA’s 404(b)(1) guidelines to select the Least

Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative. There is no way that the

Glover Lane alternative is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable

Alternative. Explain how UDOT has come to this conclusion. Can UDOT

demonstrate that no less environmentally damaging practicable alternative is

available? What about the Shared Solution? Isn’t that less environmentally

damaging and practicable?

• EXHAUSTING ALL OTHER OPTIONS - Other options, like the Shared

Solution, are available that could improve projected transit ridership, including

expanded express bus



Name Location Date Comment

Chris Packard Layton, UT 2013-06-12 The West David Corridor will only detract from the peace and beauty of west

Davis county. That is why most people moved out there, to get away from traffic

and the city.

Jana Leavitt Fruit heights, UT 2013-06-12 The West Davis Corridor is not the right choice.  Clean air means healthier

people and less pollution!!!

Mollee Steele Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I live close to where this freeway would go and there is a school close by as

well. MANY people will be affected. I am worried that this freeway will

adversely affect our health and make my son's asthma worse. Also, it will

greatly affect our peace and quiet out here.

Fawn Morgan Fruit Heights, UT 2013-06-12 Been working for 30 years for safe and sane solutions to Highway 89. If we are

going to build the Front Runner then we should use that solution. People have

to adapt their habits rather than running rough-shod over the wetlands and

Farmington residents.

Tricia Smith Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 This option is morally and ethically wrong.  The impacts on the environment,

schools, neighborhoods, air quality, our walking and horse trails as well as our

way of life will be changed and not for the better.  The cost to build a raised

freeway will still affect the wetlands and with the Farmington fog and wind,

accidents will be an absolute.  Please say NO to this option.

Tyler Poulsen Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I do not want Clark Lane in Farmington to turn into an equal to Parrish Lane in

Centerville, this is a home community with an elementary school on this road

not a business route.

Rachel Hixson Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I would gladly take Trax to work daily but UDOT instead focuses on more &

more roads. This road in particular obliterates the Farmington Nature Preserve,

threads a third highway through the tiny, barely 5 mile wide strip of land

between the mountains and the Great Salt Lake that is central Farmington and

leaves a heavy burden of destruction and pollution when other, better, cheaper,

wiser, healthier options are available. DON'T let this happen. Honor your own

advice to our state.

Hayleigh Davis Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I already worry about my nephews and niece running off and crossing 1100

west to get to grandpa and grandmas house. If 1100 W is extended into Glover

Lane the worry will be much more with the high traffic level that will result. Not

only will this effect my family but all the others in the area with small children.

Casey Williams Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 The chosen option through Syracuse is the one that will harm the most

residents and families by FAR, while the empty farmlands and wetlands to the

west are protected.  Stupd much? YES! Absolutely ridiculous.

Tristin Jensen Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 The preferred alternative currently will be built 15 feet behind my chain link

fence. I will have 4 young children around the time of the proposed building of

the freeway. I am worried about how the noise/air/light pollution will affect my

young family as well as putting them in danger and dropping all value of my

home.

Cory Jensen Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 Let's stop dumping money into more roads and dump money into making mass

transit affordable and practical.



Name Location Date Comment

Jodie Garlick Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 We live in West Farmington.  Our family moved out here to enjoy the beautiful

scenery and quiet neighborhood. 

I, myself, along with many many people in our area area, if not all, re absolutely

opposed to having any freeway extensions built around our homes and

neighborhoods. 

I'm appalled that the rights and voices of the citizens of Farmington are going

unheard. And that once again pur city must give up land, and pay more taxes

for a roadway that no one in Farmington wants.  We made concessions before

and land was taken to make way for legacy and trax, and now, with Farmington

having such little land available, as opposed to other cities, we are basically

being forced to give up more.

I'd certainly hope that we the people are more important and also the protected

wildlife are more important than a costly roadway.  

If meeting bout this are poorly attended it certainly doesn't speak for the

people.  People are busy enough as it is, and now we are supposed to put

aside our schedules and try and make a meeting that takes place when many

of our families have dance recitals, sport events and practices to argue

something that shouldn't be an issue.  

Please consider that these are families you displace, homes and lives you

destroy, peaceful neighborhoods and communities that are being uprooted and

tax paying citizens who's children, families, schools, land and also opinions

matter. Not just UDOT.

Shelley Rampton Mapleton, UT 2013-06-12 I honestly think it to be unneeded!

Jacque McBride Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Yo block a terrible location for a freeway

Michael Larsen Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 It is more than sad to destroy our peaceful neighborhood, divide our city, and

build what could be built somewhere else without the impact on families,

property, communities, and the health and well being of individuals.  Please

stop this from happening.

Elizabeth Stair Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The last thing this state needs is another freeway. Farmington already has two

freeways (three if you count the 89) bisecting it, do we need another? This is

completely contrary to Utah's needs and goals of having better air quality and

encouraging the use of public transportation. Please do not fund this project.

Andrea Kitajo Clearfield, UT 2013-06-12 I do not want my child going to school next to a busy highway dealing with the

health risk. We move out this far from the freeway for reason. I already have

respiratory problems and do not want my daughter to have to suffer with it

also.

Alicia Moon Clearfield, UT 2013-06-12 This project would affect tremedously my daughter's school (SAA) and the

enviroment in that area. I do not believe that smoother traffic is more important

than education and clean enviroment for my children!

Lindsay Cook Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 That would be a very long comment. Let's see...healthy air is important to me,

spending tax payer and federally subsidized money on mass transit is a much

better way to prepare for the future population growth, building more freeways

is NOT, farmington does not need another freeway, nor will it service

farmington residents at all, it will ruin my beautiful view from my house, it will

destroy the beautiful farmington bay. Those are just some of the reasons this

freeway should not be built.

Kimberley Rivers Bountiful, UT 2013-06-12 I love love love love love my farmington community.  After moving around the

country for years we finally feel settled and have a wonderful home, community

and city to raise our children.  It really breaks my heart to hear about the WDC

and feel that it will break our community apart or make it a much less desirable

place to live.  There must be other solutions.  Please lets find them together.



Name Location Date Comment

nikki holbrook farmington, UT 2013-06-12 There are so many reasons why I don't want this freeway built.  My main

concern is pollution and the bird preserve.  The wetlands by the GSL are

amazing, how can we destroy a bird preserve unique in it's kind?  Also Utah's

air is one of the worst in the country and we already can't breath in the winter

months here.  We live in such a beautiful area, please don't destroy it.

Charity Peterson Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 I moved to Syracuse for a reason, I do NOT want to be near a freeway with

65mph traffic let alone, semi-trucks, smog and billboards. I love the peace and

quiet I have out here. Please do not allow this corridor!!!!

Trisha Simmons syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 My kids safety and air quality at school!! they attend the arts academy right

there! and I also live in the neighborhood where it will be running behind! there

has to be a better option!

Elisabeth Taylor Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Do not allow this residents!  We pay so much for our homes and taxes to allow

this and lose so much!!  This is such insanity!  Not only will we lose BIG

financially, but we will lose the great beauty which drew us all to this area in the

first place!  Please get this stopped!!!!!!!

Megan Rolfson Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The elevated highway is bordering my property. Safety for our kids is in

jeopardy. Why not extend mass transit? Telling us to drive less and carpool but

yet building more roads.... Not making much sense.

Mindi Huntington Panguitch, UT 2013-06-12 The corridor affects my sister and her small family.

Kristyan Williams Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The West Davis corridor plans would uproot my friends, devalue my home and

neighborhood, butcher the park my kids and I play at, and all without any

greater access to freeway or really any benefits for me and mine. It also will all

but wipe out the Bird Reserve Wetlands that I love to visit and photograph.

Alice Palmer Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Govenor Herbert, please take a stand.  Put a stop to the West Davis Corridor!

Keep your campaign promises.  This is a bad proposal. It's bad for wildlife and

the environment.   It's bad for our economy--there are better uses for our tax

dollars.   Do what is right.  Don't let us down.

Ashley Reid Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 I live in a neighborhood that is suppose to be right next to it! I didn't move here

to have a freeway with high speed limits and billboards and light pollution!

Shannon Day Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 This directly affects my home. My community park, air quality, and safety of my

children in a negative way. Please stop and think about the thousands of

children and helpless animals you are willing to harm by building an

UNNECESSARY road. Please spend the money to increase public transit

opportunities.

MARY JOHNSON WEST POINT, UT 2013-06-12 My daughters school is right next to the proposed Corridor and the health and

safety risks are too high.

Molly Prentice Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 I think it is time to plan for wiser travel options in our bowl shaped, pollution

prone valley. I also think it is time to put a higher value on the other species

that populate our planet but who do not have a voice.

Lori Kalt Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I demand that my tax money be spent responsibly.  The Governor is not being

responsible with our money if he allows UDOT to build a road that clearly is not

in alignment with the Governor's campaign for clean air. Nor does the road

follow the guiding principles set forth in the Wasatch Choice for 2040.  This is

wrong and Governor Herbert needs to pay attention and listen!

Allisha Larsen Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 I don't want a freeway running through my neighborhood, plowing under

agricultural land or destroying the parks, trials, ponds and schools that are in

the path of this monstrosity. Find options with less impact.

Doug Greenwood Bountiful, UT 2013-06-12 To preserve the wetlands of Great Salt Lake, Utah.



Name Location Date Comment

Julene Kowallis Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 The main reason I don't want the new freeway is because after years of

working hard to pay off our home, it will be accomplished in two more years.

My husband and I will retire within five years, and the freeway will take our

home.  We don't want to start over at age 65.  This is our home.  We are living

on land that has been in our family for over 100 years.  We don't need to cut

our city in half especially when there is so much open land further west.

Steve Beardall Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Pollution is at an all time high in Utah and there is no need to spend 600 Million

to increase it.  Its is counter productive and if we are going to spend the money

we should be using it to reduce pollution and make mass transit more

accessible and timely.

Michelle Thurber Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The West Davis Corridor goes too far south.  There is no reason for this road to

go through flood plains and right next to a bird refuge.  There is no benifit for

Farmington or Kaysville residents.  It is more road where it is not needed.

Ashley Graves Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 We don't need to spend millions on another road!!

Brad Holje Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The negative effects far outweigh benefits of this corridor.  (These negatives

have been addressed in counsel meetings.)

Kellee Grose Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Farmington City has the most to lose from the West Davis Corridor project. We

have the least amount of useable land between the lake and the mountains yet

UDOT is proposing to take a good portion of this land away to create a road

that will not benefit residents of Farmington.  We paid a premium price to move

to Farmington City to avoid the long commute to SLC.  If others would like to

avoid a commute they should do the same.  In addition to the human impacts

we have to consider the wildlife.  Building another interstate will forever

negatively impact the environment. These are just a few resons why I oppose

spending $600M dollars to fund this intrusive uneccessary project.

Luke Larsen Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 There has to be a better solution that won't negatively impact so many families.

My family is one that would be greatly impacted. Please don't go forward with

this.

Bruce Bassett Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Any new solution must tie into mass transit.  This currently proposed solution

will kill hopes for Frontrunner!

Sandy Jensen Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 Because it is going through good neighborhoods, the wetlands and all that

remains of the "countryside".  It also costs way too much....the rest of our roads

are in terrible shape!

Todd Smith Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 I HATE IT!!! When we built our home we knew that there was supposed to be a

highway coming to the area. We were told that it was going down Bluff road so

we were in the clear. Now the plan is to by-pass the Bluff and skirt around right

through our yard. We bought 4 acres here in Syracuse so we could have our

horses and raise a family. If they come through our place we will no longer

have a barn or be able to keep 6 horses on our place. Why should the State be

able to come in and TAKE what is NOT theirs?!?!?



Name Location Date Comment

Heather Steed Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 This road is currently slated to be about 200 feet from my home. While I

understand the need for roads, I don't believe the current plans for the road are

appropriate. The road goes right though communities where people live, not

through a commercial corridor as does I-15 in SLC, yet it appears that the

same approach will be used in the guidelines for the West Davis Corridor. It

appears it will be an oversized, no-restriction freeway, with no soundwalls or

other protections for the people, like me, who will be living right next to it.

Please stop UDOT from pushing their agenda and encourage them to listen to

the MANY voices that have cried out in opposition. We once had

representatives from UDOT come and talk to a group at our home, and it was

pretty clear to me that they had their talking points. Though they put on a good

show of "listening" to our point of view, it was apparent to me at that time that

they were only trying to appear to listen. They always knew which road they

would "prefer". Well, it's not locally preferred around here, that's for sure!

Peyton Smith Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 Its taking my home out!!!

Jan Rooklidge Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 It is affecting my daughter's home!!

Tracey Michie Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 The current freeway proposal would essentially be right in front of my house

with no sound barrier and a terrible eyesore.  It also has already affected the

value of my home and has proven to be a deterrent for potential home buyers

as we tried to sell our home this past year.  There is nothing but wide open

spaces west of us that could accommodate this freeway where fewer families

will be affected.  It makes no sense to build it in the proposed site.

Hannah Smith Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 It is affecting my home!!

Heather Dove Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 This freeway is completely unnecessary.  It will ruin prime migratory bird habitat

in Farmington Bay. It will foster urban sprawl, more driving, more air pollution,

noise pollution, light pollution. The only ones who stand to benefit from this are

the big landowners along the route and the developers.  The rest of us will lose

our health, our environment, our happiness and our tax dollars.  We want

UDOT to adopt the Shared Solution, a much more sane, measured, modern

approach to mitigating traffic congestion and fostering urban renewal and

development of local businesses and jobs.

Hailee Smith Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 Its taking my home and my animals home!

Jason Crozier Layton, UT 2013-06-12 right in my back yard

Sandra Smith W. Bountiful, UT 2013-06-12 It is going through my sons home!!

Jenny Munns syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 I do not want a freeway to split the middle of our town we as like many others

moved out here to be away from all of that and we love it!!!

Cathryn R  Cordray slc, UT 2013-06-12 endless roads and development dependent on fossil fuels are destroying Utah

Naomi F Penrod Orem, UT 2013-06-12 It will only add to the pollution we already have and cut the effectiveness of our

mass transit already in place.  That will undercut TRAX and cost double for that

investment.

Nathan Tanner Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 If we make it easier for people to drive more they will. Lets encourage mass

transit. Building this Freeway may make someones commute shorter by a few

minutes temporarily but at what cost? The old ways cant continue without a

significant cost to our health, our way of life, and the environment.

David Jones Provo, UT 2013-06-12 I have a lot of close family that live in this area and will have their home life

disrupted by this decision. I am voicing my opinion to petition the government

to listen to the people.

Darren Maxfield Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 If you build it, they will use it.  Build better public transit instead of unneeded

freeways. Reduce pollution and protect our towns.



Name Location Date Comment

Pat Walsh Bountiful, UT 2013-06-12 Govern for the people by the people in the smartest way possible

Mary Silver Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 For one thing, my daughter and her family live where this interchange at Glover

Lane will be going and it will ruin their neighborhood.  There is already

interstate 15 and Legacy Highway coming right through this area. Give us a

break.

Melinda Allred Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 This unneeded freeway rips through my neighborhood, destroying homes of my

friends and family and sits right in my front yard.

Dallas  Despain Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The glover's lane option would destroy Farmington's beautiful community.

Please don't fund it! We need smarter solutions. UDOT seems to have an

ulterior motive here because they are choosing the most expensive option!

Kristen Child Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 It is important this corridor not be funded because environmental

studies/surveys have shown how great the devastation will be to some of the

last protected wetlands in this area.  There are better places to put this corridor,

and we should take the time to do the homework to find the right spot that will

have the least environmental/social impact as possible.

Janet Tate Cottonwood Heights, UT 2013-06-12 I am very concerned about the wetlands in the area.

David Stump Taylorsville, UT 2013-06-12 It will forever damage wildlife habitat and we do not need another freeway.

Nancy Matro Park City, UT 2013-06-12 This freeway truly is not needed.  Farmington Bay is a precious wetlands area

for migrating and seasonal birds.  PLEASE do the right thing and don't destroy

this invaluable habitat.

edie trimmer SLC, UT 2013-06-12 I lived in SLC for almost 30 years. My Poplar Grove neighborhood knows about

the impacts of fireeways and heavy rail lines on quality of life.  My grandson

has asthma which I attribute to poor air quality in the Salt Lake Valley.  UDOT

needs to broaden its visitio.

Andrea Nelson Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 We must invest in clean and smart transportation options. Another freeway will

encourage sprawl, ruin wetlands and wildlife habitat, and cause an increase in

air pollution. We need to invest in mass transit and walkable communities.

Brenda Kidman South Weber, UT 2013-06-12 By the year 2014 this road will be underused.  Please do not allow this to go

through.

Nancy Howard Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 WDC will destroy wetlands for birds and other wildlife that can never be

restored.  Please do not fund.

mavourneen strozewski syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 This is probably one of the worst decisions to be made about Traffic and

convenience for Northern Utah. You have the Great Salt Lake habitat that will

be affected (land & animals alike), noise to neighborhoods and yes, more

pollution. It's such a bad idea!! For nature lovers this will destroy what we've

helped to conserve.

Kelly Horne Syracuse, UT 2013-06-12 We need the open areas of the State and the west side from I15 to the GSL for

recreation, beauty and wildlife. Quit taking the beauty of our State away from

us!

Becky Stauffer North Salt Lake, UT 2013-06-12 Instead of spending $600 million on building more freeways to encourage more

driiving, why not use the money to make public transporation more accessible

and affordable and reduce the number of cars on the road and reduce pollution

from cars.

Josie Douglass farmington, UT 2013-06-12 This directly affects me and will take part of my backyard. I have grown up all

my life in davis county and love it and wouldn't want to live anywhere else. I am

finding so many of my fellow school mate from elementary to high school feel

the same and we have all ended up staying to raise our own families now, Me

and my husband built our house 3 years ago and are still working hard at

getting the yeard and everything finished and now this will ruin all of that.



Name Location Date Comment

Carl  Ingwell Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 Our governor has asked us repeatedly to drive less to improve air quality in the

state of Utah.  Numerous studies show that new roads generate new traffic and

encourage people to make trips they wouldn't normally make.  

This new road would also encourage longer trips.  Here's an example.  If

someone normally shops at the Smith's 2 miles away near there home, and all

of a sudden there is a new Costco built 10 miles away from their home along a

new freeway, many would choose to drive the further distance to shop at the

Costco.  This is just one example, but I believe that the new freeway would

drastically increase VMTs in West Davis County, and increase air pollution.

New freeways encourage new suburban sprawl.  Suburban sprawl and freeway

travel propagate global climate change, they further degrade already damaged

wetland habitat, and they support an outdated system.  

This freeway isn't even necessary.  Modeling by the Wasatch Front Regional

Council shows this freeway will be "underutilized" in the year 2040.  

Governor Herbert, please do not support the West Davis Freeway and use your

executive powers to block this construction.

Larry Kienke Bountiful, UT 2013-06-12 South Davis County already has polluted air from the refinery. Now we want to

add more freeways. How will this help are citizens of South Davis County. We

need to find a better way. Plus this will hurt Farmington Bay and the

surrounding area. WDC will destroy wetlands for birds and other wildlife that

can never be restored. Please do not fund.

Mary Ellen Sloan Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 It is important to preserve animal and bird habitat; to decrease air pollution and

support more sustainable transportation alternatives.  Let's give it a chance

please!!

William P. Helsley Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 The proposed route will destroy a famous viable birding location that is

included in the Great Salt Lake Birding Festival each year.

Pamela Grubaugh Littig Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 The Lake is very important to us!!!

Kendall Watkins Riverton, UT 2013-06-12 I am a 14 year old birder and if this freeway is built, it will not only destroy some

of my favorite places to bird, but hurt the wildlife around it through noise and

car pollution. We do not need a freeway going through important bird migration

areas. This past winter the Salt Lake Valley had more red air days than I can

ever remember. Another freeway will not help the pollution levels. Lower bus

and train fares instead of building the freeway.

Larene Wyss Murray, UT 2013-06-12 When the Legacy Parkway was built, there were some promises that nothing

else would be built west of there in order to protect critical habitat for birds and

to prevent urban sprawl.  This proposed highway goes against those

commitments.  This area is extremely important habitat as a migratory path for

birds.  They won't just go elsewhere -- they'll be killed by motor vehicles.  Once

the habitat is lost, there is no going back.  Please slow this decision process

down and make sure you and others are aware of the impact this will have.

Supporting a shared solution with UDOT and Utahns is a better way to go.
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Diana Vos Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 A highway adjacent to the Great Salt Lake Nature Center and the Farmington

Bay WMA (Glovers Lane Option) will have significantly greater negative

impacts than described within the Draft EIS.  There would be impacts beyond

the actual acreage footprint of the highway   to the area's wetlands.  The

impacts extend outward and upward  a great distance and so the calculation of

the loss of wetland habitat is much lower than it would really end up being.

There is also a riparian corridor along Farmington Creek with large

cottonwoods within which wintering bald eagles regularly roost that would be

obliterated by a highway.  The water quality of Farmington Creek would also be

greatly lowered by a highway crossing it.  All the waters of the Great Salt Lake

Nature Center come from Farmington Creek. The Glovers Lane option for the

WDC is the worst choice.  I believe a new highway is not even a good choice.

There are many other options that don't destroy wetlands, farmlands nor

homes.  For example, significant improvements can be made can be made to

mass transit, increasing business opportunities locally, telecommuting,

encouraging smaller family sizes to slow growth, etc.  Open areas like those

surrounding Farmington, Farmington Bay and the Great Salt Lake are what

give Utah its great quality of life.  Please don't allow more roads to destroy

wetlands and farmland.  Houses can be replaced, but wetlands and farmland

are in very short supply.

Geri Litster-Gordon sunset, UT 2013-06-12 I cannot have a high speed freeway right next to my children's school!

UNBELIEVABLY UNSAFE!!!! I have seen so many cars that fly off the road or

spin off on the ice, and if that happens in syracuse CHILDREN could be killed!

Lindy Davis SLC, UT 2013-06-12 The beautiful areas of West Davis County are like a little haven not far from the

city. It reminds me of how Draper, Riverton, Bluffdale & Herriman used to be

BEFORE, Bangerter Hwy was built and all the land was developed. Please

keep the highways away & don't ruin Davis County like you've ruined Salt Lake

& Utah Counties! I understand it's more convenient and will help promote

growth. I ask you, is that really necessary? There is still plenty of land in other

areas - Don't take away the country feeling, just for more suburbs.

Jalair Janke Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 There is so many things wrong with the potential for this freeway...air quality,

ruined wet lands and bird refuge, astronomical cost, noise…to the more

personal issues,  that being the peace and serenity of why we moved here 10

years ago to enjoy the western sunsets and open land. As I listened to the

comments of  a top UDOT representative and his comment about this being an

“emotional issue” for those who might be potentially impacted  I wondered how

“emotional” would he become if it was proposed to have a freeway coming

through his backyard and what lengths would he go to to stop this from

happening. There are several transportation alternatives without a $600 million

freeway. These are the options that should be in debate.

Dennis Coleman Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 Dear Governor Herbert, Please do not allow UTA to encroach and destroy

critical wetlands and the farmland and homes that already exist along the  West

Davis Corridor.  By building this freeway you will only add to the polluted air in

this valley by increasing the number of cars on the road and you will contribute

to the loss of critical wetlands along the East side of the Great Salt Lake.  Do

not fund the WDC and support a shared solution that will improve public

transportation and help take cars off the road.

Todd Jenson Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 We all breath the same air.



Name Location Date Comment

Jennifer Despain Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 As our population grows it is more critical than ever to preserve open spaces

so we all can breathe- both literally and emotionally. Farmington Bay and the

trails surrounding it are a vital space for Families, bikers, birders, hunters, air

boaters, runners, the list goes on. This is the legacy we need to leave our

children, not a highway with more pollution of all kinds. Utah can be a better

place. We can achieve smart growth and have others states look to us as a

model for smart growth! Please do the right thing.

Jeffrey Mendenhall Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 The Shared Solution favored by the majority of voters/citizens in Davis & SLC

would preserve precious wetlands that we rapidly losing to so-called progress.

Madelyn Meier Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 I grew up in davis county, it's not the same since all the freeways moved in.. ...

Preserve the beauty and air quality  that is left and find another way ! Fund

other options! No more freeways in Farmington or in the west area of DAvis

county!

Brett Anderson Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I live in west Farmington.  This proposed route would have a visible and

undeniable effect on the surrounding and unique environment of Farmington

Bay.  It would permanently impact waterfowl, eagles, and other migratory birds.

jon watkins riverton, UT 2013-06-12 Is this really necessary, especially at such a highly sensitive area?  I think

those in the area can manage long term, as long as Utah is wisely enabling

alternate transportation options (and smart development).

Florence Shepard Bondurant, WY 2013-06-12 The Great Salt Lake eastern shoreline and wetland are too valuable to be

ruined by a highway. They are an iconic emblem of the Utah's history and

natural beauty. Please do not let this UDOT project go forward. Shared

solutions is a visionary alternative.

Kathryn Albury SLC, UT 2013-06-12 I am concerned about clean air, increased burning of fossil fuel, and wild life

living in and passing through the area.

Laura Heslop Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I don't want my neighborhoods destroyed!

Katie Holmes Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Besides what is stated the the petition I have become increasingly worried and

physically ill because of the worsening air quality in out area.  The first few

months of 2013 I had to use an inhaler because of the pollution.  This road will

cause more pollution. It affects humans, plants and animals alike.  One way to

stop this problem from increasing is to use more public transport.  We need to

become more environmentally savvy and building a new road is not the

answer.

Rachel Jackson farmingtonWayfarmingto

n, UT

2013-06-12 Farmington appealed to our family because of the 'farm' in the city-because of

the good schools, the close knit friendly neighborhoods, the safe community.

Farmington has been rated one of the top cities to live in the nation---all of

theses reasons that make Farmington such a delightful and successful

community will be affected by a highway going right through it.  Please

preserve Farmington-it's worth saving!!!

Andrea McDonnell Cottonwood Heights, UT 2013-06-12 Increasing air pollution, undermining mass transit, impact on communities,

birds, and wildlife

Katie Watkins Riverton, UT 2013-06-12 The wetlands and wildlife are too important to let this go through, not to

mention the added pollution it will bring.

Edith OBrien Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 We citizens of Utah prefer a Shared Solution to address transportation needs

as our population grows. More highways will not provide clean air AND will do

much harm to the cities it passes through as well as to the environment. I

spend a good deal of time enjoying Farmington Bay Nature Center and

Antelope Island. The Nature Conservancy's Shorelands Preserve is also an

important element in providing open space for people as well as birds to enjoy.



Name Location Date Comment

Rhonda Devereaux Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 Viewing an issue from many angles and being open in regards to the best

solution always achieves the most promising results.

Yvonne Stroup Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 As outlined in the petition this road is not needed.  It's negative impact on the

environment would be unforgivable.

Stephen Carr Holladay, UT 2013-06-12 The freeway will heavily impact the wetlands around Farmington Bay WMA,

which are in short supply anyway.

Amy Lund Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 I live a hundred feet (give or take) from the proposed freeway.  We enjoy a nice

quiet, serene neighborhood with lots of trails for walking nearby, the freeway

would take all of that away. My children attend the Elementary school that will

also be just a few feet from the proposed freeway, and while they won't be in

elementary school when the freeway is built, they will possibly be attending the

High School on Glover's lane that is proposed which would be right next to the

freeway. It is not fair that we would be surrounded with noise, pollution, and a

horrible eyesore, and this freeway goes against your own clean air initiative.

Farmington is a small, narrow city. We already have HWY-89, I-15, and Legacy,

and we don't need another freeway in our neighborhoods.  We have no benefit

from this freeway, we only get all the negative that comes with it. Every March

we go and see the hundreds of eagles that gather at Farmington Bay, and

many other times throughout the year we see Bald Eagles flying overhead, or

resting in neighborhood trees.  Who truly knows the impact on them?Where

else in the country is there a gathering place for these birds like here in

Farmington.  This must be preserved and protected and not taken for granted.

Who stands to gain from this freeway?  UDOT, Senator Adams? who else?

They should not have the power to impact so many lives, and so many

households negatively. This Freeway is WRONG for West Davis, and

especially WRONG for Farmington.

Anita Todd Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 The preservation of wildlife and wetlands and open space and clean air means

alot to a community!!!!!

Christine Skalka Farmington, UT 2013-06-12 Because this is my home and were my kids go to school.

Mike Poler Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-12 More highways simply promote more cars ! Not a solution .......

Paul Gilmore Holladay, UT 2013-06-13 I travel by car and bike (Legacy trail) several times a year to hike, bike and bird

the Farmington bay areas. It is wonderful natural scenery and wildlife habitat.

The highway should be built elsewhere or save tax dollars and make Utah a

better state with a different emphasis, like Trax along the interstate. Thank you.

Clare Gilmore Holladay, UT 2013-06-13 It is time to reset our state's priorities and focus on preserving our natural

wonders (tourism!!) and making public transportation convenient and affordable

(invest in TRAX!)

Jolene Despain Brighton, UT 2013-06-13 Explore more affordable mass transit options not more freeways.

Kathleen Dennis Bountiful, UT 2013-06-13 I am very concerned about the air quality in Davis County and don't want to see

another freeway that encourages private automobile use. Mi believe a much

better plan would be to develop east/west public transit corridors and utilize

frontrunner more in the future.  It is there, can be stimulated with discounted

fares, and would help mprove the horrible air quality we have here I Davis

County.

Sarah Uhle Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 The Great Salt Lake has been invaded too much already.  This roadway would

be devastating to the lake, to wildlife, especially to migrating birds, and to

people who have already built in the area and were told that their properties

would not be damaged or taken from them.



Name Location Date Comment

richard Nowak West Valley, UT 2013-06-13 We are a Bird specific rescue and recovery, more dead and injured birds are

found on high speed roads and specificly by refuges for wildlife. Reconsider the

Environmental impact to include an accual study including stats from

surrounding animal agencies.

Stan Rifw Orem, UT 2013-06-13 I am a wildlife photographer and have enjoyed Farmington Bay's wildlife since I

learned of it in 2008. Please preserve this area for the wildlife that lives here

and that which it migrates to it each year... The American Bald Eagles.

PLEASE, by doing so you are doing the right thing. I supported you with my

vote last year please continue to support us with your honorable right decision.

Best regards

cody hoagland spanish fork, UT 2013-06-13 I photograph Eagles there every year, its important habitat for  all water Fowl,

Save the Wet lands!

JoDell Parke Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 It's a simple equation; fewer roads + more accessible/affordable mass transit =

fewer cars and fewer noxious emissions = better air quality for all of us.

Determine your priorities governor and then stick to them!

Heidi Robb Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 Please don't put the highway in Farmington, we love it here. One one of the

reasons we moved here is because of the "small town" feel. We don't need

another road on the west side. Thank you.

Boni Peterson Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 Our state is beautiful and has the unique Great Salt Lake.  It seems drastic to

build such an invasive freeway and destroy such natural beauty.  Please put

the 600 million to better use.  Use the money to enhance and make the mass

transit more effective and efficient, so more people will be willing to use it.

Money has already been spent on the front runner, why not improve it and

make it affordable for commuters to use?  Have trains come more often, more

buses come more often, to make commuting using mass transit more

accessible and as I stated before more affordable.

Carolyn Tuttle SLC, UT 2013-06-13 We need those birds protected, for our own health and life;  that is way more

vital than traffic.

Elizabeth Moffat Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 I'm saddened, and extremely concerned that the adverse environmental affects

and compromised quality of living, overwhelmingly outweigh the need for yet

another freeway in the area.

Angela Bowker Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 I want to be able to preserve our beautiful environment for all the migratory

birds and for our families and children. Come and visit this area and see what

we are talking about. Thank you

Edward  Fisher Bountiful, UT 2013-06-13 I bird watch, hunt, walk, and bicycle in this area. It is a unique place that

deserves protection not destruction.

Mark Stackhouse Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 This highway would do incredible harm to a priceless and irreplaceable

ecosystem. It is not needed, and there are better alternatives for our

transportation.

JaNae Haycock Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 I don't understand why we need another freeway!  Let's put the money to better

use and encourage mass transit and other alternatives.  I love west

Farmington!  My family and I enjoy the trails and wetlands and the peace here.

The proposed freeway would destroy that.

Scott Dimmick Spanish Fork, UT 2013-06-13 The bald eagles, owls, foxes, and other wildlife must be left alone.

Katie Sorenson SLC, UT 2013-06-13 Pollution, birds, unnecessary road...need I say more!

mat mckenna Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 bad air pollution

Brittany Badger Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 Please do not fund the Worst Designed Corridor.



Name Location Date Comment

Andrea Richman Centerville, UT 2013-06-13 I volounteer at the great salt lake nature center where thousands of people

come each year to see the birds. Over 5 million birds migrate through there

each year. 2-4 hundred eagles alone come in the winter. Do we really want to

disrupt an area so vital to our national symbol, our bird population and the

precious education of our children. Nature matters. Please don't destroy one of

our last treasures in Davis county

Susan Snyder Ogden, UT 2013-06-13 I work as an outdoor educator, and this past year has been the absolute

WORST in terms of air quality. We don't need to make it more convenient to

commute long distances in personal vehicles. We need to make it more

convenient to use transit by funding it fully and by making it easier for people to

live closer to their jobs. You want to help commuters and improve air quality?

Make transit a BETTER option than personal vehicles. Many, many metro

areas have.

Amanda James Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 Please STOP the west corridor!

Christopher Strong Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 More roads are not necessarily the best solution to our transportation needs.

Charles Trentelman Ogden, UT 2013-06-13 clean air -- i am a lung disease survivor (so far).

Brian Holje Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 PLEASE, No loud freeway in my backyard

Randy Gardner Syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 We don't need more cars on the road---we need more informed people around

public transportation.  Less pollution in our already poor air quality

environment.

Kristine Hirschbeck Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 My understanding is that the road will create too big of an impact on the eco

system for a road that isn't necessary. I don't want my tax dollars going toward

this project.

Annie Huffman Syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 I live in Syracuse, and commute to Draper, which is approximately an hour

each direction. I can tolerate this commute because I live in a place where

there is still plenty of open space, and wildlife. As I drive home I have the

privilege of seeing cranes, herons, ibis, swan, geese, raven, kestrel, owl, hawk,

eagle, pheasant, duck, dove, red-winged blackbird, and any number of other

birds I cannot identify. We need to preserve open space, not just for ourselves,

but for the many many animals who rely on it. Who've relied upon it for

generations.

Jim Maxwell Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 Living in the Farmington Area I am very concerned about the decreased quality

of life this road will cause.  The road completely by-passes

Farmington/Kayesville and yet will fully impact both communities with increased

noise, pollution and decreased home valuations.  Please help your Davis

County constituents and do what you can to stop the funding for this project

and instead push for a Shared Solution that would better meet your stated

transportation goals.

Carol Clayton SLC, UT 2013-06-13 You say that we need to cut down on vehicle pollution.  Please follow through

by not funding the West Davis Corridor.  There are better solutions out there.

David Iltis Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 The West Davis Corridor would 

a. diminsh air quality.

b. impact wildlife

c. is a waste of taxpayer dollars since it would barely be used.

d. Would wreck recreational bicycling in West Davis County, including ruining

the Cycle Salt Lake Century, a ride that has over 2000 participants.

Michael Shaw Holladay, UT 2013-06-13 I am in this corridor consistently in late winter through mid summer monitoring a

long term nesting study. I cannot imagine the disruption this very questionable

project will bring to the wildlife, long time residents, and scenic qualities of the

area. And my lungs.
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Marti Grace Ashby SLC, UT 2013-06-13 Please follow through on your stated goal to deal with our pollution problem.

This means the need for you and UDOT to engage in a shared solution.

Please, Governor, do this for the people of your state.

Michael Milligan Bountiful, UT 2013-06-13 We have too much pollution of the air and wetlands already; this is a very

unwise choice.

deborah carter-drain Holladay, UT 2013-06-13 The State of UT has already lost 90% of our wetlands, which are critical to

maintaining clean water supplies, wildlife habitat, and healthy ecosystems.  We

also suffer from the dirtiest air in the nation, and a good part of the world.  The

construction of a road that is unnecessary based on projected population

growth that will contribute to urban sprawl; contribute to air, surface water,

groundwater, noise, light, and wetland pollution; contribute to further loss of

wetlands; and is contrary to smart growth is simply wrong.   In addition there

has been inadequate evaluation by UDOT to assess expanded mass transit

and to assess whether existing infrastructure can be utilized to improve traffic

flow at periods of high use, such as expanding existing roadways to manage

traffic more efficiently, creative intersections (Draper), lane direction changes

during peak flow (Taylorsville), etc.  What UDOT has effectively done is pit one

community against each other, instead of developing a communities-wide

approach to doing what is best for the impacted communities and the residents

of the Wasatch Front who all suffer from the effects of air pollution and to do

what is best for the Great Salt Lake ecosystem which is considered world-wide

critical habitat.  UDOT's approach is short-sighted and backward looking; A

1950's solution is inappropriate in 2013.  Please do what is right, do not

support this roadway with funding, require that UDOT perform further

evaluation of a Shared Solution, and support your own request of Utah citizens

to "drive less".  Just think what $600M dollars (in today's money) could do to

expand public transportation, existing infrastructure, and subsidize those with

limited resources to better utilize existing public transportation.  Utah has

already lost so much of what makes this State so incredible to developer's

greed and lack of appropriate oversight, it is time to stop.

Daniel Southerland Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 It is a misuse of funds

Jake Hanson Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 Highways like this represent antiquated thinking about how human beings

relate to the lands on which we live. We need real solutions to transportation

needs--like changing land use patters and building walkable/bikeable/public

transit friendly places.

Glen Bushman Syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 This road will create congestion on the under passes and split my city in two.

The road will be underutilized in a few years. Put the 600 Mil to better use with

alternate forms of transportation.

sean lang salt lake city, UT 2013-06-13 With some of the worst air in the country, we don't need another highway.  

We don't need to follow the Los Angeles model of growth of urban sprawl.

There are better alternatives that need to be explored.

Markus Mika Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 To reduce the severe impacts from increased traffic on my wife's asthma and

on my 3-yr old son's longterm health prospects!

Caroline Goldman Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 We need less pollution and more wild space -- not the opposite.

Brandee LeRoy Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 People make choices on where to live, very well knowing about commute and

congestion.  We don't need another road to destroy the calm, wildlife and air

quality of the western cities.  It seems that UDOT will not consider other

options.  I do not support the west davis corridor, nor do I want my taxes going

to pay for it.

Clint Huffman Syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 Because you'll destroy the wetlands I know and love and create a noisy

smoggy mess of my neighborhood.
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Jeanne Hauze Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 We are senior citizens who moved to West Farmington for the quiet and clean

air.  We understood the Legacy Highway extentsion and its approved route of

Shepard Lane. After carefully making a life decision, UDOT suddenly is

changing to a FREEWAY that will be in our back yard.  We constantly see

postings in the newspaper, and on the freeways encouraging us to "drive less"

because of the air quality.  We need more mass transit and fewer roads.  We

have a unique situation here with our wetlands and bird sanctuary.  This will be

destroyed, and who wants to see the sunset on the Great Salt Lake with a

raised road in the view?  Please support the citizens of Farmington, Kaysville

and Syracuse.  We do not want the freeway.  The only benefit will be to

developers who are looking to make money at our expense.  Thank you for

listening.

April Schow Draper, UT 2013-06-13 I'm signing to save the wetlands & the bird refuge. How many more roads do

we need!? If it's so important, look at other location options. I'm sure there are

some. Stop taking the "easy road."

Paul w Erekson Syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 Solving the pollution problem along the Wasatch Front is at least 10 times

(probably 50 times) more important than any other consideration. The way to

achieve a clean air Wasatch front is to significantly reduce or eliminate Fossil

fuel emissions. This can be achieved by switching from burning fossil fuels  to

electricity for powering our transportation vehicles. Great accomplishments can

be achieved by concentrating our minds, Talents, ingenuity and efforts in a

unified manner. Nothing is impossible for intelligent, committed individuals.

Julie Bushman syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 We live in the country We have pigs and chickens ducks cats dogs horses

cows. We have red fox, wild pheasant’s, wild geese, wild peacocks that nest in

our back fields. where will they go what will happen to all the wild life, my

neighbors raise cattle for a living on 2000 west if you take our homes or land he

loses his living. What’s he supposed to do?  Syracuse changed the plans form

the original place it was supposed to go we all checked with the city so we

bought and built now they changed and want to take our homes and lands it’s

not fair to us people that made plans and have the city UDOT change them

after 20 years. I could see it if we didn’t look into it but we did. Do the right thing

don’t build the highway.  is this important to you? (Optional) its my life its very

important.

Christine Grafer Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 Utah has some of the worst air quality in the country.  We don't need another

freeway, we need better public transportation solutions.

jodi singley Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 cleaner air

Beverly Hanson Salt lake city, UT 2013-06-13 I want to breathe clean air...or move out of a place I love.

Tyler Servoss Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 I live and recreate in the communites that are effected and do not want to see

the project go forward.

Jason Steed Syracuse, UT 2013-06-13 UDOT's solution doesn't consider viable alternatives to population growth and

transportation needs. Their freeway will be overbuilt and will not include any

restrictions that give Legacy Highway its appeal.

Philip EMMI Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-13 New road induce drawl and further traffic.

Daniel Davis Sandy, UT 2013-06-13 Pollution.

Darlene Gardner Farmington, UT 2013-06-13 This is road is absolutely useless for the city of Farmington there is no on ramp

or off ramp through the entire town. Leave the road where it was originally

planned to go through Shephards Lane.
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Traci Kite Hooper, UT 2013-06-13 I grew up in Syracuse, Ut. 2996 S. 2000 W. Our family has lived at this address

for 16 years. My parents and ALL of their neighbors went to Syracuse city and

asked the city officials where the Legacy highway was going to be built. ALL of

them were told that  Bluff road in Syracuse was going to become the Legacy

highway. All of these neighbors have either lived on this section of 2000 W.

most of their lives, or built their dream homes where they could be out in the

country, be able to have farms/ farm animals. These people have hundreds

upon thousands of dollars wrapped up into their homes and their land. If it

weren't for the city of Syracuse telling ALL of these people that Bluff road was

going to be Legacy highway, NONE of these families would have built their

home in that area. NOT ONE OF THEM!!!! And worse yet is that they city of

Syracuse is still allowing new homes to be built in this area. I am strongly

against putting this highway anywhere near this area. Their are better solutions

to help out our commute than this. Please don't make all of these hard working

families loose their homes, their property, their dreams and all the memories

each of our familes have made over the Legacy highway. I am sick to my

stomach and heartbroken that the city of Syracuse would choose to lie to its

citizens instead of telling the truth about where the Legacy highway was going

to go. Please Governor Herbert, choose a better plan, a better way. Thank you

so much for your time.

Sincerely,

Traci Kite

la roxe midvale, UT 2013-06-14 it is important because there isn't any room for this. Unless, you know a

magical way to create land mass. work within your means. incorporate mass

transit.

just don't do it.

Joy Bradley Helper, UT 2013-06-14 Many people built their homes (including my brother) where Syracuse promised

them would be safe and now they want to change that?  It is wrong.

Stephanie Moore Ogden, UT 2013-06-14 I like shared solutions for transportation - cars and trolleys/ trains and front

runner.

Patty Riddle Farmington, UT 2013-06-14 This highway affects my neighborhood, my city, and the air in which my

grandchildren breathe.

Daniel Bushman North Ogden, UT 2013-06-14 man its messed up dawg

Martha Westman Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 Please help protect this important area.  Please support the shared solution!

David Eccles North Salt Lake, UT 2013-06-14 This will devastate The wetlands at Farmington Bay Waterfowl Management

Area. We seem to build more and more roads to places less and less worth

going to.

Linda Emerson Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 We just moved out of state from SLC partly because of the terrible air quality.

Please help this improve!!

Bernadette Bittner Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 I value the wetlands for migratory pathways and the little air quality that we

struggle to maintain.  Please consider an alternative to this freeway by

improvement mass transit state systems. Thank you for your consideration.

Michelle Barber Kaysville, UT 2013-06-14 Preserve our quality of life and our animal populations!

Jennifer Perry Syracuse, UT 2013-06-14 I do NOT want the WDC to go through Bluff or close to schools!  Our children

and environment would suffer.  PLEASE stop this funding!  It is not worth it!

Jan Maxwell Albuquerque, NM 2013-06-14 I Can't See How This Will Help The Terrible Brown Cloud Thru The Beautiful

Area

Shelly Filgo Sandy, UT 2013-06-14 The reason we live in Utah is because we enjoy wildlife, outdoors we need

more of it not more Roads and Cars
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Ashton Jenkins Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 Farmington Bay is one of our family's favorite spots to enjoy nature.  Our little

boys were able to watch a family of foxes the last time we were there.  Also,

lets take care of the roads we have before building more roads that aren't even

a major need.

KATHY TATUM SALT LAKE CITY, UT 2013-06-14 Building a 600 million dollar freeway that UDOT's own data shows will be

"underutilized" by 2040, at the uncountable expense of critical habitat and

people's communities and air quality, just doesn't make sense.    We need a

collaborative approach, such as the shared solution to address future

transportation needs instead of more freeway.

Jennifer Bunker Ogden, UT 2013-06-14 Don't allow Utah's backroom good ol' boys to take away one of the rarest

treasures in the US - the Great Salt Lake! UDOT wants to ram a freeway that

by their own studies will be under utilized and will be loaded with signs and

pollution right through your neighborhood, our precious local farms, and our

irreplaceable wetlands and wildlife. Just say NO!

Amy Brunvand Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 We can't solve our air quality problems by building more freeways.  This is a

chance to do the right thing for the future by pursuing better transportation

options now.

Kyle Williams Syracuse, UT 2013-06-14 This will affect the value of my home, and the safety of my children.  They

attend a school that will be GREATLY impacted if this happens.

n burns Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 I want clean air.

Katie Sabey Farmington, UT 2013-06-14 Please do not allow the WDC to be built!!  There are better, less expensive

options!  We should be focusing on making mass transit more affordable and

reducing pollution.

Rebecca Steed Syracuse, UT 2013-06-14 Dear Governor, I am a spatial analyst studying the impacts of pollution on the

State of Utah. The correlation between transporation corridors and various

illness grows monthy as studies and reports find car emissions are some of the

most caustic forms of pollution to humans. Your healthcare costs for the State

will continue to increase unless a social-cultural, ecological system for

transportation is utilized.

Kathy Van Dame SLC, UT 2013-06-14 Mobil source emissions are choking us.  Road maintenance is underfunded at

the state, county and municipal level.  Before we build new roads that need

maintenance, let us take care of the roads we have.

Rob Tautges salt lake city, UT 2013-06-14 I just like breathing air and I very much dislike the fact that we continue to build

our cities in a very inneficient way.

Nancy Nielsen Farmington, UT 2013-06-14 I would like to be able to continue with the quality of life I enjoy in the country

with the sounds of frogs and birds the background music to my ears......not the

blaring of car horns, noisy traffic nor the sights of billboards cluttering the

beauty of the sunsets!

Amy Astle Encinitas, CA 2013-06-14 I lived near there for year and don't want to see the area marred by UDOT

Michael Dervage Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-14 Utahns DO NOT want freeways everywhere. Do not trade wetlands for more

cars. The current "transportation industry"  is milking this at the expense of

wildlife and more sane solutions to transportation. It's another case of a vested

interest pitted against straight thinking and planning.

Tish Lund Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 To save Farmington from added pollution.

Helen Jeppsen Smithfield, UT 2013-06-15 we need to preserve our mother earth

Christine Mikkelsen Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 Another freeway will not help our current air quality issues.  It will destroy land

and bird habitat that cannot be replaced.  I do not believe that it is the best use

of our tax dollars and I believe there are better options to correct our transit

issues.



Name Location Date Comment

David L Walton Orem, UT 2013-06-15 It is highly likely that the proposed freeway will have significant negative impact

on the wildlife of the Great Salt Lake wetlands through which, or near which,

this road will pass. More alternatives must be investigated.

Natalie Shurtliff Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 I moved to Farmington to enjoy the beautiful scenery, peace and quiet and

nature. If a freeway is built in my backyard, then every reason I moved here is

gone. I want a place to live that is healthy for my children. Please do not let this

freeway be built!

Diane Ruybal Layton, UT 2013-06-15 I have in the last years seen Utah lower it's standards of education and quality

of life for the residence of this state. Our mass transit with front runner was

suppose to help but costs were to high and even with gas prices it is still more

economical for most to drive rather than take mass transit. Try reworking that

system

Carson Gadd Cedar City, UT 2013-06-15 Please DO NOT spend my money on more freeways. I INSIST and DEMAND

that my money be spent in the best interests of Utahns, the air they breathe,

and future growth of the city. This will NOT come from a freeway. We need to

revamp our public transportation in a serious and ambitious way. The bus

system needs to fixed. The train systems need to be expanded. A subway

would be amazing. Use this money for public transportation to reduce

emissions, promote community, create affordable, quick, and effective

transportation for residents across the valley, and put the needs, interests, and

well-being of Utah residents above the profit interests of UDOT.

matt saylor farmington, UT 2013-06-15 Don't like the thought of displacing Eagles from their home and another

freeway is not needed.

Merilee MacKay Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 I want to preserve the community I live in.  we chose this town for specific

reasons that will be destroyed by this highway.

Darlene Fultz farmington, UT 2013-06-15 Because we need to preserve wildlife habitat and encourage clean air policies

and encourage public transportation over building more roads.

Mikell DeMille Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 We don't believe this will help Utahans air quality and does not support the use

of public transportation. We want a say in how the 600 million dollars of tax

payer money should be used. There has to be a better option such as the

shared solution option. Building another freeway is not always the right

solution.

carrie cox Bountiful, UT 2013-06-15 It's a huge display of backhanded dishonest politics.

Julie DeYoung Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-15 I have lots of family members who live in Davis county and do not want this

corridor to be funded.  Thank you for your time.

Janel Cottle Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 West Farmington is a very beautiful community that will be largely impacted by

a freeway coming here.  There is farmland, wetlands and property that has

been established because of the quiet beautiful town that Farmington is.  There

is no reason why using the Kaysville location would not be most effective.

Jenny Peterson Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 This road is completely unnecessary!  If you need the road, please stick to the

plan of where the corridor is actually built.  Those residents knew that the road

was planned for there and signed when they built their homes!  You are now

dividing Farmington into 4 different sections!

Izabelle Reece Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 I have a strong belief that if they were to build this it would ruin animal habitats

and result in many animal deaths. It would also ruin Farmington's beauty and

peacefulness creating a stressful area that people won't like as much anymore.

Lynn Carroll Ogden, UT 2013-06-15 I don't agree with adding highways to reduce congestion, because it

encourages use of cars.  I'm especially unhappy about the choice of a route

that passes so close to the Farmington Bay Nature Center and encroaches on

land that The Nature Conservancy is trying to protect from development.



Name Location Date Comment

Sheree Bennion Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 I live in the affected area

Randall Pinson Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 Because there will be a 30 foot overpass right next to my home and another 30

foot bridge about 100 feet from my warehouse in west Farmington.  Is this the

best idea we can come up with?  It certainly isn't the most creative.

Adam Smart Farmington, UT 2013-06-15 Farmington does not have room for a freeway, what is going to happen to the

wet lands and the animals that use them? I am very up set about the "back

door" deals going on with udot and developers and the people we have elected

to watch out for us.  I am worried about the noise and pollution this freeway will

create where ever it is put. Udot has done a great job putting neighbors and

friends against each other. Has Udot or any one noticed the school, Farmington

bay out here? What are we teaching out kids? I'm sad at what is so beautiful

and rare is going to be gone. And at last please don't make this about the

money and being responsible.

ELEANOR THOMPSON Ogden, UT 2013-06-16 I would prefer that money be spent on the existing infrastructure. Keep the

neighborhoods safe from emission pollution. Keep the wildlife in Farmington

Bay safe and pollution free.

Theron Twogood Fruit Heights, UT 2013-06-16 Former NPS Ranger/Naturalist. Former Bird Study Merit Badge Counselor for

BSA. LOVE BIRDS!

Chris Demille Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 We need cleaner air not 650 million dollar roads to increase car pollution

Jayden Carter Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 Save the eagles and all of the other birds at the bird refuge! Also save the

homes and families that will be affected from the new highway from having

troubles! Also I think it will also be a disaster to build a highway because of

costs and the economy being so bad that it will cause troubles most likely!

Save Farmington from a lot of troubles and issues!

mary ann tordiff farmington, UT 2013-06-16 to better preserve wildlife and farmlands and the beauty in west farmington. the

beauty.  take that money and make public transportation more affordable.

Charlotte Packer Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 Because UDOT did not stick to their original plan and I built my house with the

intent and knowledge that they were not going to build a freeway in my

backyard!

Chantelle Barker Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 We live in the country and want to keep it that way. The freeway was always

going to be in a different place, we checked the maps before we built our

house. Those houses who built on the original path should have know they

were taking a risk in building on a path for a future freeway. It is not fair to

change it now just because others choose to not care where they were

building. We did and do care and looked into it before we built.

MIchelle Carman Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-16 I'm sick and tired of Utah tearing up what open space we have for yet another

highway. If public transportation were more affordable on a daily basis and

reliable I would be more inclined to use it. It's time to think of the future and

change the mindset of Utah drivers and stigma of 'public transportation'.

Enabling more pollution when we're already advised to stay indoors in the

winter is ridiculous, please, let's come up with a better solution.

Crystal Lindeman Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 You can't let beautiful West Farmington be destroyed by a highway that isn't

even necessary. Please help us say NO to UDOT! Thank you!

Janet Pinson Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 I have children, their businesses, and friends and their homes that will be

sorely affected.  I also think this highway is ill-advised and expensive.  There

are many things that Davis County and the State would be better served with.

Brandon O'Brien Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 Environmental impact and location of the proposed road



Name Location Date Comment

Dale Shutt Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 It will affect noise as well as sight pollution, right by my house where I have

worked so hard to provide a clean and safe environment for my family.

It also ruins the parks that we use all the time

The bird refuge will also be affected. What a terrible loss

and finally this does not benefit anyone in our area. It does not give us any

easier access. This is where it appears those with money always run the

show!!!

Laura Hallen Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 This is NOT what Farmington needs.

Ryan Shurtliff Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 Another Freeway means another means for a pollution solution to our growing

population on the Wasatch Front. We need more clean methods of

transportation and roads that lead TOWARD mass-transit, not away from them.

Jon Shurtliff Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 This is NOT the right place for a Freeway! There are nature preserves,

wetlands, and a bird refuge that the freeway will travel right through. Even

some Eagle's trees with nests will be taken out for this road.

Stick with the ORIGINAL PLAN that Farmington laid out for this road - put it

where there is already land designated - closer to the Mass Transportation at

Farmington Station (not around it!). Closer to the main interchange that allows

ALL residents to use - not just people on the north end.

The residents of Farmington will have to put up with all the noise, pollution, and

unsightliness of the road, but there will be no interchange that allows us to

even use it.

Reduce the total number of miles of this freeway and move it North!

T. Thurgood Farmington, UT 2013-06-16 I am against the west davis corridor because it will be a huge negative impact

to our to our environment in this area.  There is so much wildlife in this area

and beautiful spaces that need to be preserved.  I feel that if the corridor does

go through that the Legacy highway to the east of us will be a waste, it will not

be used.  Also, the distance of on and off ramps is so long for emergency

vehicles that it just doesn't make good sense.  The residents that this option is

affecting have been in this area alot longer than the residents in Kaysville.  I

can't tolerate government planning and doing something and then later on

changing their minds.  It was planned to go through the Kaysville area,

subdivisions have been developed around the proposed highway and people

moved into that are knowing that the highway would go through one day.  I am

very against this highway and wish that the government would again hear the

people!

Lynn Nylund Sandy, UT 2013-06-16 I walked through a wetland in Farmington protected for the birds, and it will be

destroyed by the WDC freeway.

Stephanie Smith Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-16 I value our environment and want to protect the wetlands.  And it feels like this

deal was shady and lots of lies.  I am also surprised that the original route was

not used.

Jack Johnson Bountiful, UT 2013-06-17 We need to use mass transit and save tax payers money.  To cut down

pollution in our state.  Use freeways we already have. Widen I-15 and extend

Legacy highway is a better option.  Shared solution is the best option.

Andy Wykstra Syracuse, UT 2013-06-17 I originally thought it was going to be like Legacy now knowing if will be a full

access highway I am totally opposed 

Nelda Bishop Bountiful, UT 2013-06-17 Don't ruin my favorite wetlands where I get away from traffic to watch the

migration!   Let's get mass transit right and forget about building more freeway

that even UDOT admits will not be used much for years and years.  It goes

against all aspects of masterplanning.

Kathy Stockel North Salt Lake, UT 2013-06-17 The West Davis Corridor would increase cars on the road exacerbating our

"dirty air days".  Instead, let's keep Utah healthy and increase mass transit.



Name Location Date Comment

George Bachman Syracuse, UT 2013-06-17 This freeway is not required.  Use the funding to subsidize frontrunner, and

other mass transit instead of promoting more vehicle traffic.

Alan Burns Clemson, SC 2013-06-17 My son, daughter-in-law and three grandchildren live within 500 yards of this

proposed highway to nowhere.

Stephen Mikkelsen Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-17 Air quality is awful, let's not create more auto generated pollution

jon stevens Edmonton, AB, Canada 2013-06-17 Because I'm from Farmington, Utah and I love the quite peacefulness that we

have in the Ranches. If there is a highway through there, it would ruin that

peacefulness. please find a new solution. thanks.

Adelaide Ryder Salt Lake city, UT 2013-06-17 It is time to start recognizing that the air quality is hazardous to our health, and

make some changes for the better.

Erianne Poulson Farmington, UT 2013-06-17 I don't want to live this close to a freeway that is not built for Farmington

residents. I also don't want to deal with the emissions aspect & increase my

risk for asthma and lung related diseases.

Shelley Neville Farmington, UT 2013-06-17 It is where I live!!!

Wendy Parker Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-17 For the benefit of all....

Brett Bushman Syracuse, UT 2013-06-17 I do not want my city to be divided, nor do i want the traffic to come bringing

noise and pollution with it also it is taking families homes from them that they

have built and planned to live there the rest of there lives.

Fran Caughlan Fruit Heights, UT 2013-06-17 The bid refuge would be impacted as well as the issues stated in the petition.

Greg VanZweden Fruit Heights, UT 2013-06-17 Sick of pollution, and I don't want Lung Cancer

Pam Mattinson Farmington, UT 2013-06-17 We worked hard for over 20 years to be able to build our dream home. We

decided to build in Farmington because it was quiet and peaceful. There are so

many great people here that are raising great families. There is not a better

place to raise a family. We want to keep the peaceful, quiet, unhurried feeling

we have in Farmington. We want to keep our families healthy. We want to

preserve the beautiful views and landscape. We are very involved with

activities and the GSL Nature Center. What an amazing place to have so close

to home. Many of our scouts have completed eagle projects there and also

served out there. The highway will run right beside it. We love to see the eagles

early in the year when they stop to feed for a few weeks. Our children love to

count them. Who can say that? We love Farmington. Please help us keep the

peace. Thank you.

Jaimee McFarland Roy, UT 2013-06-18 Noise, Pollution, Totally Unnecessary.

Annalisse Anderson Utah, UT 2013-06-18 Not only did I use to live there, I love the nature and quietness that came when

I was there, that will be destroyed if there is a free way.

Lisa Coles Farmington, UT 2013-06-18 We do not want to see our kids have to grow up and go to school amongst all

the unhealthy air that a freeway mere feet away will create.

Michelle Belden Farmington, UT 2013-06-18 I love Farmington with open spaces to go walking and biking, these precious

areas will be gone forever with that freeway going in and destroying the beauty

and quite of west Farmington. The air quality is a huge problem in our valley

and that will only contribute to it. I believe there are better, cleaner, ways of

addressing the problem of congestion on our freeways.

Oren Child Hooper, UT 2013-06-18 25% of the homes that will be taken out by the unnecessary and unwanted

WDC "freeway" are at the end of the line in a small community in Weber

county. We are suffering a dissporportionate share of the burden . Improve the

roads we have and leave the "freeways' to the LA area. Learn from others

mistakes.



Name Location Date Comment

Andrew Warner Farmington, UT 2013-06-18 I want my kids to enjoy an upbringing not surrounded by the noise and air

pollution of this freeway. I don't want it to destroy our view of the beautiful

wetlands.

Lindsay Kossin Farmington, UT 2013-06-18 This would destroy property in my area.  It would also put the road right by a lot

of my friends and neighbors homes.  They have lived in a quiet secluded area

by choice, and that would destroy their way of life.

Kim Hudson Bountiful, UT 2013-06-18 To protect the environment, clean air, the bird refuge, and the people of

Farmington.

Nancy Tyson Fruit Heights, UT 2013-06-18 I do not believe we need more pollution in this area. We can find something

better for our air and less cost . $600 million to pollute our air more?? Lets be

smarter than this!!

Holly Taylor Farmington, UT 2013-06-19 Four of my family nembers have asthma. The pollution this will create twill be

very bad for their lungs and make it difficult to breath.

Ashley Huefner Farmington, UT 2013-06-19 We do not need the road through Farmington as we have 1-15 and highway

89....we do not need another road to add to the turmoil.

Stephanie Mercer Bountiful, UT 2013-06-19 Pollution and the birds.

LouWanda Child Hooper, UT 2013-06-19 We need to improve the roads we have, not build freeways that disrupt peoples

lives,homes, farms, wildlife and the enviroment.

Brad Rich Farmington, UT 2013-06-19 Please don't allow this road.  We really need ot look at all options.

Wendy Inkley Farmington, UT 2013-06-19 I just feel like the new homes on Shepherd were planning on this all along and

our homes were not built with this knowledge.

Ryan Gregerson SLC, UT 2013-06-19 I would rather see funding put into more public transit options such as front

runner. Also, the negative environmental impact.

Hans Ehrbar Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-20 I live in the same airshed.  We need better mass transportation.

chad nielson slc, UT 2013-06-20 I live in Utah and breathe the air. Enough with profit and oil over health already.

Heath Davis Farmington, UT 2013-06-20 Governor, do not fund this road.  We do not need this road here in Davis

County, what we need is a shared solution with smarter roads such as

boulevards.  That link to mass transit and allow for other methods of

transportation.  Please stop killing us slowly with these unnecessary freeways.

Support better city planning and growth and no more urban sprawl.  Thanks for

representing us and our counties wishes to decrease pollution and pursue a

shared solution.

Jason Rampton Eagle River, AK 2013-06-20 I came to Alaska by military assignment but I was raised in Syracuse.  We have

owned our family farm for 5 generations.  We have endured many struggles to

keep it.  It is wrong to have our own state government cut a 250 foot swath

right thru our farm.  It would greatly damage our property.  It would be legalized

theft.  I respectfully request that Gov. Herbert call me at 907-694-9563 (H) or

907-694-5207 (W).  I feel like I deserve to be heard

Karen Rasmussen Ogden, UT 2013-06-20 We need better transportation!

Ashley Squires Farmington, UT 2013-06-20 It's time to think about the environment and the important role it plays in our

lives. It is time to think about our children and the negative impacts our choices

will have on them and future generations.  It's time to pay into a

environmentally friendly solution.

Matt Pacenza Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-20 We've got enough highways in Utah. Time for some 21st Century vision.

Forrest Gladding Salt lake City, UT 2013-06-20 Air quality is a real issue in our state and I feel the Corridor is not the solution to

our air and transportation problems!

Luisa Larson Farmington, UT 2013-06-20 Safety for my family



Name Location Date Comment

Marie Fulmer Kaysville, UT 2013-06-21 I live in nearby Kaysville and I value the wildlife this project would disrupt.

Anne Terry Austin, TX 2013-06-21 The best thing Utah has going for it is its natural beauty and wildlife.  The worst

thing it has going on is the horrible air quality along the Wasatch Front.  This

corridor destroys the natural beauty and encourages people to continue to

pollute the air.  Use the money instead to make mass transit for affordable.

Helen Dishaw Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-21 I'd like to be able to breathe clean air and we're only making our already bad

problem worse. Our wetlands are important and valuable - we should be

preserving and protecting them, not paving them over.

Beverly Blenkinsop kaysville, UT 2013-06-21 the bald eagles need a home!!!

Rick Shurtliff North Salt Lake, UT 2013-06-21 Overall quality of life for me and my extended family.

Sydnie Shurtliff Bountiful, UT 2013-06-21 I feel it is only fair to put the road where UDOT had warned home owners

BEFORE they built that a road might be going through it.  The Grover Lane

option is putting a road where no one if the area of the road can even access.

Put it with the Farmington interchange

Heidi Bitton Ogden, UT 2013-06-21 Our natural wildlife and open space is more important than more roads to be

driven on. If you can't plan your cities wisely without adding more roads as an

afterthought, you shouldn't be planning the city! Utah can barely take care of

the roads it has now.

Lauren King San Antonio, TX 2013-06-21 This corridor is expensive for your taxpayers and (important to me and your

grandkids) destroys wetlands!

Abigail Buchmiller Farmington, UT 2013-06-21 We love our neighborhood. Please reconsider

John Wilkes Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-21 The decreasing air quality along the Wasatch Front affects everyone's health.

We need to do more to improve it, along with reducing traffic congestion,

keeping our water sheds and waterways within and around our city cleaner.

Wildlife is also impacted up and down the food chain. We are destroying the

natural beauty of our Earth with overcrowding and fossil fuels. It needs to stop,

and alternative forms of transport and energy must be adopted, not today, but

yesterday.

KayeLynn Farnsworth Farmington, UT 2013-06-21 I live in this city, I chose to raise my family in a quiet, loving community and I

would like it to stay that way.

Brittani Pyper Farmington, UT 2013-06-22 One of the biggest reasons we love living on the west side of Farmington is the

quiet, beautiful country-like setting. Life seems a little slower-paced out here,

yet is still conveniently close to everything. We love to visit the bird refuge and

walk the trails weekly, and that would truly be ruined by running a freeway in

the middle of all of it.

Susan Skankey Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-22 We just need better public transportation, not more cars.

Laura Jamison Layton, UT 2013-06-22 I feel residents of the neighborhoods affected to should say in what is built in

their communities. These are their homes, their communities. They should be

respected. There are other options available and it's each parties responsibility

to truly consider all possible option and come to an acceptable agreement.

gary berger farmington, UT 2013-06-22 We need to drive less. This freeway would make more driving trips possible.

Please support shared solution.

Jana Rae Grose Midway, UT 2013-06-22 My grandchildren attend the school that this freeway will impact.  Why would

you want to ruin the wetlands in this area?

NaKeisha Moffett Bountiful, UT 2013-06-22 My family lives in the neighborhood that would be affected, and I lived there for

quite a few years. I feel there are other options that would be much more fair to

everyone involved.



Name Location Date Comment

Jaci Patterson Gentry, AR 2013-06-22 I am from that area and my family still lives there. I want to preserve the beauty

they live in and not fill it with a freeway.

Heather Morgan Draper, UT 2013-06-22 I think putting in a full freeway would be not only an eyesore but increase

driving and pollution.  I love the beautiful area that is West Farmington and I

vote we keep it beautiful while still making it useful with a shared soloution.

David Kowallis Syracuse, UT 2013-06-23 It is important to me because if this corridor is built, my wife and I will lose our

home.  We have it almost paid off, and are planning on retiring within the next 5

years.  We have no children and this is our home.  We have alot of memories

here and we don't really want to have to start over.  Because of the economy

and retirement, we won't be able to get a loan to purchase another house let

alone pay for one.  Also, we already have enough air pollution.  Isn't the

corridor defeating your purpose when you request that we drive less?  We don't

want this corridor to divide our city.  PLEASE don't build it.

Kristin Barrus Lehi, UT 2013-06-23 This will destroy prime habitat that is needed for our environment

Kim Bullock North Salt Lake, UT 2013-06-23 For the health of my grandchildren, breathing bad air. It would be right in their

back yard.

David Druker Holladay, UT 2013-06-23 Governor, 

This highway is not needed and and will cause unnecessary destruction of

wetlands and housing.

Nate Cook Farmington, UT 2013-06-23 I'm personally concerned with the effect this freeway will have on Farmington

and my neighborhood in particular. Farmington has no benefit of having

another freeway running through it, and yet will incur all of the noise, pollution,

and health effects that come along with it. Utah has some of the worst air

quality in the nation and it would be in everyone's best interest to put our

money and efforts towards a better run, cheaper, and more efficient public

transportation system. I also think it would be terrible to destroy the wildlife,

beauty and peacefulness that we have here in the Farmington Bay.

Keslee Tyson Farmington, UT 2013-06-23 No more pollution!!

Fay Croxford Layton, UT 2013-06-23 Our kids live really close to the proposed corridor in their dream house built just

1.5 yrs ago.  We hope for a better solution to the transportation needs.

Jeffrey Moon Clearfield, UT 2013-06-23 I do ot want this freeway built because it posses risks to my daugther's school.

Kevin Humberstone Portland, OR 2013-06-23 To ensure our continued existence, on this planet, is a healthy one, having

clean air is a necessary step. Plus if there is any hope of me moving back to

Salt Lake, healthy, clean air must be achieved.

vivian schneggenburger salt lake city, UT 2013-06-23 I am an active birder & have spent many wonderful hours in Farmington Bay &

on the Nature Conservancy property.  Can't imagine loosing this resource!  We

all need places to go to breathe easily & enjoy the solitude.

Eric Wanner Syracuse, UT 2013-06-24 This a complete waste of my tax dollars!  I will vote people into office who

agree with me on this issue.

Collete Anderson Ogden, UT 2013-06-24 We have legacy highway that gets hardly any use. Put this money toward more

exits for legacy and toward our schools instead of wasting it on another

freeway that is not needed!

Joyce Bleazard Eagle Mountain, UT 2013-06-24 I sign this for many reasons; it doesn't seem necessary, it is detrimental to the

environment, it is damaging to the health of those people living nearby, a lot of

cost for something people don't want.  The money is needed in the schools and

other places. That's just a few reasons.



Name Location Date Comment

Angela Davis Farmington, UT 2013-06-24 I love Farmington. I hate the idea of having a major road built that will

negatively impact us all. The pollution, the impact it will have on the health of all

those who live nearby,  the damage it will cause to the wildlife, and the cost

associated with it are all reasons not to build this road. Our state needs

someone to be an advocate for cleaner air. We need to improve our current

methods of transportation instead of building a new road that encourages more

driving. There are so many reasons not to build this road, please listen to these

concerns.

Jon Berry Kearns, UT 2013-06-24 Do not fund this road!  It's a ridiculous tax burden.

Greg Berry Springville, UT 2013-06-24 I have family that lives there.

Sarah Mackliet Farmington, UT 2013-06-24 Because I live by the free-way and I don't see any positives.

Tara Stewart Bountiful, UT 2013-06-24 I live in Farmington and want to protect the beauty of this city.  A freeway is

absolutely NOT needed.

Gail Prims Layton, UT 2013-06-24 Our communities do not need the added pollution of another freeway.  We

need to look for other smarter solutions beyond paving over our beautiful

wetlands and farmlands.

Catherine Sharpsteen Fruit Heights, UT 2013-06-24 Wetlands, open space protection, air quality, efficient transportation planning

Cinnamon Fox Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-24 I live and breath in Utah. Are air quality is horrible plus I don't own a car I take

the bus or ride my bike. It's so important for Utah to get with it. Lets breath

again.

Betty Berry Seneca, MO 2013-06-24 We visit Utah all the time, and the pollution is horrendous. We have loved ones

affected by it.

Mary McKinley Ogden, UT 2013-06-24 The proposed West Davis corridor is not the best location.  It will have a

devestating impact on the environment and on species such as the bald eagle.

Additionally, if it is determined that a new road is essential to our future, it

should be located where it is needed the most.  It is needed the most where the

population is the most dense - not the least dense.

Amy Sessions Syracuse, UT 2013-06-24 I don't feel this road is needed and the money that it will cost is too much.

Leslie Hugo Sandy, UT 2013-06-24 Please consider other transportation means that will cut down on more cars on

the road and help our air pollution problem!!!

Alan Berry Seneca, MO 2013-06-24 Too much pollution!

Lincoln Hobbs Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-24 Improvements in our air quality will require a change in mindset.

Tim Bleazard Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-24 I have brothers and sisters, nieces and nephews there that I wanna keep safe

and help keep the noise down for them.

Christy Bills salt lake city, UT 2013-06-24 Pleae do not let our air quality and our bird refuges be impacted more!

Steve Wasmund Bountiful, UT 2013-06-24 Encouraging driving, by making it easier and faster and keeping it cheap, is

moving in the wrong direction!

Lisa Saunders Syracuse, UT 2013-06-24 A raised freeway will ruin our city and all it stands for.

Bruce Ewert Sandy, UT 2013-06-24 We do NOT need more highways!

Catherine Jorgensen Brighton, UT 2013-06-24 We need to work more to protect the environment.

Glenda Cotter Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-24 Habitat loss is one of the primary threats to migratory bird species, and the

proposed West Davis Freeway would degrade or destroy critical habitat on the

shores of the Great Salt Lake.

alvin ogles farmington, UT 2013-06-24 I've been a resident of Farmington for 13 years now and own 2 homes here.  I

love nature and beauty of the wetlands and I spend time at Farmington Bay.  I

don't want a highway messing up the area I live to accomodate the people who

chose to live in west Davis County.  No more highways in Farmington!



Name Location Date Comment

Michelle Finley Farmington, UT 2013-06-24 We will be affected by the pollution, noise, traffic, loss of wet lands

Amy Peterson Layton, UT 2013-06-24 I have a 6 year old who loves to play in the backyard and it's just really to close

to home, we want clean AIR!!!

Susan Hawkins Davis, CA 2013-06-24 My daughter's home backs up to the proposed freeway.

Emily Hanna Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-24 I have a lot of family in Davis County, this will not only effect them, but us living

in the valley as well, there is absolutely NO need for a third freeway when we

have a second that barely gets any use.

Jeni Miller Syracuse, UT 2013-06-24 We specifically chose Utah to live in because of the values Utah espouses. My

husband works in Salt Lake and commutes by train every day. Even though his

commute would be lessened if there was a large highway right outside our

door, it is not worth the pollution, noise, division of community, destruction of

wetlands, etc. that would ensue. Please do not destroy our community when so

many other forms of public transportation would be more beneficial.

Brad Finch Syracuse, UT 2013-06-25 Road is too close to residents, destroys park and trail system, runs through a

elementary school's parking lot, and is destructive on the residential community

Brad Peterson Farmington, UT 2013-06-25 I was hoping to use front runner, but found it to be so costly. Money should be

used to make mass transit more affordable and accessible.

Suzanne Oborn Ogden, UT 2013-06-25 Utah has been ranked second in the country for the highest increase in

temperatures. More cars driving on more freeways won't help. Think of a way

to reduce the number of cars on the roads and freeways.

Lee Walker Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-25 the lake wetlands are critical habitat for thousands of migratory birds.  We need

birds and bees, not development that destroys their nests and food sources,

and encourages urban sprawl and auto polution.

Connie Cook Centerville, UT 2013-06-25 I don't think it is worth the money to take it west just tie it in to Sheperd lane.

Jeff Cook Centerville, UT 2013-06-25 Don't spend the money just tie in to Sheperds lane

sara straw aurora, UT 2013-06-25 the world continues after our lives are over.  It seems short sighted, selfish, and

brutal to make decisions that only benefit a few in the short term, while

poisoning the many in the long term.  This is how HISTORY works.

Lin Ostler Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-25 Marsh birds, wildlife, natural habitat's importance in the balance of life.

ENCOURAGES MORE driving.

Gretchen Lund Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-25 My children and grandchildren live right where this corridor would be built.  It

would impact them greatly by creating pollution, noise and ruining the

landscape.  Please do not fund this!!!

Jane Rasmussen Boise, ID 2013-06-25 We need to preserve nature.

Bryce Perry Syracuse, UT 2013-06-26 more traffic issues;  pollution and safety of environment;  safety of families

Jill Westergard Roy, UT 2013-06-27 The pollution in this state is insane, there is no need to add more!

Tricia Roundy Syracuse, UT 2013-06-27 Let's work together to find ways to ENHANCE Syracuse.  

As I look around at other cities in Utah, I see some that have tried to develop

wisely and have maintained the beauty of their neighborhoods (such as

Farmington)..... and I have seen others that have a huge tax base, at the

expense of families and neighborhoods (West Valley, for example).  Running a

freeway along, the now beautiful,  Bluff Road will ultimately uglify our city.  The

families along Bluff Road who work hard to keep our yards beautiful, will not

stay in this area next to a noisy freeway.  It will become an area of blight.  Our

City leaders are insisting that the corridor be as close to Wal-Mart as possible,

but at what cost?  Our families are at the mercy of UDOT, and our own mayor,

who are "selling us down the road" .



Name Location Date Comment

Constance McManus Nibley, UT 2013-06-28 There are several reasons why I am signing this petition.  1)  I want to see the

rampant, uncontrolled, disorganised development that is occurring in Utah.

This road is, in all truth, unnecessary and really should not be built at all.  We

have the infrastructure for public transportation in place that can be - and

needs to be - more fully utilised.  There many good reasons why more people

do not commute by train or bus and UTA should address these issues to gain a

larger ridership.  The dollars spent to build this unnecessary road would serve

the people of Utah better by investing in UTA instead.  By building this road, we

will be creating more traffic than reducing it.  The way to get people off the

interstate for their daily commute is to enhance public transportation, not build

more roads that really don't go anywhere. By that, I site the Legacy Parkway as

an example.  This road is a shortcut between  I-15  and I-215.  It doesn't take

you into Salt Lake or anywhere usefull.  The biking path is wonderful and is a

nice thing to have, but the divided 4-lane road is unnecessary.  The West Davis

Corridor will be a nowhere road.  This segues into  2) the wetlands are

important bird and wildlife habitat.  This is not only important for the other

creatures we share this world with, it is important for humanknd as well. God

provided a beautiful world for us to live in and enjoy.  There needs to be

balance in all things.  Development in Utah is overtaking the things that make

this state worth living in ... The wild places, the farms, the wetlands.

Development along the Wasatch Front is a cancer that will poison us all.  I do

not want a compromise to this road - I DO NOT WANT IT AT ALL!!

Lee Hester Layton, UT 2013-06-28 I have an interest in conserving the Farmington Bay water foul management

area.. This corridor with destroy and further encroach on habitat that is already

short in supply for our future generations. I am in favor of a low impact solution

and not the corridor plan that has been put into place.

Janet Frost Salt Lake City, UT 2013-06-28 It seems there are better alternatives to another highway--alternatives that will

not damage surrounding homes and wildlife and that won't further contribute to

our air pollution.

Candice Hansen Layton, UT 2013-06-30 It will run right next to my kids school, ruining the beautiful environment, quiet

area, and further pollute the air.

Kathy Knight Farmington, UT 2013-07-01 Have you seen the wildlife & bikers in this area?  More road = less carpool &

Trax.  If the road needs to go in, keep it where it was originally planned not

where thousands have moved to enjoy the rural feel only to find out an ugly

freeway will be their view!  Please help & please listen.

Ji Yeong Mun Orem, UT 2013-07-01 Aside from all the proposed hazards outlined in the letter (pollution, cost,

environment, health, disincentive to use mass transit, etc.), I have nieces and

nephews that live in that area and attend Eagle Bay Elementary who, along

with their classmates, are too precious to expose to such ill-advised,

unnecessary and unhelpful changes to their quiet, peaceful and innocent way

of life. Also, having lived and having been a commuter in Utah for most of my

life (from Provo to Logan), I have, for the most part, appreciated the

construction and updates to our freeways up to now. Looking at the proposed

corridor alternatives, I see no real solutions that would benefit even the rural

areas the corridor accesses. All I see is a freeway going and literally ending no-

where that seems to be masquerading as "infrastructure."  If, along with that

ruse includes the hefty price tag of air pollution infecting our children's health

attested to by our physicians, I strongly encourage Governor Herbert to choose

the better and smarter solutions UBET and the Sierra Club is proposing. 

Sincerely, 

Ji Yeong Mun, RN



Name Location Date Comment

Kilyoung Kim Orem, UT 2013-07-01 Utah does not need more pollution, more negative impact on the environment,

more taxes for a freeway that won't be used, or more disruption to our

cherished quaint family-oriented neighborhoods.

Kilyoung Kim, Ph.D.

Melanie Fairchild Kaysville, UT 2013-07-04 The corridor will be too close to my residence.

Josh Taylor Salt Lake City, UT 2013-07-06 It's my understanding that this project destroys bird and other wildlife habitat in

the Farmington Bay WMA area which is a national treasure. Please find a

better solution.

Janelle Heck Salt Lake City, UT 2013-07-07 We are sick, sick, sick of our dirty air. Funds should instead be set up for more

mass transportation and pollution cutting programs.  I am also sick of the

administrative payments to employees of UDOT who have sent Utah on a

gluttony filled road building empire.  It is important to preserve our wetlands so

that we can have healthy living environments for humans and animals alike.

Lorraine Miller Teasdale, UT 2013-07-07 protection of wetlands and wildlife habitat is critical to the survival of everyone!

Andrew Spencer Cottonwood Heights, UT 2013-07-07 Government is by the people, for the people. This is obviously not what the

people want. There are other solutions.

Kathy Olsen Salt Lake City, UT 2013-07-08 This is critical habitat for many species and does not need to be eliminated

because of poor planning and sprawl.

Dave hensler American Fork, UT 2013-07-11 Save the wild life

Megan Dyreng Farmington, UT 2013-07-11 We moved to Utah from the Dallas, TX area two years ago.  We chose to

purchase a home in Farmington as we wanted a nice, quiet, safe area to raise

our children.  We loved the quiet rural atmosphere of West Farmington.  Many

people live in West Davis County for the same reason.  A freeway will ruin our

quiet communities, pollute our air, and destroy the wetlands.  We need to

improve our air quality, save the wetlands, and work together to find a "shared

solution!"

Ray Janus Gilbert, AZ 2013-07-12 Governor;

As the former Commodore of the Great Salt Lake Yacht Club (1989-91), it was

with great regret that I had to follow many of my fellow sailors to deeper waters,

most to San Diego, and in my case, to Lake Pleasant, AZ. Where we used to

see millions of dollars of fine large boats on the GSL, I believe that ours was

the last to leave the GSL south marina in 2009, due to the danger of being

stranded in the marina from the dropping lake levels. 

This resulted in my belief from developments of one of the greatest treasures in

the western US, and my understanding is that the West Davis Corridor will add

significantly to further degradation of the lake. While it may mean a different trip

for Ogden-SLC commuters, I predict that the exposed GSL bottom will result in

measureable mercury and other toxins to be released over the Wasatch Front,

as the ever increasing storms dramatically increase the PM-10s from the lake,

something noticeable by my friends at the GSL marina, and also in the glorious

sunsets on the GSL, in large part resulting from this airborne contamination. 

My suggestion is to focus on expanding light rail between Ogden-SLC, to tie

into the excellent transit system already in Salt Lake City.

Doing otherwise will continue the migration out of the Wasatch Front, as I find

that more and more former Utah residence are calling Arizona their new home.

Please consider the above in your decision.

Kathlene Butler West Valley City, UT 2013-07-30 This highway will allow more traffic, and will encourage people to drive more,

not less.  Those who live within 2 miles of a freeway are the most victimized by

this pollution. UDOT is ignoring the entire body of medical research that would

condemn this project as a serious health hazard.  Please research and

consider other alternatives.



Name Location Date Comment

Angie Branch sandy, UT 2013-07-30 The great salt lake and its wetlands are important to me.

Darlene Jones Layton, UT 2013-07-30 It's time for our children to be protected from the pollution in our environment.

It's time we take the action in  the beginning of a learning experience for our

dear little ones. That expericence is Mass Transit and doing everything in our

know to save Mother Earth!!!   Let's Take It On!!!   And So It Is!!!

Tyra Williamson Farmington, UT 2013-08-03 This is my home and my community.  There's no place like it and it's unique

attributes will all go away if another highway gets torn into it.  Why can't we

think outside of the little box and make a change for the better--not worse?

Stephanie Dolmat-

Connell

Park City, UT 2013-08-07 The Great Salt Lake and its wetlands are a major migratory and nesting

corridor for bird species.  These birds and their habitat are the very fabric of

what makes our state unique and beautiful.  Let's preserve the beauty we have

for future generations to enjoy rather than put highways through a piece of

paradise on earth.

Sylviau Gray Salt Lake City, UT 2013-08-14 UDOT's proposed extension of West Davis Corridor would be a disaster for tax

payers, our health and the environment.

Fred Adler Salt Lake City, UT 2013-08-19 I enjoy the outdoors and the rare beauty of the Great Salt Lake and the birds

that need it.  Please do not use tax money to endanger this, and instead do

what's best for both transportation and the environment.

Starleen ORULLIAN SLC, UT 2013-08-21 I believe the shared solutions is a better way to resolve the issues and is a win

win.

Mary Jones Sandy, UT 2013-08-21 Let's work at finding solutions to our poor air quality.

Mark Kindred Salt Lake City, UT 2013-08-22 This is an unneeded road for that will encourage more development on native

wild lands in a place that already has an interstate and a major state freeway

going through these communities. Coordinate public transit better rather than

build a new road!

Adam Fischmann New York, NY 2013-08-22 As a frequent visitor to Utah, I know the severe air pollution that plagues the

city. More freeways will only make this worse. Please expand the train network!

Jay Blain Salt Lake City, UT 2013-08-22 A shared solution is a better way to go!

Gwen Crist SLC, UT 2013-08-26 Preserving farmland, and Utah's quality of life, is of utmost importance. We

must think of the future in our planning and not just the immediate. Funding

should be directed toward smart growth and mass transit projects instead of

another highway.

Bill Wegesser SLC, UT 2013-08-26 Increased freeway construction  and congestion does not solve the problem!

Look forward to the future rather than the past for solutions.

KENNETH HANSEN LAYTON, UT 2013-08-26 REMEMBER THE GOLD AND BALD EAGLE PROTECTION ACT ?

Ryan Metzger sandy, UT 2013-08-27 Air pollution is a problem in our state



Name Location Date Comment

suzanne McDougal South Jordan, UT 2013-08-28 We killed the Jordan River and are having to spend millions to try to resuscitate

it. Doesn't it make more sense to save the Davis County Wetlands now instead

of having to resurrect them later? We have alternatives,    Please, please,

please don't do this to the wetlands that are nationally known as a

breeding/migration/feeding ground for some of our continent's most

endangered and most beautiful species. I am not an "Environmentalist" I am

just a person who cares that we still value life on our planet other than just

human life. I wish I could send you pictures of some of the amazing things I

have seen and experienced in and around Farmington Bay Migratory Bird

Refuge and all of the wetlands that run along Legacy Freeway to the Willard

Bay area. Bald Eagles have flown right over my head there. The Heron nesting

platforms are a little microcosm of the way we interact as humans.

Please use a solution that will preserve these wetlands. I promise you that it

will be a huge loss for our children and grandchildren and their children if we

don't. 

Thank you for your time.

Carole Straughn Salt Lake City, UT 2013-08-29 In the long term economy and ecology are the same thing. No economy can

operate without clean air, clean water, fertile soil and the myriad other services

provided by the natural world--overlooked because no money changes hands.

We cannot afford to destroy the ecology of West Davis County.  Let's build

smarter, not bigger.



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: STARLEEN ORULLIAN

Comment #:

I ask that UDOT reconsider the WDC in the form of a SHARED SOLUTION.  Not often do we have other viable 
options, but in the situation we do.  Before a final decision is made sincerely hope our decisions are a win win on 
this topic where it certainly can be.  Thank you for taking the time to read my post.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

997



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Dennis P Law

Comment #:

I urge you to consider the shared solution. This is a much better option than the WDC. The WDC is the worst 
thing possible for this area. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Thomas Bland

Comment #:

Will the current project along Bluff Road where the U S Corp of Engineers is forcing Syracuse City to restore 
wetlands that they had previously covered up impact the decision of UDOT regarding the WDC placement?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Rebecca Fenton

Comment #:

Must we destroy more wetlands? If we insist on building this western Davis corridor then these roads should be 
elevated. Yes, this is cost prohibitive but if it were a toll road then that will help pay for construction and 
maintenance.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Natalie Larson

Comment #:

There have been reports of a possible interchange needed at Clark Lake in Farmington despite there being no 
mention of this in the DEIS.  IF a connector road is going to be needed along this route in Farmington, why has 
there been no mention of it in the DEIS?  With the very close proximity to an elementary school and 
neighborhood park, and likely home demolitions, it seems as though this should be part of the DEIS as possible 
impacts.  Shouldn't all of the parties involved in reviewing the plans for this freeway know the possible 
implications and impacts of the connector roads and interchanges that will also be needed to make the freeway 
accessible and beneficial to local communities, and why weren't these considered in the DEIS?  If a connector 
road and interchange will truly be needed in Farmington and Clark Lane is a consideration, this needs to be 
addressed in any EIS that is pushed forward for approval so everyone can see just how many negative impacts 
the WDC would have on a community that has no need for the freeway in the first place.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kristy Powell

Comment #:

When all this WDC was set out at even at all the public hearings, etc. THERE WAS NO OFF RAMP IN 
FARMINGTON. Now there is this huge nightmare projected to run off Clarke Lane, right by Eagle Bay 
Elementary and a public park. How many deaths is it going to take for you to realize this is NOT a good plan?!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: slc

Name: Lionel Trepanier

Comment #:

This project proposal does not comply with the law.  COnsider these issues:

LEDPA The steepest hurdle in obtaining a Clean Water Act section 404 permit is complying with the EPA's 
404(b)(1) guidelines to select the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative. There is no way that 
the Glover Lane alternative is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative. Explain how UDOT 
has come to this conclusion. Can UDOT demonstrate that no less environmentally damaging practicable 
alternative is available? What about the Shared Solution? Isn't that less environmentally damaging and 
practicable?

EXHAUSTING ALL OTHER OPTIONS - Other options, like the Shared Solution, are available that could improve 
projected transit ridership, including expanded express bus service operating in bus-only or bus/high occupancy 
vehicle (HOV) lanes, additional park and ride facilities, commuter rail operating at greater frequencies, 
subsidized or free fares, rail transit combined with local shuttles to provide additional access to employment sites 
and midday destinations, rail transit combined with land use measures (such as density requirements near 
station locations), and combinations of these options. Can UDOT honestly say that these options, and others like 
them, have been fully examined in order to satisfy the test that all alternatives to building West Davis Corridor 
have been exhausted?

 EPA SAYS AVOID WETLANDS TO MAXIMUM EXTENT POSSIBLE - According to a letter from the EPA to 
UDOT January 6, 1999, the wetlands along the shore of the Great Salt Lake  . . . are part of the Western 
Hemispheric Shorebird Reserve Network, providing resting, feeding, breeding, nesting, and rearing habitat for 
numerous species and millions of individual shorebirds, wading birds, and waterfowl. Many of these are 
migratory, while some are year-round residents. In addition to those avian species that are commonly recognized 
as specifically requiring wetlands and other aquatic habitats, the project area wetlands and playas serve the 
needs of many passerine and raptor species. The habitat values of the area wetlands alone make it imperative 
that these wetlands be avoided to the maximum extent practicable. What has UDOT done to avoid these 
wetlands?

DEADLY FOG - West Farmington suffers from SEVERE fog, especially in the winter, and most often during 
peak traffic hours (morning or evening). Often the fog is so bad that homes are not even visible from the street. 
Wonâ€™t it be deadly to have 70 mph traffic driving thru such conditions?

WILD LIFE - Species of Concern that have been identified in Farmington Bay, such as the Bald Eagle, the 
American White Pelican, the Burrowing Owl, and the Ferruginous Hawk etc. will be impacted by the proposed 
freeway. Has UDOT considered the Ecological and Beneficial Use Assessment of Farmington Bay Wetlands 
study done by Theron Miller, PhD and Heidi Hoven, PhD, and others like it (and if so, which studies) to determine 
both the direct and indirect impacts to these and other wildlife species? Additionally, the Great Salt Lake will 
have detrimental impacts as a result of road runoff which will include oil and gas byproducts.

AIR POLLUTION HEALTH HAZARDS  People living within 2 miles of a freeway live in a zone of increased air 
pollution. Those within 165 feet are exposed to 25-30 times more fine particulate matter than other people, and 
studies show this increases heart and lung disease, strokes, mortality rates, affects pregnancy outcomes, leads 
to cancer and autism etc. Freeways are literally cancer and autism corridors. How many homes will be within a 2 
mile corridor of the proposed WDC? What studies has UDOT considered regarding air pollution and health 
hazards? If none, why not?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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UDOT'S OWN OBJECTIVES CONTRADICTIONS - One stated objective is to support the objectives of the 
adopted local land use and transportation plans for communities west of I-15 in Weber and Davis Counties. This 
freeway goes against the transportation plans and land-use plans for Farmington City, so UDOT is clearly not 
meeting this stated objective. Why not?

SOUND POLLUTION Legacy Parkway had special pavement used to reduce the noise associated with that 
Parkway. The proposed elevation of the freeway will cause sound to carry further into our neighborhoods. This 
was demonstrated this past winter when fog caused the noise from a bombing exercise on the Great Salt Lake 
bombing grounds to roll through the entire Salt Lake valley. I do not see that any actions been taken to reduce 
the noise levels that will impact our neighborhoods perhaps lower speed limits, special pavements, sound walls, 
etc. These considerations should be made for the benefit of the community and the costs should be included in 
the DEIS.
LIGHT POLLUTION  Light pollution is being linked to increasing numbers of health concerns including sleep 
issues and certain types of cancers. Specialized lighting for roadways directs the light downward rather than out 
and into our neighborhoods. Is this type of lightening being considered for the freeway and if so are the costs 
associated with this specialized lighting included in the cost estimates in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (Draft EIS)?
 FLOOD PLAIN DRAINAGE CONCERNS  The proposed Glover Lane option runs right through a 100 year flood 
plain. Homeowners in the area are required by many lenders to maintain flood insurance as a result. Heavy rains 
in this area cause large amounts of runoff that all drain to the west toward the proposed freeway. What actions 
will be taken to ensure that drainage in the area does not adversely affect the homeowners in the area?
THIS IS NO LEGACY PARKWAY - This is no Legacy Parkway like UDOT's photo simulations depict. Since this 
freeway runs thru residential neighborhoods, tell UDOT we demand that trucks be banned, that there are speed 
restrictions, that sound-reducing pavement be used, that sound walls are built, and that billboards are banned, 
similar to what's been done on Legacy Parkway. Tell UDOT there should also be no associated time limitations 
with these restrictions  i.e. they should not expire in ten or twenty years.
POTENTIAL ADDITIONAL OFF RAMPS - The DEIS does not identify Clark Lane as a connection to WDC, but 
once the record of decision is made, will UDOT change its tune? Has UDOT already considered this as a 
possible connector road but failed to disclose that information for fear of public outrage and because it would 
elevate the cost and impacts of the Glover Lane alternative over the Shepard Lane alternative? Making Clark 
Lane a connector road would be a disaster for the Ranches. It would divide the neighborhood, be a safety 
hazard for our children and would have a severe negative impact on Eagle Bay Elementary.
 ELEVATED FREEWAY CONCERNS - An elevated freeway has more impacts than a non-elevated road. The 
costs are huge, there will be more noise pollution, sight pollution (western views are GONE), and it will surely 
alter the hydrology system. What are the direct and indirect impacts to the hydrology system and how will those 
changes affect wildlife and biological species?
COST CONCERNS - Why did UDOT double-count the costs of the Shepard Lane interchange in the Shepard 
Lane alternative? Isn't that a sneaky way to elevate the costs of the Shepard Lane alternative and make it look 
more expensive than the Glover Lane alternative?
COSTS AND IMPACTS OF FILL DIRT - In many areas fill will be placed to elevate the roadbed to a height 
above potential flooding. This will be very large amount of material and will increase as the alternatives move 
west. What this fill material will consist of and where it will come from need to be documented. The direct and 
indirect impacts resulting from fill acquisition and especially the numerous trucks which may need to travel local 
roads to transport the fill need to be evaluated.
PERSONAL GAINS - Are there people such as land developer, Senator Stuart Adams, who will benefit from this 
highway being built along west Farmington, that have influenced UDOT's decisions? How can UDOT expect the 
public to â€œtrust the processâ€  in light of questions like this?
SHARED SOLUTION  This is NOT a no-build alternative but an option that would enhance the existing 
transportation infrastructure to increase flow, expand east-west arterials, create boulevards to attract local 
businesses and new employers, implement more mass transit, and preserve quality of life in Davis County. The 
Shared Solution would actual serve to benefit residents of Davis County rather than being solely another direct 
transport to Salt Lake City. The Shared Solution would help improve air quality by reducing idle time at 
intersections, have no environment impacts, protect green space, and protect our current quality of life. Tell 
UDOT to look at the Shared Solution as another alternative BEFORE they move forward with this project!
FRAGMENTATION  Fragmentation is the loss of habitat integrity through the creation of barriers to species and 



ecological processes. Fragmentation will no doubt occur as a result of this freeway. Fragmentation of habitats 
can have serious consequences, and may include the following: erosion of genetic diversity and amplification of 
inbreeding, increased probability of local extinction from small population sizes and reduced likelihood of 
reestablishment, loss of area sensitive species, and increased abundance of weedy species. What has UDOT 
done to study the impacts of fragmentation and what are UDOT's plans for mitigation?
THE EDGE EFFECT AND DEGRADATION - Associated with fragmentation is habitat degradation through what 
is called the "edge effect" or reduction in habitat integrity at the boundary of a highway corridor caused by 
disturbance, contamination, or other degrading factors that extend into the natural habitat. Numerous studies 
have been done on the edge effect of highways, and they generally conclude that the effects of highways extend 
considerable distances into existing habitats to which organisms have become adapted.
The wetlands of Farmington Bay and the Shoreland Preserve will be degraded by this freeway. Fossil fuel runoff 
will leach into soils and eventually make their way into the wetlands. Litter along the freeway will make it into the 
wetlands. Both fossil fuel runoff and litter will have impacts on breeding birds in the area. Has UDOT considered 
the edge effect and degradation of wetlands an impact and if not, why not?
FAILING TO RECOGNIZE SEVERITY OF IMPACTS - It is clear that UDOT has underestimated and failed to 
recognize the significance of the aforementioned impacts on wildlife species, biological species, terrestrial and 
aquatic habitat, etc. Though these systems may not be immediately or completely lost, the extent to which they 
perform will be moderately to severely reduced. 

I Demand that UDOT take these factors into account and identify them in their DEIS.

Thank you.

~Lionel Trepanier
Salt Lake City UT



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Barbara Stevens

Comment #:

I DEMAND that UDOT RE-DO their DEIS and then have another public comment period if they are actually 
NOW considering an interchange at PARK LANE.

This process is not only NOT TRUSTWORTHY; it is ILLEGAL!   We are considering alternatives that are NOT 
real alternatives.

UDOT KNOWS that if they had included the PARK LANE interchange, it would have increased the costs for the 
Glover Lane Option AND increased the impact.

I call "FOUL" on UDOT and demand that UDOT follow an HONEST PROCESS!   

AS a taxpayer,  I want a CHOICE on REAL alternatives!  SHOW THE COST AND IMPACT AND RE-OPEN THE 
PUBLIC INPUT TIME FRAME.   

You've misspent ALOT of MY money on advertising a FALSE process.  Shame on UDOT!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Barbara Stevens

Comment #:

I have just read the recommendation sent to UDOT on August 14, 2013 from the U.S. Dept of the Interior for 
Environmental Policy and Compliance.  Their recommendation is for UDOT to fully fund the Shared Solution as a 
viable alternative and recommends the Shepard Lane Alternative over the Glover Lane option.   Certainly UDOT 
must have the checks and balances to follow the recommendations of the COMPLIANCE dept of Environmental 
Policy of the United States Dept. of the Interior...   If UDOT chooses NOT to follow the recommendations of a 
Federal government agency over environmental policy, I question UDOTs ethics and motives.
NO WDC OR FUND THE SHARED SOLUTION FOR ANOTHER ALTERNATIVE!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: John Middletobn

Comment #:

I am writing to record my opposition to the placement of the proposed West Davis Highway.  This highway is 
being placed into high quality habitat that is of worldwide significance for bird migration corridors and is 
irreplaceable.  
The shortsighted process that resulted in this proposed highway is flawed and does not take into account the 
irreparable harm that will be done to these important lands.  
Utah has only a tiny percentage of its original wetlands left and these need to be zealously protected for their 
immense value, not casually jettisoned for a short-term, autocentric project .  The usual mitigation measures, 
where habitat is created to replace those destroyed, would result in poor-quality, dispersed habitats, degraded 
quality and consequently, lower bird populations.
I strongly urge you to reconsider this matter, and consider transit alternatives that will benefit the people of Davis 
County and preserve the small amount of immensely ecologically important wetlands we still have left.
 Thank you.

John Middleton 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Roberta Fletcher

Comment #:

Please do not build this West Davis Highway because it has a negatively impact food and nesting resources of 
resident and migrating birds, will pollute the air, create more noise pollution, is expensive, and will destroy 
people's homes and businesses.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1007



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: riverton

Name: jon watkins

Comment #:

I do not think an interstate is the answer here; rather smarter use of, and wise expansion of public 
transportation.  Let's not continue to proliferate noise-generating, habitat-destroying, pollution-emitting freeways 
all for the sake of convenience.  Let's look far ahead, realizing the importance of these precious few gems of 
habitat we have remaining, and tackle growth with ideas that preserve vs destroy.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: bruce bassett

Comment #:

I absolutely can't believe the Governor's office promotes clean air and public transportation, BUT YET when 
UDOT has the option to connect the West Davis Corridor to Frontrunner - they prefer NOT to connect it but 
rather choose a LONGER freeway route causing more pollution.   Step up and tell UDOT to CONNECT TO 
FRONTRUNNER on the Shepherd Lane option for WDC!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jennifer Despain

Comment #:

Dear UDOT, You should be so ashamed of the way you have gone about your whole "process" on choosing the 
West Davis Corridor route. It is clear that you are trying to pull something by not including an interchange in 
Farmington on the EIS and now, just as comments are about to be closed and your public input meetings are 
over it is announced that indeed there will be one. All of your numbers and impacts are skewed. The Shepard 
lane option is not less expensive or will have less of an impact than the Glovers option. You know this and we 
know this. Clark lane should not even be thrown out there as an option. You need to provide solid data on the 
true costs and impacts of this study. Please do not ruin this beautiful place. Farmington does not need this 
highway and should not have to carry its burden because we have planned our city well and we have "trusted the 
process" from you which is a complete joke. Is somebody bribing you? This is just crazy. Please do the right 
thing and  It sickens me that you are ok with doing this in such a dirty way. Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lori Kalt

Comment #:

I would like to refer to the Division of Fish and Wildlife, Department of the Interior's official commented dated 
August 14, 2014.  They recommend that UDOT take a serious look at the Shared Solution, and in fact, the 
recommend that UDOT FUND the Shared Solution.  According to LEDPA, the alternative that is the least 
environmentally practicable alternative must be sought. UDOT has failed to fully give credence to the Shared 
Solution, which if a viable alternative, would most certainly be the least environmentally damaging practicable 
alternative.  Although citizens have been asking and urging UDOT for a long time now to take a serious look at 
the Shared Solution, and although UDOT has agreed to do so, they have failed to provide any funding for the 
development of this alternative.  UDOT must fund the development of the Shared Solution.  It is the alternative 
that would benefit the environment and the communities the most and it is UDOT's legal obligation to fund 
further exploration and development of this alternative.  If UDOT refuses to do this, then they have failed in the 
NEPA process.

Furthermore, UDOT must seriously consider the comments put forth by the Department of the Interior, Division 
of Fish and Wildlife.  UDOT has failed to fully consider both the direct and indirect impacts to the upland and 
wetland habitats of the shores of the Great Salt Lake.  I am urging UDOT to give the DOI's comments serious 
consideration and to make changes to the DEIS necessary based on these recommendations.

Lori Kalt
President, Save Farmington

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Edward Fisher

Comment #:

First, let me preface my comments by stating that I am a lifelong resident of Davis County. I hunt at FBWMA, I 
am a birder, cyclist and amateur photographer. All told, I visit the area that would be affected by the WDC over 
120 times per year. I am intimately familiar with the wildlife, flora, and agricultural characteristics  of the areas 
surrounding and including FBWMA, west Farmington, Kaysville, Layton, and Syracuse. Your proposed freeway 
is an unacceptable intrusion on what is one of the most peaceful, diverse and biologically important stretches of 
land in the state if not the country. 

Section 1.3 states that the idea of a north-south transportation facility, west of I-15, between Salt Lake County 
and Weber County was first conceptualized in the 1960s.
Comment: Has nothing changed in the intervening half century relative to UDOT's understanding of air and water 
pollution, loss of wetlands and the fact that we cannot build our way out of traffic congestion problems? Why has 
UDOT not looked beyond Utah's borders for examples, both good and bad, that would guide a more cost 
effective solution to the problem? Why doesn't UDOT consider the Shared Solution that is being proposed by 
Utahns for Better Transportation?

Section 1.4.1, under Purpose of the Project it states that the WDC is intended to improve regional mobility.
Comment: There is no mass transit component to this proposal. It is simply another freeway. Why is the WDC an 
exception to the rule that all new transportation projects are to have intermodal components? 

Section 1.4.1, under Purpose of the Project it states that the WDC is intended to enhance peak-period mobility.
Comment: Certainly there are more cost-effective ways to solve a commute-time problem. Flex lanes come to 
mind. We are an increasingly technology enabled society. Much of the projected congestion will likely not occur 
due to workers telecommuting and shifting their work hours. Were these effects considered?

Section 1.4.1 Of the three stated secondary objectives, it appears that the only objective that is met or 
addressed is to support local growth objectives by enabling more development. Of course this will give a 
financial benefit to some Davis County politicians at the expense of the taxpayers of the State of Utah. Can 
UDOT prove to the citizens of Utah that there is no influence by politicians, either at the local, state or federal 
level that influenced their decision?

Section 1.5.1 UDOT presents the following numbers as projections from 2009 to 2040 for the study area:
63% increase in population
90% increase in households 
49% increase in employment 
Comment: What is the source of these projections?
                      Do these projections assume construction of the WDC?
                      Given the fecundity of Utahns, how can UDOT say that a 63%   
                       in population results in a 90% increase in households?

General comments:

In your selection of the Glovers Lane alternative, you have not given adequate consideration to the impact of the 
WDC on the Buffalo Ranches trail system and the Great Salt Lake shoreline trails. Why did UDOT minimize the 
impacts on this important area?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Impacts to migratory bird flyways and nesting areas are vastly underestimated. The affected area is prime 
habitat for Bald Eagles, American Kestrels,  Red-tailed Hawks (including rare Harlan's), Ferruginous Hawks, 
Great Horned Owls, Barn Owls, Burrowing Owls, Sandhill Cranes, many shorebirds and waterfowl. Why were 
impacts to these populations not addressed by the DEIS?

The DEIS did not address the negative impact of the WDC on Frontrunner ridership. So, not only is there no 
intermodal component to the project but it will actually increase automobile miles driven. Why was this not 
considered in the DEIS?

How did UDOT determine that the Glovers Lane alternative meets LEDPA requirements? With the proximity of 
wetlands and FBWMA to Glovers Lane, it clearly cannot be the least damaging alternative. How did UDOT come 
to this determination?

This freeway will bring unacceptable increases in local air pollution to the communities it runs through. 
Furthermore it will increase pollution throughout the Wasatch Front. How did UDOT consider the effect of these 
increased pollution levels on the health of residents of Davis, Salt Lake and Weber counties?

The effects of noise and light pollution on both humans and wildlife have not been adequately addressed by the 
DEIS. There is peer reviewed science regarding this type of pollution. Why did UDOT minimize these effects in 
the DEIS?

In summary, I do not see that UDOT has given proper consideration to all possible alternatives. You should 
review and seriously consider the Shared Solution that has been proposed by Utahns for Better Transportation. 

Ed Fisher



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Carma Dorney

Comment #:

Has an environmental study been done on the proposed 7 mile highway that will affect the Farmington Bay Wet 
lands?  As you know, the wet lands act as a sponge and a filter.  They absorb water that will flood people's 
homes. They are a filter for ground water.  Not to mention the Pacific Flyway will be affected, which is an 
important part of bird migration.  People need to use more public transit.  There are better ways to handle the 
increase in traffic than to destroy something beautiful.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Murray

Comment #:

Why on earth is an interchange being recommended by the commission (at Clark Lane) and its NOT included in 
the DEIS? It would seem the DEIS does not have the correct information for people to evaluate, if there are huge 
projects completely omitted. It's obvious to us as citizens that this seems as though it was done on purpose; to 
make it seem as though the Glover option was less expensive than it actually is, with less impact. This whole 
project reeks of deceit. Please do the honorable thing, and go back to the drawing board. Take the citizens ideas 
into consideration (ie the Shared Solution!). 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Murray

Comment #:

I recently saw the letter that was sent from the Department of the Interior concerning the WDC. Are you guys 
going to listen now? It's not just us in these neighborhoods, being biased or something. It's true; this DEIS has 
incorrect information along with under estimating the true effect of the project at hand. How can it be a statement 
of the study for us to all evaluate and comment on, if its not even correct?! It's obvious that UDOT is passionately 
trying to get this road built. And not to help the citizens, because that could be accomplished in other ways, so 
the only other option must be because of money. Please consider the Department of the Interior's suggestion, 
and abandon the Glover lane option all together; then seriously look at the Shared Solution.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point

Name: Chester barber

Comment #:

As a mother and citizen of Davis county, I would like to voice my concern over the new freeway. I feel it is 
unnecessary and harmful. I do not know how udot can in good conscience propose this freeway without looking 
more fully into increasing public transportation when our air quality is so dangerous! it is wrong and irresponsible. 
i fully support the shared solution as the right solution to protect all involved-children, the environment, the 
wildlife.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Stephanie Greenwood

Comment #:

The Department of the Interior has advised that UDOT do NOT choose the Glove Lane option due to the risks it 
poses to irreplaceable habitat of the GSL ecosystem and that it consider the Shared Solution instead.  Please 
adhere to federal regulations and consider the Shared Solution.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Edith OBrien

Comment #:

I object to any construction of a new highway north. I prefer The Shared Solution to take care of traffic needs in 
2040 & beyond.
Reasons:
1. I love the unique habitats offered by Great Salt Lake & its wetlands, playas, & upland areas along its shore. Its 
wildlife values are tremendous. The damage that would be caused by the WDC cannot be mitigated. Every acre 
currently intact is essential.
2. I read most of the Fish & Wildlife response to the EIS and think their points are valid. This highway will do 
unneccesary damage to a valuable, unique resource.
3. I was here for the flooding of GSL in the 1980's. Despite the pumps, GSL continually shows it cannot be 
controlled by man. Your proposed highway could be through the lake at some point in time.
4. To me this proposed highway negates the good of Legacy Highway as it will have trucks & high speeds closer 
to the lake, both of which threaten wildlife. Viewing the map in detail horrifies me.
5. The price tag in taxpayer dollars is high, too. 

Please give serious consideration to the Shared Solution to satisfy future transportation needs. 
Thank you for reading my respone.
Edith OBrien - August 30, 2013

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jake Barker

Comment #:

After attending the open house and conversing with the engineers making the decision to use the Glover Lane 
alternative, it was apparent to me that the overriding issue was that of impact to the community. I would like to 
respectfully disagree that the Glover Lane option conveys the least impact. It appears that the heaviest weight 
for impact value has been placed on the number of homes being torn down and that has driven the Glover Lane 
option. I would argue that there is little impact to them. They will be compensated to move and they will be able 
to move away from the freeway. The next weighted value seems to be number of homes within 200', also driving 
the Glover Lane option. I would argue, that by the time the freeway is built, there will be many more homes along 
the Glover Lane option that fall within the 200'. In addition, there will be  thousands of more homes along the 
Glover Lane option than the Shepherd Lane option within 1000'. This is where I believe the greatest impact is. If 
you build more freeway mileage, it will have greater impact! You may argue that those thousands of homes will 
choose to live by the freeway, since they have not been built yet. However, the same argument applies to the 
Kaysville neighborhood protesting the Shepherd Lane option. They built their homes on an existing UDOT ROW! 
Please consider the entire buildout for you impact consideration.

Regards,
Jake Barker

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jake Barker

Comment #:

From my conversations with UDOT engineers at open houses, it is apparent that impact was the critical reason 
the Glover Lane option was chosen. I have a severe issue of common fairness with this proposal. The main 
opposition to the Shepherd Lane option has been the neighborhood that was build next to the existing UDOT 
ROW. The developer of that neighborhood was warned in a letter from Farmington, that there was a risk the 
future freeway could be built there. Of course, that property was purchased and developed at a deep discount 
because of that ROW. When I purchased my property, I did my due diligence and saw on plats that ROW. I built 
my home far away from that ROW, and paying a higher premium for my property. Now that the options are on 
the table, it doesn't seem quite fair, that property purchased with a UDOT ROW in their backyard appreciate in 
value, while my property will decrease. Please utilize the existing UDOT ROW. That is the fair route! I site power 
lines for a living, and every community I have ever worked with asks us to utilize existing ROW before blazing 
new trails. You have an existing route. Please use it.

Regards,
Jake Barker

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jake Barker

Comment #:

Over the past 7 years I have lived within 1000' of the Glover Lane option, I have observed hundreds of bald 
eagles roosting in the very trees that will be razed for the Glover Lane option. Only 6 years ago, the bald eagle 
was an endangered species and razing their roosting areas would have been a crime! I have done a search on 
your environmental sections of the EIS, and I cannot even read mention of their being an issue with bald eagles, 
let alone any mitigation plans. Apparently UDOT is more afraid of the Kaysville neighborhood who built their 
homes on a UDOT ROW, that they are about killing our national bird only 6 years after being delisted as an 
endangered species. Nice. 

Regards,
Jake Barker

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Spencer Brady Evans

Comment #:

After reading the letter from the dept of the Interior it is obvious that the DEIS did not take in to consideration all 
the effects of the Great Salt Lake wildlife area. I agree with the recommendations of the Dept. of the Interior that 
the Shepard Lane option would have far less impact on Farmington Bay Wildlife Management Area than the 
Glover Lane option. But I also agree that a Shared solution is the best option.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Rebecca Whittington

Comment #:

I demand that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy 
and COMPLIANCE who have asked UDOT to FUND the Shared Solution as a viable alternative to protect the 
wetlands of Farmington Bay! 

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Chaney Packer

Comment #:

I support the Shared Solution and please ask that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the 
Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and COMPLIANCE who have asked UDOT to FUND the Shared Solution 
as a viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: farmington

Name: Stephanie Peterson

Comment #:

Putting money (citizens money) into building a road and crushing memories being made in NEWLY built homes 
is a waste! Let build SCHOOLS. Jr. Highs. Elementaries. High schools! Lets put in action what we all say and 
make our kids learning future excel! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Laura Jamison

Comment #:

I am in full support of the shared solution option for the WDC. I hope UDOT follows the recommendations from 
the dept of the Interior to protect the wildlife and the neighborhoods.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Pamela Vineyard Boucher

Comment #:

I commend UDOT on selecting the alternate which proved to have the least impact on residents, wetlands, and 
is financially far more cost effective than other options. I request that you investigate the motives of the 
Farmington Mayor and City Council. There seems to be a hidden agenda -- I see no other explanation as to why 
these individuals are fighting so hard against UDOT's preferred route. If they (Mayor & Council) believe that the 
Shepard Lane option will draw I-15 drivers like a magnet, to double-back to get to Station Park to fill 
Farmington's coffers with tax dollars, they better think again. There is already Park Lane, which takes traffic 
immediately and efficiently to the shopping center. No one in their right mind is going to bypass Park Lane and 
backtrack through neighborhoods to get to Harmon's or Gordmanâ€™s. That's ridiculous. When I'm headed 
home, I will take the path of least resistance if I need to pick up items at the store. That path? Park Lane. Please 
don't let the Farmington City control freaks sway UDOT's decision, which UDOT made in the best interest of ALL 
stakeholders. Kudos to UDOT for a mindful and comprehensive study and (hopefully) final decision.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: David Jolley

Comment #:

The legacy bike trail is an extremely safe biking corridor.  This feature should continue with this expansion.  I can 
see where you have modified the current trails as necessary but not really expanded.  Do not assume that the 
rail trail is an adequate trail.  With all the road crossings the rail trail is not an adequate substitute to the standard 
set on the Legacy parkway.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Rich

Comment #:

Please fund the shared solution.  We would like more reasearch done.  The dept of the interrior recommend you 
fund reasearch this alternative and I also recomend you research this alternative.  I surpport this alternative.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Rich

Comment #:

Please research moving the road farther west near our residence.  I have had teams look at the wetlands and 
they are nearly identical east to west near my house.   Why can't you move the road farther west so it is not in 
the back yard of all our houses.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1030



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point

Name: Chester barber

Comment #:

I would like udot to fund the shared solution as proposed by the us dept of the interior. i do not want the west 
Davis corridor in any form. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:                               

Name: JERRIN wood

Comment #:

I think the design of the new road is way to close to many homes in west Farmington. An elevated road is a bad 
idea.  And we MOST certainly do NOT need a on/off ramp on to Clark lane right by an elementary school.  
Please realize that any vehicle already driving on the proposed legacy highway can get to any location in Davis 
county by connecting to I-15.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Katie Holmes

Comment #:

I am becoming ABSOLUTLEY more and more frustrated with UDOT and the many others who are working to 
continue with plans for the West Davis Corridor.  I feel that the tactics being used are dishonest as more plans 
(â€œsuggestedâ€  interchanges in the heart of Farmington) for the road are emerging after the DEIS has been 
presented.  Farmington has NO need for this road and the City Officials do not like it.  Clearly the Department of 
Interior does not like it.    Support a Shared Solution.  Be honest with the plans from the beginning, (ooops, too 
late).  I have utterly lost my confidence in many of my elected officials.  They are neither supporting the 
environment nor the voters who put them in office in the first place.  Bad politics and bad business.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jo Carmiol

Comment #:

The West Davis Corridor will NOT benefit my neighborhood. I'm very concerned about the environment the 
elevated freeway will create. Pollution (air, sound, light) will be added to my neighborhood. I live on Clark Lane 
and do NOT want the potential for a an off ramp close to my house NOR near the elementary school. 
I support the shared solution group and want other solutions to be found.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Natalie Shurtliff

Comment #:

We ask that you follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and 
Compliance and FUND the Shared Solution as a viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay! 
Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: South Ogden

Name: Victoria

Comment #:

Until we get off of relying on fossil fuels (a non - renewable, polluting energy sources) in transportation, I urge 
you to consider alternatives to another roadway... What if we, as a people, asked "What else is possible here.?"  
What would it take to work towards a sustainable, environmentally friendly solution?  With the amount of air 
pollution we all had to endure last winter, I would like to put emphasis on mass transit, etc.  (I was pregnant and 
had to be indoors on many of the 'red air' days.)
How does it get any better than this?
Regards,
Victoria

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: Amy Clarke

Comment #:

Our family has recently moved to West Farmington just 2 years ago and we love it! After living in several cities in 
Utah, we found this to be our favorite and intend to reside here for at least 20 or more years to raise our family. 
My husband and I love to go jogging down Clark Lane to the west. We love the quiet, country like feel of our 
neighborhood and the peace it brings. We will be sorely disappointed if one day while jogging in this area we 
hear the noise of traffic and have to breathe the fumes of exhaust. I feel there is a better solution to the West 
Davis Corridor and support the Shared Solution. Please don't build this freeway in our backyards!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: salt Lake city

Name: Suzanne Stensaas

Comment #:

I think this is unnecessary and not environmentally appropriate.  There are other solutions to the transit problem 
and they don't cost so much.  Alternatives include cleaner autos, better mileage, hybrid, electric cars,  car pool, 
lower transit fares, more frequent schedules.  Use the $600,000 to subsidize mass transit.
I OPPOSE THE PROPOSED ROAD/HIGHWAY

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Logan

Name: Charlys Huerta

Comment #:

I am writing to express my concern over the proposed Western Corridor route which would infringe on the 
natural habitat adjacent to Antelope Island state park--one of the major migratory routes for several bird species. 
With so much suburban sprawl and commercial development, this is one of the few natural habitats on the 
western side of the county where citizens can go to get away from it all. Please reconsider a more responsible 
solution to the traffic congestion, such as putting a cap on suburban development in west Davis County once and 
for all and leaving some green space and open ranges to beautify the neighborhoods that already exist there 
and keep it a pleasant place to live--for people and the natural wildlife we've come to appreciate around Antelope 
Island.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela Stringfellow

Comment #:

If the Shepherd Lane route is ultimately chosen, my home will only be 20-40 feet from the freeway. About 2 
years ago (not long after Farmington city changed their preferred route), a semi lost control at 2600 S. in 
Bountiful, went through the barrier/sound wall and ended up in someone's yard. If this were to happen around my 
house (many other houses are just as close), it wouldn't just end up in my yard (or my neighbor's yard); it would 
end up in our houses. Just imagine what it would be like to watch your family get hit by a semi in your own home. 
The Sheperd Lane route comes too close to too many houses to considered a safe and viable option.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Logan

Name: Alec Hay

Comment #:

I strongly object to the construction of the West Davis Corridor project along the shores of the Great Salt Lake.  
The planned route is far too close to critical habitat and a one-of-a-kind natural resource, the Great Salt Lake.  
Additional highways will not address the core issues of uncontrolled urban sprawl and a woefully inadequate 
public transportation system.  Please consider using these resources for a project with more long-term benefit for 
all citizens of the Salt Lake area, human and otherwise.    

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela Stringfellow

Comment #:

The Clean Air Act requires that people cannot smoke within 25 ft of a public doorway. My home would only be 20 
feet from the Shepherd Lane route. I want to know how a freeway with traffic 24 hours a day 7 days a week can 
be built so close to homes. The toxins would be constantly in my home and would be much worse than the 
effects of someone smoking next to a doorway for 5 minutes every few hours.
I also want to thank you for preferring the Glovers Lane route.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Shawna Asay

Comment #:

I wanted to congratulate UDOT's recommendation to support the Glover Lane route. I'm disappointed in the 
Farmington City governments response to this choice. They do not represent all of the people of Farmington. 
Using a rural route instead of displacing people and the golf course along Shepard is the best choice.
Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela Stringfellow

Comment #:

If the Shepherd Lane route is ultimately chosen, the only way to ever expand the freeway will be to take more 
homes or build another freeway out west. I think it would be better to just build the freeway out west to begin with 
so that homes will not be built out there, preventing another horrible ordeal like this one.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SALT LAKE CITY

Name: Jean Arnold

Comment #:

I am opposed to the construction of the West Davis Freeway for many reasons: 
It would negatively impact wildlife.
It would contribute to more air pollution by encouraging more driving.
Its costs would be huge to build an elevated freeway. Also the impacts are greateer.
It would be susceptible to fog and snow.
It would be too close to residential areas.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: MarJean Muhlestein

Comment #:

Please reconsider and keep our wildlife wetlands available for the millions of migrating birds that make this 
"their" home. Thousands more travel through twice each year on their 5000 mile journey in the Spring and again 
in the Fall. They come hungry, and will loose their lives if this highway is built. Take the time to visit Farmington 
Bay and see for yourself this amazing place. Bring your children and gr-children here. As you learn and 
understand the significance of this land you will leave it alone, and let the wildlife have their homes to come to. 
You have a home please let them have one to. Their survival is at risk with your decision and you will be held 
accountable. Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Tyler Yeates

Comment #:

I am writing as a concerned citizen, father, and local physician.  Our air pollution is already among the worst in 
the nation.  People living within 2 miles of a freeway live in a zone of increased air pollution. Those within 165 
feet are exposed to 25 to 30 times more fine particulate matter than other people, and studies show this 
increases heart and lung disease, strokes, mortality rates, affects
pregnancy outcomes, leads to cancer and autism etc. Freeways are cancer and autism corridors. This is reason 
enough to not produce any more freeways.  The safer, wiser, and economic choice is to expand public 
transportation.  Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kenny Frisch

Comment #:

This project is a problem on all accounts. You are wasting taxpayer dollars on a highway that doesn't need to be 
made. 

The Legacy Parkway already exists and is under used. The WDC will be under used as well and only make the 
Legacy Parkway more under used.

The worst part is all the damage this project will cause on the environment. You will destroy one of the most 
important environmental areas in the state and cause untold damage to wildlife there. 

End the project now.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Stacy Frasure

Comment #:

I would like to comment that I am in full support of the route chosen for the West Davis Corridor.  I am impacted 
by either route in the Farmington area, but the Glovers Lane was the correct decision.  It provides a true 
alternative to I-15, which is beneficial for emergency situations.  It also provides room to expand for future growth 
as needed.  Most importantly, it impacts less homes and businesses!
I'd like to thank those who researched all options and had the difficult job of determining the best solution.  I think 
the Glovers Lane route is the clear choice, and I hope that the federal gov't feels the same way.
Thanks,
Stacy Frasure

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Antonella Kelly

Comment #:

As a aperson in davis county who has many days a year I can't go out due to the baD AIR WE HAVE TO 
BREATHE. I WOULD LIKE TO ASK THE uDOT TO RECONSIDER THE BUILDING OF A FREEWAY THAT 
WILL ONLY ENCOURAGE MORE DRIVING MORE BAD AIR DAYS,i BELEIVE SOME P[EOPLE GAVE YOU 
SOME IDEAS ON A SIMILAR HIGHWAY LIKE THE LEGACY HIGHWAY, THA WOULD STILL NOT BE MY 
OPTION BUT I COULD DIGEST THAT. however, I DON'T WANT ANOTHER FREEWAY THAT WILL 
INFRINGE ON THE WETLANDS AND TAKE WAY FROM THE MANY BIRDS THAT COME AND NEST MAKE 
THIS STATE MORE WONDEROUS AND BEAUTIFUL
dOWN WITH THE FREEWAY.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Hooper

Name: Debra Rowe

Comment #:

I support options A1/A3; feel that this route would have the least impact on surrounding land and residences.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Jill Merritt

Comment #:

A good alternative to the WDC would be to allocate $600 million to a trust reserved for treating the health 
problems created by breathing our already polluted air. We should not be encouraging more driving. We should 
be jumping to the inevitable path of renewable energy like wind and solar power.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Cindy Wilde

Comment #:

Nature Conservancy's Great Salt Lake Shorelands Preserve (4,500 acres/11 shoreline miles) will be directly 
impacted by the footprint of the WDC (loss or isolation of acres). Stop the WDC no new freeway in Farmington 
to close the wildlife 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Cory Jensen

Comment #:

I am concerned with the lack of focus towards reducing air pollution when it comes to the WDC discussion.  It is 
embarrassing to Utah as a state to have some of the worst air in the country on certain days of the year.  I 
understand that we have an inversion, but that doesn't eliminate the fact that the air our children are breathing is 
becoming quite toxic.  I am a music teacher and it is alarming to see the number of asthma-related problems that 
kids are having.  I see that number climb each year.  Let us put the money that the WDC would require into our 
public transportation infrastructure and civilian use.  Reduce the costs of using mass transit for the civilians.  We 
keep investing money into new projects, but we never maximize our potential of those projects (Frontrunner is a 
prime example).  Lets fix our air before we become like Beijing on certain days of the year.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: P K Sanders

Comment #:

I am opposed to the new routes for West Davis. This is important bird habitat and the routes will alter habitat 
forever. There seems to be no end to highway building in the valley. Construction of more and bigger roads will 
not alleviate the congestion on roads.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: robert tatum

Comment #:

I am against the current siting by UDOT of the proposed West Davis corridor/freeway since it is not a needed 
highway (current plans do not connect it with rail or bus; projections show only busy during peak rush hour), 
disrupts existing neighborhoods, and has negative environmental impact on wetlands in the area. Please 
consider alternative shared solutions. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Tracy Silva

Comment #:

I would like to express my deep concerns for the current preferred WDC route. First, the proposed route will go 
right past my childrens school Syracuse Arts Academy. I have done sufficient research to fully believe that this 
poses a health and safety threat to my children as well as all the children at SAA. Many already suffer from 
asthma and cant play outside on red alert days, the pollution this freeway will cause many of these kids wont be 
able to play outside on any day. As a parent who has been extremely active in the traffic/carpool volunteering at 
our school, this will pose other traffic nightmares as Antelope will be closed off at the corner of Bluff. Myself 
along with over 200 other parents have stated we make a choice to be at SAA, if this freeway comes through we 
will have no choice but to pull our children and place them back into already overcrowded public schools, but our 
childrens safety comes first. Second, the amount of wetland that will be destroyed at almost triple that of the A 
route, even my 12 yr old realized the necessity of wetlands and the delicate balance of our ecosystem, he said if 
there are no frogs who will eat the flies and mosquitos? This is not some hippie tree hugger POV, even 
conservatives can care about the environment and this will directly affect me even sitting in my own yard. I dont 
understand how this route could even be put on the table when Section 4(f) of the Federal Department of 
Transportation Act clearly states these areas are protected, things like city parks, school playgrounds, public 
trails and recreation areas, wildlife refuges, historic sites, archaeological sites, etc., almost every single item on 
that list will be affected by this monstrosity.  
Lastly, what this freeway will do to this small city, it will destroy it. I do not believe that Mayor Nagle and our city 
council are acting in the best interest of all Syracuse citizens by votng for this route. UDOT needs to focus efforts 
on East/West traffic, so the freeway doesnt get so backed up simply because people cant exit. They also need 
to look at fully expanding the I15 to its fullest potential first, and look into more mass transit. The Shared Solution 
group makes more sense than destroying Syracuse with a much unwanted, and unneeded freeway. Thank you

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: West point

Name: Natalie Brown

Comment #:

Our neighborhood just noticed in the paper the other day that the new revised plan that is preferred is going to 
run right in our backyards. I know you are never going to be able to make a final decision without someone 
complaining about it one way or another, but we would like to vote against the 4100 w. Plan so that we can 
continue to look out our Windows and see cows instead if a free way. We like to live out here for the peace and 
quiet and fresh air, where the geese fly over and farm animals and farm land are everywhere. This is our 
passion. Please reconsider another plan so our neighborhoods won't be torn in half. I appreciate the opportunity 
to voice our opinions. Thank you
Sincerely, Natalie Brown

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Diana Neff

Comment #:

I oppose the west corridor going through west Farmington. There are already 3 major arterial roads going 
through our narrow city. The answer is the creation of better access to mass transit to connect north Davis 
county to Salt Lake county. At some point, such as now, we must quit using Farmington city land to build more 
roads.

The cost of the added pollution is the health of the citizens of Farmington and the health of the animals which 
live and migrate through our wetlands. Both are expendable resources which will not return once gone. 

It is difficult for me to understand why such a large population along the Wasatch front continues to ignore the 
need for mass transit and maintain an antiquated desire to build more pollution producing roads. We will pay for 
these decisions with increasing asthma and autism rates along with the loss of vital wildlife resources. The cost 
of treatment and loss of function ability will be expensive for Utahan's to pay.

I say no to the building of the west corridor and yes to UDOT working with the state of Utah to increase access to 
mass transit. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: James V. Anderson

Comment #:

I am looking forward to expanding our dental office group along the cooridor.  All of us absolutely support the 
idea and are certain that we can create 100+ jobs.  Build this.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kent Draper

Comment #:

The WDC should have the same restrictions as legacy.  No semi traffic.  55 mph speed limit.  Noise reducing 
pavement and sound walls.  No billboards and must have light restrictions.  It should not be built in the 100 year 
flood plain.  The Shared Solution should be used as an alternative way to move traffic!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Merry White

Comment #:

Really?? Another north-south freeway through Davis County that will funnel into I-15 north of Salt Lake City and 
create even more congestion? Come now. Building has already encroached upon wetlands bordering the Great 
Salt Lake, must we add another highway to the mix and lose even more bird habitat? Please reconsider or at 
least use the shared solution.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: jodie hunt

Comment #:

i say no to the west davis freeway plan...there are better solutions to this damaging plan

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Marilyn Osborne

Comment #:

I am an educator who has brought many young children to the Farmington Bay wetlands to learn from and 
appreciate this beautiful and vital bird habitat. Please adopt the UBET's Shared Solution to protect this area from 
the impacts of freeway development. Let's think long term and keep these irreplaceable natural habitats as they 
are. Thank you for your consideration of alternative planning. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: Erika McCarthy

Comment #:

NO!, No more taking wetlands... there are other ways, routes , answers to this age old question of  Human 
Traffic.  Human traffic is not more important to Land for the birds.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: Jeanne Zeigler

Comment #:

No, No, NO to the West Davis Freeway!...a shared solution is the way to go.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: ogden

Name: Elizabeth Higdon

Comment #:

Please don't approve this to go through what little bit,of farm land we have left. O have so many memories of 
driving through west Davis county and seeing how things used to be. I love sharing this with my kids and hope 
they can share it with their children.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Mapleton

Name: Shelley Rampton

Comment #:

To those who make decisions;
I, and my numerous Family (around 20 others) members, do NOT want the proposed WDC at all. And, 
specifically, we do NOT want it to be going through Syracuse Bluff street area.  Why?  It would go through 40 
plus acres of our farm land if allowed to go through the most recent proposed area B. We don't want to - but are 
prepared to & will fight you legally if need be - should you continue with your proposed B path, because our land 
is worth several million dollars, and we have bids to prove it.
So, if you are "hell-bent" on building a WDC, please take note that we do NOT want the B route - but rather the 
more "western" route closer to the lake.  The birds will adapt...
We won't!!!

Please think all this through- as to what is best for the people, and not the birds, etc..  

Good day!

Shelley Rampton

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Murray

Comment #:

I heard the radio advertisement where the Governor was encouraging us as citizens to use our mass transit to 
help our horrible air quality. Why on earth then, would is UDOT trying to  build a freeway (in my next door 
neighbors backyard) that will only increase the air pollutants in our already horrible air?! A freeway, that as yet 
has been estimated to be carrying only 40% traffic capacity at a 40 year projection? Really, it's that desperately 
needed? Why can we not use the money to subsidize front runner, make that even more convenient and 
affordable? Use the shared solution; avoid ruining neighborhoods? Do we not want to have a great urban 
downtown setting? Well then we need to get mass transit running smoothly, like every other major town in this 
country. Please, do not go forward with this ill thought out, horribly expensive, destructive, freeway. There are 
better ways. It's interesting that UDOT is trying go exactly what the Governor has publicly asked about 
transportation (not to mention the fact that it would seem the Governor isn't that committed himself...). 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Barbara Stevens

Comment #:

I am the author of this petition (http://www.change.org/petitions/governor-herbert-do-not-allow-the-west-davis-
corridor-to-be-funded-support-a-shared-solution-with-udot-and-utahns-for-better-transportation-instead )         
and I ask that you consider ALL of my comments INCLUDING all of the embedded newspaper articles, links, and 
statements. Although I wrote the petition to Governor Herbert (it did not allow me to include others in the 
"presented to" part, it also includes EVERYONE listed as recipients. So, this petition is also written to UDOT and 
the Federal Dept of Transportation along with several other stakeholders in the proposed WDC. This petition is 
not a professional document. It is a result of a private citizen garnering support from other private citizens who 
do NOT want the WDC built at all. We feel it is a waste of taxpayer monies that could be better put to fixing 
transportation infrastructure issues with UDOT and UTA. We have front runner, but it is neither conveniently 
accessible, nor is it inexpensive. When it costs more to take public transit than one's own private vehicle, there is 
an issue. We are tired of UDOT building freeways without making public transit a reality for most people. UTA 
admitted that Davis County was underrepresented just a few months ago. Additionally when given free UTA 
passes, the public responded quickly. 

The Shared Solution is an alternative that needs to be at the top of your list of consideration. We are tired of 
having our taxpayer monies wasted and our communities destroyed. Freeways are not the ONLY way to build 
the economy! Make our public transit system work better without adding more pollution and taxpayer waste into 
the equation.

 THESE ARE MY PERSONAL RECOMMENDATIONS:

 1) Work with the Shared Solution experts for more input

 2) Do not consider the WDC in Farmington (14TH BEST PLACE TO LIVE IN US ACCORING TO MONEY 
MAGAZINE) at all where even you have stated it will never be needed

 3) Give taxpayers a CHOICE where we want to put our money (AFFORDABLE AND CONVENIENT MASS 
TRANSIT AND ENHANCING EXISTING ROADS VS FREEWAY)

 4) Do NOT consider the most recent artist's rendition of putting an even bigger eyesore of an on and off ramp at 
Park Lane right in front of an elementary school and destroying many existing homes

 5) Stop pitting neighborhoods against neighborhoods by asking which neighborhood these freeways will go and 
start asking "Do you want a freeway in your own neighborhood?" This is where you will get your honest 
feedback. This whole process is manipulative from the start. If there is a need in a neighborhood, then that 
neighborhood can work with its own neighbors in finding a solution; whether it be a freeway or mass transit or 
carpooling. I find your whole existing process UNETHICAL. You are really asking people "Which neighborhood 
do you want to increase pollution, put children and elderly at risk, increase taxes, take from the water supply to 
build the roads, etc. etc. etc." 

6) Understand that MANY residents in these neighorboods who will be affected are steaming mad. We have 
been told by UDOT to "Trust the Process" and "there is no choice..there WILL be a freeway built..it is just a 
matter of which alternative." As a taxpayer, I find that highly offensive and unethical. Because of this process that 
has made many of us question the ethics of UDOT and some government officials, many of us are making 
changes in how we vote. Many city council and mayoral positions are up for re-election. Some who have voted a 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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particular way in the past are beginning to see how government works and will be voting out those who do not 
listen to their constituents and voting in people who do. On a state and national level, our votes can change the 
way that federal and state organizations work. Do not ever underestimate that honest people who have been 
manipulated, lied to, and bullied will not find a more ethical way for government agencies to work FOR THE 
PEOPLE. 



Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: Tyson

Comment #:

Let us first try harder and exhaust all efforts in utilizing our current public transportation system. Let's spend a 
small portion of the 600 million dollars for the proposed freeway on beefing up what we already have.  If UDOT 
does build the freeway, what will we do in another 10-20 years when that's not enough? Another freeway?? Why 
not educate people on a better way to use public transportation? 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Riverton

Name: Kendall Watkins

Comment #:

We do not need another freeway. If this is built it will ruin so much great bird habitat near the Great Salt Lake 
such as Farmington Bay WMA and TNC Shorelands Preserve.

If I'm correct, the "corridor" will run down Glover's Lane creating lots of noise and car pollution creating an unsafe 
environment for the birds both nesting or passing through that area. Farmington Bay is probably one of the best, 
if not the best spot in Utah to see Bald Eagles in the winter. I know many people love to go out and watch them 
in the winter months, non-birders and birders alike. Last year I counted a total of 83 Bald Eagles in one day, 
careful not to recount any birds. While watching this spectacle, I'm sure that people will be a little annoyed by the 
sound of hundreds of cars rushing by as will the birds. 

Farmington Bay is also a large stop over for many, many migrating birds including the White-faced Ibis, 
American Avocet, Black-necked Stilt, Wilson's and Red-necked Phalaropes, Bank Swallows, Long-billed 
Curlews, Marsh Wrens, Franklin's Gulls, American White Pelicans, Rough-legged Hawks, and more. 

thought of the freeway coming within 100 yards of the preserve is a little frightening.

If UDOT really feels that a freeway needs to be built, take the option that goes down Shepherd Lane and and 
goes down Bluff Road instead of down by the Shorelands Preserve and the lake. Or use the shared solution (my 
preferred option). http://www.sharedsolution.org/

Thank you for your time,

Kendall Watkins
Riverton, Utah

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: syracuse

Name: Tye Evertsen

Comment #:

I just built a brand new house. The builder didn't tell us one of the options was in our back yard. I wouldn't have 
bought my new house if I would have known. That road would flip us upside down in our house, and never be 
able to sell it. If that happens I will make a joint law suit. Please don't bring it through our neighborhood. 
Bridgeway island doesn't want it.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location:

Name: nick burns

Comment #:

I am not in favor of the West Davis Corridor. Utah needs to think beyond cars and roads; instead, investment 
should be in mass transit, saving wetlands and preserving wildlife.
The true social cost of relying on the automobile is too high.
Thank you -

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: ELEANOR THOMPSON

Comment #:

Repair the existing roads and subsidize TRAX. Keep more cars off the roads and make public transportation 
easier, cheaper, more efficient.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jeanne Hauze

Comment #:

We are senior citizens who moved to West Farmington for the quiet and cleanair. We understood the Legacy 
Highway extentsion and its approved route ofShepard Lane. After carefully making a life decision, UDOT 
suddenly is changing to a FREEWAY that will be in our back yard. We constantly see
postings in the newspaper, and on the freeways encouraging us to "drive less" because of the air quality. We 
need more mass transit and fewer roads. We have a unique situation here with our wetlands and bird sanctuary. 
This will be destroyed, and who wants to see the sunset on the Great Salt Lake with a raised road in the view? 
Please support the citizens of Farmington, Kaysville and Syracuse. We do not want the freeway. The only benefit 
will be to developers who are looking to make money at our expense. Thank you for listening.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Draper

Name: April Schow

Comment #:

I'm signing to save the wetlands & the bird refuge. How many more roads do we need!? If it's so important, look 
at other location options. I'm sure there are some. Stop taking the "easy road."

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Paul Erekson

Comment #:

Solving the pollution problem along the Wasatch Front is at least 10 times
(probably 50 times) more important than any other consideration. The way to achieve a clean air Wasatch front 
is to significantly reduce or eliminate Fossil fuel emissions. This can be achieved by switching from burning fossil 
fuels to electricity for powering our transportation vehicles. Great accomplishments can be achieved by 
concentrating our minds, Talents, ingenuity and efforts in a unified manner. Nothing is impossible for intelligent, 
committed individuals.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1078



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse                   

Name: Julie Bushman                           

Comment #:

We live in the country We have pigs and chickens ducks cats dogs horses
cows. We have red fox, wild pheasant’s, wild geese, wild peacocks that nest in our back fields. where will they 
go what will happen to all the wild life, my
neighbors raise cattle for a living on 2000 west if you take our homes or land he loses his living. What’s he 
supposed to do? Syracuse changed the plans form the original place it was supposed to go we all checked with 
the city so we bought and built now they changed and want to take our homes and lands it’s not fair to us people 
that made plans and have the city UDOT change them after 20 years. I could see it if we didn’t look into it but we 
did. Do the right thing don’t build the highway. is this important to you? (Optional) its my life its very important.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Christine Grafer

Comment #:

Utah has some of the worst air quality in the country. We don't need another freeway, we need better public 
transportation solutions.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Jodi Singley                            

Comment #:

cleaner air

Comments:

EmailSource:

1081



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Beverly Hanson

Comment #:

I want to breathe clean air...or move out of a place I love.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Tyler Servoss

Comment #:

I live and recreate in the communites that are effected and do not want to see the project go forward.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Jason Steed

Comment #:

UDOT's solution doesn't consider viable alternatives to population growth and transportation needs. Their 
freeway will be overbuilt and will not include any restrictions that give Legacy Highway its appeal.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1084



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Philip Emmi

Comment #:

New road induce drawl and further traffic.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Daniel Davis

Comment #:

Pollution.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Darlene & Lance Gardner

Comment #:

This is road is absolutely useless for the city of Farmington there is no on ramp or off ramp through the entire 
town. Leave the road where it was originally planned to go through Shephards Lane.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Hooper

Name: Traci Kite

Comment #:

grew up in Syracuse, Ut. . Our family has lived at this address for 16 years. My parents and ALL 
of their neighbors went to Syracuse city and asked the city officials where the Legacy highway was going to be 
built. ALL of them were told that Bluff road in Syracuse was going to become the Legacy highway. All of these 
neighbors have either lived on this section of 2000 W. most of their lives, or built their dream homes where they 
could be out in the country, be able to have farms/ farm animals. These people have hundreds upon thousands 
of dollars wrapped up into their homes and their land. If it weren't for the city of Syracuse telling ALL of these 
people that Bluff road was going to be Legacy highway, NONE of these families would have built their home in 
that area. NOT ONE OF THEM!!!! And worse yet is that they city of Syracuse is still allowing new homes to be 
built in this area. I am strongly against putting this highway anywhere near this area. Their are better solutions to 
help out our commute than this. Please don't make all of these hard working families loose their homes, their 
property, their dreams and all the memories each of our familes have made over the Legacy highway. I am sick 
to my
stomach and heartbroken that the city of Syracuse would choose to lie to its
citizens instead of telling the truth about where the Legacy highway was going to go. Please Governor Herbert, 
choose a better plan, a better way. Thank you so much for your time.
Sincerely,
Traci Kite

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Midvale

Name: La Roxe

Comment #:

it is important because there isn't any room for this. Unless, you know a
magical way to create land mass. work within your means. incorporate mass
transit. just don't do it.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Helper

Name: Joy Bradley

Comment #:

Many people built their homes (including my brother) where Syracuse promised them would be safe and now 
they want to change that? It is wrong.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Stephanie Moore

Comment #:

I like shared solutions for transportation - cars and trolleys/ trains and front
runner.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Patty Riddle                            

Comment #:

This highway affects my neighborhood, my city, and the air in which my
grandchildren breathe.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Ogden

Name: Daniel Bushman

Comment #:

man its messed up dawg

Comments:

EmailSource:

1093



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Martha Westman

Comment #:

Please help protect this important area. Please support the shared solution!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Salt Lake

Name: David Eccles

Comment #:

This will devastate The wetlands at Farmington Bay Waterfowl Management
Area. We seem to build more and more roads to places less and less worth
going to.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Linda Emerson

Comment #:

We just moved out of state from SLC partly because of the terrible air quality. Please help this improve!!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Bernadette Bittner

Comment #:

I value the wetlands for migratory pathways and the little air quality that we
struggle to maintain. Please consider an alternative to this freeway by
improvement mass transit state systems. Thank you for your consideration.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Michelle Barber

Comment #:

Preserve our quality of life and our animal populations!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: marianna hoad

Comment #:

Why do you seek still more money being spent on still more road miles?  What alternatives to roadways have 
been investigated?  What's wrong with more mass transit?  Is this about federal dollar subsidies--that more is 
available for roads than for improved mass transit (hard to believe) or is simply easier to apply for?  Who is going 
to make money off of development which is inevitable result of road's path?  Transparency?  Follow the money. . 
. (?)

The idea of building an elevated (!) expressway through an environmentally sensitive area such as the GSL 
wetlands is patently absurd; glad to see the Federal government and EPA are calling you out on this.

Simply senseless proposal.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Tally Tingey

Comment #:

I just want to add my voice to agreement with Farmington City. Don't use Glover Lane as your access to I-15.  
Don't erode the natural beauty that exists in Farmington. Protect the wildlife that exists in this area.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jennifer Diehl

Comment #:

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a relatively new resident of the Farmington area, and though I grew up in Logan, have spent most of my 
adult years in various cities around the country. My husband and I moved to Farmington because of the quality 
of life we can enjoy here including close proximity to Salt Lake where my husband works. We have become 
appalled with the apparent disregard for this quality of life enjoyed here in Farmington by what appears to be 
special interest groups, the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) and the State of Utah. 

The West Davis Freeway is an absurdity at best, fraudulent and irresponsible at worst. The idea that what is 
most beneficial to residents of west Davis County and the taxpayers of Utah is to run a Legacy extension  
parallel to the existing Legacy Highway starting at Glover Lane is clearly being driven by irrational or dishonest 
motives. The existing Legacy Parkway doesn't even end until Park Lane, north of where the Glover Lane 
interchange would constructed. Not to mention the idea that a feeder road would be constructed at Clark Lane 
where Eagle Bay Elementary School is located. There can be no financial or other rational justification, 
particularly considering the amount of wetland and wildlife the freeway would displace were it put in at Glover 
Lane. 

Yesterday, I read the report produced by the United States Department of Interior which also clearly disputed the 
claims made by UDOT regarding the viability  of the Glover Lane alternative. Farmington City has also recently 
taken a stand against the West Davis Freeway. Farmington residents already enjoy to I-15, the existing Legacy 
Highway, I-89, and FrontRunner. There is no need for this extension in Farmington. I would argue, alongside the 
Department of Interior, that there is no need for this freeway at Shepherd Lane in Kaysville either. West side 
residents of both Farmington and Kaysville can never build far west enough due to the same wildlife and wetland 
issues to justify west side access to a Legacy extension.

Clearly residents of Syracuse, Roy, and potentially Layton, may be much more interested in this extension and 
are the only communities to actually be served by the proposed freeway. It would stand to reason that these 
communities should develop solutions, but ones that don't severely and negatively impact ours. The Shared 
Solution, proposes to convert existing infrastructure into more efficient throughways. I would urge you to more 
seriously consider this alternative.

Considering the poor air quality along the Wasatch Front, it is very frustrating that there continues to be no real 
commitment to transportation solutions that improve the air quality and encourage market-driven incentives to 
drive less, increase FrontRunner ridership and other public transportation options, and preserve some of the land 
that makes this state so amazing. It seems that developers and deep pockets are driving much of the decision-
making regarding this freeway and many of the growth policies in the state. 

I understand that growth needs to occur and that progress sometimes means new roads, freeways and other 
public infrastructure, but there needs to be accountability from UDOT with regard to how taxpayer money and 
resources are utilized. Please reconsider your position on this freeway and further explore more viable, 
environmentally friendly, and financially responsible alternatives such as the Shared Solution. 

Very sincerely yours, John and Jennifer Diehl

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Jennifer Perry

Comment #:

I do NOT want the WDC to go through Bluff or close to schools! Our children and environment would suffer. 
PLEASE stop this funding! It is not worth it!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Alburquerque

Name: Jan Maxwell

Comment #:

I Can't See How This Will Help The Terrible Brown Cloud Thru The Beautiful
Area

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Shelly Filgo

Comment #:

The reason we live in Utah is because we enjoy wildlife, outdoors we need
more of it not more Roads and Cars

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Haven

Name: Randy Parks

Comment #:

To UDOT and west davis corridor authorties.
I am a long time resident of west davis county 47 years. I am now a resident west weber county 7 years. I moved 
to west weber county because of the urban sprawl in davis county. the days of fresh air and open spaces are 
disappearing fast. My biggest concern with the proposed highway is the space between I-15 and the great salt 
lake. unlike west valley in salt lake county. there is no room to expand , if fact in most places places along the 
proposed route there is less than a mile before you reach the lake. If there is no room to expand or progess, it 
doesn't make any sense to put in a new highway. I urge the state officals to reconsider alternative transportation 
along the I-15 corridor where it is already impacted. 600 million would go along way 
to expand are current interstate. also state could make incentives for people who would use front runner & light 
rail to commute,we also should have more bus routes inter-city tolleys and bicycles routes. If the proposed 
highway does go thru the quality of life for the residents of the area will be greatly diminished also the impact it 
will have on the wetlands & waterfowl will not truely be seen untill the highway is completed. I feel the highway is 
wildly over estimated and unneeded. the growth along the wasatch front will continue to grow That is why, WE 
THE PEOPLE and our state officals need to have the vision and insite to set aside open spaces and respect the 
land we have in this great state so we can set a example for our future generations.  

Sincerely
Randy Parks

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Ashton Jenkins

Comment #:

Farmington Bay is one of our family's favorite spots to enjoy nature. Our little boys were able to watch a family of 
foxes the last time we were there. Also, lets take care of the roads we have before building more roads that 
aren't evena major need.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Sarah wiser

Comment #:

I have friends that live by both proposed freeways. I personally think we need to push a better rail system. Trax 
needs to be used more and get people off the roads. I recently traveled to Europe. No one drove, the trains were 
amazing and the buses went everywhere! It needs to be more convenient to go where we need to go and not 
drive.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SALT LAKE CITY

Name: KATHY TATUM

Comment #:

Building a 600 million dollar freeway that UDOT's own data shows will be
"underutilized" by 2040, at the uncountable expense of critical habitat and
people's communities and air quality, just doesn't make sense. We need a
collaborative approach, such as the shared solution to address future
transportation needs instead of more freeway.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Tristin Jensen

Comment #:

I urge UDOT to please take another look at the shared solutions option instead of adding another freeway. My 
home will be directly behind this proposed freeway, thus endangering my family with increased air and noise 
pollution not to mention the the only things keeping my family safe from 65+ mph speeding vehicles is a chain 
link fence and an embankment. There has got to be a better option and I believe that the options presented by 
the shared solutions group and endorsed by the US Dept of the Interior and Office of Environmental Policy is a 
viable alternative.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Jennifer Bunker

Comment #:

Don't allow Utah's backroom good ol' boys to take away one of the rarest
treasures in the US - the Great Salt Lake! UDOT wants to ram a freeway that
by their own studies will be under utilized and will be loaded with signs and
pollution right through your neighborhood, our precious local farms, and our irreplaceable wetlands and wildlife. 
Just say NO!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Christine Mikkelsen

Comment #:

As a Farmington resident, I fail to see why Farmington should have to bear the longest stretch of the freeway 
when an off ramp is not even provided to the City.  If an off ramp is not needed in the area, I question as to why 
the road has to run through this area.  The freeway will provide no benefits to the residents of Farmington but will 
adversely affect their quality of life with noise, pollution, light, and environmental effects.  I don't believe the 
freeway would be able to be completed in this area without an off ramp being added due to safety concerns in 
allowing timely access to emergency personnel if needed.  By not including an off ramp in the estimates for the 
freeway, I believe the two options between Shepherd Lane and Glover Lane have not been fairly compared.  
Those of us in Farmington do not want this freeway and we are especially against it in light of the unfair 
comparison of the two options by not costing out an off ramp for Farmington that would allow any kind of benefit 
to the residents of Farmington from this freeway.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Amy Brunvand

Comment #:

We can't solve our air quality problems by building more freeways. This is a
chance to do the right thing for the future by pursuing better transportation
options now.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jeanmarie Bassett

Comment #:

UDOT: I support the Shared Solution and request that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the 
Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and COMPLIANCE who have asked UDOT to FUND the Shared Solution 
as a viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay!!! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Kyle Williams

Comment #:

This will affect the value of my home, and the safety of my children. They
attend a school that will be GREATLY impacted if this happens.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: N Burns

Comment #:

I want clean air.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Katie Sabey

Comment #:

Please do not allow the WDC to be built!! There are better, less expensive
options! We should be focusing on making mass transit more affordable and reducing pollution.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Dana Pickard

Comment #:

I have spent several hours studying the DEIS for the WDC. In particular the sections that pertain to the section 
that runs along the Bluff Road in Syracuse. I have several concerns with the DEIS and its lack of inclusion of the 
direct impact to peoples lives who live along this section of the proposed corridor. While it does address certain 
aspects I feel that the study does not truly determine the adverse effect and costs that this highway would have 
to the people along this route. Within 1/2 mile of this short section there lies 7 parks, a golf course, a walking 
trail, an Equestrian center, 6 churches, a medical center, a library, 5 schools, the Syracuse Fire Dept and the 
Syracuse Police Dept. Again this is just within the Syracuse section of the highway. The study does not mention 
how many residences lie within 1/2 mile of this route, but it is much higher than if the more western route was 
chosen. The negative effects of this highway will extend much further than just the families that will have to be 
relocated. 

This highway, if truly necessary, should be built where it will have the least detrimental effect on people lives and 
the community as a whole. This was obviously not the objective of the decision makers in deciding the Bluff 
Route alignment. While the study is full of statistics and figures to qualify the decision, the real life consequences 
to those people most effected are not taken into consideration. The study indicates that the noise and pollution 
levels are within "acceptable levels". I question, who along the route that are most affected would agree that the 
increase in noise and pollution and decrease in property values is acceptable. From the reaction I have seen 
from those people who's lives are directly affected it is not acceptable. Therefore I can only assume that these 
negative impacts are only acceptable to those whose lives are not affected at all. This route should be located 
where there will be the least negative impact to the fewest real people, not based on meaningless statistics 
version of "acceptable levels". In my personal situation I have lived along Bluff road for almost 20 years. When 
we built here we checked with both Syracuse city and Davis County and were told there were no plans on the 
books to build a road along the Bluff road so we decided to build. Our plan was to live here while raising our 
family and then sell our home to buy a smaller home to retire in and use the excess proceeds to help fund our 
retirement. This will not be possible because of the decrease in property values of our existing home. We will 
now be forced to either stay here in a home located next to a freeway or take a huge loss and relocate in a much 
smaller home in a lower priced area and work several more years to make up for the loss. Most everyone along 
this route can give you similar stories of this negative and real impact on their lives. Just because the state will 
not have to compensate for the loss of value if they do not have to relocate the family does not mean that those 
lives are not disrupted. This real loss will be born by these families, not the state. Again, this is not spelled out in 
the facts and figures in the study. It is unfair to burden these families with this cost without just compensation. If 
any other entity caused such a decrease in value of someones property by their actions they would be held 
accountable.

My daughter attended the Syracuse Arts Academy for 6 years. During this time we were in a carpool that 
transported her and other students to and from the school each day. The amount of congestion during drop off 
and pick up is currently very difficult because of the traffic on Antelope Drive. The DEIS study says that there is 
no evidence that the increased congestion and decrease in student safety would have a negative impact on 
enrollment. I would ask if it was your child and you had a choice between comparable schools, which would you 
choose. One school will be located within a few feet of a major freeway, with the associated noise and air 
pollution and a decrease in your child's safety and a very difficult and congested drop off and pick up each day. 
The other school would not have these negatives. Lets be realistic and again use real peoples experiences vs 
meaningless statistics. This freeway will have a very detrimental impact to one of the highest rated schools in the 
state.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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The riding trail and parks will also see a decrease in usage. I was told by a UDOT representative that there are 
no studies that show how many people prefer to use trails and parks located within a few feet of a freeway. I 
think most people would prefer to recreate away from the noise and pollution of a freeway. Both the Syracuse 
walking trail system and the Jensen Nature Park are located directly next to this preferred route. These are great 
assets to the community that will be have their tranquil and natural beauty destroyed because of this freeway. 

I spent the last couple of days riding my bike around the Syracuse area where both of the proposed alignments 
are located. This is some of the most beautiful and tranquil areas you will see. What a shame it would be if we 
took such a short sighted view of our childrens future and destroy this beauty. The study said that the commute 
from Syracuse to SLC would be increased by 10 minutes in 2040 if the road is not built. This does not seem to 
me to be such a high priority as preserving this valuable scenic area for future generations. I remember that 
during the construction in SLC prior to the Olympics that because of the increase congestion more people were 
using mass transit. I am sure the same would happen over the next few years as the congestion increases. This 
would be a win-win for all involved. Less congestion, less pollution, more conservation of resources and 
preservation of our scenic rural areas.

I would ask that the planners please take into consideration how real lives are negative impacted. Either use the 
Shared Solution or build this freeway where the fewest real lives will see a negative impact.

Thank you for your time.

Dana Pickard



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Rebecca Steed                           

Comment #:

Dear Governor, I am a spatial analyst studying the impacts of pollution on the State of Utah. The correlation 
between transporation corridors and various illness grows monthy as studies and reports find car emissions are 
some of the most caustic forms of pollution to humans. Your healthcare costs for the State will continue to 
increase unless a social-cultural, ecological system for transportation is utilized.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SLC

Name: Kathy Van Dame

Comment #:

Mobil source emissions are choking us. Road maintenance is underfunded at the state, county and municipal 
level. Before we build new roads that need maintenance, let us take care of the roads we have.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Kathy Allred

Comment #:

Dear UDOT,
I have lived in Syracuse nearly 14 years.  When we first moved here there were no stop lights, our mail was 
delivered by a broken down jeep, and our police car looked like it was from the Dukes of Hazard.  A lot has 
changed in 14 years, to say the least.  As a family we have watched our city change and grow.  What drew us to 
live in Syracuse was the country living, open spaces, birds, wildlife and distance from the busy city and freeway.  
You can image our disappointment when we heard of plans for a highway.  We realize our city has grown, but 
big enough for a highway?  We don't think so.  Our disappointment continued when we heard the plan for the 
highway was to go right through our city, completely dividing it in half.  Looking at the more southern part of the 
highway is it on the outskirts of every town but ours.  How disappointing. It seems the route should be consistent 
by continuing on the outskirts to avoid dividing any cities and minimizing the amount of wetland, open space and 
housing impacts.  The approved highway alternative also runs too close to schools, ruins the existing trail 
system, and compromises the only open space that exists in our city.  More homes are also directly and 
indirectly impacted by the highway if it cuts through the middle of the city.  Being a part of the Citizens for a 
Better Syracuse group we have done extensive research and studying of both alternatives.  As we have met with 
you, the city and other groups we feel that special considerations have been made that are contrary to the voice 
and will of the citizens.  I feel that there are many other solutions that have not been seriously considered that 
would be a better transportation alternative for our city than a community dividing highway.  UDOT, are you really 
listening to the people?  
Sincerely,
a disappointed citizen,
Kathy Allred     

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Paul Gilmore

Comment #:

The wetlands are important to Utah's future and quality of life. Similar to the Book Cliffs situation whereby 
pristine hunting and wilderness should trump oil and gas leasing. The bird support for nesting and migration is 
not just a Utah issue, but international in scope. The concept of endless expansion and development is not 
compatible with keeping Utah a great place to live. Please consider the Dept of Interior recommendation and do 
not build on or over the wetlands. Maybe the Shepard lane or shared solution would be better options. Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Rob Tautges

Comment #:

I just like breathing air and I very much dislike the fact that we continue to build our cities in a very inneficient 
way.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Tamara Martinez

Comment #:

Please consider the no-build option. Utah, with its worries about air pollution, needs to focus on improving mass 
transit. It must improve bus routes to FrontRunner, and it ought to get going a car-share program in major cities 
along the FrontRunner route, possibly at each transit station. That way, people can use mass transit, but will 
have access to vehicles for short trips around town as needed. Improving mass transit will reduce traffic on our 
roads and improve our air quality, which should be of major concern to the state and its residents.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Nancy Nielson

Comment #:

I would like to be able to continue with the quality of life I enjoy in the country with the sounds of frogs and birds 
the background music to my ears......not the blaring of car horns, noisy traffic nor the sights of billboards 
cluttering the beauty of the sunsets!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Jennifer Speers

Comment #:

This highway is likely not even needed.Both alignments A&B do damage to The Nature Conservancy's Great 
Salt Lake Shorelands Preserve.There is no mention of mitigation for this Preserve and the noise that will effect 
the Preserve and the West Davis Children visiting the Preserve have not been adequately studied. Please listen 
to the Shared Solutions Alternative outlined by Utahns for better Transportation. Thank you, Jennifer Speers

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Encinitas

Name: Amy Astle

Comment #:

I lived near there for year and don't want to see the area marred by UDOT

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Clare Gilmore

Comment #:

This highway does not need to be built. Please allow the Shared Responsibility proposal the time and energy it 
deserves. Enhanced public transportation would save a valuable flyway...an attraction to tourists...that will be 
destroyed if the concrete is poured.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Michael Dervage

Comment #:

Utahns DO NOT want freeways everywhere. Do not trade wetlands for more
cars. The current "transportation industry" is milking this at the expense of
wildlife and more sane solutions to transportation. It's another case of a vested
interest pitted against straight thinking and planning.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Glenda Cotter

Comment #:

I have attended several of the public hearings and open houses, and I've looked through the DEIS for the project 
and in my opinion this project is fatally flawed for many reasons. First, it is unnecessary--the freeway to no where 
for no one. Second, the impact on families and homeowners living in the impacted area will be significant--
catastrophic in many cases. Third and most important, the impact on bird and wildlife habitat in the wetlands 
around the Great Salt Lake. The freeway as proposed would cause significant and irreparable degradation to 
Farmington Bay, the Nature Conservancy Shorelands Preserve, and other important habitats adjacent to the 
lake. These are some of the most important stopover points for millions of migrating birds along an important 
hemispheric flyway. Not only will the freeway corridor destroy important habitat, but the runoff, light, and noise 
pollution will have long-lasting effects that are not appropriately or adequately addressed by the state agencies 
consulted for the DEIS. 

It is time for UDOT to join the 21st century and realize that building more and more freeways is not the answer to 
Utah's transportation issues. Instead, it is time for UDOT to take a responsible and holistic approach by 
embracing the Shared Solution. I urge and request that taxpayer dollars not be spent on the outrageously 
wasteful and harmful proposal that is currently under consideration.

Thank you.

Glenda Cotter

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Tish Lund

Comment #:

To save Farmington from added pollution.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1130



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kristina Allison

Comment #:

I'm concerned about the location of the Farmington corridor in general. I am an RN and see, experience and 
understand the effects of air pollution on our bodies and of the studies from the U of U showing the effects to our 
actual DNA increasing known and unknown risks to the fetus' and already living from our choices to ignore 
(largely as a community) our pollution problem here. Now we're talking of creating/supporting even more 
emissions west of homes/people that can cause even more harm to humans. Our air mostly pushes west to east 
so this means more exposure to us than we have now. I wish our public transportation was more accessible and 
plentiful which takes more thought and money and less profits being pocketed. I live in Farmington Crossing, a 
dense housing development I chose mainly for environmental reasons; a smaller carbon footprint left for us all to 
burden. There is NO GOOD OR TIMELY ALTERNATIVE for anyone in my neighborhood to access the light rail 
system at Farmington Station at this time or I'd be using it. I was told when I bought my home by Garbett that 
there were plans to put in a tunnel to the rail station which has never materialized. I just read that now citations 
will be given for people or bikes using Park Lane to get to Farmington Station!! I'm from Portland Oregon where 
light rail is used by a huge amount of the population to get about. Why isn't Utah more proactive in this pursuit to 
help people live less harmfully in this environment and more safely health-wise? I think Utah officials need to 
think of LONG-TERM SOLUTIONS instead of short-term fixes. I'm hoping UDOT will quickly cooperate 
financially to assist with any supportive measures that have long-term solutions to our obvious air issues. 
Thank you
Kristina Allison 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Smithfield

Name: Helen Jeppsen

Comment #:

we need to preserve our mother earth

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Christine Mikkelsen

Comment #:

Another freeway will not help our current air quality issues. It will destroy land and bird habitat that cannot be 
replaced. I do not believe that it is the best useof our tax dollars and I believe there are better options to correct 
our transit issues.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Orem

Name: David L. Walton

Comment #:

It is highly likely that the proposed freeway will have significant negative impact on the wildlife of the Great Salt 
Lake wetlands through which, or near which, this road will pass. More alternatives must be investigated.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1134



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Natalie Shurtliff

Comment #:

I moved to Farmington to enjoy the beautiful scenery, peace and quiet and nature. If a freeway is built in my 
backyard, then every reason I moved here is gone. I want a place to live that is healthy for my children. Please 
do not let this freeway be built!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1135



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Robert Cantonwine

Comment #:

I support the Shared Solution and ask that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, 
Office of Environmental Policy and COMPLIANCE who have asked UDOT to FUND the Shared Solution as a 
viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Diane Ruybal

Comment #:

I have in the last years seen Utah lower it's standards of education and quality of life for the residence of this 
state. Our mass transit with front runner was suppose to help but costs were to high and even with gas prices it 
is still more economical for most to drive rather than take mass transit. Try reworking that system

Comments:

EmailSource:

1137



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Jill Merritt

Comment #:

I oppose building the WDC through the wetlands. Even I could see that was the plan when I looked at the map. 
Now the Department of the Interior has warned against it. Please support the Shared Solution-- or forget the 
whole thing. Thank you. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1138



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Cedar City

Name: Carson Gadd

Comment #:

Please DO NOT spend my money on more freeways. I INSIST and DEMAND that my money be spent in the 
best interests of Utahns, the air they breathe, and future growth of the city. This will NOT come from a freeway. 
We need to revamp our public transportation in a serious and ambitious way. The bus system needs to fixed. 
The train systems need to be expanded. A subway would be amazing. Use this money for public transportation 
to reduce emissions, promote community, create affordable, quick, and effective transportation for residents 
across the valley, and put the needs, interests, and well-being of Utah residents above the profit interests of 
UDOT.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Bill Fenimore

Comment #:

I support the Shared Solution and ask that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, 
Office of Environmental Policy and COMPLIANCE who have asked UDOT to FUND the Shared Solution as a 
viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay!
 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Matt Saylor

Comment #:

15 Don't like the thought of displacing Eagles from their home and another
freeway is not needed.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1141



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Toni

Comment #:

I'd rather not have this freeway built in Farmington at all. Farmington has to take all the negative and receives 
hardly any benefit. Make this freeway travel out west further North to avoid Farmington which is a small 
community that already has too many interchanges. 

If it is to be built at all please make it similar to Legacy highway with two lanes, open space, reduced speed 
limits, no trucks and pathways. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Merilee MacKay                          

Comment #:

I want to preserve the community I live in. we chose this town for specific
reasons that will be destroyed by this highway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1143



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Darlene Fultz

Comment #:

Because we need to preserve wildlife habitat and encourage clean air policies and encourage public 
transportation over building more roads.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Mikell DeMille                          

Comment #:

We don't believe this will help Utahans air quality and does not support the use of public transportation. We want 
a say in how the 600 million dollars of tax payer money should be used. There has to be a better option such as 
the shared solution option. Building another freeway is not always the right solution.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1145



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Carrie Cox

Comment #:

It's a huge display of backhanded dishonest politics.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1146



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Julie DeYoung

Comment #:

I have lots of family members who live in Davis county and do not want this
corridor to be funded. Thank you for your time.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1147



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Janel Cottle

Comment #:

West Farmington is a very beautiful community that will be largely impacted by a freeway coming here. There is 
farmland, wetlands and property that has been established because of the quiet beautiful town that Farmington 
is. There is no reason why using the Kaysville location would not be most effective.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1148



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Kirt & Jenny Peterson                   

Comment #:

This road is completely unnecessary! If you need the road, please stick to the plan of where the corridor is 
actually built. Those residents knew that the road was planned for there and signed when they built their homes! 
You are now dividing Farmington into 4 different sections!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1149



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Izabelle Reece

Comment #:

I have a strong belief that if they were to build this it would ruin animal habitats and result in many animal deaths. 
It would also ruin Farmington's beauty and peacefulness creating a stressful area that people won't like as much 
anymore.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden                       

Name: Lynn Carroll                            

Comment #:

I don't agree with adding highways to reduce congestion, because it
encourages use of cars. I'm especially unhappy about the choice of a route
that passes so close to the Farmington Bay Nature Center and encroaches on
land that The Nature Conservancy is trying to protect from development.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1151



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jake

Comment #:

I'd rather not have this freeway built in Farmington at all. Farmington has to take all the negative and receives 
hardly any benefit. Make this freeway travel out west further North to avoid Farmington which is a small 
community that already has too many interchanges. 

If it is to be built at all please make it similar to Legacy highway with two lanes, open space, reduced speed 
limits, no trucks and pathways. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1152



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: FRUIT HEIGHTS

Name: Richard Muhlestein

Comment #:

Please follow the recommendations as outlined in the letter.  We need the wetlands preserved!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1153



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: constance crompton

Comment #:

Intensive studies and public concern should compel UDOT to work for a shared solution.  We share this state 
and we share responsibility for a healthy and prosperous future. Unmonitored growth is dangerous to health and 
economy. Bigger???? We can do better.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: MarJean Muhlestein

Comment #:

I respectfully ask that the recommendations given by the U.S.Dept. of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy 
& Compliance be followed. The wetlands & all of Farmington Bay's ecosystem deserve & warrant protection. 
Please follow these recommendations.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Mary Ann Garner

Comment #:

September 5, 2013

Carlos Braceras, Executive Director
Utah Department of Transportation
West Davis Corridor EIS
466 North 900 West
Kaysville, UT 84037
westdavis@utah.gov

RE: Comments on Draft WDC Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Braceras:

As you no doubt know, the Great Salt Lake is part of the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network.  It is 
critical to millions of migrating shorebirds and waterfowl. For some it is a place to rest and refuel so they can 
continue their journey north. For some it is a place to nest and reproduce. And as you probably know, 90% of the 
7.5 million birds that visit the Great Salt Lake use the Eastern side where there are fresh water wetlands and 
uplands.  A recent 2013 Survey identified 134 different species, including six State Sensitive birds using the area.

The West Davis Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement which was released and will supposedly be 
used by UDOT to determine the West Davis corridor is incomplete and flawed.  It does not adequately consider 
the numbers and diversity of avian life nor does it consider the importance of critical uplands. 

I am particularly sensitive to the flaws of this report because of its impact on the 4,400 acre Great Salt Lake 
Shorelands Preserve that is owned and managed by The Nature Conservancy. This natural Preserve which 
protects eleven miles of wetland/shoreland has been painstakingly put together over a period of 27 years.  It is 
one of the most important and most highly used sections of the Eastern shore.  Both Alignment A and Alignment 
B would cause damage to this Preserve not only by taking critical acres but also by blocking water sources and 
creating noise pollution. The USFWA literature indicates there will be an indirect and significant impact to the 
shorebirds from a highway located within 3/4 of a mile of their activity. 
 
As a former banker and construction lender in Davis County, I appreciate the demand for new housing and 
infrastructure.  But there are some lands too important to pave over with asphalt.  The Great Salt Lake is 
considered one of the top five most important birding sites in the world.  It would be a tragedy if our political 
leaders did not protect the wetlands/uplands that so many shorebirds and waterfowl need to survive.  

I understand that UDOT must select the least damaging alternative.  The Shared Solution Alternative which has 
been outlined by Utahns for Better Transportation is the better choice.  And before either Alignment A or B is 
selected, the EIS needs to address more thoroughly how the loss of these important lands will be mitigated.

Not only did the EIS fail to fully consider the impacts to wildlife and to clearly address mitigation, it does not 
present appropriate alternatives.  Is this highway really needed?  I hope you and your team will really think about 
the damage that it will do to a critical and wonderful resource for millions of living creatures.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1156



Sincerely,

Mary Ann Garner

 cc:Governor Gary Herbert, Lt. Governor Greg Bell, Alan Matheson, Jeffrey Holt, Wayne Barlow, Meghan 
Holbrook, Maunsel Pearce, Chris Montague



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Sheree Bennion

Comment #:

I live in the affected area

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Randall Pinson

Comment #:

Because there will be a 30 foot overpass right next to my home and another 30 foot bridge about 100 feet from 
my warehouse in west Farmington. Is this the best idea we can come up with? It certainly isn't the most creative.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1158



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Adam Smart

Comment #:

Farmington does not have room for a freeway, what is going to happen to the wet lands and the animals that use 
them? I am very up set about the "back door" deals going on with udot and developers and the people we have 
elected to watch out for us. I am worried about the noise and pollution this freeway will create where ever it is 
put. Udot has done a great job putting neighbors and friends against each other. Has Udot or any one noticed 
the school, Farmington bay out here? What are we teaching out kids? I'm sad at what is so beautiful and rare is 
going to be gone. And at last please don't make this about the money and being responsible.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1159



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: ELEANOR THOMPSON

Comment #:

I would prefer that money be spent on the existing infrastructure. Keep the neighborhoods safe from emission 
pollution. Keep the wildlife in Farmington Bay safe and pollution free.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1160



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Theron Twogood

Comment #:

Former NPS Ranger/Naturalist. Former Bird Study Merit Badge Counselor for BSA. LOVE BIRDS!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1161



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Emma & Chris Demille

Comment #:

We need cleaner air not 650 million dollar roads to increase car pollution

Comments:

EmailSource:

1162



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jayden Carter

Comment #:

Save the eagles and all of the other birds at the bird refuge! Also save the
homes and families that will be affected from the new highway from having
troubles! Also I think it will also be a disaster to build a highway because of
costs and the economy being so bad that it will cause troubles most likely!
Save Farmington from a lot of troubles and issues!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1163



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Marry Ann Tordiff

Comment #:

to better preserve wildlife and farmlands and the beauty in west farmington. the beauty. take that money and 
make public transportation more affordable.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Charlotte Packer

Comment #:

Because UDOT did not stick to their original plan and I built my house with the intent and knowledge that they 
were not going to build a freeway in my
backyard!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Chantelle Barker

Comment #:

We live in the country and want to keep it that way. The freeway was always
going to be in a different place, we checked the maps before we built our
house. Those houses who built on the original path should have know they
were taking a risk in building on a path for a future freeway. It is not fair to
change it now just because others choose to not care where they were
building. We did and do care and looked into it before we built.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1166



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Michelle Carman

Comment #:

I'm sick and tired of Utah tearing up what open space we have for yet another highway. If public transportation 
were more affordable on a daily basis and reliable I would be more inclined to use it. It's time to think of the 
future and change the mindset of Utah drivers and stigma of 'public transportation'. Enabling more pollution 
when we're already advised to stay indoors in the winter is ridiculous, please, let's come up with a better solution.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Crystal Lindeman

Comment #:

You can't let beautiful West Farmington be destroyed by a highway that isn't
even necessary. Please help us say NO to UDOT! Thank you!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1168



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Janet Pinson

Comment #:

I have children, their businesses, and friends and their homes that will be
sorely affected. I also think this highway is ill-advised and expensive. There
are many things that Davis County and the State would be better served with.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brandon O'Brien

Comment #:

Environmental impact and location of the proposed road

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Dale Shutt

Comment #:

It will affect noise as well as sight pollution, right by my house where I have worked so hard to provide a clean 
and safe environment for my family. 
It also ruins the parks that we use all the time 
The bird refuge will also be affected. What a terrible loss
and finally this does not benefit anyone in our area. It does not give us any easier access. This is where it 
appears those with money always run the show!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Laura Hallen

Comment #:

This is NOT what Farmington needs.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1172



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ryan Shurtliff

Comment #:

Another Freeway means another means for a pollution solution to our growing population on the Wasatch Front. 
We need more clean methods of transportation and roads that lead TOWARD mass-transit, not away from them.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1173



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jon Shurtliff

Comment #:

This is NOT the right place for a Freeway! There are nature preserves, wetlands, and a bird refuge that the 
freeway will travel right through. Even some Eagle's trees with nests will be taken out for this road. Stick with the 
ORIGINAL PLAN that Farmington laid out for this road - put it where there is already land designated - closer to 
the Mass Transportation at  Farmington Station (not around it!). Closer to the main interchange that allows ALL 
residents to use - not just people on the north end. The residents of Farmington will have to put up with all the 
noise, pollution, and unsightliness of the road, but there will be no interchange that allows us to even use it. 
Reduce the total number of miles of this freeway and move it North!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1174



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: T. Thurgood

Comment #:

I am against the west davis corridor because it will be a huge negative impact to our to our environment in this 
area. There is so much wildlife in this area and beautiful spaces that need to be preserved. I feel that if the 
corridor does go through that the Legacy highway to the east of us will be a waste, it will not be used. Also, the 
distance of on and off ramps is so long for emergency vehicles that it just doesn't make good sense. The 
residents that this option is affecting have been in this area alot longer than the residents in Kaysville. I can't 
tolerate government planning and doing something and then later on changing their minds. It was planned to go 
through the Kaysville area, subdivisions have been developed around the proposed highway and people moved 
into that are knowing that the highway would go through one day. I am very against this highway and wish that 
the government would again hear the people!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Lynn Nylund

Comment #:

I walked through a wetland in Farmington protected for the birds, and it will be destroyed by the WDC freeway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1176



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Stephanie Smith

Comment #:

I value our environment and want to protect the wetlands. And it feels like this deal was shady and lots of lies. I 
am also surprised that the original route was not used.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1177



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Jack Johnson

Comment #:

We need to use mass transit and save tax payers money. To cut down
pollution in our state. Use freeways we already have. Widen I-15 and extend
Legacy highway is a better option. Shared solution is the best option.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1178



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Andy Wykstra

Comment #:

I originally thought it was going to be like Legacy now knowing if will be a full access highway I am totally 
opposed

Comments:

EmailSource:

1179



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Nelda Bishop

Comment #:

Don't ruin my favorite wetlands where I get away from traffic to watch the migration! Let's get mass transit right 
and forget about building more freeway that even UDOT admits will not be used much for years and years. It 
goes against all aspects of masterplanning.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Salt Lake

Name: Kathy Stockel

Comment #:

The West Davis Corridor would increase cars on the road exacerbating our
"dirty air days". Instead, let's keep Utah healthy and increase mass transit.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse                   

Name: Julie and George Bachman                

Comment #:

This freeway is not required. Use the funding to subsidize frontrunner, and
other mass transit instead of promoting more vehicle traffic.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1182



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Clemson

Name: Alan Burns

Comment #:

My son, daughter-in-law and three grandchildren live within 500 yards of this proposed highway to nowhere.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1183



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Stephen Mikkelsen                       

Comment #:

Air quality is awful, let's not create more auto generated pollution

Comments:

EmailSource:

1184



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Edmonton

Name: Jon Stevens

Comment #:

Because I'm from Farmington, Utah and I love the quite peacefulness that we have in the Ranches. If there is a 
highway through there, it would ruin that peacefulness. please find a new solution. thanks.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1185



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Adelaide Ryder

Comment #:

It is time to start recognizing that the air quality is hazardous to our health, and make some changes for the 
better.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1186



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Erianne Poulson

Comment #:

I don't want to live this close to a freeway that is not built for Farmington
residents. I also don't want to deal with the emissions aspect & increase my
risk for asthma and lung related diseases.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1187



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Shelley Neville

Comment #:

It is where I live!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1188



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Wendy Parker

Comment #:

For the benefit of all....

Comments:

EmailSource:

1189



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Brett Bushman

Comment #:

I do not want my city to be divided, nor do i want the traffic to come bringing noise and pollution with it also it is 
taking families homes from them that they have built and planned to live there the rest of there lives.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1190



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Fran Caughlan

Comment #:

The bid refuge would be impacted as well as the issues stated in the petition.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1191



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Greg VanZweden

Comment #:

Sick of pollution, and I don't want Lung Cancer

Comments:

EmailSource:

1192



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Pam Mattinson

Comment #:

We worked hard for over 20 years to be able to build our dream home. We
decided to build in Farmington because it was quiet and peaceful. There are so many great people here that are 
raising great families. There is not a better place to raise a family. We want to keep the peaceful, quiet, 
unhurried feeling we have in Farmington. We want to keep our families healthy. We want to preserve the 
beautiful views and landscape. We are very involved with activities and the GSL Nature Center. What an 
amazing place to have so close to home. Many of our scouts have completed eagle projects there and also 
served out there. The highway will run right beside it. We love to see the eagles early in the year when they stop 
to feed for a few weeks. Our children love to count them. Who can say that? We love Farmington. Please help 
us keep the peace. Thank you.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1193



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Roy

Name: Jamiee McFarland

Comment #:

Noise, Pollution, Totally Unnecessary.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1194



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Annalisse Anderson

Comment #:

Not only did I use to live there, I love the nature and quietness that came when I was there, that will be destroyed 
if there is a free way.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1195



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lisa Coles

Comment #:

We do not want to see our kids have to grow up and go to school amongst all the unhealthy air that a freeway 
mere feet away will create.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1196



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Michelle Belden

Comment #:

I love Farmington with open spaces to go walking and biking, these precious areas will be gone forever with that 
freeway going in and destroying the beauty and quite of west Farmington. The air quality is a huge problem in 
our valley and that will only contribute to it. I believe there are better, cleaner, ways of addressing the problem of 
congestion on our freeways.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1197



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Oren Child                              

Comment #:

25% of the homes that will be taken out by the unnecessary and unwanted
WDC "freeway" are at the end of the line in a small community in Weber
county. We are suffering a dissporportionate share of the burden . Improve the
roads we have and leave the "freeways' to the LA area. Learn from others
mistakes.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1198



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Andrew Warner

Comment #:

I want my kids to enjoy an upbringing not surrounded by the noise and air
pollution of this freeway. I don't want it to destroy our view of the beautiful
wetlands.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1199



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lindsay Kossin

Comment #:

This would destroy property in my area. It would also put the road right by a lot of my friends and neighbors 
homes. They have lived in a quiet secluded area by choice, and that would destroy their way of life.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1200



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Kim Hudson

Comment #:

To protect the environment, clean air, the bird refuge, and the people of
Farmington.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1201



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Nancy Tyson

Comment #:

I do not believe we need more pollution in this area. We can find something better for our air and less cost . 
$600 million to pollute our air more?? Lets be smarter than this!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1202



Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Michael Shaw

Comment #:

I have maintained an American Kestrel nest box study in this corridor for many years. It is a highly productive 
area for this falcon species as well as numerous other birds. I strongly support investing in all alternative 
transportation options before moving ahead with this destructive measure. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1203



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Holly Taylor

Comment #:

Four of my family nembers have asthma. The pollution this will create twill be very bad for their lungs and make 
it difficult to breath.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1204



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ashley Huefner

Comment #:

We do not need the road through Farmington as we have 1-15 and highway 89....we do not need another road 
to add to the turmoil.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1205



Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Lee Anne Walker

Comment #:

I am glad to see the letter from Mr. James Christianson supporting the Shared Solution for the West Davis 
corridor.

Save the wetlands.  Save the birds and wildlife species.

Roads contribute to sprawl, degrade air quality by perpetuating car culture.  Overhead mass transit on the 
existing I-15 corridor median would be best, but this Shared Solution is much better than the UDOT proposal.

Thank you in advance for yielding to the will of the people. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1206



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Stephanie Mercer

Comment #:

Pollution and the birds.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1207



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Hooper

Name: LouWanda Child

Comment #:

We need to improve the roads we have, not build freeways that disrupt peoples lives,homes, farms, wildlife and 
the enviroment.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1208



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Rich

Comment #:

Please don't allow this road. We really need ot look at all options.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1209



Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Anne Terry

Comment #:

I am writing to you to implore that you fund the Shared Solution as an alternative to the West Davis Freeway.  I 
understand that the intentions of the West Davis Freeway proposal are good, but I believe that it is not in our 
best interest.  

The majority of people in my generation (twenty-somethings) and younger are tired of the motor vehicle-based 
culture.  We keep cars for special occasions--camping trips and the like--but we prefer not to use them in our 
day-to-day travel.  If efficient infrastructure is there, we gladly use alternative transit options.  As our population 
shifts to one where motor vehicle use is only a fall-back plan, I am proud to see all that UDOT has done to 
support biking, walking, and public transportation.  When I have out-of-state visitors, I love that they marvel at 
our TRAX system and how walkable our neighborhood is.  

Another thing to which I direct visitors' attention is our incredible Great Salt Lake and its beautiful wetlands.  I 
always tell them that it's so great that Farmington Bay is an easy way to see what our wetlands have to offer.  If 
we run a freeway through this precious habitat, that not only provides services to wildlife but to people as well, 
we will both contribute to the loss of over fifty percent of wetlands worldwide and destroy a large part of what 
makes our state so incredible.  Wetlands are the second most biodiverse type of habitat in the world, and we are 
the stewards of this habitat that is so important to millions of migratory birds, many of which are already in 
decline.  

Now that the Shared Solution has the support of the U.S. Department of the Interior, I hope you will fund the 
Shared Solution put forth by Utahns for Better Transportation, which not only addresses the trends and issues 
I've mentioned here, but also makes our communities safer and healthier, especially for seniors and children.  

Thank you so much for your time and consideration.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Wendy Inkley                            

Comment #:

I just feel like the new homes on Shepherd were planning on this all along and our homes were not built with this 
knowledge.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Ryan Gregerson

Comment #:

I would rather see funding put into more public transit options such as front
runner. Also, the negative environmental impact.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Hans Ehrbar

Comment #:

I live in the same airshed. We need better mass transportation.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Chad Nielson

Comment #:

I live in Utah and breathe the air. Enough with profit and oil over health already.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1214



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Heath Davis

Comment #:

Governor, do not fund this road. We do not need this road here in Davis County, what we need is a shared 
solution with smarter roads such as boulevards. That link to mass transit and allow for other methods of 
transportation. Please stop killing us slowly with these unnecessary freeways. Support better city planning and 
growth and no more urban sprawl. Thanks for representing us and our counties wishes to decrease pollution and 
pursue a shared solution.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Eagle River

Name: Jason Rampton

Comment #:

I came to Alaska by military assignment but I was raised in Syracuse. We have owned our family farm for 5 
generations. We have endured many struggles to keep it. It is wrong to have our own state government cut a 
250 foot swath right thru our farm. It would greatly damage our property. It would be legalized theft. I respectfully 
request that Gov. Herbert call me at  I feel like I deserve to be heard

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Karen Rasmussen

Comment #:

We need better transportation!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ashley Squires

Comment #:

It's time to think about the environment and the important role it plays in our lives. It is time to think about our 
children and the negative impacts our choices will have on them and future generations. It's time to pay into a
environmentally friendly solution.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Matt Pacenza

Comment #:

We've got enough highways in Utah. Time for some 21st Century vision.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Forrest Gladding

Comment #:

Air quality is a real issue in our state and I feel the Corridor is not the solution to our air and transportation 
problems!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Luisa Larson

Comment #:

Safety for my family

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Marie Fulmer

Comment #:

I live in nearby Kaysville and I value the wildlife this project would disrupt.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1222



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Anne Terry

Comment #:

The best thing Utah has going for it is its natural beauty and wildlife. The worst thing it has going on is the 
horrible air quality along the Wasatch Front. This corridor destroys the natural beauty and encourages people to 
continue to pollute the air. Use the money instead to make mass transit for affordable.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1223



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Helen Dishaw

Comment #:

I'd like to be able to breathe clean air and we're only making our already bad problem worse. Our wetlands are 
important and valuable - we should be preserving and protecting them, not paving them over.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Beverly Blenkinsop

Comment #:

the bald eagles need a home!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Salt Lake 

Name: Rick Shurtliff

Comment #:

Overall quality of life for me and my extended family.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Sydnie Shurtliff

Comment #:

I feel it is only fair to put the road where UDOT had warned home owners
BEFORE they built that a road might be going through it. The Grover Lane
option is putting a road where no one if the area of the road can even access.
Put it with the Farmington interchange

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Heidi Bitton

Comment #:

Our natural wildlife and open space is more important than more roads to be driven on. If you can't plan your 
cities wisely without adding more roads as an afterthought, you shouldn't be planning the city! Utah can barely 
take care of the roads it has now.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: San Antonio

Name: Lauren King

Comment #:

This corridor is expensive for your taxpayers and (important to me and your grandkids) destroys wetlands!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Abigail Buchmiller

Comment #:

We love our neighborhood. Please reconsider

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: John Wilkes

Comment #:

The decreasing air quality along the Wasatch Front affects everyone's health. We need to do more to improve it, 
along with reducing traffic congestion, keeping our water sheds and waterways within and around our city 
cleaner, Wildlife is also impacted up and down the food chain. We are destroying the natural beauty of our Earth 
with overcrowding and fossil fuels. It needs to stop, and alternative forms of transport and energy must be 
adopted, not today, but yesterday.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: KayeLynn Farnsworth

Comment #:

I live in this city, I chose to raise my family in a quiet, loving community and I
would like it to stay that way.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brittani Pyper

Comment #:

One of the biggest reasons we love living on the west side of Farmington is the quiet, beautiful country-like 
setting. Life seems a little slower-paced out here, yet is still conveniently close to everything. We love to visit the 
bird refuge and walk the trails weekly, and that would truly be ruined by running a freeway in the middle of all of it.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1233



Date: 9/3/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Eric Rossi

Comment #:

I am opposed to the West Davis Corridor being routed through the Glovers Lane area of Farmington.  This route 
would be directly adjacent to the Farmington Bay Bird Refuge.  The bird refuge is a unique treasure that should 
not be endangered.  The proposed route would certainly impact wetlands.  That would mean securing other 
wetlands to offset the loss and adding unnecessary costs to the project.  Alternative routes would not have as 
much wetland impact.  It would be an embarrassment to our State to spoil the Farmington Bay refuge when 
other alternatives are available.   It would be foolish to incur the costs of wetland offset when alternatives are 
available.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1234



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Susan Skankey

Comment #:

We just need better public transportation, not more cars.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Laura Jamison

Comment #:

I feel residents of the neighborhoods affected to should say in what is built in their communities. These are their 
homes, their communities. They should be respected. There are other options available and it's each parties 
responsibility to truly consider all possible option and come to an acceptable agreement.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Gary Berger                             

Comment #:

We need to drive less. This freeway would make more driving trips possible. Please support shared solution.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Midway

Name: Jana Rae Grose

Comment #:

My grandchildren attend the school that this freeway will impact. Why would
you want to ruin the wetlands in this area?

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: NaKeisha Moffett

Comment #:

My family lives in the neighborhood that would be affected, and I lived there for quite a few years. I feel there are 
other options that would be much more fair to everyone involved.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Steve Harmon

Comment #:

I object to the planned West Davis Corridor Highway as proposed by UDOT.  The proposed design will cause 
irreparable damage to the Great Salt Lake wetlands resulting in disastrous consequences for myriad species of 
wildlife, especially migratory birds.  I favor a much lower impact approach that would enhance existing highway 
infrastructure and lessen impact on the wetlands.  Please include my comments in your record of public 
comments.  Thank you.
Steve Harmon

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Orem

Name: David L. Walton

Comment #:

I appreciate the analysis of the options for the West Davis Corridor you are conducting. I am aware that the US 
Department of the Interior has recently reviewed the proposed alternatives, and sent you their analysis. I am 
writing to add my support of further study of the "shared solution." The USDI evaluation includes this statement, 
"All build alternatives would cause significant, permanent impacts to the wetland and wildlife resources 
associated with the GSL ecosystem." This is followed by detailed impact results of each option.
Please delay your decision and give further study to the Shared Solution.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Clearfield

Name: Stanley Slater

Comment #:

To whom it may concern,

I have read the Department of Interior's comments on the impact of the west Davis corridor project and I agree 
with them that UDOT should fully explore the, "shared solution," alternatives to the proposed road build.  Due to 
the impact on historic properties, park areas and waterfowl areas, alternatives should be explored to the fullest 
extent possible before a road build is carried out that would do irreparable damage.  There are alternatives to 
endless road building and they should be given all due consideration.  Thank you for your time and attention.

Regards,
Stanley Slater

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ashley Graves

Comment #:

To whom it may concern:

I am writing this comment because I believe that the Shared Solution is the BEST option for the WDC.  In 
Farmington  we already have 3 major roads, we don't need another one!

I ask that you, UDOT, please  follow the recommendations of the US Dept. of the interior, Office of 
Environmental Policy and Compliance.  It will save our wetlands and keep our neighborhoods safer and cleaner.  

Thank you,
Ashley Graves

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Big Pine

Name: Edie Trimmer

Comment #:

I urge UDOT to work with Utah citizens to come up with a shared solution to transportation needs in West Davis 
County

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Utah

Name: Jacob Packard

Comment #:

Hello I am one of the homes the freeway actually touches based on the current plans for the highway. We feel 
the plans are awful and feel like UDOT made these plans based on what they think could possibly happen at 
some point in the future possibly. It is a waste of money completely and absolutely a horrible idea. The fact that 
any sort of precedence is give to mosquitos and birds over the well being of my three boys makes me sick. The 
fact that UDOT is considering trying to move forward with all signs pointing towards it being a bad idea even 
makes me sicker. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kristie

Comment #:

The 'Shared Solution' seems like a solution for all. It just makes sense to take what we already have and make it 
better. It would protect what little nature we have left and wildlife can thrive in it's natural habitat. Another freeway 
only means more pollution. The Davis Corridor would adversely affect not only wildlife, but our way of life and our 
health. Save Farmington and save our wildlife. Go with the 'Shared Solution'.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Sherri Gunn

Comment #:

The Farmington wetlands are one of the unique qualities that drew us to live in Farmington. There is no other 
place in Utah like it. Please do not destroy something that cannot be replaced. Once a freeway is there, the 
eagles and other wildlife will leave.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Michael Dervage

Comment #:

Please, please, please, save the GSL wetlands. Birds have to survive every year, but highway destruction is 
FOREVER!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Christine Barker

Comment #:

I support the Shared Solution.
UDOT should follow the recommendations of the US Department of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy 
and Compliance and fund the Shared Solution as an alternative that would protect the wetlands of Farmington 
Bay.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Chad Mullins

Comment #:

Please follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and 
COMPLIANCE.  The Shared Solution is the best viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay. 
Shared solutions will be the best policy to meet our transportation needs.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Susan Beck

Comment #:

Please reconsider the extension of the legacy parkway based on current information regarding the impact it will 
have on wetlands and all living animals who depend on the ongoing health of the wetlands. It is too valuable to 
be used for something as non-essential as another road. Especially when there is a reasonable alternative. The 
suggestion of using footprint of existing roadways sounds like a workable non-invasive solution.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Tiffany Lord

Comment #:

I ask that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and 
COMPLIANCE and support the Shared Solution.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: SALT LAKE CITY

Name: KATHY TATUM

Comment #:

I demand that you follow the recommendations in the US Dept. of Interior report, regarding the West Davis 
Corridor.  UDOT's assessment of the environmental impacts of this proposed freeway has been woefully 
inadequate, minimizing the direct and indirect impacts on the critical habitat areas nearby (ex. bald eagles, road 
salt and trash pollution, air quality and noise issues). The need for this freeway at all, has not been 
demonstrated, but if you are to proceed with building it I urge you to look at the "Shared Solution" to minimize the 
devastating impacts on the surrounding wildlife habitats.  The irreparable damage, direct and indirect to these 
vital habitats is unjustified and unconscionable.  The Shared Solution at least helps mitigate the negative impact 
of a freeway, both on our wildlife areas and our air quality for the communities in proximity.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: West Jordan

Name: Sharron Preston

Comment #:

I am very concerned that this project will affect bird migration around Farmington Bay and the Great Salt Lake. 
This area is a haven for bird migration. For years I have enjoyed watching wonders of nature in this area. I want 
to keep this option open for my children and grandchildren As a people we have to stop stealing for wildlife. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Dallas Despain

Comment #:

Dear UDOT,

I demand that you cease pursuing the West Davis Corridor as currently specified in the EIS. There is something 
devious going on. Why doesn't the EIS contain any information about a local interchange in Farmington?! Don't 
you think that is a pretty important part of the EIS study?

Now after the study has been finalized, you're recommending clark lane as the local interchange. Why didn't you 
put it in the EIS? Don't you think that would have affected the numbers and conclusions? Frankly, this whole 
thing smacks of something criminal and the only reason that could be happening is corruption.

We, the residents of farmington will not be deceived and robbed of our beautiful community just so that a few 
rich land developers can line their pockets! This is blatant highway robbery and a shameful misuse of the trust 
placed in you by the people you are meant to serve. I think you excluded a local interchange because it would 
have influenced the results of the survey in a direction that you didn't like.

Please, listen to the Department of Interior and support the shared solution to Davis County's future 
transportation needs.

Thank you,

Dallas Despain

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

The U.S. Dept. of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and compliance have recommended that UDOT 
FUND the Shared Solutions alternative which is viable and far less harmful to the environment, neighborhoods, 
etc.  I demand that UDOT fund the Shared Solutions alternative.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

I am concerned about the violation of Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f).  The lands on the west side 
of Farmington are conserved for the beautiful recreational trails.  They have been maintained by Farmington city 
for the enjoyment of everyone.  These shorelines are amazing and unique to our state.  To harm them and rip 
them up to put in an ugly freeway, would be insanely disturbing.  Just to cut someone's commute by 7-10 
minutes?  What are we leaving behind for our children?  Pavement, billboards, noise, pollution!  These lands are 
supposed to be preserved.  The Buffalo Ranch easement protects approximately 284 acres.  Why is this 
easement being discarded?  Furthermore, UDOT has not sufficiently reported on all the indirect impacts this 
freeway will have on the wetlands.  A more thorough research needs to be done.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

The fog in west Farmington is downright scary.  West Farmington suffers from severe fog, especially in the 
winter, and mostly during the high traffic times, mornings and evenings.  Add on the icy conditions and you have 
a disaster waiting to happen and it will!  The fog can be so bad that it is even difficult to see the homes from the 
streets.  How are emergency crews going to help all these accidents when there are no interchanges?  Is this 
really a safe route?  With no interchanges, (which I don't want) then emergency help will be delayed.  Who is 
going to fund this help?  Farmington city, which has no access to the freeway in the first place?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

What happened to protecting the American Bald Eagle?  There are hundreds of these eagles that roost at 
Farmington Bay in the winter months.  This area will be destroyed and then what?  Not to mention all the other 
hundreds of birds that depend on this area for feeding all year long.  Birds migrate all the way from South 
America as well as Canada.  It would be a shame to destroy what few precious areas they have left, for an 
unsightful freeway.  It is not only noise pollution that will drive them away, but light pollution, air pollution and 
other factors that were not considered in the DEIS.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

Utah is unfortunately becoming infamous for its poor air quality.  Governor Herbert continues to promote 
"clearing the air."   Yet, building another freeway only promotes and encourages more driving.  The funds 
should be put in mass transit.  When I was a second grade teacher a few years back, there were several days 
that the children were not even allowed to go out to recess due to the poor air quality.  In fact, there was one full 
week of not allowing the children to go outside!  This is a problem that needs to seriously addressed and building 
a new freeway only goes in the opposite direction of what we should accomplish which is to "clear the air." 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

As proposed, UDOT wants to build this freeway that doesn't even connect to mass transit.  By going with the 
Glovers Lane option, it completely bypasses Station park in Farmington.  Supposedly one of UDOT's objectives 
is to connect to mass transit, yet this route is contradictory to that.  How does UDOT address this concern?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

The WDC is proposed to be an elevated freeway with no regulations such as was instated for the Legacy 
highway.  Legacy has special pavement to reduce the noise.  Why are not the same regulations being proposed 
for the WDC?  What actions are being taken to help reduce the noise in our neighborhoods?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

The WDC would also bring light pollution.  Light pollution is now being linked to many health problems, including 
cancer.  Is UDOT considering putting in special lighting to not have these problems?  Are these included in the 
costs?  Why not?  Did UDOT consider how light pollution effects the many different bird species as well?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

The homes near the Glovers Lane option are required to have flood insurance.  Now, UDOT wants to build a 
freeway even further out west increasing the risk of getting flooded.  What precautions is UDOT doing to prevent 
flooding for the freeway?  What about lake effect?  Has UDOT considered the variations in weather and the 
closeness of having cars zoom by 65+ mph on a freeway that will most likely get flooded or at least have some 
water issues?  How is building this freeway going to impact the flood plain and the homes that live near there?  
As of now, the wetlands help prevent flooding in the areas where homes are, yet if they are destroyed, then 
what?  Has UDOT thought about this?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

UDOT has been deceptive in their photo simulations, making it look like another Legacy.  The aerial photos they 
provided at the open house in June 2013 were taken way back in 2008!  Thus, making it look less devastating 
for the homes, parks and schools near the proposed route.  This freeway runs through neighborhoods thus I 
demand that trucks be banned, that there be speed restrictions, that sound-reducing pavement is used, that 
sound walls are built, and that billboards are banned.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

Currently, UDOT doesn't have any interchanges in the DEIS report.  Is this realistic?  This proposes cause for 
concern when it comes to safety regarding accidents.  Why is there not an interchange?  Did UDOT not want  to 
show the true costs versus the Shepard Lane option?  I demand that a new DEIS report be made including the 
interchange that no doubt will be built with the new freeway!  It has been reported that the interchange would be 
on Clark Lane, which is right where an elementary school is.  Are you kidding me?  Who in their right mind would 
put a freeway interchange on the same road as an elementary school?!?  Please reconsider this

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: OGDEN

Name: MARY HILL

Comment #:

I sooo support the recommendation of the Dept of the Interior that UDOT Fund the Shared Solution as a viable 
alternative. Please support the recommendation and support the Shared Solutin plan!

Thank you!

Mary Hill

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: SLC

Name: Kathy Van Dame

Comment #:

1.  Utah has difficulty funding the maintenance & repair of our existing highway system; we should maintain what 
we have before adding new highways.

2. We note that Robert F. Stewart of the DOI wrote on Aug. 14, 2013 acknowledging "...another alternative which 
has been termed the 'Shared Solution.' We encourage UDOT to fully vet this alternative as it did with all 23 
preliminary alternatives, and to provide its agency resources to further develop and assess its details... We 
support further development of this alternative." See http://www.scribd.com/doc/165590596/Interior-Department-
objects-to-Utah-highway-plan 

3. We endorse the comments submitted by Western Recourse Advocates, Friends of the Great Salt Lake, &al.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1268



Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Diane Walker

Comment #:

As a taxpayer, I feel the last thing we need is another freeway.  Extensions to an already redundant Legacy 
highway system promote traffic and congestion, while destroying more precious habitat for wildlife.  Look 
around.  Don't we have enough dirty air caused by car pollution?  How about preserving some wetlands for 
future generations?  I've used the Legacy Highway trail a number of times for exercise.  I see first-hand how the 
land development  already is having a serious detrimental impact on wildlife.  UDOT should focus on fixing the 
roads we already have and stop developing plans that just promote wasteful sprawl, longer commutes, and more 
cars on the roads.  You really should be looking to reduce your budget.  This project costs everybody, and 
benefits only a few.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location:

Name: Maurine Kelsey

Comment #:

If you have to build it, build it flat like Legacy, and able to have trails and landscaping added at some point.  
You're building in people's backyards, after all, who moved out there for the peace and quiet and beauty.  Don't 
ruin it.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Linda Johnson

Comment #:

As a clean air question, I think it's time to build less highway and more transit. For the cost of this, one could run 
Frontrunner for years for free to the riders with less air pollution.  

As a location question, I think the Department of Interior's objections are important and entirely valid. My 
comment would have been that both choices impact the GSL and shouldn't happen. There is a distinct 
difference, and the more impactful alternative MUST BE DISCARDED.

From the point of view of development, I am pretty sure that all kinds of "growth" in that area should be on hold 
until a complete and careful assessment of water supplies for the entire Wasatch Front is done. Water is the 
lowest common denominator for carrying capacity. If there can't really be more and more housing in West Davis, 
perhaps no highway is needed. 

As a general statement, there should be no wetland impingement and no highway building at least till all the 
variables are cleared up.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kristen Taylor

Comment #:

I would urge you to find another solution to these traffic problems!  The wetland around the Great Salt Lake are 
essential for the health and well-being of hundreds of thousands of wild birds.  In addition, the degradation of our 
wetlands will only cause the pollution issues in our valley to get worse - wetlands are key in water filtration and 
water is something that we, in our desert, cannot afford to undermine 
PLEASE find another solution - you have a lot of brilliant minds working on this - they can come up with 
something that will not destroy our precious wetlands!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Steve Haycock

Comment #:

We don't need another highway, especially one that will destroy the character of West Davis and its wetlands.  
Let's work on better mass transit solutions.  WIth our air quality problems, why would we encourage more 
driving?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Heath Davis

Comment #:

I am writing this comment asking that the WDC not be built and if so to chose a different route away from glovers 
lane.  

I also am wondering what work had been done prior to the DEIS to explore the shared solution and to try to 
understand why this freeway would not leverage more driving people to the mass transit options versus helping 
people to drive more?  How heavy do you weigh the fact that the US Dept of Interior has asked you to reconsider 
the "locally preferred" route?   Also, why it that Farmington city has asked for an exit in the city for its people to 
use why is this excluded?  Why is it a tbd?  should this not be known to determine to cost comparision? Leaving 
out pieces that are obvisouly are needed seems kinda shady.  Why was the Farmington wetlands and nature 
preserves valued so low in comparison to other areas?  Is the cost of the current legacy that runs to I15 and Hwy 
89 factored into the cost? This seems almost as a throw away at this point if the glover lane option is used to 
route people around the farmington city and away from the mass transit options. 
I think there should be a greater value added to the importance of the GSL and the impact that will be done.
 
I ask you to please not build this free way and most definately don't destroy the GSL nature preserves by running 
this freeway so close to the lake and farmington bay.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Ann Carter

Comment #:

Please do not build the Legacy connection.  We do not need any more roads going through wetlands.  We 
should know this by now!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/5/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Amy Brunvand

Comment #:

I support the shared solution alternative for the West Davis Corridor: http://www.sharedsolution.org/

I live in Salt Lake County, not Davis County, but I drive to Davis County to view the eagles that roost in Willard 
bay and to see the Spring and Fall migration.  The Great Salt Lake is an internationally important bird habitat.  It 
is not appropriate to build an old-fashioned freeway type road in the wetlands, especially not when a much  
better plan is on the table. 

I am also concerned about air quality impacts from freeway building.   I support transit-first planning that is 
already creating an infrastructure of trains and buses so that I don't always need to use my car.  For instance, I 
was able to ride FrontRunner to the Ogden bluegrass festival, and to professional meetings at UVU and in 
Provo. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1276



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Tami Suzuki

Comment #:

2000 W from 1700 S to 700 S was to be widened. The plan ended up being scaled down. We now can barely 
get out of our driveway and it is dangerous. The road does need to be widened even more.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Richard and Emma Finger

Comment #:

Hello, as residents who will be directly impacted by the selection of alternative B, we would like to voice some 
concerns we have with the option of having the corridor go up and over Antelope Dr.  Our first concern is 
regarding the access to emergency services.  Currently emergency personnel leaving the fire station on 3000 W. 
can come directly East on Antelope Dr. and access Bluff Rd. This route is less than 1 mile.  We would like to 
request that if Bluff Rd, north of antelope Dr. is made into a cul-de-sac, that at minimum there would be an 
emergency access road available.  For emergency services to be limited to the alternative routes would 
drastically increase the potential response time.

Our next concern is in regards to the proposal that the corridor be routed over Antelope Dr., rather than under.  
Being that our home faces west, raising the corridor over Antelope Dr. and as we understand potentially 3000 W. 
(to the north of us) will mean that even though our home is at a raised level above Bluff Rd.,  we will in essence 
look out our front windows and look directly at the corridor.  Not only does this diminish the views that we 
currently have, but it will greatly affect the privacy that we feel in our home.  We feel as though it would greatly 
reduce the impact to most of the residents on both sides of Antelope Dr., Bluff Rd. and 3000 W. if the corridor 
were to be kept at a low level and instead route Antelope Dr. and possibly 3000 W. over the corridor.

Regards, 
Richard & Emma Finger

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Antonella Kelly

Comment #:

As a Utah citizen concerned with the kind of pollution we deal with in Utah. I am very concerned that U dot would 
insist to build a freeway that will increase The inquination of the air; I support the alternative of using more public 
transportation as me and my husband already do.
Please do what is right for Utah.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Pleasant Grove

Name: Sean Hunt

Comment #:

Please follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and 
COMPLIANCE: Fund the Shared Solution.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Roy

Name: Frank Roskelley

Comment #:

I agree with the Interior Departments 'No-built option'. Use your time and money to improving existing roads. 

Thank You.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Nathan Tanner

Comment #:

The preferred route chosen by UDOT for the West Davis Corridor is a poor choice; it ignores the full costs to 
wildlife and West Davis communities and the tax payers in Utah. 

Safety Concerns
The inversions and fog in the winter along the lake will make for a terribly dangerous route.

Cost to the ranches community
I purchased property in the Ranches of West Farmington because there was preserved wetland and a 
conservation easement adding to the rural feel. I payed a premium to live in West Farmington when compared to 
communities near the freeway. The loss of value to our properties and our style of living is not adequately 
considered in the decision making process.

Cost to our health
Significant air pollution in the summer has been a great concern for residents along the Wasatch front. Governer 
Herbert has expressed a need to clean up our air yet building the West Davis Corridor only encourages driving 
and will contribute to air pollution.

Cost to wildlife
Is there an understanding of how the noise, elevated road and traffic will affect the great migratory route and 
resting place that the shores of the great salt lake provide for wildlife. Farmington Bay is a resting place for 
numerous birds and habitat for other wildlife the costs to them need to be considered and carefully evaluated. 

Lack of transparency in the process
One example is a connector road in Farmington was conveniently left out of the plans. This appears to make it 
look like UDOT is trying to sneak it in after the fact because they are afraid of the public outcry and increase in 
financial and community costs. All building costs that the WDC will create should be included in the analysis and 
made clear to the public not after the decision is made.

Waste of  Taxpayer Dollars
Transportation models show the road will be underutilized. Its an expensive freeway to build to only delay 
congestion in the short term. There will always be rush hour traffic and those that choose to live far away from 
work should accept the cost of where they choose to live and the distance and times that will cause in there 
commute. Corridors where preserved for the freeway with taxpayer money and yet the planning and preservation 
is thrown out the window with this preferred route given by UDOT.

A better Solution
The "Shared Solution" is a better solution. It's a plan that seeks to minimize costs and increase efficiencies of 
existing roadways. For example having the ability to increase northbound lanes during the morning rush hour for 
the majority of traffic traveling South into Salt Lake then reversing that in the afternoon for traffic traveling North 
back to Davis County in the afternoon. It encourages better use of mass transportation and living closer to ones 
place of work.

The past is not the future
Our way of doing things in the past is a poor way to plan for the future. We need to address the problems we are 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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creating with innovation and thoughtfulness. The shared solution is a way to do that and should be investigated 
and reviewed as a viable alternative to the West Davis Corridor. There is a declining love of automobiles and 
driving and an increase and awareness for mass transit, biking and walking to work and being more 
environmentally aware. The bus I ride to work on each day is frequently packed to standing room only. People 
are happy to ride that bus and the demand continues to increase. Yes the state of Utah continues to grow and 
develop but how much can we support. The road systems are only one part of the problem. Being in a drought 
this summer we're well aware of the increasing demands on water as well. The status quo of continuing to build 
freeways as we have done in the past will only get us so far. The Shared Solution asks that we plan for a better 
future that is sustainable, more cost effective and solves real problems that will face us in the future.



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kymberly Burgess

Comment #:

Engineers in Florida were proud to show how Florida could grow if water was redirected and pump out 
swamplands. That was years ago, roads were built, houses went in, business grew. Where is Florida now? 
Spending taxpayer dollars trying to reclaim their lost habitats, reclaim their lost wetlands and let the Everglades 
replenish. Don't think for a moment their hard lessons learned don't apply to us here in Davis County. We have a 
national treasure in our backyard, and you want to build a freeway over it. Engineer it, it can be done. But what 
we will lose in wildlife, scenic beauty, air quality, and possible human safety is in no way worth it. I can't believe 
for a minute UDOT employees have walked the trails in Farmington Bay and think that a freeway next to them is 
a good idea. Or gone up Farmington Canyon to look at the view to the West and think that an elevated freeway 
in front of the lake wouldn't destroy the view of from there, and for everyone living below the canyon. Watched 
eagles fly overhead and hunt in the Bay, or any of the other MILLIONS of migratory birds - see them then think, 
a freeway through this land won't affect them. It is ludicrous!
 It is disheartening to hear of pedestrian deaths in Ogden this summer that could be rectified through road 
design, but there isn't money for it. It is disheartening to see reports of so many Utah bridges that require repair, 
but there isn't money for it. How on Earth can you dig up hundreds of millions of dollars for a project like this and 
not take care of projects like those?
Take care of what we already have, both roads and bridges we already have we and the wildlife and scenery that 
cannot be replaced. 
Worst air quality in the nation? Light pollution, noise pollution? What are your answers to these problems? 
Another freeway seems like a sure fire way to lead to a whole lot of regret and wishful thinking to return things to 
how they once were.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela Stringfellow

Comment #:

I'm sure this will be a controversial comment, but I feel the question needs to be asked. During the early 
settlement of our country, Native American's were moved from their homes to what the newcomers called 
comparable land. How is moving families now any different? We're told we'll be compensated by getting market 
value for our homes, but at that point, the market value will have diminished extensively. There is un-populated 
land that can be used for the road and it has already been shown as the preferred route; please keep it that way.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela Stringfellow

Comment #:

If the Shepherd Lane route is ultimately chosen, there will be 16 lanes of freeway/highway traffic plus the front 
runner for about two miles in Farmington. This doesn't seem wise. If there is a big accident (like an oil spill) all 
the freeway routes will be diverted to local roads. It is a rare occurrence, but has happened in the recent past. 
For hours there was non-stop traffic going through Farmington/Kaysville local roads because all freeway traffic 
was closed. Hopefully someone sent footage to you. It would make more sense to build the freeway further West 
and South (The Glover Lane route) making the West Davis corridor a true alternative to I-15.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela Stringfellow

Comment #:

I know the EIS only has to take into consideration population estimates through 2040. I believe it is unclear 
whether the Shepherd Lane route would even make it through 2040 before being just as congested as the area 
around Farmington is now. The state has population estimates through 2060. Those estimates show that the 
Shepherd Lane option would NOT hold even through 2050. It makes more sense to build the freeway as far 
South and West (Glover Lane option) as possible to begin with, saving time and tax dollars by doing something 
that will ultimately be done in the future anyway. Not only will it save time and hundreds of millions of dollars in 
the long run, it will save future home builders of West Farmington the anguish of going through an EIS 
wondering if their houses will be taken by a freeway. If the freeway is already slated to go as far West and South 
as possible, homebuyers/builders will know there is a freeway and can choose whether they want to build a 
house close to a freeway rather than having to hope a freeway that was not in the city's Master Transportation 
Plan will be built just feet from their homes.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Barbara Stevens

Comment #:

Many people probably do not know the process that an individual or a community can go through to ensure that 
UDOT is following a legal and ethical process.  So, I am giving the link just in case there are issues with UDOT 
and the process we are supposed to simply "trust." This online hotline form to report UDOT abuse is just as easy 
as this WDC form.  I hope it never has to be used.  I hope that UDOT follows the law.  
http://www.oig.dot.gov/Hotline  AS UDOT considers all the comments, questions, and feedback I, and many 
others, will be watching to see if LEDPA's process is being followed legally and ethically.  With a documented 
$15 million illegal payoff that was reported by a UDOT whistleblower, I am very ooncerned about where my tax 
monies are going.  I do NOT want them going into building more freeways.  I want the transportation options we 
have now and our current roads improved so that we reduce congestion IMMEDIATELY.  Make UTA affordable, 
convenient and make sure our current roads meet up with frontrunner.  Beef up our existing mass transit system.

Also, many are asking, "Who is UDOT's direct supervisor?"  There needs to be a legitimate checks and balance 
system here.  If your supervisors are the same people who give you free license to do whatever you want, I will 
go to the hotline instead if the legitimate need arises.  Follow the LEDPA process, do not engage in back door 
deals, and listen to the thousands who do not want this freeway in Farmington at all.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Ginnie

Comment #:

I AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THE SHEPHERD LANE OPTION.  THE IMPACT ON OUR COMMUNITY 
WOULD BE SEVERVE.  TOO MANY HOMES WOULD BE AFFECTED AS WELL AS THE INCREASED 
TRAFFIC TO SURROUNDING NEIGHBORHOODS. I AM ALSO CONCERNED ABOUT THE KIDS TRAVELING 
TO SCHOOL. THE MOST BAFFLING PART OF SHEPHERD BEING CONSIDERED IS THAT IT COSTS 
MORE!    

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Shawn olsen

Comment #:

I support UDOT's preferred alternative and appreciate the level of detail they've provided and the 3 years of 
research completed to arrive at their conclusion. I urge UDOT to stay the course and know that Davis County 
residents support this highway and the infrastructure it will provide. Last minute flailing by Farmington City to 
pursue possible tax revenue is just noise. They haven't demonstrated interest in protecting citizen's property in 
the past. I whole heartedly support UDOT's preferred alternative, B-1, following the Glover Route. This is the 
only option that provides a true alternative to I-15 and room for future transportation needs. Thank You, Shawn 
Olsen.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1289



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lyndi Daly

Comment #:

Building the West Davis Corridor would have dramatic negative effects on thousands of residents throughout 
Davis and Weber Counties.  Please consider the quality of life that would be compromised for all of those 
families, farms, neighborhoods, parks, trails and wildlife.  There has to be a better solution than putting a giant 
concrete barrier around thousands of residents effectively trapping them in on all sides by noise, polution, and 
stress.  Please find a way to solve transportation problems with out ruining the western edges of our 
communities.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Barbara Lambert

Comment #:

My husband Gary and I are adamantly apposed to another major highway in Farmington.  In this narrow-neck of 
land, we already have three major Highways. Adding another in such a narrow stretch would make our historic 
pioneer city feel like Grand Central Station. It would not only destroy the aesthetically preserved character of our 
town, but would also increase the noise and decrease the air quality, which is already an unsolvable problem. 
We live on the East side, but have a rental home on the West. The noise affects all of Farmington. The sound of 
the freeway bounces off of the mountain-side, while keeping the smog in the valley. 
   Surely there is a way to solve the problem without destroying our town, and the view of the sunset. Extend 
Legacy beyond Farmington with parkways or boulevards servicing different northwestern cities, taking traffic off 
of 1-15 sooner. Legacy is a beautiful highway, and from what I see, it can accommodate many more vehicles. If I-
15 becomes too congested through Farmington, perhaps people will be more apt to ride Front Runner or take 
Legacy where they can slow down and enjoy the ride.
    Is it possible to widen I-15 northward beyond Farmington; or feasible to construct a highway over the train 
tracks north of Farmington, or beyond the wetlands in the Great Salt Lake? There must be a better way than 
turning Farmington into a hub between the MUCH larger southern and northern communities. Farmington is, I 
guess, a beautiful 6 to 8 mile ride. It wouldn't be such a bad thing if people had to slow down a bit. 

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Greg Daly

Comment #:

I don't believe that you need me to come up with a unique reason to not build the West Davis Corridor, you have 
already read hundreds of reasons not to build the new road.  I simply ask that you exhaust every possible option 
to share the solution amongst existing roadways and improve other modes of transportation.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: farmington

Name: shelley woods

Comment #:

I feel that the practice of just building more roads,  is ridiculous.  We need to plan for future growth, by increasing 
the use of front runner and trax.  Get businesss to use existing mass transit for employees. Build mass transit to 
move those people from west haven to front runner.  Building rodes, will not help us 40 years from now,but 
changing behaviors to people using mass transit, will last a lifetime.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1293



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Valley City

Name: Molly Prentice

Comment #:

I think Utah has a chance to be a leader in doing something different. The Wasatch Front is beautiful and a 
wonderful place to live, but it has terrible air which will continue to get worse if we don't start deciding on different 
priorities. We need to prioritize our environment - the air, the wetlands, the birds, the view, the open space. The 
concerns:
1. increased air pollution
2. increased sound pollution
3. destroyed wetlands and migratory safe harbors.
4. reinforcing more driving instead reinforcing the encouraged less driving

Please consider the Shared Solution or something more similar to it. 

Thank you

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

It is my understanding the wetlands in west Farmington are protected?  Why is UDOT violating the Department 
of Transportation Act that is supposed to conserve the Great Salt Lake Shorelines?

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

Has the fog out here in West Farmington fully been researched and analyzed?  How safe is it to build a freeway 
when the fog is so dense and dangerous for vehicles traveling at 65+mph?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

It appears that the DEIS is insufficient in it's report regarding the direct and indirect ecological impacts to the 
Farmington Bay wetlands.  I feel that UDOT needs to do further research and resubmit the DEIS with ALL the 
impacts.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

Utah has some of the worst air in the country.  Yet, we are willing to build a new freeway to encourage people to 
drive more, thus creating more pollution?  We all breath the same air, let's please reconsider the need for this 
freeway.

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

Upon moving here to West Farmington, I have discovered the winds here are very strong and very frequent.  
Has UDOT considered the wind out here?  Has there been sufficient research on the wind patterns in West 
Farmington?  Would this really be a safe place for a freeway?

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

I am deeply troubled to hear of the possibility of a Clark lane interchange?  Does UDOT realize there is an 
elementary school RIGHT on Clark Lane?  I can't believe that it would even be considered!  I am appalled, 
please reconsider this option.  Also, why was it not included in the costs when comparing the Glovers lane to 
Shepard Lane?  Please redo the analysis with the full scale of what is intended to be built, THEN compare the 
impacts of the two choices.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

I demand that IF this freeway is to be built, that it has the same guidelines that Legacy has (except with no 
expiration date).  Meaning, there be sound reducing pavement, sound walls, special lighting, no trucks, lower 
speed limit and that billboards be banned.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ann Evans

Comment #:

Additional Comments/Recommendations:

-    Present the estimated lost productivity for the Alternatives in terms of per user per day, rather than the total 
per day and be consistent in both the Purpose and Alternatives sections in how the data is presented.
-    Show Lost Productivity estimates for both the No Action and other Alternatives for years 2020, 2025, 2030, 
and 2035 in addition to 2040.   
-    Identify desired user delay/lost productivity thresholds and feasibility/reasonableness criteria for evaluating 
the different proposed alternatives.   Just stating user delay will be reduced by some percentage by building a 
new road without an understanding of a desired user delay does not justify the need and not having 
feasibility/reasonableness criteria makes it impossible to justify the cost.   For example, one can't determine the 
reasonableness of spending $600 million dollars to reduce user delay/lost productivity by $0.29 /day without 
knowing what "reasonable" means.  Given the detailed feasibility/reasonability analysis that was provided in the 
WDC DEIS to show that "noise-abatement measures were not warranted or proposed for any of the proposed 
alternative" , it seems reasonable that a similar feasibility/reasonability analysis would be provided for the entire 
project.      
-    Do not include the Local Shepard Lane I-15 Interchange in the evaluation of the Shepard Lane alignment in 
the WDC EIS.    The impact of a Local Shepard Lane I-15 interchange should be evaluated in a separate EIS.   
Including it for the Shepard Lane alignment but not for the Glovers Lane alignment is inconsistent.   
-    Rather than show detailed results from the travel demand model for the various alternatives where the 
variations are well within the margin effort of the model, simply state that the model showed the options were 
statistically equivalent.         
-    Assume the mitigation for the DR&G trail at Shepard Lane would be to reroute the trail through an 
underpass - similar to the mitigation used for the DR&G trail at Parrish Lane and the mitigation proposed for the 
Glovers Lane alignment.   Update associated Section 4(f) impacts accordingly.    Provide objective analysis and 
criteria to justify the "visual and noise impacts"  comment regarding the proposed re-routing of the DR&G trail at 
Shepard Lane if the mitigation remains as presented in the DEIS.  
-    Re-evaluate the section 4(f) impact to the Skater Park and the associated proposed mitigation - simply 
"replace the sign"  does not address the impact to the ball field spectator seating area.    Also, please provide 
an explanation as to why this Public park was treated as less important than the Private Oakridge Country Club 
in terms of the preferred option determination in the DEIS.
-    Include the trail that connects Farmington (starting at Skater Park) to Centerville along the east side of the 
frontage road in the list of Section 4(f) recreation areas associated with the WDC and provide for appropriate 
mitigation.      
-    Please provide objective analysis associated with the determination that the Shepard Lane option would 
divide close-knit neighborhoods.   
-    Please provide impact analysis of Glover Lane interchange lighting on neighborhood directory east of 
proposed Interchange - would options other than high mast lighting be feasible?   If high mast lighting is only 
option, what will the impact be on the adjacent neighborhood?   

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

I just wanted to bring up my concern about the winds in West Farmington.  The winds here are pretty powerful 
and quite frequent.  Has UDOT analyzed wind patterns here?  Has UDOT officially examined and researched the 
wind in West Farmington?  It can be quite scary at times.  Would putting a freeway out in this wind zone be 
safe?  Especially for heavy trucks going 65+ mph?

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

I am concerned about gas prices.  As they continue to increase, I believe it will be unbearable.  Thus, the public 
will demand better and more affordable mass transit.  Wouldn't it be wise now to try to address this, by improving 
mass transit now, rather than wait until the gas prices are so high, that the public demands more in mass 
transit?  Studies have shown that when gas prices jump that driving decreases.  Has UDOT seriously considered 
this scenario?

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: salt  lake city

Name: david haeffner

Comment #:

The Great Salt Lake Wetlands are very important to to ecology of Utah.  It would be unethical and immoral to 
destroy these lands for another highway.  Utah already has plenty of highways.  If reducing traffic is that much of 
a concern, it is advised to increase public transportation availability and decrease the cost of such transportation( 
even if doing so requires more tax dollars.)

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Don Ries

Comment #:

The West Davis Corridor should not be guilt.  No one has ever eliminated traffic congestion by building more 
roads.  The axiom of "If you build it they will come", is true for roads.  The more roads the more sprawl, 
development and hence conjestion.  The governor has rightly stated that we need to drive less to improve our air 
quality.  Building this road will only encourage more driving.  The alternative is to improve current roads, increase 
mass transit routes and make it convenient and inexpensive.  Would I pay a higher gas tax to improve mass 
transit?  In an instant.  I can do things to use less gas if the price is to high.  I can't tell a child with asma to use 
their inhaler less because it costs to much.  Please, look at other options.  You are the Utah Department of 
Transportation, not the Utah Department of Road Construction.  

The other main reason not to build this road is the environmental impact on the Great Salt Lake and its adjacent 
wetlands.  These are irriplaceable, world class sites.  They do not need anymore intrusion.  Our environment is 
much to precious to pave it over.  Your EIS has not taken into account the synergistic effects of all the different 
causes of damage to the wetlands by all the various factors.  One factor alone would probably not be terribly 
harmful.  But all together they are a disaster for the environment.  Please stop the nonsense, do not build this 
road.

Sincerely yours,  

Don Ries

Comments:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Springville

Name: George Rampton

Comment #:

I do not want the WDC at all-period!  I would strongly advocate the "Shard Solution".  Not only would the birds be 
happier, but for once we the people would as well -  if no WDC were ever to come to fruition...

Please stop this/defund it.  It is egregiously bad !

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Springville

Name: George Rampton

Comment #:

My wife & myself are BOTH strongly against the WDC...

Please reconsider, and especially so with regard to the SHARED SOLUTION as a viable alternative to both we 
humans as well as the wetland birds, etc.

Sincerely, think this through.  We really do not need any WDC - period !

Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: April Anderton

Comment #:

Violation of Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) â€“ WDC will damage and impact the Buffalo Ranch 
public trails and Great Salt Lake Shoreline trails. The Buffalo Ranch conservation easement protects a large 
area of land, approximately 284 acres, located between the residential neighborhood, the Farmington Bay 
Wildlife Management Area and the wetlands of the Great Salt Lake. These peaceful and beautiful recreational 
trails have been conserved and maintained by Farmington City for the enjoyment of the public. Federal law 
protects the trails and the conservation easement from highway development according to Federal Highway 
Administration regulations. UDOT can only impact this land if Farmington City agrees in writing that there is no 
impact, after Farmington City hears public comment. THESE ARE NOT "DE MINIMUS" IMPACTS!!! 
Where is the need for this freeway???? We want to see the studies done on the need fore this freeway!! Who 
conducted them ect.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Pamela Cheney

Comment #:

Kudos to the US Interior Department Of Transportation
for the "no-Build" letter.

Our home is right near the wetlands and time spent wandering there and many other areas near by is something 
few folks get pleasure from.  Possibly because they see it as a smelly, buggy adventure.

What they don't see are the many beautiful birds.  Big birds, loud birds, and the wonderful expanse of nothing 
but wild life.

The road that leads off directly west from Gentile street at one time was just a nice little gravel road.. After it was 
paved I saw nothing but people's trash and alcohol bottles and cans tossed out. This is still the case and that 
tells me and many other walkers, bike riders etc. to be on the lookout. They frequent 3000 West and the cars go 
past at a furious pace.  Exceeding the posted speed limit to great extent.

My point is that how many other roads will be built out in those areas to get UDOT to see the devastation, trash, 
and loss of the annual and migrating birds and water foul?

We have built the Light Rail to Alleviate some of the road issues, hopefully along with the Pollution problems. 
Why not continue in that direction and make it easier for folks to get on and off by adding more stops?

Save our wetlands and air quality!

Thank you,

Pam Cheney

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Thompson

Comment #:

I heard an interesting news brief this morning...the races on the Salt Flats had to be cancelled because of the 
rain from this weekend. It has made the flats a watery mess. How timely that I heard that story because it 
reminded me of something else I wanted to address regarding the WDC. 

I live on Prairie View Drive, and if the WDC goes in where UDOT has proposed, then I will be having that 
monstrosity is my "backyard". My neighbors 4 doors down from me WILL literally have it in their backyard, a 
mere 30 feet from their home. 

We have natural ponds that form from runoff 3/4 of the year in our "backyard". The area where we live is FULL 
of alkaline fields...better known as "Salt Flats". IF the WDC goes in where UDOT has planned, then my home, 
and all of my neighbors homes as well, WILL BE in Danger of flooding!! When the water that would normally be 
allowed to "pool" in the natural landscape is blocked up and diverted because of the raised freeway, it will go into 
our yards and homes. UDOT will be looking at more lawsuits than it can manage when all of us who are flooded 
out contact our attorneys.

If the Great Salt Lake Salt Flats can't absorb a rainstorm, what makes you think that the landscape of the natural 
wetlands that are full of alkaline fields can handle the change in the way water flows with a new road restricting 
it's pattern?

IT WILL BE A PROBLEM!!

DON'T PUT THIS ROAD THROUGH OUR WETLANDS!!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Thompson

Comment #:

I live on Prairie View Drive.

My street was aptly named. We do have a prairie view. And the most amazing sunsets that can be experienced 
outside of an unobstructed bench view. The only things blocking our view of the amazing sunsets each night are 
the power lines.

Do you know why we have such amazing views? 

Because this is WETLANDS. We have un-buildable land behind us. We have birds of all kinds that visit our 
natural pond in the backyard. In the migrating seasons, we have highly unusual birds for this area that come to 
the shallow pools in the fields behind us. We are on the shores of the GSL...as close as we can be, that is. 

Now, UDOT wants to come and build an enormous freeway and destroy our quality of life as well as the 
waterfowl that call this area home year round as well as during the migration seasons.

Last February, when the demonstration was held along Glover Lane, I went and took pictures of the area. A 
mere 200 feet away, in a tree, were 2 Bald Eagles. Do you think that those Bald Eagles will understand the the 
freeway is "out of their preserve"? Do you think they will understand that if they take off from catching prey within 
10 yards of the freeway, that they will likely be hit by a diesel as it drives by? 

What will you do then?'

Now, I can't stop you from ruining my prairie view by putting a freeway in my "backyard", a mere 100 feet from 
my backyard, but I can sure tell you that you are going to RUIN MY VIEW for the sunsets. But I guess no one 
cares about that. 

Do we need this freeway? NO!! There are other options and taking over Conservation Easements that the city 
has put into place to protect it's residents and quality of life is WRONG!!! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: FARMINGTON

Name: Heather Clark

Comment #:

I live near Glover Lane in Farmington and am opposed to the Glover Lane option for the West Davis Corridor. 

The Farmington Bay Bird Refuge is an extremely important wetlands area for the migratory bird population. On 
the maps we received in the mailings to our home, there was text right over the bird refuge, so we could not even 
tell where the road curved exactly. To us, it appeared that while the road bordered the refuge, it would only take 
out a small portion. (Hard to tell with the words right over the curve in the road!) Even if it doesn't take out any of 
the wetlands, the pollution and noise of the freeway has got to disturb the eagles and other birds that nest in this 
one of a kind location.

Another concern which was not addressed was the lack of an interchange anywhere in Farmington. Rumors are 
now that a Clark Lane interchange will be planned during construction. Whether or not the rumors are true, I find 
it hard to believe that there would be 10 miles between interchanges!!!  The cost of a Farmington interchange 
and ALL interchanges MUST be included in the EIS to get a true comparison with the Shepherd Lane option.

Another concern I have is the fog that is frequently around West Farmington during the winter. I work at Eagle 
Bay Elementary on Clark Lane in Farmington. My commute takes me down either Glover Lane or Clark Lane. 
There are times during the winter months when we are prone to fog, that I can't see more than a tenth of a mile 
in front of me. I have to creep along at a very slow speed. This isn't a one time occurrence ---- it happens several 
times a year. The fog intensifies the further west you travel. A high speed road through this area is a disaster 
waiting to happen.

Another concern is the seemingly preferential treatment received by the Oakridge Country Club. News media 
reported that the damage done to one hole of the golf course was equated to almost 400 homes being 
destroyed. Either someone at UDOT owns a share in Oakridge or there is some ridiculous accounting happening 
here.

Finally, I did attend the information meeting at the Davis County Fairgrounds. I couldn't make any sense of the 
maps until someone told me they were old. Really? Was this EIS study done with current information? Was it 
just the maps at the public meeting that were old. If so, it was a lousy and sloppy move on the part of UDOT.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1313



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Centerville

Name: Patricia Kennington

Comment #:

Hi, 
I am writing to let you know of my opinion of the Legacy Freeway expansion in the Syracuse area.  I am opposed 
to cutting into any more of our beautiful Davis County areas to build another noisy, ugly highway.  Let's maintain 
what we have and keep our neighborhoods and cities free from the noise/air pollution and busyness of another 
large roadway.

Thank you,
Patricia Kennington

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Michael McBride

Comment #:

I wanted to comment about the article in the newpaper today about the US Dept of Interior's position on the West 
Davis Corridor.  The "No Build" option is short sighted and does not consider the current traffic congestion or the 
future in West Davis County.  I-15 is already over loaded every afternoon, even if the traffic could get to it or from 
it without backups.  Widening east-west routes will impact more homes and businesses than building a new 
corridor.  UDOT should not let the environmentalists in the current Interior Dept of this administration to influence 
the decision of whether or not to build another West Davis Highway.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SLC

Name: Jan Ellen Burton

Comment #:

Despite a negative from the federal government, I saw on the news that UDOT is going ahead with plans for 
another highway in West Davis County.  Why is such a highway even being considered, when the flyway is so 
important to both North and South America?  Isn't this what the fight was about when the Legacy highway was 
built?  Is there no one in UDOT aware or sufficiently flexible to grasp the concept that it is a bad idea to run a 
highway through the bird migratory lands? 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name:

Comment #:

Please reconsider whether building an additional freeway in West Davis is the best solution for commuters' 
needs. I live in SLC and work in Orem. I hated commuting by car until Frontrunner started. Many of my 
coworkers and students now take public transportation because 1. gas prices are high, 2. it brings more peace of 
mind than driving, 3. parking is often a hassle and an additional cost. More convenient transfers and train 
scheduling would be so much more beneficial to commuters than additional freeway that will put more cars on 
the road. Please think of the future. Doesn't Utah want to be known as the state that took the more difficult path, 
but worked to improve the air quality and the quality of the peoples' lives, as well as help to preserve the Great 
Salt Lake as one of the most important stages in the world for migratory birds?  Or do we want to follow in the 
footsteps of Los Angeles and other cities where it is too late to convert to a feasible mass transit system? It's not 
too late now, but it soon will be if Utah keeps taking the easy route of building more freeways. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Fawn Morgan

Comment #:

Supporting the Shared Solution meets the health concerns, environmental  recommendations and transportation 
needs of Davis County residents, Farmington City, Physicians for Healthy Environment, Utah Birders, Nature 
Conservancy, Save utah, the US Dept of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and COMPLIANCE. We all 
ask UDOT to FUND the Shared Solution as a viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay! Your 
constituancy speaks.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Bob McRae

Comment #:

Please give the Shared Solution a chance. If there is an the potential to avoid building another freeway in close 
proximity to neighborhoods, schools and rare wildlife habitat, why would we not explore it? However, if it comes 
down to a handful of homes vs irreplaceable habitat, relocate the people. Homo sapiens have proven to be 
adaptable to almost any environment. Wildlife depends on its environment for food, shelter and protection. We 
can build houses just about anywhere. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Spyros S. Manes

Comment #:

I wish to add my support to the groups and individuals which support the "no build option".  Also wish to endorse 
the recent U.S. Dept. of Interior findings as were reported in local newspapers.

I believe the millions spent on the this segment of roadway would be better used to lower mass transit fares and 
make it more rider friendly.

It is time to save as much farm ground and wildlands as possible, not build more roads.

thank you

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Gordon Todd

Comment #:

I am opposed to the proposed West Davis Corridor as a solution to our transportation needs. I was in the new 
Farmington City Offices Building the other day and noticed the large beautiful paintings on the walls in the main 
lobby. The subject of the artwork was the beautiful physical environment of the area we live in. The wetlands and 
the views to the west. How ironic that we are planning on building a freeway through these areas. I'm opposed to 
this solution. However, I believe an even  bigger issue, as much as I feel it would be a tragedy to destroy the 
wetlands,is how un-progressive it is to deal with our transportation challenges by building more roads/freeways. 
There is so much new, progressive thinking on this subject of transportation that I believe we are missing a 
golden opportunity to move in new directions, to set a new course that would benefit our lives and the lives of 
future generations. I can't imagine the planners of the proposed West Davis Corridor are energized by the 
"business as usual" approach of new roads and freeways. It's time to set a new course. Because of this, I 
support the "Shared Solution" and ask that UDOT follow the recommendations of the US Department of the 
Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance who have asked UDOT to fund the "Shared Solution" as 
a viable alternative to protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Mellor

Comment #:

Please don't build this freeway!!! Consider the shared solution!
http://www.sharedsolution.org/

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Mark Norton

Comment #:

I think that no additional highway should be built.  

There are other alternatives that are much less environmentally damaging that were never even explored by 
UDOT in the draft EIS.

The additional alternatives beyond the no action alternative in the draft EIS should hot be just different 
alignments of a highway. 

They should have explored alternatives such as improving mass transit, decreasing need for people to commute, 
etc.  Those would be alternatives.

Such being said, I believe the assessment of the costs in the draft EIS are flawed an biased. The true costs of 
the negative environmental impacts were not validly calculated.        

I do not support further destrurction of wetlands, farmland, open space as well as increased air and water 
pollution that would be created by building the West Davis Cooridor. 

  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Diana Vos

Comment #:

To Who It May Concern:

I would like to put forth the following comments regarding UDOT's Choice of the Glovers Lane option for the 
West Davis Cooridor.

1) First of all, I do not support a new highway at all and think the "Shared Solution" direction should be pursued.

2) If an option has to be be chosen, I think the Glovers Lane option is definitely not the least environmentally 
damaging practicable alternative.

3)  The draft EIS is flawed in several ways. For instance, the method to rate the quality of wetlands being 
impacted is extremely subjective.  

4)  There is no way to mitigate for the destruction of the grove of cottonwood trees along Farmington Creek just 
north of Glovers Lane and Shirley Rae Rd. The Bald Eagles regularly roost in these trees during the winter.  
There is no other place near where the wintering Bald Eagles feed at Farmington Bay WMA that UDOT could 
replace 60-80 or so year-old cottonwoods along a creek in the area.  Another space such as that does not exist.  
Any remaining cottonwoods south of Glovers Lane along Farmington Creek would no longer be used by the Bald 
Eagles because they would be too close to the highway.  

5)  The draft EIS give no indication of what percentage of wetland acres will be destroyed.  They give a value, 
but this may be a great portion of our already limited wetland habitat in our state.  Utah contains only 1% land 
area as wetlands, and most of those wetlands exist along the easten shore of Great Salt Lake.  Wetlands in the 
west are extremely valuable since they are so limited.

6) These wetlands on the shore of Great Salt Lake offer irreplacable stop-over and breeding habitat for 
numerous migratory birds.  Any loss of this invaluable habitat could have significant negative impacts on those 
species.  Though much of the wetland habitat of the area has been impacted by human activity as the draft EIS 
states, this is ALL the wetlands that we have.  If these are all the wetlands we have then that is what we need to 
preserve, whether they have been impacted by humans or not. To degrade them even more with a highway is a 
crime. 

7) Species affected for example would include American White Pelicans that fly from Gunnison Island to feed.  
This polulation of breeding pelicans on Gunnison Island represents  significant portion of the total breeding 
population of pelicans in North America.

7) Besides not accurately valuing the wetland habitat that would be directly imacted, the draft EIS also did not 
correctly calculate the indirect impacts to the surrounding wetland habitat. The footprint beyond actual highway 
whould be far greater than the 300 feet distance used to assess impacts two wildlife and wetland habitat.

8) A highway over Farmington Creek would have severe negative impacts to the water quality downstream that 
flows into the wetlands of the Great Salt Lake Nature Center (part of the Farmington Bay WMA). This could 
seriously affect the wetlands there and the species over 60 species of wetland birds that nest there (plus the 
over 140 more species that pass through during migration.)

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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9) In the draft EIS a scenario of increasing water levels is examined in assessing impacts to wetlands in the 
area.  They should have instead looked at a scenario of decreasing water levels as our region is being greatly 
impacted more and more over time by global climate change.  Wetland habitat is going to become more and 
more scarce as our climate gets hotter and hotter.  This summer for example in Utah was the hottest on record.

10) Numerous members of the public use the regions wetland habitat out here to recreate -- hunting, bird-
watching, hiking, bicycling, photography, retreat, etc.

11) The areas wetland habitat with healthy wildlife populaitons not only benefit those who "use" the area.  
Everyone in the state benefits from the ecological services such areas provide in terms of clean air and water 
and open space that increases the quality of life for everyone in Utah.

12) Those living in the homes along the alternate Shepard Lane route were forwarned years ago about the 
potential loss of their homes.  Homes are replaceable, wetlands and farmland is not.

13) It would be a shame to split the Nature Conservancy wetands preserve in Layton down the middle with eithe 
plan.  If a highway has to be built it should circuvent such valuable wetland habitat.

14) The Glovers Lane option would be miles long with no exits. This is not a good situation for emergencies.

15) We already have extremely poor air quality in this state and in this region.  We should be doing everything 
possible to discourage more driving.  We should be spending the state's tax dollars on improving mass transit 
options, creating opportunites locally so people don't need to commute, teaching people to be better stewards of 
the land for future generations of Utahns.

16)  These comments pertain mainly to the wetlands habitat impacts of the Glovers Lane option.  I did not even 
have time to go through all the other sections of the draft EIS, but I would guess the negative impacts on water 
quality, noise, air quality, habitat fragmentation etc. have not been realistically determined.  I believe that the 
results are biased towards building a highway.
It seems odd that UDOT would be carrying out the research to put together the draft EIS instead of an 
independent body of scientists.  It's like letting the fox guard the hen house.

       

                         



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Shane Prescott

Comment #:

I am going to try and make a comment here that hopefully will make a difference somewhere, although I highly 
doubt that it will make a difference at this point. 

I live in west Farmington in the Ranches.  I am an avid outdoorsman and duck hunter.  One of the main reasons 
that I moved into my home almost six years ago is because of the access to the wetlands west of the Ranches.  I 
can walk straight west from my house and be in a duck hunting area in less than 10 minutes....WALKING!  

With the proposed road going where it is I will have no access to use these waters (ponds, streams and 
marshland).  I don't care how this land is characterized by you, it is wetlands. There are hundreds and hundreds 
of ducks out here ever fall, winter and spring.  I will now have to walk over a freeway to get to these lands?  
Great.  

I know you have heard from homeowners about values and environmentalists and everyone... but what about the 
people that go out there every day after work in the fall to use the land unencumbered by roads?  

This road is an embarassment for everyone that lives out here.  There SHOULD NOT be a road at all and 
especially not the Glovers option.  

What happened to open space?  

If you have to have a road it should go where it affects the environment the least and that is the north option near 
Shepheard Ln WHERE IT WAS PLANNED TO GO FROM THE BEGINNING!  People sold lots and built houses 
where they should never have gone...

You have heard all of this and it obviously doesn't matter.  You are going to put the road wherever you want, but 
for the record as a home owner and outdoorsman, I think NO ROAD is the best option followed by the 
Shepheard Ln option.

Senator Adams will win and the road will go in, but it shouldn't.

Thanks,

Shane Prescott

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Mollee Steele

Comment #:

I live near where the WDC would go through Farmington and of course, deeply oppose it and will continue to do 
so with all of my might and resources. My question is why this freeway is going through Farmington at all? It 
doesn't help us in any way and more importantly hurts us a great deal. This montrosity would affect ALL of the 
West side residents of Farmington as well as many more school children, businesses and wildlife. What's in it for 
us to except pollution, asthma, copd and the list goes on? NO FREEWAY. MASS TRANSIT. SHARED 
SOLUTION. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Jeffrey Brady

Comment #:

I am seriously opposed to building additional highways in Utah.  For parts of the year we have some of the worst 
air quality in the world, exceeding major pollution centers such as Beijing.  The emissions from automobiles 
contribute substantially to the poor air quality in Utah.  Building additional highways/freeways will only exacerbate 
the problem.  I would like to know my children can grow up in a community that doesn't increase their risk for 
respitory problems.  Even if it takes me 15-30 minutes longer to get to work on a commuter train or bus, I would 
prefer that over additional highways being built.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Cindy Wilde

Comment #:

 protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay! 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Cindy Wilde

Comment #:

Save the wildlife and farmington bay no new roads the current freeway is fine 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1329



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Eva Isaacson

Comment #:

I am opposed to the Glover Lane option for the reasons  the Interior Department is opposed, as well as for 
health, property value and quality of life issues:  

We have large numbers of Bald Eagles that choose to spending their winter days all day in the trees here in our 
neighborhood along Farmington Creek. If the Glover Lane option goes through, it would completely separate the 
birds from our neighborhood.  This is the national bird!  What good does it do to have a national bird if we don't 
respect it and protect it from something we can control such as building a noisy, pollution-laden freeway that 
divides it from its chosen day refuge?   I also oppose the Glover Lane option because it those of us who live here 
paid full price for our land, believing it to be a wise investment in our family's future, whereas a homeowner along 
the Shepard Lane route told me that the homeowners up there got a discount on their property because of its 
proximity to the freeway corridor.  It is unjust to expect those of us who paid for a wise, semi-rural home 
investment to now be required to pay the piper for those who figuratively "built their houses upon the sand."

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1330



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Deanna Steele

Comment #:

I am a resident of Syracuse, UT.  I'm seriously concerned about the proposed route for the West Davis 
Corridor.   

My children attend Syracuse Arts Academy.  The proposed path for the corridor will leave our school entangled 
by on and off ramps and an overpass.  I'm already concerned about the air quality in this area....particularly in 
the winter.  We live 1.5 miles from the school.  We are trying to do our part to reduce emissions by having our 
children walk.  Just yesterday, our school had a "SNAP" presentation from representatives from UDOT.  The 
kids were encouraged to walk and ride bicycles to school.  Please, don't limit safe passage to school for our 
children.  Please, consider how air quality at our school will be specifically affected.  

I would love to see options for improved and extended bus routes.  We love the Frontrunner.  My husband used 
the train to commute to work.  He works from home now.  We're trying as a family to keep our vehicles off the 
road where possible.  I would love to see a proposal from UDOT that addresses the needs of population growth 
in West Davis County with alternative, environmentally, responsible transportation.  

Please, don't send a four-lane highway through our community.

Thank you.

Deanna Steele

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: J. Cannon

Comment #:

I certainly do not agree with having a major freeway interchange right next to an elementary and Jr. High school! 
The kids who attend Syracuse Arts Academy deserve to have an environment free from so much traffic, 
congestion, pollution and noise. The other route would put the freeway much farther west and avoid the impact 
to the school.

Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Shane Thomas

Comment #:

I support the Shared Solution and ask that you, UDOT, follow the recommendations of the US Dept of the 
Interior, Office of Environmental Policy who have asked you to fund the Shared Solution as a viable alternative to 
protect the wetlands of Farmington Bay.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Christopher R Jones

Comment #:

I am opposed to building another highway that will bring more development and more air pollution to the Salt 
Lake valley. We don't need more people, more cars, and more pavement. What we need is a better quality of 
life. 
  If increased transportation is deemed critical to Davis County then we need to consider the impact on Salt Lake 
County's air pollution and noise future. Instead of looking backwards to the single-occupancy automobile as the 
only option we need to think in a forward-looking way to innovative mass transit solutions that synergize with 
other transportation options such as urban bicycle programs. 
  If, in the end, the US Army Corps of Engineers and the Federal Highway Administration agree to put down yet 
more pavement then at the very least the concerns of the US Department of Interior's Fish & Wildlife Agency 
recommendations that  the impact on wet lands and birds (which is a negative impact on human quality of life as 
well) needs to be heeded by making the road as small and as far from the last undeveloped and unprotected 
wildlife habitats on the Salt Lake's east shore as possible.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Jason Steed

Comment #:

I've been actively involved in soliciting feedback on the proposed West Davis Corridor. Many citizens are 
surprised when they hear of the scope and size of the proposed freeway. The west side of Davis County needs a 
road, but we don't need what UDOT's proposing: A 250-ft easement freeway with no restrictions on speed, 
billboards and overpasses through rural towns. It will behoove UDOT to address these concerns and propose an 
alternative that involves smarter use of existing corridors, dedicated commuter lanes, a better connecting road 
possibly along Bluff, collector lanes, fewer 25-foot overpasses, and other community-dividing quality-of-life-
diminishing features. UDOT's own studies presented in July show how the freeway would only be at 40% 
capacity during peak travel times in 2040. No wonder your noise and pollution studies are within normal range 
since an over-built road would be underutilized. I believe UDOT would gain a lot of public support if these 
concerns were addressed.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Gaylene Dawes

Comment #:

This highway is a waste of our money, time and resources.  Just think of the many other ways these resources 
could be used.  We can not continue to waste our precious commodities in times of recession and security 
threat.  Please continue this discussion with your constituents.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1336



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Shiree Martin

Comment #:

I recently moved to Syracuse and chose my location because of the distance from the freeway and the 
surrounding farmland. Every morning while taking my kids to school I point out the beautiful farms that we pass. I 
truly enjoy the trail system that Syracuse City has created and often ride my bike on the trails. Also, my children 
are students at the Syracuse Arts Academy. Each of these things are part of the reason that I LOVE where I live. 
The West Davis corridor has the ability to change all of that quite negatively. I don't want it. I don't think it's good 
for our community. I don't think it is good for the surrounding wetlands.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1337



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Gail Prims

Comment #:

As a resident of West Layton, I would like you to know that I am strongly opposed to the construction of the West 
Davis Corridor.  From all that I've read, I just don't see the need for a freeway of this size.  Please follow the 
recommendation of the US Dept of the Interior and fund the Shared Solution.  Let's protect our wetlands and 
farmlands!

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1338



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Natalie Larason

Comment #:

Utah needs to start addressing the growth in population and transportation needs in a smarter and more 
responsible way. Our air quality is bad, especially in Davis County. We have an awesome Front Runner station 
only 2 miles from our house that could potentially play a huge role in helping Utah cut down on the congestion on 
our freeways and emissions being release. We need to push this type of alternative over just building another 
freeway. We have been asked by your office to carpool, drive less, and use mass transit yet our own state's 
transportation department wants to build yet another freeway to make it too convenient for people to drive their 
cars. We live in a beautiful county and state but this is always being lessened due to building large intrusive 
freeways instead of being creative and thinking of smarter solutions like the Shared Solution that is being 
presented. Make the right choice. Keep my community clean, quiet, and a nice place to live.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1339



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Emily Jensen

Comment #:

There is a park near our home that will be impacted by the Glover's Lane route, if you change the frontage road, 
please make it safer for children, by including a bike path/sidewalk along the frontage road. And I am not happy 
about the impact on wildlife out in southwest Farmington, it is a beautiful environment that can only be harmed 
by a road.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1340



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Jennie Frey                             

Comment #:

There has got to be a better solution than building a massive freeway through communities. A solution that would 
encourage public transportation and one that would enhance communities instead of damaging them.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1341



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Mapleton

Name: Dr. Gerald Rampton

Comment #:

Because we DO NOT need this Corridor-period! Also, because we need to look at the "Shared Solution" as the 
best & cheapest alternative !!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1342



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Rebecca Berry

Comment #:

I have lived in Davis County my entire life. I recently bought a new home in Farmington. If built, the WDC would 
be within 1/4 of a mile of my home and where my children play and go to school. I am concerned for their health 
safety and do not support this road. Governor Herbert, there are better options available than building this road 
thru Farmington and its protected wetlands. If you are serious about having more Utahans taking part in mass 
transit, if you want to help our air quality and save tax payers millions of dollars-then you will stop this road 
before it even starts!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1343



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kami Stewart

Comment #:

This freeway would be an unnecessary expense and pollutant!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1344



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Maple Valley

Name: Margaret Cady

Comment #:

I have lived in Utah for 10 years and the air quality needs solutions not more freeways! It has only gotten worse. I 
also know that the proposed area has many bald eagles that need protecting!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1345



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jessica Endrizzi

Comment #:

I don't want the pollution near my home, or to divert traffic from my business.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1346



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Lisa Teuscher

Comment #:

We moved here because we wanted to be out in a rural setting, away from big roads and traffic. I'm concerned 
about being so close to this highway also because we already struggle with my little girl's asthma.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1347



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Shawn and Jamie McGarry                 

Comment #:

My family has a lot of health problems and do not want all this smog and emissions close to my house

Comments:

EmailSource:

1348



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kim Hunt

Comment #:

We don't want this freeway!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1349



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Sharidee Wood

Comment #:

Pollution, Home value, Noise, Safety

Comments:

EmailSource:

1350



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Dennis P Law

Comment #:

• WHERE IS THE NEED? – The actual need for this road seems to hang by a thread. Before UDOT moves 
forward with a plan to spend $600 million of OUR hard-earned tax payer money, we want UDOT to prove beyond 
a shadow of a doubt that there is a NEED for this freeway. Show the public EXACTLY how you came to the 
conclusion that there is a need for this road? What data did UDOT use for their traffic modeling? What were the 
assumptions built into the model and when were they last updated? Who validated those assumptions? Why is 
this information not being supplied to the public? Why not try things like making Frontrunner cheaper or even 
FREE, and then re-evaluating to see if there is still a need for a $600 million freeway?

• CONNECTING TO TRAINS - One of UDOT’s objectives is to “improve regional mobility . . . by improving the 
connections between transportation modes such as automobile, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian travel . . . “ If this 
is truly one of UDOT’s objectives, then the roads should CONNECT to trains and other modes of transportation. 
Explain how the proposed WDC increases intermodal transportation and meets this stated objective.

• LESS CONGESTION = LESS RIDERSHIP ON FRONTRUNNER - Less congestion leads to fewer people 
using Frontrunner and other methods of transportation, so doesn’t building this road actually defeat the purpose 
of “increasing intermodal transportation”? And isn’t it contrary to what our Governor is trying to get people to do 
–drive less? How are the Governor and UDOT working together to encourage less driving, more mass transit, 
and better air quality?

• Violation of Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) – WDC will damage and impact the Buffalo Ranch 
public trails and Great Salt Lake Shoreline trails. The Buffalo Ranch conservation easement protects a large 
area of land, approximately 284 acres, located between the residential neighborhood, the Farmington Bay 
Wildlife Management Area and the wetlands of the Great Salt Lake. These peaceful and beautiful recreational 
trails have been conserved and maintained by Farmington City for the enjoyment of the public. Federal law 
protects the trails and the conservation easement from highway development according to Federal Highway 
Administration regulations. UDOT can only impact this land if Farmington City agrees in writing that there is no 
impact, after Farmington City hears public comment. Tell UDOT, Farmington City Mayor and City Council 
members to protect Buffalo Ranch Trail and conservation easement under the Department of Transportation Act, 
Section 4(f). Tell UDOT they ARE NOT “de minimus” impacts!

• LEDPA – The steepest hurdle in obtaining a Clean Water Act section 404 permit is complying with the EPA’s 
404(b)(1) guidelines to select the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative. There is no way that 
the Glover Lane alternative is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative. Explain how UDOT 
has come to this conclusion. Can UDOT demonstrate that no less environmentally damaging practicable 
alternative is available? What about the Shared Solution? Isn’t that less environmentally damaging and 
practicable?

• EXHAUSTING ALL OTHER OPTIONS - Other options, like the Shared Solution, are available that could 
improve projected transit ridership, including expanded express bus

Comments:

EmailSource:

1351



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Chris Packard

Comment #:

The West David Corridor will only detract from the peace and beauty of west Davis county. That is why most 
people moved out there, to get away from traffic and the city.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1352



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville                    

Name: Jana Leavitt

Comment #:

The West Davis Corridor is not the right choice. Clean air means healthier people and less pollution!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1353



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Mollee Steele

Comment #:

I live close to where this freeway would go and there is a school close by as well. MANY people will be affected. I 
am worried that this freeway will adversely affect our health and make my son's asthma worse. Also, it will 
greatly affect our peace and quiet out here.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1354



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Fawn Morgan

Comment #:

Been working for 30 years for safe and sane solutions to Highway 89. If we are going to build the Front Runner 
then we should use that solution. People have to adapt their habits rather than running rough-shod over the 
wetlands and Farmington residents.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1355



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Tricia Smith                            

Comment #:

This option is morally and ethically wrong. The impacts on the environment, schools, neighborhoods, air quality, 
our walking and horse trails as well as our way of life will be changed and not for the better. The cost to build a 
raised freeway will still affect the wetlands and with the Farmington fog and wind, accidents will be an absolute. 
Please say NO to this option.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1356



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Tyler Poulsen

Comment #:

I do not want Clark Lane in Farmington to turn into an equal to Parrish Lane in Centerville, this is a home 
community with an elementary school on this road not a business route.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1357



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Rachel Hixson

Comment #:

I would gladly take Trax to work daily but UDOT instead focuses on more & more roads. This road in particular 
obliterates the Farmington Nature Preserve, threads a third highway through the tiny, barely 5 mile wide strip of 
land between the mountains and the Great Salt Lake that is central Farmington and leaves a heavy burden of 
destruction and pollution when other, better, cheaper, wiser, healthier options are available. DON'T let this 
happen. Honor your own advice to our state.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1358



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Hayleigh Davis

Comment #:

I already worry about my nephews and niece running off and crossing 1100 west to get to grandpa and 
grandmas house. If 1100 W is extended into Glover Lane the worry will be much more with the high traffic level 
that will result. Not only will this effect my family but all the others in the area with small children.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1359



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Casey Williams

Comment #:

The chosen option through Syracuse is the one that will harm the most residents and families by FAR, while the 
empty farmlands and wetlands to the west are protected. Stupd much? YES! Absolutely ridiculous.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1360



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Tristin Jensen

Comment #:

The preferred alternative currently will be built 15 feet behind my chain link fence. I will have 4 young children 
around the time of the proposed building of the freeway. I am worried about how the noise/air/light pollution will 
affect my young family as well as putting them in danger and dropping all value of my home.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1361



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Cory Jensen

Comment #:

Let's stop dumping money into more roads and dump money into making mass transit affordable and practical.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1362



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Guy & Jodie Garlick                     

Comment #:

We live in West Farmington. Our family moved out here to enjoy the beautiful scenery and quiet neighborhood.

I, myself, along with many many people in our area area, if not all, re absolutely opposed to having any freeway 
extensions built around our homes and neighborhoods.

I'm appalled that the rights and voices of the citizens of Farmington are going unheard. And that once again pur 
city must give up land, and pay more taxes for a roadway that no one in Farmington wants. We made 
concessions before and land was taken to make way for legacy and trax, and now, with Farmington having such 
little land available, as opposed to other cities, we are basically being forced to give up more.

I'd certainly hope that we the people are more important and also the protected wildlife are more important than 
a costly roadway.

If meeting bout this are poorly attended it certainly doesn't speak for the people. People are busy enough as it is, 
and now we are supposed to put aside our schedules and try and make a meeting that takes place when many 
of our families have dance recitals, sport events and practices to argue something that shouldn't be an issue.

Please consider that these are families you displace, homes and lives you destroy, peaceful neighborhoods and 
communities that are being uprooted and tax paying citizens who's children, families, schools, land and also 
opinions matter. Not just UDOT.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1363



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Mapleton

Name: Shelley Rampton

Comment #:

I honestly think it to be unneeded!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1364



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jacque McBride

Comment #:

Yo block a terrible location for a freeway

Comments:

EmailSource:

1365



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Michael Larsen

Comment #:

It is more than sad to destroy our peaceful neighborhood, divide our city, and build what could be built 
somewhere else without the impact on families, property, communities, and the health and well being of 
individuals. Please stop this from happening.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1366



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Elizabeth Stair

Comment #:

The last thing this state needs is another freeway. Farmington already has two freeways (three if you count the 
89) bisecting it, do we need another? This is completely contrary to Utah's needs and goals of having better air 
quality and encouraging the use of public transportation. Please do not fund this project.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1367



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Clearfield

Name: Andrea Kitajo

Comment #:

I do not want my child going to school next to a busy highway dealing with the health risk. We move out this far 
from the freeway for reason. I already have respiratory problems and do not want my daughter to have to suffer 
with it also.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1368



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Clearfield

Name: Alicia Moon

Comment #:

This project would affect tremedously my daughter's school (SAA) and the enviroment in that area. I do not 
believe that smoother traffic is more important than education and clean enviroment for my children!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1369



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lindsay Cook

Comment #:

That would be a very long comment. Let's see...healthy air is important to me, spending tax payer and federally 
subsidized money on mass transit is a much better way to prepare for the future population growth, building 
more freeways is NOT, farmington does not need another freeway, nor will it service farmington residents at all, 
it will ruin my beautiful view from my house, it will destroy the beautiful farmington bay. Those are just some of 
the reasons this freeway should not be built.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1370



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Kimberley Rivers

Comment #:

I love love love love love my farmington community. After moving around the country for years we finally feel 
settled and have a wonderful home, community and city to raise our children. It really breaks my heart to hear 
about the WDC and feel that it will break our community apart or make it a much less desirable place to live. 
There must be other solutions. Please lets find them together.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1371



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Nikki Holbrook

Comment #:

There are so many reasons why I don't want this freeway built. My main concern is pollution and the bird 
preserve. The wetlands by the GSL are amazing, how can we destroy a bird preserve unique in it's kind? Also 
Utah's air is one of the worst in the country and we already can't breath in the winter months here. We live in 
such a beautiful area, please don't destroy it.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1372



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Charity Peterson

Comment #:

I moved to Syracuse for a reason, I do NOT want to be near a freeway with 65mph traffic let alone, semi-trucks, 
smog and billboards. I love the peace and quiet I have out here. Please do not allow this corridor!!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1373



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Trisha Simmons

Comment #:

My kids safety and air quality at school!! they attend the arts academy right there! and I also live in the 
neighborhood where it will be running behind! there has to be a better option!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1374



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Elisabeth Taylor

Comment #:

Do not allow this residents! We pay so much for our homes and taxes to allow this and lose so much!! This is 
such insanity! Not only will we lose BIG financially, but we will lose the great beauty which drew us all to this area 
in the first place! Please get this stopped!!!!!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1375



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Megan Rolfson

Comment #:

The elevated highway is bordering my property. Safety for our kids is in jeopardy. Why not extend mass transit? 
Telling us to drive less and carpool but yet building more roads.... Not making much sense.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1376



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Panguitch

Name: Mindi Huntington

Comment #:

The corridor affects my sister and her small family.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1377



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kristyan Williams

Comment #:

The West Davis corridor plans would uproot my friends, devalue my home and neighborhood, butcher the park 
my kids and I play at, and all without any greater access to freeway or really any benefits for me and mine. It 
also will all but wipe out the Bird Reserve Wetlands that I love to visit and photograph.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1378



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Alice Palmer

Comment #:

Govenor Herbert, please take a stand. Put a stop to the West Davis Corridor! Keep your campaign promises. 
This is a bad proposal. It's bad for wildlife and the environment. It's bad for our economy--there are better uses 
for our tax dollars. Do what is right. Don't let us down.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1379



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse                   

Name: Ashley & Jared Reid

Comment #:

I live in a neighborhood that is suppose to be right next to it! I didn't move here to have a freeway with high 
speed limits and billboards and light pollution!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1380



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Shannon Day

Comment #:

This directly affects my home. My community park, air quality, and safety of my= children in a negative way. 
Please stop and think about the thousands of children and helpless animals you are willing to harm by building 
an UNNECESSARY road. Please spend the money to increase public transit opportunities.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1381



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point

Name: Mary Johnson

Comment #:

My daughters school is right next to the proposed Corridor and the health and safety risks are too high.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1382



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Valley City

Name: Molly Prentice

Comment #:

I think it is time to plan for wiser travel options in our bowl shaped, pollution prone valley. I also think it is time to 
put a higher value on the other species that populate our planet but who do not have a voice.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1383



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lori Kalt

Comment #:

I demand that my tax money be spent responsibly. The Governor is not being responsible with our money if he 
allows UDOT to build a road that clearly is not in alignment with the Governor's campaign for clean air. Nor does 
the road follow the guiding principles set forth in the Wasatch Choice for 2040. This is wrong and Governor 
Herbert needs to pay attention and listen!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1384



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Allisha Larsen                          

Comment #:

I don't want a freeway running through my neighborhood, plowing under agricultural land or destroying the parks, 
trials, ponds and schools that are in the path of this monstrosity. Find options with less impact.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1385



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Doug Greenwood

Comment #:

To preserve the wetlands of Great Salt Lake, Utah.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1386



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Julene and David Kowallis               

Comment #:

The main reason I don't want the new freeway is because after years of working hard to pay off our home, it will 
be accomplished in two more years.My husband and I will retire within five years, and the freeway will take our 
home. We don't want to start over at age 65. This is our home. We are living on land that has been in our family 
for over 100 years. We don't need to cut our city in half especially when there is so much open land further west.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1387



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Steve Beardall                          

Comment #:

Pollution is at an all time high in Utah and there is no need to spend 600 Million to increase it. Its is counter 
productive and if we are going to spend the money we should be using it to reduce pollution and make mass 
transit more accessible and timely.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1388



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Michelle Thurber

Comment #:

The West Davis Corridor goes too far south. There is no reason for this road to go through flood plains and right 
next to a bird refuge. There is no benifit for Farmington or Kaysville residents. It is more road where it is not 
needed.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1389



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Ashley Graves

Comment #:

We don't need to spend millions on another road!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1390



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Holje

Comment #:

The negative effects far outweigh benefits of this corridor. (These negatives
have been addressed in counsel meetings.)

Comments:

EmailSource:

1391



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Rory & Kellee Grose

Comment #:

Farmington City has the most to lose from the West Davis Corridor project. We have the least amount of 
useable land between the lake and the mountains yet  UDOT is proposing to take a good portion of this land 
away to create a road that will not benefit residents of Farmington. We paid a premium price to move to 
Farmington City to avoid the long commute to SLC. If others would like to avoid a commute they should do the 
same. In addition to the human impacts we have to consider the wildlife. Building another interstate will forever 
negatively impact the environment. These are just a few resons why I oppose spending $600M dollars to fund 
this intrusive uneccessary project.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1392



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Luke & MaKayle Larsen

Comment #:

There has to be a better solution that won't negatively impact so many families. My family is one that would be 
greatly impacted. Please don't go forward with this.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1393



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Bruce & Jeanmarie Bassett               

Comment #:

Any new solution must tie into mass transit. This currently proposed solution will kill hopes for Frontrunner!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1394



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Sandy Jensen                            

Comment #:

Because it is going through good neighborhoods, the wetlands and all that remains of the "countryside". It also 
costs way too much....the rest of our roads are in terrible shape!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1395



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Tom Smith                               

Comment #:

I HATE IT!!! When we built our home we knew that there was supposed to be a highway coming to the area. We 
were told that it was going down Bluff road so we were in the clear. Now the plan is to by-pass the Bluff and skirt 
around right through our yard. We bought 4 acres here in Syracuse so we could have our horses and raise a 
family. If they come through our place we will no longer have a barn or be able to keep 6 horses on our place. 
Why should the State be able to come in and TAKE what is NOT theirs?!?!?

Comments:

EmailSource:

1396



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Heather Steed

Comment #:

This road is currently slated to be about 200 feet from my home. While I understand the need for roads, I don't 
believe the current plans for the road are appropriate. The road goes right though communities where people 
live, not through a commercial corridor as does I-15 in SLC, yet it appears that the same approach will be used 
in the guidelines for the West Davis Corridor. It appears it will be an oversized, no-restriction freeway, with no 
soundwalls or other protections for the people, like me, who will be living right next to it. Please stop UDOT from 
pushing their agenda and encourage them to listen to the MANY voices that have cried out in opposition. We 
once had representatives from UDOT come and talk to a group at our home, and it was pretty clear to me that 
they had their talking points. Though they put on a good show of "listening" to our point of view, it was apparent 
to me at that time that they were only trying to appear to listen. They always knew which road they would 
"prefer". Well, it's not locally preferred around here, that's for sure!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1397



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Peyton Smith                            

Comment #:

Its taking my home out!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1398



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jan Rooklidge

Comment #:

It is affecting my daughter's home!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1399



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Tracey Michie

Comment #:

The current freeway proposal would essentially be right in front of my house with no sound barrier and a terrible 
eyesore. It also has already affected the value of my home and has proven to be a deterrent for potential home 
buyers as we tried to sell our home this past year. There is nothing but wide open spaces west of us that could 
accommodate this freeway where fewer families will be affected. It makes no sense to build it in the proposed 
site.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1400



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Hannah Smith

Comment #:

It is affecting my home!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1401



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Heather Dove

Comment #:

This freeway is completely unnecessary. It will ruin prime migratory bird habitat in Farmington Bay. It will foster 
urban sprawl, more driving, more air pollution, noise pollution, light pollution. The only ones who stand to benefit 
from this are the big landowners along the route and the developers. The rest of us will lose our health, our 
environment, our happiness and our tax dollars. We want UDOT to adopt the Shared Solution, a much more 
sane, measured, modern approach to mitigating traffic congestion and fostering urban renewal and development 
of local businesses and jobs.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1402



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Hailee Smith

Comment #:

Its taking my home and my animals home!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1403



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Jason Crozier

Comment #:

right in my back yard

Comments:

EmailSource:

1404



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: W. Bountiful

Name: Sandra Smith

Comment #:

It is going through my sons home!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1405



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Jenny Munns

Comment #:

I do not want a freeway to split the middle of our town we as like many others moved out here to be away from 
all of that and we love it!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1406



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Cathryn R Cordray

Comment #:

endless roads and development dependent on fossil fuels are destroying Utah

Comments:

EmailSource:

1407



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Orem

Name: Naomi F Penrod

Comment #:

It will only add to the pollution we already have and cut the effectiveness of our mass transit already in place. 
That will undercut TRAX and cost double for that investment.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1408



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Nathan Tanner

Comment #:

If we make it easier for people to drive more they will. Lets encourage mass transit. Building this Freeway may 
make someones commute shorter by a few minutes temporarily but at what cost? The old ways cant continue 
without a significant cost to our health, our way of life, and the environment.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1409



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Provo

Name: David Jones

Comment #:

I have a lot of close family that live in this area and will have their home life disrupted by this decision. I am 
voicing my opinion to petition the government to listen to the people.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1410



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Darren Maxfield

Comment #:

If you build it, they will use it. Build better public transit instead of unneeded freeways. Reduce pollution and 
protect our towns.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1411



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Pat Walsh

Comment #:

Govern for the people by the people in the smartest way possible

Comments:

EmailSource:

1412



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Mary Silver

Comment #:

For one thing, my daughter and her family live where this interchange at Glover Lane will be going and it will ruin 
their neighborhood. There is already interstate 15 and Legacy Highway coming right through this area. Give us a 
break.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1413



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Melinda Allred

Comment #:

This unneeded freeway rips through my neighborhood, destroying homes of my friends and family and sits right 
in my front yard.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1414



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Dallas Despain

Comment #:

The glover's lane option would destroy Farmington's beautiful community. Please don't fund it! We need smarter 
solutions. UDOT seems to have an ulterior motive here because they are choosing the most expensive option!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1415



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kristen Child

Comment #:

It is important this corridor not be funded because environmental studies/surveys have shown how great the 
devastation will be to some of the last protected wetlands in this area. There are better places to put this corridor, 
and we should take the time to do the homework to find the right spot that will have the least 
environmental/social impact as possible.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1416



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Cottonwood Heights

Name: Janet Tate

Comment #:

I am very concerned about the wetlands in the area.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1417



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Taylorsville

Name: David Stump

Comment #:

It will forever damage wildlife habitat and we do not need another freeway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1418



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Park City

Name: Nancy Matro

Comment #:

This freeway truly is not needed. Farmington Bay is a precious wetlands area for migrating and seasonal birds. 
PLEASE do the right thing and don't destroy this invaluable habitat.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1419



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Big Pine

Name: Edie Trimmer

Comment #:

I lived in SLC for almost 30 years. My Poplar Grove neighborhood knows about the impacts of fireeways and 
heavy rail lines on quality of life. My grandson has asthma which I attribute to poor air quality in the Salt Lake 
Valley. UDOT needs to broaden its visitio.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1420



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Andrea Nelson

Comment #:

We must invest in clean and smart transportation options. Another freeway will encourage sprawl, ruin wetlands 
and wildlife habitat, and cause an increase in air pollution. We need to invest in mass transit and walkable 
communities.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1421



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: South Weber

Name: Brenda Kidman

Comment #:

By the year 2014 this road will be underused. Please do not allow this to go through.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1422



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Nancy Howard

Comment #:

WDC will destroy wetlands for birds and other wildlife that can never be restored. Please do not fund.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1423



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Mavourneen Strozewski

Comment #:

This is probably one of the worst decisions to be made about Traffic and convenience for Northern Utah. You 
have the Great Salt Lake habitat that will be affected (land & animals alike), noise to neighborhoods and yes, 
more pollution. It's such a bad idea!! For nature lovers this will destroy what we've helped to conserve.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1424



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Kelly Horne

Comment #:

We need the open areas of the State and the west side from I15 to the GSL for recreation, beauty and wildlife. 
Quit taking the beauty of our State away from us!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1425



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Salt Lake

Name: Becky Stauffer

Comment #:

Instead of spending $600 million on building more freeways to encourage more driiving, why not use the money 
to make public transporation more accessible and affordable and reduce the number of cars on the road and 
reduce pollution from cars.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1426



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Josie Douglass

Comment #:

This directly affects me and will take part of my backyard. I have grown up all my life in davis county and love it 
and wouldn't want to live anywhere else. I am finding so many of my fellow school mate from elementary to high 
school feel the same and we have all ended up staying to raise our own families now, Me and my husband built 
our house 3 years ago and are still working hard at getting the yeard and everything finished and now this will 
ruin all of that.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1427



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Carl Ingwell

Comment #:

Our governor has asked us repeatedly to drive less to improve air quality in the state of Utah. Numerous studies 
show that new roads generate new traffic and encourage people to make trips they wouldn't normally make.

This new road would also encourage longer trips. Here's an example. If someone normally shops at the Smith's 
2 miles away near there home, and all of a sudden there is a new Costco built 10 miles away from their home 
along a new freeway, many would choose to drive the further distance to shop at the Costco. This is just one 
example, but I believe that the new freeway would drastically increase VMTs in West Davis County, and increase 
air pollution.

New freeways encourage new suburban sprawl. Suburban sprawl and freeway travel propagate global climate 
change, they further degrade already damaged wetland habitat, and they support an outdated system.

This freeway isn't even necessary. Modeling by the Wasatch Front Regional Council shows this freeway will be 
"underutilized" in the year 2040.

Governor Herbert, please do not support the West Davis Freeway and use your executive powers to block this 
construction.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1428



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Larry Kienke

Comment #:

South Davis County already has polluted air from the refinery. Now we want to add more freeways. How will this 
help are citizens of South Davis County. We need to find a better way. Plus this will hurt Farmington Bay and the 
surrounding area. WDC will destroy wetlands for birds and other wildlife that can never be restored. Please do 
not fund.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1429



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SLC                           

Name: Mary Ellen Sloan

Comment #:

It is important to preserve animal and bird habitat; to decrease air pollution and support more sustainable 
transportation alternatives. Let's give it a chance please!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1430



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Cottonwood Heights

Name: William P Helsley

Comment #:

The proposed route will destroy a famous viable birding location that is included in the Great Salt Lake Birding 
Festival each year.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1431



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Pamela Grubaugh Littig

Comment #:

The Lake is very important to us!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1432



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Riverton

Name: Kendall Watkins

Comment #:

I am a 14 year old birder and if this freeway is built, it will not only destroy some of my favorite places to bird, but 
hurt the wildlife around it through noise and car pollution. We do not need a freeway going through important bird 
migration areas. This past winter the Salt Lake Valley had more red air days than I can ever remember. Another 
freeway will not help the pollution levels. Lower bus and train fares instead of building the freeway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1433



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Murray

Name: Larene Wyss

Comment #:

When the Legacy Parkway was built, there were some promises that nothing else would be built west of there in 
order to protect critical habitat for birds and to prevent urban sprawl. This proposed highway goes against those 
commitments. This area is extremely important habitat as a migratory path for birds. They won't just go 
elsewhere -- they'll be killed by motor vehicles. Once the habitat is lost, there is no going back. Please slow this 
decision process down and make sure you and others are aware of the impact this will have. Supporting a 
shared solution with UDOT and Utahns is a better way to go.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1434



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Diana Vos

Comment #:

A highway adjacent to the Great Salt Lake Nature Center and the Farmington Bay WMA (Glovers Lane Option) 
will have significantly greater negative impacts than described within the Draft EIS. There would be impacts 
beyond the actual acreage footprint of the highway to the area's wetlands. The impacts extend outward and 
upward a great distance and so the calculation of the loss of wetland habitat is much lower than it would really 
end up being. There is also a riparian corridor along Farmington Creek with large cottonwoods within which 
wintering bald eagles regularly roost that would be obliterated by a highway. The water quality of Farmington 
Creek would also be greatly lowered by a highway crossing it. All the waters of the Great Salt Lake Nature 
Center come from Farmington Creek. The Glovers Lane option for the WDC is the worst choice. I believe a new 
highway is not even a good choice. There are many other options that don't destroy wetlands, farmlands nor 
homes. For example, significant improvements can be made can be made to mass transit, increasing business 
opportunities locally, telecommuting, encouraging smaller family sizes to slow growth, etc. Open areas like those 
surrounding Farmington, Farmington Bay and the Great Salt Lake are what give Utah its great quality of life. 
Please don't allow more roads to destroy wetlands and farmland. Houses can be replaced, but wetlands and 
farmland are in very short supply.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1435



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sunset

Name: Geri Litster-Gordon

Comment #:

I cannot have a high speed freeway right next to my children's school! UNBELIEVABLY UNSAFE!!!! I have seen 
so many cars that fly off the road or spin off on the ice, and if that happens in syracuse CHILDREN could be 
killed!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1436



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Lindy Davis

Comment #:

The beautiful areas of West Davis County are like a little haven not far from the city. It reminds me of how 
Draper, Riverton, Bluffdale & Herriman used to be BEFORE, Bangerter Hwy was built and all the land was 
developed. Please keep the highways away & don't ruin Davis County like you've ruined Salt Lake & Utah 
Counties! I understand it's more convenient and will help promote growth. I ask you, is that really necessary? 
There is still plenty of land in other areas - Don't take away the country feeling, just for more suburbs.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1437



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jalair Janke

Comment #:

There is so many things wrong with the potential for this freeway...air quality, ruined wet lands and bird refuge, 
astronomical cost, noise…to the more personal issues, that being the peace and serenity of why we moved here 
10 years ago to enjoy the western sunsets and open land. As I listened to the comments of a top UDOT 
representative and his comment about this being an “emotional issue” for those who might be potentially 
impacted I wondered how “emotional” would he become if it was proposed to have a freeway coming through his 
backyard and what lengths would he go to to stop this from happening. There are several transportation 
alternatives without a $600 million freeway. These are the options that should be in debate.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1438



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Dennis Coleman

Comment #:

Dear Governor Herbert, Please do not allow UTA to encroach and destroy critical wetlands and the farmland and 
homes that already exist along the West Davis Corridor. By building this freeway you will only add to the polluted 
air in this valley by increasing the number of cars on the road and you will contribute to the loss of critical 
wetlands along the East side of the Great Salt Lake. Do not fund the WDC and support a shared solution that will 
improve public transportation and help take cars off the road.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1439



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Todd Karl Jenson

Comment #:

We all breath the same air.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1440



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Jennifer Despain

Comment #:

As our population grows it is more critical than ever to preserve open spaces so we all can breathe- both literally 
and emotionally. Farmington Bay and the trails surrounding it are a vital space for Families, bikers, birders, 
hunters, air boaters, runners, the list goes on. This is the legacy we need to leave our children, not a highway 
with more pollution of all kinds. Utah can be a better place. We can achieve smart growth and have others states 
look to us as a model for smart growth! Please do the right thing.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1441



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Jeffrey Mendenhall

Comment #:

The Shared Solution favored by the majority of voters/citizens in Davis & SLC would preserve precious wetlands 
that we rapidly losing to so-called progress.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1442



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Madelyn Meier

Comment #:

I grew up in davis county, it's not the same since all the freeways moved in.. ...
Preserve the beauty and air quality that is left and find another way ! Fund
other options! No more freeways in Farmington or in the west area of DAvis
county!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1443



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brett Anderson

Comment #:

I live in west Farmington. This proposed route would have a visible and undeniable effect on the surrounding and 
unique environment of Farmington Bay. It would permanently impact waterfowl, eagles, and other migratory 

Comments:

EmailSource:

1444



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: riverton

Name: jon watkins

Comment #:

Is this really necessary, especially at such a highly sensitive area? I think those in the area can manage long 
term, as long as Utah is wisely enabling alternate transportation options (and smart development).

Comments:

EmailSource:

1445



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Florence Shepard

Comment #:

The Great Salt Lake eastern shoreline and wetland are too valuable to be ruined by a highway. They are an 
iconic emblem of the Utah's history and natural beauty. Please do not let this UDOT project go forward. Shared 
solutions is a visionary alternative.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1446



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kathryn Albury

Comment #:

I am concerned about clean air, increased burning of fossil fuel, and wild life living in and passing through the 
area.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1447



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Laura Heslop

Comment #:

I don't want my neighborhoods destroyed!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1448



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Katie Holmes

Comment #:

Besides what is stated the the petition I have become increasingly worried and physically ill because of the 
worsening air quality in out area. The first few months of 2013 I had to use an inhaler because of the pollution. 
This road will cause more pollution. It affects humans, plants and animals alike. One way to stop this problem 
from increasing is to use more public transport. We need to become more environmentally savvy and building a 
new road is not the answer.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1449



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Rachel Jackson

Comment #:

Farmington appealed to our family because of the 'farm' in the city-because of the good schools, the close knit 
friendly neighborhoods, the safe community. Farmington has been rated one of the top cities to live in the 
nation---all of theses reasons that make Farmington such a delightful and successful community will be affected 
by a highway going right through it. Please preserve Farmington-it's worth saving!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1450



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Cottonwood Heights

Name: Andrea McDonnell

Comment #:

Increasing air pollution, undermining mass transit, impact on communities, birds, and wildlife

Comments:

EmailSource:

1451



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Riverton

Name: Katie Watkins

Comment #:

The wetlands and wildlife are too important to let this go through, not to mention the added pollution it will bring.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1452



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Edith OBrien

Comment #:

We citizens of Utah prefer a Shared Solution to address transportation needs as our population grows. More 
highways will not provide clean air AND will do much harm to the cities it passes through as well as to the 
environment. I spend a good deal of time enjoying Farmington Bay Nature Center and Antelope Island. The 
Nature Conservancy's Shorelands Preserve is also an important element in providing open space for people as 
well as birds to enjoy.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1453



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Rhonda Devereaux

Comment #:

Viewing an issue from many angles and being open in regards to the best solution always achieves the most 
promising results.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1454



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Yvonne Stroup

Comment #:

As outlined in the petition this road is not needed. It's negative impact on the environment would be unforgivable.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1455



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Stephen Carr

Comment #:

The freeway will heavily impact the wetlands around Farmington Bay WMA,
which are in short supply anyway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1456



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Gentry

Name: Jaci Patterson

Comment #:

I am from that area and my family still lives there. I want to preserve the beauty they live in and not fill it with a 
freeway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1457



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Draper

Name: Heather Morgan

Comment #:

I think putting in a full freeway would be not only an eyesore but increase
driving and pollution. I love the beautiful area that is West Farmington and I
vote we keep it beautiful while still making it useful with a shared soloution.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1458



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Julene and David Kowallis               

Comment #:

It is important to me because if this corridor is built, my wife and I will lose our home. We have it almost paid off, 
and are planning on retiring within the next 5 years. We have no children and this is our home. We have alot of 
memories here and we don't really want to have to start over. Because of the economy and retirement, we won't 
be able to get a loan to purchase another house let alone pay for one. Also, we already have enough air 
pollution. Isn't the corridor defeating your purpose when you request that we drive less? We don't want this 
corridor to divide our city. PLEASE don't build it.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1459



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Bart & Amy Lund

Comment #:

I live a hundred feet (give or take) from the proposed freeway. We enjoy a nice quiet, serene neighborhood with 
lots of trails for walking nearby, the freeway would take all of that away. My children attend the Elementary 
school that will also be just a few feet from the proposed freeway, and while they won't be in elementary school 
when the freeway is built, they will possibly be attending the High School on Glover's lane that is proposed which 
would be right next to the freeway. It is not fair that we would be surrounded with noise, pollution, and a horrible 
eyesore, and this freeway goes against your own clean air initiative. Farmington is a small, narrow city. We 
already have HWY-89, I-15, and Legacy, and we don't need another freeway in our neighborhoods. We have no 
benefit from this freeway, we only get all the negative that comes with it. Every March we go and see the 
hundreds of eagles that gather at Farmington Bay, and many other times throughout the year we see Bald 
Eagles flying overhead, or resting in neighborhood trees. Who truly knows the impact on them?Where else in the 
country is there a gathering place for these birds like here in Farmington. This must be preserved and protected 
and not taken for granted. Who stands to gain from this freeway? UDOT, Senator Adams? who else? They 
should not have the power to impact so many lives, and so many households negatively. This Freeway is 
WRONG for West Davis, and especially WRONG for Farmington.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1460



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Anita Todd                              

Comment #:

The preservation of wildlife and wetlands and open space and clean air means alot to a community!!!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1461



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Lehi

Name: Kristin Barrus

Comment #:

This will destroy prime habitat that is needed for our environment

Comments:

EmailSource:

1462



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Christine Skalka

Comment #:

Because this is my home and were my kids go to school.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1463



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Mike Poler

Comment #:

More highways simply promote more cars ! Not a solution .......

Comments:

EmailSource:

1464



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Salt Lake

Name: Kim Bullock

Comment #:

For the health of my grandchildren, breathing bad air. It would be right in their back yard.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1465



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Clare Gilmore

Comment #:

It is time to reset our state's priorities and focus on preserving our natural wonders (tourism!!) and making public 
transportation convenient and affordable (invest in TRAX!)

Comments:

EmailSource:

1466



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: David Druker

Comment #:

Governor,
This highway is not needed and and will cause unnecessary destruction of
wetlands and housing.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1467



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Brighton

Name: Jolene Despain

Comment #:

Explore more affordable mass transit options not more freeways.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1468



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Nate Cook                               

Comment #:

I'm personally concerned with the effect this freeway will have on Farmington and my neighborhood in particular. 
Farmington has no benefit of having another freeway running through it, and yet will incur all of the noise, 
pollution, and health effects that come along with it. Utah has some of the worst air quality in the nation and it 
would be in everyone's best interest to put our money and efforts towards a better run, cheaper, and more 
efficient public transportation system. I also think it would be terrible to destroy the wildlife, beauty and 
peacefulness that we have here in the Farmington Bay.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1469



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Keslee Tyson

Comment #:

No more pollution!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1470



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Kathleen Dennis

Comment #:

I am very concerned about the air quality in Davis County and don't want to see another freeway that 
encourages private automobile use. Mi believe a much better plan would be to develop east/west public transit 
corridors and utilize frontrunner more in the future. It is there, can be stimulated with discounted fares, and would 
help mprove the horrible air quality we have here I Davis County.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1471



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Fay Croxford

Comment #:

Our kids live really close to the proposed corridor in their dream house built just 1.5 yrs ago. We hope for a 
better solution to the transportation needs.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1472



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Sarah Uhle

Comment #:

The Great Salt Lake has been invaded too much already. This roadway would  be devastating to the lake, to 
wildlife, especially to migrating birds, and to people who have already built in the area and were told that their 
properties would not be damaged or taken from them.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1473



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Clearfield

Name: Jeffrey Moon

Comment #:

I do ot want this freeway built because it posses risks to my daugther's school.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1474



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City            

Name: Richard Nowak

Comment #:

We are a Bird specific rescue and recovery, more dead and injured birds are found on high speed roads and 
specificly by refuges for wildlife. Reconsider the Environmental impact to include an accual study including stats 
from surrounding animal agencies.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1475



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Portland

Name: Kevin Humberstone

Comment #:

To ensure our continued existence, on this planet, is a healthy one, having
clean air is a necessary step. Plus if there is any hope of me moving back to
Salt Lake, healthy, clean air must be achieved.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1476



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Orem

Name: Stan Rifw

Comment #:

I am a wildlife photographer and have enjoyed Farmington Bay's wildlife since I learned of it in 2008. Please 
preserve this area for the wildlife that lives here and that which it migrates to it each year... The American Bald 
Eagles. PLEASE, by doing so you are doing the right thing. I supported you with my vote last year please 
continue to support us with your honorable right decision. Best regards

Comments:

EmailSource:

1477



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Vivian Schneggenburger

Comment #:

I am an active birder & have spent many wonderful hours in Farmington Bay & on the Nature Conservancy 
property. Can't imagine loosing this resource! We all need places to go to breathe easily & enjoy the solitude.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1478



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: John Bowker

Comment #:

I am completely behind and committed to the Shared Solution as "the solution" to the West Davis Corridor issue. 
And totally support the recent findings released by the Federal Government concerning the welfare of the wildlife 
that inhabits the WDC.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1479



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: North Salt Lake

Name: Nicola Nelson

Comment #:

This highway will significantly harm the Great Salt Lake environment.  Once the environment is damages by a 
huge concrete strip, it can never be recovered.  The money spent to build this highway should be used to make 
mass transit cheaper and more expansive.  It could even make TRAX free!  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Eric Wanner

Comment #:

This a complete waste of my tax dollars! I will vote people into office who
agree with me on this issue.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Julie

Comment #:

What do sen. Adams, rob bishop, the dabis county council and udot reps have to say about the udoi request to 
further investigate the shared solution alternative? Why would udot and the fhwa pick the glovers lane option 
when it disrupts undisturbed, continuous wetlands and migratory bird migration corridors? Do not build the WDC, 
NO ONE wants it. Put money towards the shared solution and park and ride lots, bike trails, trax connections, 
light rail, monorail. Help the air quality, obesity epidemic, the economy, our unique ecosystem and still make your 
money.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Collete Anderson

Comment #:

We have legacy highway that gets hardly any use. Put this money toward more exits for legacy and toward our 
schools instead of wasting it on another freeway that is not needed!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Julie

Comment #:

What are udot's specific, detailed arguments against a shared soultion? 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Julie

Comment #:

Udot's original stidy conducted in 2002 stated that the glovers lane option was fourth best out of four options. It 
was the most environmentally damaging and did not alleviate traffic issues into 2040. What parameters were 
chnged to do the modelling since that 2002 study. I know a new model was used but what informayion was 
plugged into the model? 
Also, udot surveys i've heard of but not been asked to participate in are biased and skewed. Please reply with 
any surveys approved, conducted or initiated by udot and it's comtractors. Please include all the questions and 
where and when they were conducted.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Eagle Mountain

Name: Joyce Bleazard

Comment #:

I sign this for many reasons; it doesn't seem necessary, it is detrimental to the environment, it is damaging to the 
health of those people living nearby, a lot of cost for something people don't want. The money is needed in the 
schools and other places. That's just a few reasons.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kelsey Garner

Comment #:

PLEASE listen to the concerned citizens of this state.  The precious and beautiful land in Utah is what brings 
people to this state.   A way must be found to support the economy without harming our land.  
Thank you.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Spanish Fork

Name: Cody Hoagland

Comment #:

I photograph Eagles there every year, its important habitat for all water Fowl, Save the Wet lands!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Angela Davis

Comment #:

I love Farmington. I hate the idea of having a major road built that will negatively impact us all. The pollution, the 
impact it will have on the health of all those who live nearby, the damage it will cause to the wildlife, and the cost 
associated with it are all reasons not to build this road. Our state needs someone to be an advocate for cleaner 
air. We need to improve our current methods of transportation instead of building a new road that encourages 
more driving. There are so many reasons not to build this road, please listen to these concerns.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: JoDell Parke

Comment #:

It's a simple equation; fewer roads + more accessible/affordable mass transit = fewer cars and fewer noxious 
emissions = better air quality for all of us. Determine your priorities governor and then stick to them!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kearns

Name: Jon Berry

Comment #:

Do not fund this road! It's a ridiculous tax burden.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point

Name: J Lynn Kneedy

Comment #:

 I want to say "Thank You". We need this Highway "Now". 
I do not believe that mass transit is the answer. The Front runner is under utilized now, and I don't think people 
will ever use it to capacity to avoid traffic?
I do not believe that our wetlands,or our "native" species of wildlife will be harmed by this project.
I prefer the route that follows the power lines through West Kaysville, and hooks up to the Bluff road in Syracuse, 
following the Bluff to 4100 in Weber County.

Sincerely 
J Lynn Kneedy

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Heidi Robb

Comment #:

Please don't put the highway in Farmington, we love it here. One one of the reasons we moved here is because 
of the "small town" feel. We don't need another road on the west side. Thank you.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Springville

Name: Greg Berry

Comment #:

I have family that lives there.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1494



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: John Prince

Comment #:

I have been following the West Davis Highway and Legacy Highway since their inception.  I am opposed 
emphatically to the current West Davis proposal.  It is flawed in so many ways and unfortunately I think there are 
many careers at UDOT tied to this rather than open minds (excuse the editorial).  

I am writing this out of concern for my family and other families that will be affected by this highway.  She and 
her husband and children live neighboring the park and Syracuse Arts Academy and will be within rock throwing 
distance of this highway.  They will be impacted deeply by this highway and the preferred route.  I fear for the 
health of my grandchildren both now born and those to be born.  The impact of air pollution from these vehicles 
will jump dramatically and recently there are studies suggesting ties between autism and air pollution from cars.  
Noise pollution is another concern.  These are currently quiet neighborhoods and the planned route will remove 
local trails and parks used by them.  The quality of life and home values will be degraded immensely.  Is the 
State of Utah and UDOT willing to compensate them or is it just your tough luck.  I think the answer is clear 
UDOT wins and careers are made.  This all about the powerful vs the powerless.  If these were your homes 
would a highway go through your neighborhood where none has existed.  If a highway must be built and I think 
the supposition is highly questionable why not follow the Legacy model and push it along the edge of the 
wetlands and let it serve as a demarcation line between development and the environment.  I think this model 
has worked extremely well for Legacy.

However, without a doubt the best solution is to rebuild I-15 through northern Davis County along the same 
model as occurred in Utah County.  This brings more than enough capacity for the Davis County residents and 
throughput to Weber County and beyond.  More so lets encourage commercial development to the north and 
avoid as many commuters as possible.  I-15 rebuild with improved arterials will more than meet the need.  The 
improved Antelope Street in Layton and Syracuse demonstrates this.  Arterials will be needed either way and if 
you choose to live to the west where the highway intends to go you know the situation before you locate there.  
Why create another busy, noisy, polluted corridor where none exists??  Upgrade the one that does exist and 
which needs to be rebuilt anyway.  The populations of these areas will tolerate the pains of rebuilding just as they 
did in Utah County and Salt Lake County.  This is nothing more than a folly and trying to follow through on plans 
and thinking from master planners 50 years ago.

I attended the open house in north Davis County and met with many of the representatives and came away 
absolutely shocked at the lack of forthrightness exhibited by UDOT during this process.  Yes you may follow the 
letter of the laws but you certainly do not make efforts to bring all of the facts to light for the public to judge.

So much has been stated relative to the routes but UDOT has carefully understated the nature of this highway.  I 
think the vast majority of the public believes that the highway will be a Legacy extension with the same design 
concepts.  This is what I understood and I am a fairly well informed citizen.  Come to learn the following:

1. This will not be an asphalt highway with it's quieting effects. It most likely will be concrete with seems and 
associated noise.  There will not be sound walls.
2. There will NOT be associated trails to benefit the public.
3. Heavy trucks and Semis will be allowed to use this road.  WHY?  This would be a commuter road and this 
concept works so well with Legacy.  There are no industrial or large commercial bases along this route.  There is 
absolutely no need.  I-15 and arterials more than suffice.  
4. Come to learn a fact UDOT has conveniently not publicized more than necessary that these truck restrictions 
will end for Legacy as well.  I am sure the public will not be fond of that.  Once again WHY???

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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5. I am not sure on this one but I believe the speed limits will not be the same as Legacy.  Quick editorial, if you 
are going to build a highway why not use the Legacy model since it works very well and seems to be well 
accepted.  I still do not think it should be built and I will get to that later.
6. UDOT is once again conveniently not publicizing the fact this highway as planned will terminate for the 
foreseeable future in Syracuse right in the middle of a residential area.  HUH what genius came up with this??  
The plan is to build in two phases first from Farmington to Syracuse and TEN years later if funding and need is 
demonstrated continue on to West Have.  So at least TEN years of this road terminating in Syracuse.  No 
connection to other highways for through traffic.  What is the purpose here?? Inquiring minds want to know.  
Similar to a bridge to nowhere.  You will be dumping traffic into those neighborhoods and then where does it 
proceed?  Seems all other major highways in Utah interconnect and do not just terminate awaiting what?  Do the 
people of Syracuse know this?  How much effort has UDOT made to inform them.  I heard they went around 
some neighborhoods during the day door to door but these are working people with both parents working during 
the day.  Nice calculated try!

I implore you to reconsider your plans and to CONSIDER the effects on real people and places.  A rebuild of I-15 
may cost some more but will be ultimately more valuable and does not end in the middle of neighborhoods.

Sincerely,

John Prince



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Boni Peterson

Comment #:

Our state is beautiful and has the unique Great Salt Lake. It seems drastic to build such an invasive freeway and 
destroy such natural beauty. Please put the 600 million to better use. Use the money to enhance and make the 
mass transit more effective and efficient, so more people will be willing to use it. Money has already been spent 
on the front runner, why not improve it and make it affordable for commuters to use? Have trains come more 
often, more buses come more often, to make commuting using mass transit more accessible and as I stated 
before more affordable.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: John Prince

Comment #:

I wanted to add one more observation.  I noticed in the open house in north Davis County that several farmers 
were in support of the current proposed routed because it would not cross their farms. They pleaded for the need 
to have farms which I fully support.  The sad fact is the vast majority of the farmers in Davis County have sold 
their farms to developers and once this older generation of farmers passes away the likelihood is their children 
will sell the land because they do not want to be in farming.  That is just the cycle that is occurring and has been 
for generations.  If that land would be dedicated in perpetuity to farming that would be one thing.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Sarah Mackliet

Comment #:

Because I live by the free-way and I don't see any positives.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SLC

Name: Carolyn Tuttle

Comment #:

We need those birds protected, for our own health and life; that is way more vital than traffic.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Tara Stewart

Comment #:

I live in Farmington and want to protect the beauty of this city. A freeway is
absolutely NOT needed.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Gail Prims

Comment #:

Our communities do not need the added pollution of another freeway. We
need to look for other smarter solutions beyond paving over our beautiful
wetlands and farmlands.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Elizabeth Moffatt

Comment #:

I'm saddened, and extremely concerned that the adverse environmental affects and compromised quality of 
living, overwhelmingly outweigh the need for yet another freeway in the area.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights             

Name: Catherine Sharpsteen                    

Comment #:

Wetlands, open space protection, air quality, efficient transportation planning

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Angela & John Bowker

Comment #:

I want to be able to preserve our beautiful environment for all the migratory birds and for our families and 
children. Come and visit this area and see what we are talking about. Thank you

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Fruit Heights

Name: Cinnamon Fox

Comment #:

I live and breath in Utah. Are air quality is horrible plus I don't own a car I take the bus or ride my bike. It's so 
important for Utah to get with it. Lets breath again.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Edward Fisher

Comment #:

I bird watch, hunt, walk, and bicycle in this area. It is a unique place that deserves protection not destruction.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Mark Stackhouse

Comment #:

This highway would do incredible harm to a priceless and irreplaceable ecosystem. It is not needed, and there 
are better alternatives for our transportation.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Matt McBride

Comment #:

Anyone who attempts to travel west from I-15 to West Kaysville, West Layton, Syracuse, West Point, or other 
cities near the shores of the Great Salt Lake knows that this corridor is a vital necessity.  The crazy 
environmentalists and Federal Departments opposed to the corridor and who believe that mass transit and 
alternative methods of transportation will remedy this problem need to wake up to the reality of the situation.  If 
Utah had a bus/light rail system similar to Japan or Europe, yes mass transit would work; but these communities 
have built their systems over the last 50 years.  Adding a few buses to get people to a Front Runner that runs too 
infrequently to move all of these people and would require a major upgrade to increase its capacity is unrealistic.  
Utah does not have the funds and our taxes would increase exponentially.  In addition, I believe that the silent 
majority does not have the desire to build such a system.  The traffic problems need to be addressed now and 
building a mass transit system would take decades.  UDOT is looking for the best solution to remedy a current 
problem and plan for the future.  Although I personally may have selected a different route than the preferred 
route identified by UDOT, I applaud them for their efforts.  I would hope that UDOT will consider the needs of the 
LOCAL but silent majority than cave to the objections of the OUT-OF-STATE vocal minority and move forward 
with this project.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: JaNae Haycock

Comment #:

I don't understand why we need another freeway! Let's put the money to better use and encourage mass transit 
and other alternatives. I love west Farmington! My family and I enjoy the trails and wetlands and the peace here. 
The proposed freeway would destroy that.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Spanish Fork

Name: Scott Dimmick

Comment #:

The bald eagles, owls, foxes, and other wildlife must be left alone.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Katie Sorenson

Comment #:

Pollution, birds, unnecessary road...need I say more!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Seneca

Name: Betty Berry

Comment #:

We visit Utah all the time, and the pollution is horrendous. We have loved ones affected by it.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Mat Mckenna

Comment #:

bad air pollution

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: SAlt LAke City           

Name: Brittany Badger

Comment #:

Please do not fund the Worst Designed Corridor.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Andrea Richman

Comment #:

I volounteer at the great salt lake nature center where thousands of people come each year to see the birds. 
Over 5 million birds migrate through there each year. 2-4 hundred eagles alone come in the winter. Do we really 
want to disrupt an area so vital to our national symbol, our bird population and the precious education of our 
children. Nature matters. Please don't destroy one of our last treasures in Davis county

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Susan Snyder

Comment #:

I work as an outdoor educator, and this past year has been the absolute WORST in terms of air quality. We don't 
need to make it more convenient to commute long distances in personal vehicles. We need to make it more 
convenient to use transit by funding it fully and by making it easier for people to live closer to their jobs. You want 
to help commuters and improve air quality? Make transit a BETTER option than personal vehicles. Many, many 
metro areas have.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Amanda James

Comment #:

Please STOP the west corridor!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Christopher Strong

Comment #:

More roads are not necessarily the best solution to our transportation needs.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Charles Trentelman

Comment #:

clean air -- i am a lung disease survivor (so far).

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brian Holje

Comment #:

PLEASE, No loud freeway in my backyard

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Randy Gardner                           

Comment #:

We don't need more cars on the road---we need more informed people around public transportation. Less 
pollution in our already poor air quality environment.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kristine Hirschbeck

Comment #:

My understanding is that the road will create too big of an impact on the eco system for a road that isn't 
necessary. I don't want my tax dollars going toward this project.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Annie Huffman

Comment #:

I live in Syracuse, and commute to Draper, which is approximately an hour each direction. I can tolerate this 
commute because I live in a place where there is still plenty of open space, and wildlife. As I drive home I have 
the privilege of seeing cranes, herons, ibis, swan, geese, raven, kestrel, owl, hawk, eagle, pheasant, duck, dove, 
red-winged blackbird, and any number of other birds I cannot identify. We need to preserve open space, not just 
for ourselves, but for the many many animals who rely on it. Who've relied upon it for generations.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden 

Name: Mary McKinley

Comment #:

The proposed West Davis corridor is not the best location. It will have a devestating impact on the environment 
and on species such as the bald eagle. Additionally, if it is determined that a new road is essential to our future, it 
should be located where it is needed the most. It is needed the most where the population is the most dense - 
not the least dense.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1524



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Jim Maxwell                             

Comment #:

Living in the Farmington Area I am very concerned about the decreased quality= of life this road will cause. The 
road completely by-passes Farmington/Kayesville and yet will fully impact both communities with increased 
noise, pollution and decreased home valuations. Please help your Davis County constituents and do what you 
can to stop the funding for this project and instead push for a Shared Solution that would better meet your stated 
transportation goals.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Amy Sessions

Comment #:

I don't feel this road is needed and the money that it will cost is too much.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Carol Clayton

Comment #:

You say that we need to cut down on vehicle pollution. Please follow through by not funding the West Davis 
Corridor. There are better solutions out there.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Leslie Hugo

Comment #:

Please consider other transportation means that will cut down on more cars on the road and help our air pollution 
problem!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Dave Iltis                              

Comment #:

The West Davis Corridor would
a. diminsh air quality.
b. impact wildlife
c. is a waste of taxpayer dollars since it would barely be used.
d. Would wreck recreational bicycling in West Davis County, including ruining
the Cycle Salt Lake Century, a ride that has over 2000 participants.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Seneca

Name: Alan Berry

Comment #:

Too much pollution!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Holladay

Name: Michael Shaw

Comment #:

I am in this corridor consistently in late winter through mid summer monitoring a long term nesting study. I cannot 
imagine the disruption this very questionable project will bring to the wildlife, long time residents, and scenic 
qualities of the area. And my lungs.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Lincoln Hobbs

Comment #:

Improvements in our air quality will require a change in mindset.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Marti Grace Ashby

Comment #:

Please follow through on your stated goal to deal with our pollution problem. This means the need for you and 
UDOT to engage in a shared solution. Please, Governor, do this for the people of your state.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Tim Bleazard

Comment #:

I have brothers and sisters, nieces and nephews there that I wanna keep safe and help keep the noise down for 
them.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bountiful

Name: Michael Milligan

Comment #:

We have too much pollution of the air and wetlands already; this is a very unwise choice.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Christy Bills

Comment #:

Pleae do not let our air quality and our bird refuges be impacted more!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Steve Wasmund                           

Comment #:

Encouraging driving, by making it easier and faster and keeping it cheap, is
moving in the wrong direction!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Lisa Saunders

Comment #:

A raised freeway will ruin our city and all it stands for.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Deborah Carter-Drain

Comment #:

The State of UT has already lost 90% of our wetlands, which are critical to maintaining clean water supplies, 
wildlife habitat, and healthy ecosystems. We also suffer from the dirtiest air in the nation, and a good part of the 
world. The construction of a road that is unnecessary based on projected population growth that will contribute to 
urban sprawl; contribute to air, surface water groundwater, noise, light, and wetland pollution; contribute to 
further loss of wetlands; and is contrary to smart growth is simply wrong. In addition there has been inadequate 
evaluation by UDOT to assess expanded mass transit and to assess whether existing infrastructure can be 
utilized to improve traffic flow at periods of high use, such as expanding existing roadways to manage traffic 
more efficiently, creative intersections (Draper), lane direction changes during peak flow (Taylorsville), etc. What 
UDOT has effectively done is pit one community against each other, instead of developing a communities-wide 
approach to doing what is best for the impacted communities and the residents of the Wasatch Front who all 
suffer from the effects of air pollution and to do= what is best for the Great Salt Lake ecosystem which is 
considered world-wide critical habitat. UDOT's approach is short-sighted and backward looking; A 1950's 
solution is inappropriate in 2013. Please do what is right, do not support this roadway with funding, require that 
UDOT perform further evaluation of a Shared Solution, and support your own request of Utah citizens to "drive 
less". Just think what $600M dollars (in today's money) could do to expand public transportation, existing 
infrastructure, and subsidize those with limited resources to better utilize existing public transportation. Utah has 
already lost so much of what makes this State so incredible to developer's greed and lack of appropriate 
oversight, it is time to stop.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Bruce Ewert

Comment #:

We do NOT need more highways!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Daniel Southerland

Comment #:

It is a misuse of funds

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Brighton

Name: Catherine Jorgensen

Comment #:

We need to work more to protect the environment.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Glenda Cotter

Comment #:

Habitat loss is one of the primary threats to migratory bird species, and the proposed West Davis Freeway would 
degrade or destroy critical habitat on the shores of the Great Salt Lake.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Jake Hanson

Comment #:

Highways like this represent antiquated thinking about how human beings relate to the lands on which we live. 
We need real solutions to transportation needs--like changing land use patters and building 
walkable/bikeable/public transit friendly places.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Alvin Ogles

Comment #:

I've been a resident of Farmington for 13 years now and own 2 homes here. I love nature and beauty of the 
wetlands and I spend time at Farmington Bay. I don't want a highway messing up the area I live to accomodate 
the people who chose to live in west Davis County. No more highways in Farmington!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Glen Bushman

Comment #:

This road will create congestion on the under passes and split my city in two. The road will be underutilized in a 
few years. Put the 600 Mil to better use with alternate forms of transportation.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City            

Name: Sean Lang

Comment #:

With some of the worst air in the country, we don't need another highway. We don't need to follow the Los 
Angeles model of growth of urban sprawl. There are better alternatives that need to be explored.

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Markus Mika

Comment #:

To reduce the severe impacts from increased traffic on my wife's asthma and on my 3-yr old son's longterm 
health prospects!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Tyson

Comment #:

Was the DEIS conducted during winter months when bald eagles roost here? Was it conducted all along 
Farmington Creek where they roost? Was ANYONE even out here observing wildlife?? We didn't see anyone.  

Comments:

WebsiteSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Tyson

Comment #:

West Farmington residents are familiar with the hazardous foggy conditions which occur during the winter 
months.  Having a freeway with vehicles traveling over 65mph may not be such a great idea.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1550



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Caroline Goldman

Comment #:

We need less pollution and more wild space -- not the opposite.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1551



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brandee LeRoy

Comment #:

People make choices on where to live, very well knowing about commute and congestion. We don't need 
another road to destroy the calm, wildlife and air quality of the western cities. It seems that UDOT will not 
consider other options. I do not support the west davis corridor, nor do I want my taxes going to pay for it.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1552



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Clint Huffman

Comment #:

Because you'll destroy the wetlands I know and love and create a noisy smoggy mess of my neighborhood.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1553



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brett Anderson

Comment #:

The Glover lane option cannot be the LEDPA, given the actual nature of the competing wetlands.  The alleged 
wetlands in the Clark Lane option are subject to dissipation when the farmers opt to develop their land rather 
than irrigate it.  It is illogical to treat the competing wetlands (Glovers Lane wetlands vs. Clark Lane wetlands) as 
identical.  They are not the same.  The Glovers Lane wetlands are not dependent on irrigation practices to 
maintain their existence.  Lastly, how can 8 - 10 miles of WDC highway be less impactful than 1.5 miles of WDC 
highway on Clark Lane.  It cannot.  (There are plenty of public rumors flying that certain state senators are 
pushing for the Glovers Lane option because of their land holdings in the Clark Lane vicinity. These types of 
rumors are only fueled by the apparent secrecy that has pervaded the UDOT analysis.)

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1554



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name:

Comment #:

In regards to the letter received from the Interior Department, I join them in urging you to opt for the no build 
option on the west davis corridor. Protect the wetlands and use the money to improve what is already in place. I 
believe many people would rather see this done as well, especially those that may lose a home or business due 
to the new road and receive an amount well below what their property is actually worth. Put yourself in their 
shoes and ask yourself how you would feel if you lost your home due to a new road and knew you were going to 
have to relocate and receive an amount lower than your property's actual value. I bet it would make you think 
twice. 
Again I urge the No Build option and encourage the money be used to improve existing infrastructure. Thanks for 
your time.

Adam

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1555



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Michelle Finley

Comment #:

We will be affected by the pollution, noise, traffic, loss of wet lands

Comments:

EmailSource:

1556



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Amy Peterson

Comment #:

I have a 6 year old who loves to play in the backyard and it's just really to close to home, we want clean AIR!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1557



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point

Name: Susan Swider

Comment #:

I live on Canal Drive, behind my house is an irrigation canal and behind that is a huge field, behind that are two 
homes owned by the Hendry brothers and their homes are slated for destruction because of the Corridor road.  
The field is a huge attraction for migrating Geese. I have counted at least 500 geese out there at one time. 
There are two Blue Heron that have made this field their home for the last 4 years and this year they had a 
baby.  Two Sand Hill Cranes have been hanging around the field since April. This year we discovered 10 Painted 
Turtles in the pond. There is also some kind of furry swimming creature that hangs out in the pond. There are 
also many Phesants, that reproduce, living in this field. We have regular visits from Ibis, Doves, Seagulls, and 
numerous other varieties of birds that visit this field on a regular basis all year long. You build that road and all 
wildlife will disappear. We love living here and being witness to all the critters, every day. We moved here to get 
away from road congestion and pollution from roads. Now you want to put a major road in our backyard!  STOP! 
It is not necessary and I agree with the Interior Department. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1558



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Bellingham

Name: Oliver Grah

Comment #:

The DEIS is comprehensive and covers an extensive area and content.  Detail is lacking on wetlands that would 
allow a fully informed decision to be made from the FEIS.  The ACOE should be able to make a fully informed 
CWA Section 404 decision from this EIS, but detail is lacking on a detailed depiction on the occurrence and 
distribution of wetlands. I understand why wetlands are dealt with at a reconnaissance level; however, there is a 
reasonable chance that with a detailed wetlands delineation the impact level may change and make other 
apparently more impacting alternatives less damaging without the detail necessary at this point.

Section 14.4.1.2 - DEIS should also indicate that wetlands are a one of five special aquatic sites.  Section 404 
regulations apply to special aquatic sites, not just wetlands. Also, CWA Section 404(b)(1) guidelines do not 
mandate that the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative be implemented.  The term 
"environmentally"  was added via policy not regulation.  The regulations make no mention of "environmentally."

Section 14.4.1.2 - see comment on Section 14.4.1.2 above. The wetlands mapping was at a reconnaissance 
level, not detailed.  There is concern that the detail may be lacking to make a well-informed decision in the 
context of NEPA and CWA Section 404. A detailed wetlands delineation should be accomplished during the 
NEPA process to support/verify the selected alternative and show to be the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative. Otherwise, there is uncertainty and risk that the selected alternative in reality is not that. 

Section 14.4.3.4 - Most focus is on water quality. There is no or very little discussion on the relationship of 
wetlands to surface and ground water quantity.  This relationship is also needed for the impacts discussion.
Recent federal policy requires climate change to be discussed in NEPA.  I could not find such information in the 
DEIS.

Table 14-14 - There is little difference between impacts associated with Alternatives A1 through A-4. Thus, the 
alternatives are essentially on par, given the lack of a detailed wetlands delineation. Same for wetlands within the 
300 ft corridor.

Section 20.3.5 - There appears to be no consideration of the relationship between wetlands and surface and 
ground water in the affected environment and impacts sections.  If so, this is a major deficit in the DEIS.

Section 24.4.1.4 - This mitigation section avoids the requirement of mitigation sequencing. The mitigation 
discussion goes straight to compensatory mitigation.  A discussion on avoidance and impact minimization should 
be included for this section to be consistent with CWA Section 404 requirements.  Further, a mitigation measure 
should include a detailed wetlands delineation to substantiate the least environmentally damaging practicable 
alternative selection in the NEPA process since mitigation is contingent on an accurate delineation.

Section 25.2.1 - There is risk and uncertainty in the NEPA process without the detail necessary to verify the least 
environmentally damaging practicable alternative.

The DEIS should disclose that the predicted impacts to Farmington City relate to future development and that 
impacts to Kaysville relate to development that is presently in place re: impacts to neighborhoods.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1559



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake CIty

Name: Matthew Weed

Comment #:

Don't do it.  Find another plan.  I grew up in Davis County.  This area you're considering is an important part of a 
broader ecosystem, the importance of which extends well beyond the travel convenience of Davis County 
commuters.  You have an opportunity here to make a different decision, to use creativity in finding a plan that 
won't hurt the environment and that will therefore be a tremendous blessing to future generations. 

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1560



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Joanne Payne

Comment #:

I am opposed to the West Davis corridor for several reasons:
Another freeway adds to the already excessive air pollution;
This road will go through wetlands which will not be recoverable for a long time once disturbed, and will pollute 
the wetlands further;taxpayer dollars would be better spent on public transportation, not a new road.

Comments:

WebsiteSource:

1561



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Davis

Name: Susan Hawkins

Comment #:

My daughter's home backs up to the proposed freeway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1562



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Emily Hanna

Comment #:

I have a lot of family in Davis County, this will not only effect them, but us living in the valley as well, there is 
absolutely NO need for a third freeway when we have a second that barely gets any use.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1563



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Jeni Miller

Comment #:

We specifically chose Utah to live in because of the values Utah espouses. My husband works in Salt Lake and 
commutes by train every day. Even though his commute would be lessened if there was a large highway right 
outside our door, it is not worth the pollution, noise, division of community, destruction of wetlands, etc. that 
would ensue. Please do not destroy our community when so many other forms of public transportation would be 
more beneficial.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1564



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse 

Name: Brad Finch

Comment #:

Road is too close to residents, destroys park and trail system, runs through a elementary school's parking lot, 
and is destructive on the residential community

Comments:

EmailSource:

1565



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Brad Peterson

Comment #:

I was hoping to use front runner, but found it to be so costly. Money should be used to make mass transit more 
affordable and accessible.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1566



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Ogden

Name: Suzanne Oborn

Comment #:

Utah has been ranked second in the country for the highest increase in temperatures. More cars driving on more 
freeways won't help. Think of a way to reduce the number of cars on the roads and freeways.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1567



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Lee Anne Walker

Comment #:

the lake wetlands are critical habitat for thousands of migratory birds. We need birds and bees, not development 
that destroys their nests and food sources, and encourages urban sprawl and auto polution.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1568



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Centerville

Name: Connie Cook

Comment #:

I don't think it is worth the money to take it west just tie it in to Sheperd lane.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1569



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Centerville

Name: Jeff Cook

Comment #:

Don't spend the money just tie in to Sheperds lane

Comments:

EmailSource:

1570



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Aurora

Name: Sara Straw

Comment #:

the world continues after our lives are over. It seems short sighted, selfish, and brutal to make decisions that 
only benefit a few in the short term, while poisoning the many in the long term. This is how HISTORY works.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1571



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Lin Ostler

Comment #:

Marsh birds, wildlife, natural habitat's importance in the balance of life. ENCOURAGES MORE driving.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1572



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Gretchen Lund

Comment #:

My children and grandchildren live right where this corridor would be built. It would impact them greatly by 
creating pollution, noise and ruining the landscape. Please do not fund this!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1573



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Boise

Name: Jane Rasmussen

Comment #:

We need to preserve nature.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1574



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Bryce Perry

Comment #:

more traffic issues; pollution and safety of environment; safety of families

Comments:

EmailSource:

1575



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Roy

Name: Jill Westergard

Comment #:

The pollution in this state is insane, there is no need to add more!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1576



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Syracuse

Name: Tricia Roundy

Comment #:

Let's work together to find ways to ENHANCE Syracuse.
As I look around at other cities in Utah, I see some that have tried to develop wisely and have maintained the 
beauty of their neighborhoods (such as Farmington)..... and I have seen others that have a huge tax base, at the 
expense of families and neighborhoods (West Valley, for example). Running a freeway along, the now beautiful, 
Bluff Road will ultimately uglify our city. The families along Bluff Road who work hard to keep our yards beautiful, 
will not stay in this area next to a noisy freeway. It will become an area of blight. Our City leaders are insisting 
that the corridor be as close to Wal-Mart as possible, but at what cost? Our families are at the mercy of UDOT, 
and our own mayor, who are "selling us down the road" .

Comments:

EmailSource:

1577



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Nibley

Name: Constance McManus

Comment #:

There are several reasons why I am signing this petition. 1) I want to see the
rampant, uncontrolled, disorganised development that is occurring in Utah.
This road is, in all truth, unnecessary and really should not be built at all. We have the infrastructure for public 
transportation in place that can be - and needs to be - more fully utilised. There many good reasons why more 
people do not commute by train or bus and UTA should address these issues to gain a larger ridership. The 
dollars spent to build this unnecessary road would serve the people of Utah better by investing in UTA instead. 
By building this road, we will be creating more traffic than reducing it. The way to get people off the interstate for 
their daily commute is to enhance public transportation, not build more roads that really don't go anywhere. By 
that, I site the Legacy Parkway as an example. This road is a shortcut between I-15 and I-215. It doesn't take 
you into Salt Lake or anywhere usefull. The biking path is wonderful and is a nice thing to have, but the divided 4-
lane road is unnecessary. The West Davis Corridor will be a nowhere road. This segues into 2) the wetlands are 
important bird and wildlife habitat. This is not only important for the other creatures we share this world with, it is 
important for humanknd as well. God provided a beautiful world for us to live in and enjoy. There needs to be 
balance in all things. Development in Utah is overtaking the things that make this state worth living in ... The wild 
places, the farms, the wetlands. Development along the Wasatch Front is a cancer that will poison us all. I do not 
want a compromise to this road - I DO NOT WANT IT AT ALL!!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1578



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Lee Hester

Comment #:

I have an interest in conserving the Farmington Bay water foul management
area.. This corridor with destroy and further encroach on habitat that is already short in supply for our future 
generations. I am in favor of a low impact solution and not the corridor plan that has been put into place.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1579



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Janet Frost

Comment #:

It seems there are better alternatives to another highway--alternatives that will not damage surrounding homes 
and wildlife and that won't further contribute to our air pollution.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1580



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Candice Hansen

Comment #:

It will run right next to my kids school, ruining the beautiful environment, quiet area, and further pollute the air.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1581



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Kathy Knight

Comment #:

Have you seen the wildlife & bikers in this area? More road = less carpool & Trax. If the road needs to go in, 
keep it where it was originally planned not where thousands have moved to enjoy the rural feel only to find out an 
ugly freeway will be their view! Please help & please listen.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1582



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Orem

Name: Ji Yeong Mun

Comment #:

Aside from all the proposed hazards outlined in the letter (pollution, cost, environment, health, disincentive to use 
mass transit, etc.), I have nieces and nephews that live in that area and attend Eagle Bay Elementary who, along 
with their classmates, are too precious to expose to such ill-advised, unnecessary and unhelpful changes to their 
quiet, peaceful and innocent way of life. Also, having lived and having been a commuter in Utah for most of my 
life (from Provo to Logan),  have, for the most part, appreciated the construction and updates to our freeways up 
to now. Looking at the proposed corridor alternatives, I see no real solutions that would benefit even the rural 
areas the corridor accesses. All I see is a freeway going and literally ending nowhere that seems to be 
masquerading as  "infrastructure." If, along with that ruse includes the hefty price tag of air pollution infecting our 
children's health attested to by our physicians, I strongly encourage Governor Herbert to choose the better and 
smarter solutions UBET and the Sierra Club is proposing.
Sincerely,
Ji Yeong Mun, RN

Comments:

EmailSource:

1583



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Orem

Name: Kilyoung Kim

Comment #:

Utah does not need more pollution, more negative impact on the environment, more taxes for a freeway that 
won't be used, or more disruption to our cherished quaint family-oriented neighborhoods.
Kilyoung Kim, Ph.D.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1584



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Kaysville

Name: Melanie Fairchild

Comment #:

The corridor will be too close to my residence.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1585



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Joshua Taylor

Comment #:

It's my understanding that this project destroys bird and other wildlife habitat in the Farmington Bay WMA area 
which is a national treasure. Please find a better solution.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1586



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Janelle Heck

Comment #:

We are sick, sick, sick of our dirty air. Funds should instead be set up for more mass transportation and pollution 
cutting programs. I am also sick of the administrative payments to employees of UDOT who have sent Utah on a 
gluttony filled road building empire. It is important to preserve our wetlands so that we can have healthy living 
environments for humans and animals alike.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1587



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Lorraine Miller

Comment #:

protection of wetlands and wildlife habitat is critical to the survival of everyone!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1588



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Cottonwood Heights

Name: Andrew Spencer

Comment #:

Government is by the people, for the people. This is obviously not what the people want. There are other 
solutions.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1589



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Kathy Olsen

Comment #:

This is critical habitat for many species and does not need to be eliminated because of poor planning and sprawl.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1590



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: American Fork

Name: Dave Hensler

Comment #:

Save the wild life

Comments:

EmailSource:

1591



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Megan Dyreng

Comment #:

We moved to Utah from the Dallas, TX area two years ago. We chose to purchase a home in Farmington as we 
wanted a nice, quiet, safe area to raise our children. We loved the quiet rural atmosphere of West Farmington. 
Many people live in West Davis County for the same reason. A freeway will ruin our quiet communities, pollute 
our air, and destroy the wetlands. We need to improve our air quality, save the wetlands, and work together to 
find a "shared solution!"

Comments:

EmailSource:

1592



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Gilbert

Name: Ray Janus

Comment #:

Governor;
As the former Commodore of the Great Salt Lake Yacht Club (1989-91), it was with great regret that I had to 
follow many of my fellow sailors to deeper waters, most to San Diego, and in my case, to Lake Pleasant, AZ. 
Where we used to see millions of dollars of fine large boats on the GSL, I believe that ours was the last to leave 
the GSL south marina in 2009, due to the danger of being stranded in the marina from the dropping lake levels.
This resulted in my belief from developments of one of the greatest treasures in the western US, and my 
understanding is that the West Davis Corridor will add significantly to further degradation of the lake. While it 
may mean a different trip for Ogden-SLC commuters, I predict that the exposed GSL bottom will result in 
measureable mercury and other toxins to be released over the Wasatch Front, as the ever increasing storms 
dramatically increase the PM-10s from the lake, something noticeable by my friends at the GSL marina, and also 
in the glorious sunsets on the GSL, in large part resulting from this airborne contamination. My suggestion is to 
focus on expanding light rail between Ogden-SLC, to tie into the excellent transit system already in Salt Lake 
City. Doing otherwise will continue the migration out of the Wasatch Front, as I find that more and more former 
Utah residence are calling Arizona their new home. Please consider the above in your decision.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1593



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Valley City

Name: Kathlene Butler

Comment #:

This highway will allow more traffic, and will encourage people to drive more, not less. Those who live within 2 
miles of a freeway are the most victimized by this pollution. UDOT is ignoring the entire body of medical research 
that would condemn this project as a serious health hazard. Please research and consider other alternatives.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1594



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: sandy

Name: Angie M Branch

Comment #:

The great salt lake and its wetlands are important to me.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1595



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Darlene Jones

Comment #:

It's time for our children to be protected from the pollution in our environment. It's time we take the action in the 
beginning of a learning experience for our dear little ones. That expericence is Mass Transit and doing 
everything in our know to save Mother Earth!!! Let's Take It On!!! And So It Is!!!

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Tyra Williamson                         

Comment #:

This is my home and my community. There's no place like it and it's unique
attributes will all go away if another highway gets torn into it. Why can't we
think outside of the little box and make a change for the better--not worse?

Comments:

EmailSource:

1597



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Park City

Name: Stephanie Dolmatt-Connell

Comment #:

The Great Salt Lake and its wetlands are a major migratory and nesting corridor for bird species. These birds 
and their habitat are the very fabric of what makes our state unique and beautiful. Let's preserve the beauty we 
have for future generations to enjoy rather than put highways through a piece of paradise on earth.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1598



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Sylviau Gray

Comment #:

UDOT's proposed extension of West Davis Corridor would be a disaster for tax payers, our health and the 
environment.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1599



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City            

Name: Fred Adler

Comment #:

I enjoy the outdoors and the rare beauty of the Great Salt Lake and the birds that need it. Please do not use tax 
money to endanger this, and instead do what's best for both transportation and the environment.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1600



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: STARLEEN ORULLIAN

Comment #:

I believe the shared solutions is a better way to resolve the issues and is a win win.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1601



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Sandy

Name: Mary Jones

Comment #:

Let's work at finding solutions to our poor air quality.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1602



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Mark Kindred

Comment #:

This is an unneeded road for that will encourage more development on native wild lands in a place that already 
has an interstate and a major state freeway going through these communities. Coordinate public transit better 
rather than build a new road!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1603



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: New York

Name: Adam Fischman

Comment #:

As a frequent visitor to Utah, I know the severe air pollution that plagues the city. More freeways will only make 
this worse. Please expand the train network!

Comments:

EmailSource:

1604



Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Gwen Crist

Comment #:

Preserving farmland, and Utah's quality of life, is of utmost importance. We
must think of the future in our planning and not just the immediate. Funding
should be directed toward smart growth and mass transit projects instead of
another highway.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1605



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Bill Wegesser

Comment #:

Increased freeway construction and congestion does not solve the problem! Look forward to the future rather 
than the past for solutions.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1606



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Layton

Name: Kenneth Hansen

Comment #:

REMEMBER THE GOLD AND BALD EAGLE PROTECTION ACT ?

Comments:

EmailSource:
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: sandy

Name: Ryan Metzger

Comment #:

Air pollution is a problem in our state

Comments:

EmailSource:

1608



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: South Jordan

Name: Suzanne McDougal

Comment #:

We killed the Jordan River and are having to spend millions to try to resuscitate it. Doesn't it make more sense to 
save the Davis County Wetlands now instead of having to resurrect them later? We have alternatives, Please, 
please, please don't do this to the wetlands that are nationally known as a breeding/migration/feeding ground for 
some of our continent's most endangered and most beautiful species. I am not an "Environmentalist" I am just a 
person who cares that we still value life on our planet other than just human life. I wish I could send you pictures 
of some of the amazing things I have seen and experienced in and around Farmington Bay Migratory Bird 
Refuge and all of the wetlands that run along Legacy Freeway to the Willard Bay area. Bald Eagles have flown 
right over my head there. The Heron nesting platforms are a little microcosm of the way we interact as humans. 
Please use a solution that will preserve these wetlands. I promise you that it will be a huge loss for our children 
and grandchildren and their children if we don't.
Thank you for your time.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1609



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Salt Lake City

Name: Carole Straughn

Comment #:

In the long term economy and ecology are the same thing. No economy can operate without clean air, clean 
water, fertile soil and the myriad other services provided by the natural world--overlooked because no money 
changes hands. We cannot afford to destroy the ecology of West Davis County. Let's build smarter, not bigger.

Comments:

EmailSource:

1610



Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point                

Name: Howard and Anne Stoddard                

Comment #:

<See mailed-in letter on next page, titled 01611_Howard_Stoddard_8-10-2013>

Comments:

Mailed InSource:

1611





Date: 9/6/2013

Location: Farmington                

Name: Scott C. & Kristen Harbertson

Comment #:

<See mailed-in letter on next page, titled 01612_Farmington_City_7-30-13>

Comments:

Mailed InSource:

1612





Date: 9/6/2013

Location: West Point                

Name: John Petroff, Jr.                       

Comment #:

<See mailed-in letter on next page, titled 01613_Davis_County_Commission_8-27-13>

Comments:

Mailed InSource:

1613







Date: 9/6/2013

Location:

Name: Eric Larson

Comment #:

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in regards to UDOT's proposed West Davis Corridor.  This is a freeway that should not be built for 
several reasons.  The Governor has strongly encouraged Utah residents to be smarter and more efficient in their 
use of transportation.  Despite his counsel to drive less and use mass transit more UDOT has proposed a road 
that encourages more driving while making it far more difficult to use mass transit. 

UDOT is not only proposing a road that goes directly against our state leaders guidance, but they are wanting to 
spend $600 million to build the road.  That money could have a much more positive impact if used smartly in 
other areas.  Things such as subsidizing the cost of taking mass transit, expanding specific problem areas 
experiencing congestion, and expanding arterial roads that have become insufficient.  

In addition to massive cost and inefficient design there are other reasons the freeway should not be built.  The 
proposed freeway requires taking out valuable wetlands, farmland and even homes.  In addition to being built 
through wetlands, this road will boarder a large bird refuge that is also a major stop for eagles in their migration 
pattern.  This is a problem that is made exponentially worse by the requirement the road be built at elevations 
around 15 feet high.  

The elevation of the road causes other potential issues as well.  The area that the proposed road goes through 
regularly experiences dense fog and haze.  This combined with the height of the road can cause extremely 
unsafe driving conditions.  

These are just a few of the major challenges that makes the benefits of this road far inferior to the problems and 
sacrifices it creates.  Please don't let UDOT increase Utah's poor air quality and inversion while frivolously 
spending tax payers money.  Help encourage them to build smart and efficient and not to just keep building 
regardless of the cost many have to pay.

Thanks,
Eric Larson
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location:                               

Name: Lisa Barkdull                           

Comment #:

Mr. Christian,

Please do not allow a freeway to be built that will place an on/off ramp in front of an elementary school.  

Thank you,
Lisa Barkdull
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Date: 9/6/2013

Location: farmington

Name: Brett Neville

Comment #:

My main concern is the eagles.  Where will they roost with a road in their flight pattern?   Will we see fewer 
eagles?    Why have we not heard from Farmington Bay management team?   If they will guarantee they expect 
no problems with the wildlife and birds then I would feel better.  How about Fish and Game?  Can they guarantee 
that waterfowl hunting will not be affected?  How about the millions of other birds that stop off on their migratory 
path?   Please advise     Brett Neville DVM 
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Date: 9/4/2013

Location: Farmington

Name: Lori Kalt

Comment #:

I am outraged that UDOT elected to NOT INCLUDE an local interchange in Farmington.  That is simply unheard 
of to have nearly 9 miles of freeway with no local access.  This was brought up to UDOT time and time and time 
again.  Why oh why are you not including local access for Farmington residents???  We would ask.  At a 
working group meeting in June, I personally asked Vicne Izzo why they did not include a local interchange in 
Farmington?  He told me, point-blank, that UDOT had not included an interchange because "they were waiting 
for Farmington Officials to tell us where they want one."  I knew at that time that he was telling me a lie.  
Farmington officials have made it unmistakeably clear to UDOT that they wanted and needed a local 
interchange.  The truth of the matter is that UDOT purposefully did not include a local interchange in Farmington 
because of the following reasons:

1.  It would increase the costs of the Glover Lane alternative and make it the more expensive of the two 
alternatives.
2.  It would increase the number of wetlands impacted, and then Glover Lane would have more impacts than the 
Shepard Lane alternative.
3.  It would increase the number of homes "taken" 
4.  People in the Ranches would be outraged and there would be a big public outcry.

These are NO DOUBT the reasons that UDOT did not name and include a local interchange in their DEIS.

I have a question that I want answered:  Is UDOT really so inept so as to neglect to include a local interchange in 
a 9+ mile stretch of freeway???  So inept that, in fact, the Davis County Transportation Commission has to 
suggest to them where to make an interchange and they have to "encourage UDOT to work with local 
municipalities" to make an interchange.  Shouldn't UDOT have thought of this all on their own???  

If in fact it is true that UDOT simply failed to include this interchange on the DEIS and only thought of including 
one as an afterthought, then UDOT should not be trusted to build a $600 million freeway with our money!  

This issue should be investigated by FHWA.  Please FHWA, if you are reading this, you MUST investigate this 
issue.  It is simply unethical.  It's a back-door way to get around the NEPA process and get a DEIS passed.

Lori Kalt
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