


To minimize impacts to the Galena—Soonkahni Preserve during construction, the contractor will
control fugitive dust and stormwater runoff, and follow all local noise ordinances. The contractor will
develop a plan to minimize the spread of invasive species, revegetate areas on the preserve disturbed
by the project, and monitor that area for one year to ensure the area meets a 70% desirable species
threshold. A temporary construction fence will be installed to mark the approved work area in and near
the preserve, and construction personnel will be trained to understand that no work or equipment
movement is allowed beyond the fencing. Locations outside the preserve will be used for construction
equipment staging and personnel parking. All areas where temporary construction easements are
needed will be restored to their original condition.

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment will be conducted in accordance with ASTM standards for
any property acquisitions, and any recommended Phase II Environmental Site Assessments will be
conducted, as necessary.

Hazardous materials handling and disposal plans will be developed which will include coordination
with state and federal agencies with jurisdiction.

A soil and groundwater management plan will be developed prior to construction.

A floodplain development permit will be obtained from Draper City for impacts to the Zone AE
floodplain (which includes a floodway).

A flood-control permit will be obtained from Salt Lake County for actions inside or within 20 feet of
the Corner Canyon Creek channel and the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal.

If existing stormwater infrastructure elements need to be relocated, they will be replaced in kind
following the applicable drainage design criteria as stated in UTA’s Commuter Rail Design Criteria
(2015).

Coverage under Utah's Construction General Permit UTRC00000 (CGP) will be applied for as
required for the project. In compliance with this permit, a stormwater pollution prevention plan
(SWPPP) will be developed for the construction phase of the project.

Coverage for construction dewatering under Utah’s General Permit for Construction Dewatering or
Hydrostatic Testing (UTG070000) or a Ground Water Discharge Permit pursuant to state groundwater
protection rules (Utah Administrative Code R317-6) will be obtained as required.

Compliance with US Army Corps of Engineers Nationwide Permit 14 for Linear Transportation
Projects (effective date February 25, 2022).

Any unavoidable grubbing or tree removal will occur outside of migratory bird nesting season, April
15 through July 31, in order to avoid impacts to migratory birds. If clearing and grubbing does need to
occur during nesting season, a pre-construction survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist to
determine if there are any occupied nests in the area of disturbance. Construction activities will avoid
disturbance to any occupied nests.

All utility relocations will be coordinated with the utility owner during the final design of the project
to ensure the safety and continuity of utility service during construction.

Local noise ordinances will be complied with during construction.

Work will be scheduled to minimize impacts to the passengers and roadway traffic (nights, weekends.
holidays). If necessary, bus bridges will be provided for continuation of service.

Work will be scheduled to minimize impacts to freight through construction phasing and shutdowns
in coordination with UP (nights, weekends, and/or holidays).

Traffic control plans will be developed to obtain proper permitting from the local roadway jurisdiction
for temporary lane closures, roadway closures, and detours.

Mitigation to control fugitive dust and stormwater runoff will be implementation during construction.
A public communication plan will be developed to coordinate construction activities with local
residents, stakeholders, and businesses that could be affected by construction. Any changes to transit
service due to construction will be communicated to riders.

Where private grade crossings would be relocated or new grade crossings installed, the gravel base
roadway will be regraded to provide a smooth, safe profile over the track.

Any required state and local permitting and compliance requirements for the project will be adhered
to and/or obtained.



Based on the documentation provided by your office, FTA concurs with the finding that the proposed project
meets the definition of a CE pursuant to 23 CFR 8771.118(c)(8). If you have any questions regarding this
finding, please contact Robyn Kullas in my office at Robyn.Kullas@dot.gov or (303)362-2389. Please keep
FTA informed of any additional changes to the project should they occur.

Sincerely,

Digitally signed by CINDY ELISE
CINDY ELISE TERWILLIGER TERWILLIGER

Date: 2024.07.24 17:16:56 -06'00'
Cindy Terwilliger
Regional Administrator

Cc:

Brian Allen, Utah Department of Transportation
Jay Fox, Utah Transit Authority

Janelle Robertson, Utah Transit Authority

Patti Garver, Utah Transit Authority

Autumn Hu, Utah Transit Authority



FTA REGION 8
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION WORKSHEET

FTA Region 8 provides this Categorical Exclusion (CE) worksheet to help project sponsors (recipients) comply with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The information collected will help to better define the project
scope for environmental analysis, identify potential impacts, and determine if other environmental laws and
permits apply. If sufficiently completed, it can enable FTA to determine that the project does not result in
significant environmental impacts and meets the criteria for a CE. All activities and projects to be supported with
federal funds require a NEPA environmental finding as a prerequisite to award of funds.

This CE Worksheet should be completed for C-List projects involving construction and all D-List projects. If a C-List
project does not involve construction, you do not need to complete this worksheet. All parts below must be
completed prior to FTA review. Compliance with other environmental requirements must also be completed
before FTA will issue a determination that the project meets the criteria for a CE. Certain project activities may not
begin until this process is complete. For guidance on completing this worksheet, please refer to the CE Worksheet
Instructions.

Prior to transmitting a grant application, complete and submit this CE Worksheet using the CE Worksheet
Instructions allowing sufficient time for FTA review, especially if other environmental laws or permits apply. For
assistance, please contact your assigned FTA Region 8 Pre-Award Manager, or you may call the office at 303-362-
2400. To “check” a box, double-click on the box and select “checked” under default value.

PART A: PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Sponsor FTA Application No/FAIN
Utah Transit Authority ClG

Project Contact (include mailing address, email address and phone number)

Janelle Robertson, Project Manager
Utah Transit Authority

669 West 200 South

Salt Lake City, UT 84101
jarobertson@rideuta.com
801.237.1951

Project Title
South of Draper Double Track Project — FrontRunner Forward Program
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Project Description

The Utah Transit Authority (UTA) in coordination with the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is proposing
to lengthen and shift the existing Draper Station area double track section of its FrontRunner commuter rail system
in the cities of Bluffdale and Draper in southern Salt Lake County, Utah, to create a true double track alignment
through this area. See the Vicinity Map in Attachment A.1, Vicinity Map for the South of Draper Double Track
Project.

The Project is one of nine double track projects being proposed as part of long-term improvements under the
FrontRunner Forward program; however, it has independent utility and can be constructed with or without the other
projects. Further detail about investments associated with the FrontRunner Forward Program are included in a
separate report, FrontRunner Forward Strategic Double Track Recommended Service Alternative Overview —

A Planning and Environmental Linkage Study (PEL) (May 2023). The Project is located between 0.75 and 1 mile west
of Interstate 15 (I-15) in Bluffdale and Draper in the southern portion of Salt Lake County. The Project extends from
UTA milepost S 20.5 north to UTA milepost S 17.2, a distance of about 3.3 miles to encompass 2.8 miles of new
double track and track tie-in.

The existing double track section at Draper Station is about 1.0 mile long, and its primary use is allowing trains
traveling in opposite directions to pass each other. The Project would lengthen the existing double track section by
approximately 2.8 miles, moving the southern terminus of the section from the Vista Station Boulevard bridge to
1300 West. North of Bangerter Highway, the anticipated track work consists of constructing a new FrontRunner
mainline (ML) track east of the existing mainline track, shifting the existing FrontRunner ML track where necessary,
removing one existing turnout, constructing one new turnout, constructing a new bridge over Bangerter Highway
and 14600 South, demolishing an existing retaining wall and constructing new retaining walls on the west side of the
corridor on the north and south approaches to the Bangerter Highway bridge as well as in other sections to minimize
property impacts and right-of-way (ROW) acquisition, extending the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal culvert under
the Bangerter Highway bridge’s south approach, modifying an existing private access road at-grade crossing,
relocating utilities, and widening the existing trackbed. South of Bangerter Highway, the existing UTA ML would
remain in its current location, and a new track would be constructed west of the existing mainline. Preliminary track
design modeling shows that the estimated depth of excavation from the top of the existing ground to the bottom of
the proposed subballast or track ditch for proposed trackwork construction ranges from 2 to 5 feet. The estimated
depth of excavation for walls, utilities, and the bridge over Bangerter Highway ranges from 3 to 10 feet.

UTA ML Number (No.) 2 would be constructed with 15-foot track spacing from UTA ML No. 1. Generally, south of the
Bangerter Highway grade-separated crossing, a new UTA ML No. 2 would be constructed west of the existing UTA
ML No. 1 within the existing UTA ROW except for a small ROW acquisition required just south of the existing 14600
South grade-separated crossing. North of the Bangerter Highway grade-separated crossing, a new UTA ML No. 1
would be constructed east of the existing track, and the existing UTA ML No. 1 would become UTA ML No. 2.
Currently, the existing UTA ML No. 1 is designed for 79 miles per hour (mph) through the entire project extent. The
curves and spirals for this section would also be designed for a 79-mph design speed except for the turnout curve at
the southern terminus of the section.

The existing private access road crossing just south of Bangerter Highway would be modified to accommodate the
proposed UTA track, and the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal culvert under the Bangerter Highway bridge’s south
approach would be extended. New retaining walls would be constructed at the proposed west UTA ROW line on the
north and south approaches to the Bangerter Highway bridge as well as in other sections to minimize property
impacts and ROW acquisition.

The existing turnout at the south end of the existing double track section at Draper Station would be removed, and a
new turnout would be installed at the proposed southern terminus of the section. Required utility relocations would
include relocating the existing UTA communications and signal duct bank from the proposed southern terminus to
the Bangerter Highway bridge, relocating approximately 1,200 feet of overhead electric distribution line, and
extending the casing for a water line undercrossing. See the conceptual design plans in Attachment A.2, Conceptual
Design Plans for the South of Draper Double Track Project.
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Throughout this worksheet and associated technical reports, the term “project extent” is used to describe the
general study location and limits of the Project. The term “evaluation area” is used to describe the area within which
a specific resource was evaluated for potential impacts due to operation and construction of the Project. In all cases,
the evaluation area is defined under each applicable resource discussion. In the case of cultural, historic, and
archaeological resources, the “area of potential effects” serves as the evaluation area. The term “design footprint” is
used to describe the current preliminary project design. The design footprint was used to assess impacts to resources
and includes the anticipated limits of physical disturbance, including space for potential temporary construction
workspaces, and the limits of any anticipated ROW and temporary easement acquisition.

Project Location (Include physical address)

The Project is a linear project along the existing FrontRunner corridor from UTA milepost S 20.5 north to UTA
milepost S 17.2 in Bluffdale and Draper in southern Salt Lake County, Utah. See the Vicinity Map in Attachment A.1,
Vicinity Map for the South of Draper Double Track Project.

Is this project included in the current approved TIP and/or STIP?
X] YES-TIP/STIP ID/Page No.: [ ] NO —When will it be added?
The FrontRunner Strategic Double Track program, which includes this project, is in the 2024-2029 STIP, PIN 20253.

Is this a re-evaluation of a project previously evaluated/approved or currently under construction?
X] NO
[ ] YES
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PART B: PROPOSED CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION

Select the CE category under 23 CFR 771.118(c) or (d) that best describes the proposed project (select only one).
FHWA and FRA CEs also may be used, if applicable. CE descriptions are included in the CE Worksheet Instructions.

CE (e.g., C-9 or D-6): FTA C-8: Maintenance, rehabilitation, and reconstruction of facilities that occupy substantially
the same geographic footprint and do not result in a change in functional use, such as: improvements to bridges,
tunnels, storage yards, buildings, stations, and terminals; construction of platform extensions, passing track, and
retaining walls; and improvements to tracks and railbeds.

PART C: ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

For each of the following resources, identify, evaluate and describe any adverse impacts to the built (including
social and economic) and natural environment resulting from the proposed project. Select NO, if a resource is not
present on or near the proposed project area, or if there are no adverse impacts. Select YES, if a resource is
present and will be impacted; and succinctly describe the impacts, any mitigation necessary to minimize impacts,
and any permits required. Please explain your answer. The level of detail you provide should be commensurate
with the complexity of the project. For guidance on how to evaluate each resource for impacts, see the CE
Worksheet Instructions. If, through your evaluation, you believe the project will result in significant environmental
impacts or you aren’t sure, and/or it is likely to generate substantial controversy on environmental grounds,
contact FTA Region 8.
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1. Land Use and Zoning
Is the proposed project incompatible or inconsistent with existing or future land use and/or zoning in the
project area? Describe the surrounding land use and zoning. Provide a map with project location and
surrounding land uses.

X] NO
[ ] YES

The Project is located in Draper and Bluffdale in Salt Lake County in a developed area with a transit
station district, commercial land uses, a local road network and residential development, light industry
and manufacturing uses, other mixed uses, and a 250-acre nature preserve in the immediate vicinity of
the project extent.

The Project would be compatible with existing land use and zoning because the proposed facilities (track
and related infrastructure) would be constructed largely in or immediately adjacent to the existing
commuter rail corridor. The Project would require about 17.10 acres of ROW that consists of properties
mostly in the track areas already owned by either the Union Pacific Railroad (UP) or UTA. Permanent
property acquisition for the Project in the UP/UTA rail corridor would not convert land to a different use
because this land is already used for transportation.

A small amount of additional ROW would be required from commercial areas that back to the tracks and
from open space in the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve, which is immediately adjacent to the FrontRunner
corridor. Based on a review of aerial maps, all of the buildings in the commercial areas have access via
FrontRunner Boulevard, and no commercial access would be affected. The project team anticipates that
the rear areas of the commercial buildings are used primarily for parking and storage and that the access
to and functionality of the buildings would not be affected by these small strip takes of property that
would be converted from commercial to transportation use (see Section 2, Land/Property Acquisition,
Relocation, Leases and Easements, for more information).

The small strip (0.23 acre) of permanent ROW acquisition would be from the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve.
The preserve is owned and managed by the Utah Department of Forestry, Fire and State Lands (FFSL)
with a conservation easement held by Utah Open Lands (see Section 6, Park and Recreation Resources).

See the Land Use and Zoning Memorandum in Attachment B.1, Land Use and Zoning.
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2. Land/Property Acquisition, Relocation, Leases and Easements
Does the proposed project require any land/property acquisition, easement or permit? Note: for
acquisitions over $1 million, FTA concurrence with the property’s valuation is also required (see Circular
5010.E). Explain.

[] NO
X YES

Permanent property acquisition would be needed for the Project, and temporary construction easements
would be required for grading and access. Constructing the new track north of Bangerter Highway would
require property acquisition from Union Pacific Railroad (UP) within the UP/UTA corridor and property
from the Utah Division of Forestry, Fire and State Lands (FFSL) west of the rail corridor. The Project would
require about 17.10 acres of ROW from 23 nonresidential parcels consisting of properties within the track
areas owned by either UP or UTA, commercial areas that back to the tracks, and open space. Based on a
review of aerial maps, all of the buildings in the commercial areas are provided access via FrontRunner
Boulevard, and no commercial access would be affected. The project team anticipates that the rear areas
of the commercial buildings are used primarily for parking and storage and that the access to and
functionality of the buildings would not be affected by these small strip takes of property. The Project
would also require a small strip of ROW acquisition from the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve, which is owned
and managed by FFSL with a conservation easement held by Utah Open Lands (UOL).

At this preliminary level of design, the project team does not yet know exactly where temporary
construction easements would be needed. However, the design footprint used to assess impacts to
resources includes the anticipated limits of physical disturbance, including space for potential temporary
construction workspaces and the limits of any anticipated ROW and temporary easement acquisition. The
actual locations of temporary construction easements would be determined during final design. UDOT will
compensate the property owners for the temporary use of the property, and the restored property will be
returned to the owner when the use of the property is no longer needed.

UDOT will conduct acquisitions in accordance with the provisions in the Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (42 United States Code [USC] Section 61 and the
implementing regulation 49 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 24). This process will ensure just
compensation for all properties and will minimize any impacts on the current owners. ROW acquisition
from the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve would follow the provisions of the conservation easement.

See Attachment B.2, Land/Property Acquisition, Relocation, Leases, and Easements.
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3. Environmental Justice
Is the proposed project located in a neighborhood containing minority or low-income residents or
businesses? If yes, will it result in disproportionately high and adverse impacts? Explain.

[] NO
X YES

Although there are low-income and minority populations in the environmental justice evaluation area, the
Project would not directly affect these populations, and the project team does not expect the Project to
result in a disproportionately high and adverse effect on environmental justice populations. The Project
would benefit the population of surrounding neighborhoods, including low-income and minority
populations, by improving FrontRunner transit service capacity and reliability.

See the Environmental Justice Evaluation Memorandum in Attachment B.3, Environmental Justice.

In addition, a corridor-wide environmental justice analysis has been conducted to evaluate potential
impacts of the future anticipated service increase along the FrontRunner corridor. The corridor-wide
environmental justice analysis is documented in a separate report, the FrontRunner Forward Corridor-level
Environmental Justice Technical Memorandum (May 2023), and summarized in the PEL (May 2023).

4. Cultural, Historic and Archaeological Resources
Are there any cultural, historic or archaeological resources on or near the proposed project site? If yes
and the proposed project has the potential to affect such resources, the Section 106 process must be
followed and a Section 4(f) evaluation may be required. Explain, including what steps were taken to make
the determination.

[] NO
X YES

An archaeological inventory and selective reconnaissance-level historical buildings inventory was
conducted within the Project’s area of potential effects (APE) in the spring of 2022. Four archaeological
sites and one historical structure were identified in the APE.

_ 42S5L214 (the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal), 425L293 (the Denver & Rio Grande
Western Railroad [D&RGW)]), and 425L640 (a historical utility line). Sites 425L186, 425L214, and 425L293
all have been determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places as a result of prior
undertakings. The remaining site, 42SL640, was determined ineligible for the National Register as a result
of several prior undertakings. FTA has made the same determination of eligibility for this site as part of the
present undertaking. The historical structure, a steel stringer/multibeam or girder bridge located at 1000
West 14600 South, was determined to be ineligible in the Utah Historic Bridge Inventory and is not further
discussed in this section.

If YES resources are present, does Section 106 apply? Explain.

[] NO
X] YES - Provide Section 106 Consultation Documentation

The Project would result in no adverse effect under Section 106 for all three resources determined eligible
for the National Register (sites 42SL186, 4251214, and 4251L293).

For site 425L214, the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal, the culvert would be extended along a previously
realigned (noncontributing) segment of the canal. There would be approximately 0.03 acre of impact
within the site boundary. Fill and ballast would be placed over the extended culvert, and a retaining wall
would be placed between the canal channel and the adjacent railroad ROW. Fill and other disturbance
would occur along 22 feet of the abandoned main canal channel west of the railroad ROW where the
channel has already been disturbed by other activities.
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For site 425L293, the D&RGW Railroad, the Project would have a minor impact to the surface ballast of the
existing rail in order to tie in to the new UTA track ballast, resulting in no adverse effect to the resource.

The finding of effects was determined by FTA after multiple coordination meetings with the consulting
parties conducted between May 2022 and August 2023, parties including the Utah State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO), FFSL (owner and manager of the property), UOL (holder of the Galena—
Sodnkahni conservation easement), and all eight Native American Tribes federally recognized in Utah.

The SHPO concurred with the findings of eligibility and effects for the historic properties under Section 106
on September 29, 2023. The findings of effect were provided to the Tribes for review, and one comment
was received within the 30-day review period. The cultural resource manager for the Paiute Indian Tribe of
Utah requested that a prayer be given to bless the area as the site is disturbed. FTA agreed that a Tribal
representative would be invited to give a prayer at the site prior to construction of the Project.

If YES resources are present, does Section 4(f) apply? Explain.

[ ] NO
[X] YES - Provide Section 4(f) Evaluation

Based on the determination of no adverse effect for the historic properties under Section 106,
corresponding findings of use have been made under Section 4(f). Specifically, FTA finds that the Project
would result in a use with de minimis impact under Section 4(f) for sites 425L186, 4251214, and 425L293,
for which FTA made a finding of no adverse effect under Section 106.

The Section 106 consultation documentation is included in Attachment B.4, Cultural, Historic, and
Archaeological Resources.

In addition, a corridor-wide cultural resources survey has been conducted to evaluate potential cumulative
impacts along the FrontRunner corridor. The corridor-wide survey is documented in a separate report,

A Cultural Resources Survey for the Utah Transit Authority’s FrontRunner Forward Double Track and Rail
Realignment Project; Davis, Salt Lake, and Utah Counties, Utah (July 2022), and summarized in the PEL
(May 2023).
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5. Visual/Aesthetics
Will the proposed project degrade the existing visual/aesthetic character or quality of the site, its
surroundings, and/or recognized view sheds? Explain.

X] NO
[ ] YES

Most of the project improvements would be made within an existing transportation facility, and the
Project would not result in substantive changes to the landscape or viewshed proximate to the project
extent. Views to and from the project extent are not anticipated to change as a result of the Project.

6. Park and Recreation Resources
Are there any public parks and/or recreation resources on or near the proposed project area that would
be impacted? If the proposed project has the potential to impact publicly-owned parks or recreation
areas, a Section 4(f) evaluation may be required. If a park is funded with LWCF funds, Section 6(f) may
apply. Explain.

[] NO
X] YES

A portion of the Galena—-Sodnkahni Preserve is adjacent to the project extent. The Galena—Sodnkahni
Preserve, which is owned and managed by FFSL, comprises about 250 acres adjacent to the Jordan River
between 12300 South and 14600 South in Draper. The preserve includes about 100 acres of riparian and
wetland habitat on the east side of the Jordan River and about 150 acres of uplands.

If YES, does Section 4(f) apply? Explain.

[] NO
|X| YES — Provide Section 4(f) Evaluation

The Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve is owned and managed by FFSL, with a conservation easement held by
UOL. The preserve comprises about 250 acres adjacent to the Jordan River between 12300 South and
14600 South in Draper, Salt Lake County. A portion of the eastern edge of the preserve is adjacent to the
existing FrontRunner rail corridor. The preserve meets the qualifications for a Section 4(f) resource as
defined in 23 CFR Part 774. The preserve is publicly owned, is open to the public as a recreation area, and
has multiple significant conservation purposes, including preserving and protecting the wetland and
wildlife in the area and conserving its cultural heritage.

The Project would permanently acquire an approximately 0.23-acre strip of land along the southeast
corner of the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve just north of Bangerter Highway and immediately adjacent to
the existing railroad ROW corridor. This area would be permanently converted to rail ROW. The Project
would require approximately 0.39-acre strip of the preserve in this same area for a temporary construction
easement (TCE), which would be used during construction only.

On the northeast corner of
the preserve, the Project would require another 0.03 acre of land for a TCE, about 600 feet south of Vista
Station Boulevard, again immediately adjacent to the existing railroad corridor.

These impacts are summarized in Table 1.
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and Archaeological Resources.

Based on the information presented above, FTA has determined that the Section (f) use of the Galena—
Sodnkahni Preserve by the Project is considered a de minimis impact, and the requirements of 23 CFR Part
774 have been satisfied. FFSL concurred with this determination on June 20, 2024 in a letter from FTA to
FFSL dated June 12, 2024. The Section 4(f) consultation documentation and the public comment report
are included in Attachment B.6, Park and Recreation Resources.

If YES, does Section 6(f) apply? Explain.

X NO

] YES — Provide documentation

The Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve was not funded with LWCF funds.

https://stateparks.utah.gov/resources/grants/land-and-water-conservation-fund/

7. Noise and Vibration
Are there any noise and/or vibration sensitive receptors located near the proposed project that would be
impacted? Explain.

X] NO
[] YES
Noise

Based on aerial images of the project extent, preliminary project design schematics, and site visits, the
project team identified five Category 2 residential land use areas in the noise evaluation area.

Because most residences are near each other and run parallel to the FrontRunner and UP alignments, the
residential areas were grouped as described below and as shown in the figures in Appendix A, Residential
Clusters, and Attachment B.7, Noise and Vibration.

e (Cluster No. 1: Draper Station to Vista Station Boulevard (Figure A-2): Single-family residences on
Green Clover Road (about 153 feet to 277 feet east of the FrontRunner centerline)

e (luster No. 2: Vista Station Boulevard to the Bangerter Highway Interchange (Figure A-3): Veranda
Apartments (under construction south of Vista Station Boulevard (about 269 feet to 668 feet east
of the FrontRunner centerline)

e (Cluster No. 3: Bangerter Highway to Phillip Gates Memorial Park (Figure A-4): Residences on Royal
Coachman Drive (about 128 feet to 213 feet west of the FrontRunner centerline)

e (Cluster No. 4: State Route 140 to Coyote Gulch Way (Figure A-5): Residences on Chimney Park
Drive east of the FrontRunner alignment (about 215 feet to 226 feet east of the centerline)

e (Cluster No. 5: Harmon Day Drive to W. Cinch Way (Figure A-6): Residences on Wild Horse Way east
of the FrontRunner alignment (about 128 feet to 132 feet east of the centerline)

Because noise-sensitive receivers were identified in the noise evaluation area (that is, within the 622-foot
project-level screening distance), a General Noise Assessment was conducted for the Project to evaluate
potential noise impacts resulting from train passby events (trains travelling through the FrontRunner
corridor at authorized speeds) and crossover events (trains leaving the mainline at a slower speed [60 mph
for one #24 crossover in the noise evaluation areal]).

The potential for noise impacts was determined by using the FTA spreadsheet model to estimate the
existing noise level at the nearest noise-sensitive receiver in each of five residential clusters in the project
corridor resulting from train traffic on the existing FrontRunner alignment with trains traveling at 60 mph.
An exception is Cluster No. 1 (Draper Station to Vista Station Boulevard), which is already double-tracked
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under existing conditions. For Cluster No. 1, 50% of the existing train traffic was assigned to each track at
60 mph.

The potential for project-related noise impacts was determined by using the FTA spreadsheet model and
assigning 50% of the train traffic to the existing alignment and 50% of the train traffic to the new track
which would be constructed east or west of the existing alignment depending on the location in the
corridor. The operating speed was increased to 79 mph (from 60 mph) under this scenario.

The increase in noise resulting from double-tracking the alignment and increasing the train speed to
79 mph over the existing noise level at 60 mph is the potential for noise impact due to the Project.

Project-related passby and crossover events are anticipated to increase noise levels by 0 to 1 A-weighted
decibels (dBA) over existing noise levels at the nearest Category 2 (residential) and Category 3
(institutional) noise-sensitive receivers in the project corridor.

The project-related passby and crossover events are anticipated to increase noise levels by 0 to 1 dBA over
existing noise levels, which is not distinguishable to the human ear and is below the threshold for a
moderate impact. For this reason, there would be no project-related passby or crossover noise impacts
from the Project.

Vibration

The vibration screening distance for conventional commuter rail lines is 200 feet from the ROW or property
line for Category 2 land uses and 120 feet for Category 3 land uses (Table 6-8, Screening Distances for
Vibration Assessments, of the FTA guidance). The nearest residential clusters in the vibration evaluation
area range from about 120 feet to more than 270 feet from the FrontRunner property line, and the nearest
church is approximately 175 feet from the crossover.

A General Vibration Assessment using the FTA guidance was conducted to evaluate vibration impacts at
Category 2 and Category 3 land uses. Source adjustments for distance, speed, and track treatments were
applied as discussed in the FTA guidance.

The adjusted velocity level (VdB) for train passby events was 67.3 VdB, which is less than the ground-borne
vibration impact criterion of 75 VdB for Category 2 land uses (occasional events). The adjusted velocity
level for crossover events at 60 mph was 58.2 VdB, which is less than the ground-borne vibration impact
criterion for Category 3 land uses (infrequent events) of 83 VdB.

There would be no project-related passby or crossover vibration impacts from the Project.
See the Noise and Vibration Assessment in Attachment B.7, Noise and Vibration.

In addition, a corridor-wide noise and vibration analysis has been conducted to evaluate potential impacts
of the future anticipated service increase along the FrontRunner corridor. The corridor-wide noise and
vibration analysis is documented in a separate report, FrontRunner Forward Corridor-level Noise and
Vibration Technical Memorandum (May 2023), and summarized in the PEL (May 2023).
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Air Quality
Is the proposed project located in an Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)-designated non-attainment
or maintenance area?

[] NO

X] YES - indicate the criteria pollutant and contact FTA to determine if a hot spot analysis is necessary.

|:| Carbon Monoxide (CO)
X] sulfur Dioxide (SO,)

[ ] Lead (Pb)

[ ] Nitrogen Dioxide (NO,)
X] 0zone (03)

X] Particulate Matter (PMyo)
|X| Particulate Matter (PMzs)

Does the proposed project require a conformity analysis or regional analysis under 40 CFR Part 93°?
[ ] NO
X] YES

If the non-attainment area is also in a metropolitan area, is the proposed project required to be and
included in the MPQ'’s air quality conformity analysis for the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)?

[] NO

|X| YES - Date of FHWA/FTA conformity finding

The Project is located in Salt Lake County. Salt Lake County is an attainment area for CO, NO,, and Pb;
a nonattainment area for PM,s, Os, and SO,; and a maintenance area for PM .

Because the Project is located in a nonattainment area and is not exempt from a conformity analysis under
40 CFR Section 93.126, a General Conformity applicability assessment is needed, and the Project must be
listed on a conforming Metropolitan Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement Plan. The
Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) considers air quality as part of its RTP. The 2023—2050 WFRC RTP
and Air Quality Conformity Memorandum #41 were adopted in May 2023 and include the full length of the
proposed double track projects. In addition, a corridor-wide air quality analysis has been conducted to
evaluate the potential impacts of the future anticipated service increase along the FrontRunner corridor.
The corridor-wide air quality analysis is documented in a separate report, FrontRunner Forward Corridor-
level Air Quality Technical Memorandum (June 2023), and summarized in the PEL (May 2023).

A PM hot-spot analysis is required only for specific types of projects, which are described in the Air Quality
Review in Attachment B.8, Air Quality, and are listed in the transportation conformity requlations at 40
CFR Section 93.123(b)(1). Because the Project does not meet any of the criteria to be considered a project
of air quality concern, hot-spot analyses are not required for particulate matter. Similarly, the
transportation conformity regulations at 40 CFR Section 93.123(a)(1) define projects that require
quantitative analysis for CO. Because the Project does not meet any of the criteria to be considered a
project of air quality concern, hot-spot analyses are not required for CO. The Air Quality Review in
Attachment B.8, Air Quality, describes the types of projects that require quantitative analyses for both
types of pollutants.

The Project would allow opposing train traffic to pass, thereby decreasing the number of idling trains,
increasing service reliability, and allowing more efficient operation of the rail line. Air quality would be
improved with the Project because train flow would be improved, and trains would spend less time idling
compared to existing conditions.

The Project is not a project of air quality concern, and the project team does not expect the Project to
adversely affect local compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Although
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atmospheric CO; emissions are projected to increase in 2050 due to the greater number of vehicles and
increased vehicle-miles traveled, this increase would occur with or without the Project. The amounts of all
other pollutants are projected to decrease in future years due to more stringent emissions standards for
diesel locomotives and improved emissions control technology.

See the Air Quality Review in Attachment B.8, Air Quality.

In addition, a corridor-wide air quality analysis has been conducted to evaluate the potential impacts of
the future anticipated service increase along the FrontRunner corridor. The corridor-wide air quality
analysis is documented in a separate report, FrontRunner Forward Corridor-level Air Quality Technical
Memorandum (June 2023), and summarized in the PEL (May 2023).
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Hazardous Materials

Is there any known or potential contamination at the proposed project site that would be impacted?
Describe the steps taken to make the determination (Phase | ESA, etc.) and results. Note the mitigation
and clean-up measures that will be taken to remove hazardous materials from the project site, if
applicable.

[] NO
X] YES

A review of the Utah Geospatial Resource Center’s Land-Related Contaminant and Cleanup database, the
Utah Department of Environmental Quality’s (UDEQ) online database, and an Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. (EDR), report identified a number of sites with known or suspected contamination that are
within the hazardous materials evaluation area and/or close to the project extent. The evaluation area for
identifying hazardous materials in and near the project extent is a 0.5-mile radius around the project
extent.

The screening process identified five sites that were evaluated for their potential risk to construction: one
leaking underground storage tanks (LUST) site, two underground storage tanks (UST) sites, one solid
waste facility, and one environmental incident. No groundwater contamination was indicated at any of
these sites. None of these sites would be directly impacted by the Project, and all of the sites represent a
low to no risk to construction.

A review of well logs from the Utah Division of Water Rights’ website
(https.//maps.waterrights.utah.qov/esrimap/map.asp) indicates that groundwater depths in the project
extent are highly variable. The project extent is situated on the boundary between a secondary
groundwater recharge zone and a discharge zone that is generally surrounding the Jordan River
floodplain. Shallow groundwater (5 to 10 feet deep) could be encountered in some areas. The project
team, or construction contractor, will obtain coverage for construction dewatering under Utah’s General
Permit for Construction Dewatering or Hydrostatic Testing (UTG070000) or, if contamination is anticipated
after additional investigation, a Ground Water Discharge Permit, pursuant to state groundwater
protection rules (Utah Administrative Code R317-6).

In accordance with FTA Standard Operating Procedures and applicable regulatory requirements, the
project team would conduct due diligence during final design by identifying whether hazardous materials
are present prior to property acquisitions and construction. As part of this due diligence, the project team
will conduct a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in accordance with ASTM standards for any
property acquisitions and will conduct any recommended Phase Il ESA investigations. Plans for hazardous
materials handling and disposal will be developed for the Project, and this development would include
coordination with state and federal agencies with jurisdiction over the properties.

The project team will prepare a soil and groundwater management plan before construction. This plan will
describe the necessary soil and groundwater investigations needed to characterize pollutant
concentrations in soil and groundwater in the project extent, if any; describe, based on the results of the
investigations, the protection measures that will be used to prevent the spread of contamination;
communicate the health risks to construction workers; define appropriate handling and disposal or
treatment methods for contaminated media; and help the project team better identify construction-
related impacts.

See the Hazardous Materials Evaluation in Attachment B.9, Hazardous Materials, for details regarding
hazardous materials analysis.
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10.

Farmland
Are there any prime or unique farmlands located at the proposed project site that would be impacted?
Explain.

X] NO
[ ] YES

The project extent is located in areas defined as “urbanized areas” by the U.S. Census Bureau Map
(https.//www.census.qov/qeographies/reference-maps/2010/qeo/2010-census-urban-areas.html). Per
7 CFR Section 658.2, farmland does not include land already in or committed to urban development.
Farmland already in urban development includes lands identified as “urbanized area” on the Census
Bureau Map.

11.

Floodplains

Is the proposed project located within the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-year
floodplain or within the floodway? If yes, this project may require further evaluation under EO 11988.
Explain.

[] NO
X YES

A review of FEMA’s National Flood Hazard Layer shows that the Project would impact <0.01 acre of

Zone AE (areas that would be flooded by a 100-year flood, have base flood elevations defined, and which
might also include a floodway). Floodplain connectivity would be maintained through the existing Jordan
and Salt Lake City Canal culvert that would be extended for this project. A floodplain development permit
will be obtained from the local floodplain administrator for Draper City prior to construction. Although not
anticipated, a flood-control permit will be obtained from Salt Lake County for actions inside or within 20
feet of the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal, which is a Salt Lake County—controlled waterway. Corner
Canyon Creek (also a Salt Lake County—controlled waterway) might also need to be included in the flood-
control permit if the existing culvert is considered during further coordination with Salt Lake County Flood
Control to be a part of the channel. This coordination will take place during final design as required.

The project team does not anticipate that FEMA Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) and Letter of
Map Revision (LOMR) processes will be required in compliance with 44 CFR Sections 60.3 and 65.12 due to
the nature of the anticipated encroachment, which is not anticipated to impact water surface elevations in
Corner Canyon Creek. However, an evaluation would be completed to determine whether the final design
would require revision to the flood map. This process would be coordinated with Draper City, the
floodplain administrator for this area. If necessary, a preconstruction CLOMR would be submitted to
FEMA. After construction, a LOMR would be submitted to FEMA. This process would be coordinated with
Draper City.

See the Floodplains Evaluation Memorandum in Attachment B.11, Floodplains.
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12,

Water Resources and Water Quality
Are there any surface or ground water resources present, including an EPA-designated sole source aquifer
(SSA), near the proposed project that would be impacted? Explain.

[] NO
X YES

Corner Canyon Creek and the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal are the only named surface waters in the
water resources and water quality evaluation area. The Project would require the Jordan and Salt Lake City
Canal culvert under the UP and FrontRunner tracks just south of Bangerter Highway to be extended to
accommodate the new track. If the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal is determined jurisdictional by U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), construction would be authorized under a Clean Water Act Section 404
Nationwide Permit 14 (which includes Section 401 Water Quality Certification) from USACE (see Section 13
below and Attachment B.13 for more information about project impacts to aquatic resources). There
would be no impacts to Corner Canyon Creek or its bank. The Project would not come within 30 feet of
Corner Canyon Creek or either end of the culvert through which Corner Canyon Creek crosses beneath the
UP and UTA tracks, and the Corner Canyon Creek culvert would not need to be extended. For these
reasons, a stream alteration permit would likely not be required; however, further coordination is needed
during final design to verify this conclusion.

There are nine water right points of diversion in the water resources and water quality evaluation area.
These nine points of diversion are underground water wells, unnamed springs, springs and drain, and
effluent from the Utah State Prison. Six of these points currently have a terminated status, and the other
three have an unapproved status. Three water right points of diversion are within the impact footprint for
the Project; however, no impacts are anticipated since all three have a terminated status and are not
currently active.

The water resources and water quality evaluation area does not contain any drinking water source
protection zones for either groundwater or surface water sources; therefore, the project team does not
anticipate any impacts to drinking water from the Project.

See the Evaluation of Water Resources and Water Quality in Attachment B.12, Water Resources and
Water Quality.

Is there an increase in impervious surface (e.g., roofs, driveways, streets, parking lots, etc.) or restored
pervious surface greater than one acre? If YES, a NPDES/storm water permit may be needed and must be
acquired prior to construction. Explain.

X] NO
[] YES

A long-term facility stormwater permit would not be required. One additional concrete crossing panel
would be installed for the crossing at the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal, the size of which is based on the
existing panels. Therefore, about 475 square feet of additional impervious surface would be added to the
crossing at the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal.

Project elements would add a small amount of additional runoff from the project site after construction
has been completed. The existing FrontRunner system already has infrastructure in place to handle any
stormwater runoff from the ballasted track and embankments, and this infrastructure could be analyzed
and expanded, if needed, to handle the additional runoff. If these stormwater infrastructure elements
need to be relocated, they would be replaced in kind following the applicable drainage design criteria as
stated in UTA’s Commuter Rail Design Criteria (2015).

Construction of the Project would disturb more than 1 acre of ground surface, which would require
coverage under the Utah Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (UPDES) Construction General Permit
UTRC0O0000 (CGP). Coverage under the CGP would be obtained prior to construction through the Utah
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Division of Water Quality. In compliance with this permit, a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP)
would be developed for the construction phase of the Project.

13.

Wetlands and Waters of the U.S.
Are there any wetlands or waters of the U.S. on or adjacent to the proposed project area that potentially
would be temporarily or permanently impacted? Explain.

[] NO
X YES

If YES, is a permit from the US Army Corps of Engineers required? Explain.

[] NO
|X| YES (see below)

The Project would fill <0.1 acre (20 linear feet) of canal segment C-1b (the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal)
and <0.01 acre (3 linear feet) of ditch segqment D-1. The Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal originates from the
Jordan River and flows north through the Salt Lake Valley, eventually draining into City Creek. City Creek
then flows west, draining into the Jordan River, which flows into the Great Salt Lake, a traditional
navigable water. Therefore, canal segment C-1b is likely jurisdictional. Ditch segment D-1 is located in
Phillip Gates Memorial Park. It flows into an open-water pond beyond the survey area which appears to
drain into the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal. Ditch segment D-1 does not carry a relatively permanent
flow of water and is likely not jurisdictional. There would be no wetland impacts from the Project.

Impacts to jurisdictional aquatic resources from construction would be authorized under Nationwide
Permit 14, which includes Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification. Because the impacts
would be less than 0.1 acre, a preconstruction notification might not be required. In addition, because the
canal impacts would be less than 0.03 acre, compensatory mitigation would not be required.

See the Impacts to Aquatic Resources for the South of Draper Double Track Project Memorandum and the
Aquatic Resources Delineation Report in Attachment B.13, Wetlands and Waters of the U.S.

14.

Threatened and/or Endangered Species

Are there any listed threatened and/or endangered species (plant or animal) or critical habitat present on
or near the proposed project area that would be impacted? How was this determined? If yes, Section 7 of
the Endangered Species Act may apply. Explain.

X No
[] YES

The project team identified one federally listed plant species and two federally listed wildlife species that
could occur or are known to occur in the threatened and/or endangered species evaluation area. Of these
species, the project team identified no potentially suitable habitat or critical habitat in or near the
threatened and/or endangered species evaluation area that would be impacted.

See the Biological Resources Evaluation in Attachment B.15, Natural and Biological Resources.
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15.

Natural and Biological Resources

Are there any natural areas, biological resources (fish, birds, wildlife and habitat) or sensitive areas
present on or near the proposed project area that would be impacted? If the proposed project has the
potential to impact wildlife or waterfowl refuges, a Section 4(f) evaluation may be required. Explain.

[] NO
X YES

If YES, does Section 4(f) apply? Explain.

[ ] NO

X] YES - Provide Section 4(f) Evaluation

The project team identified 3 species listed under conservation agreements and 16 migratory bird species
that could occur or are known to occur in the biological resources evaluation area. Of these species, the
project team identified potentially suitable habitat for Columbia spotted frogs. The Project would also
impact part of the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve.

Columbia Spotted Frogs. Columbia spotted frogs are highly aquatic and require permanent quiet water.
They usually live at the grassy/sedgy margins of streams, lakes, ponds, springs, and marshes and use
stream-side small mammal burrows as shelter. Breeding typically occurs in small pools or ponds with little
or no current surrounded by dense aquatic vegetation. The Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal provides
potentially suitable habitat for Columbia spotted frogs. However, this canal is highly degraded—it is
surrounded by invasive vegetation species (common reed); commercial, highway, and road development;
and railroad tracks. Given the degradation of these resources, the habitat is low-quality and is unlikely to
support Columbia spotted frog populations.

Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve. A portion of the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve is located in the biological
resources evaluation area. The Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve, which is owned and managed by FFSL,
comprises about 250 acres adjacent to the Jordan River between 12300 South and 14600 South in Draper.
The preserve includes about 100 acres of riparian and wetland habitat on the east side of the Jordan River
and about 150 acres of uplands. The Project would permanently acquire an approximately 0.23-acre strip
of land along the southeast corner of the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve just north of Bangerter Highway and
immediately adjacent to the existing railroad ROW corridor. This area would be permanently converted to
rail ROW. The Project would require an additional 0.39-acre strip of the preserve in this same area for a
TCE, which would be used during construction only. On the northeast corner of the preserve, the Project
would require another 0.03 acre of land for a TCE, about 600 feet south of Vista Station Boulevard, again
immediately adjacent to the existing railroad corridor. No wildlife and waterfowl refuge features or
resources of the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve have been identified in the areas of permanent or temporary
acquisition. Both the permanent and TCE impacts to the preserve would be immediately adjacent to the
UP/UTA rail corridor, and neither the permanent nor temporary conversion of preserve land to
transportation use would impact the wildlife and waterfowl features of the preserve. Section 4(f) de
minimis impacts to the preserve, as well as mitigation to minimize impacts to the preserve during
construction, are addressed in Item 6, Park and Recreation Resources, of this Categorical Exclusion
worksheet.

See the Biological Resources Evaluation in Attachment B.15, Natural and Biological Resources.

Any shrub, tree, or tree limb removal should occur outside a general bird nesting season from April 15 to
July 31. If removal must occur during this period, preconstruction nesting surveys of affected trees will be
performed by a qualified biologist. If active nests are found, the nests cannot be removed until young have
been confirmed to have fledged. If these measures are followed, the Project would not result in direct or
incidental take under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.
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16.

Traffic and Parking
Does the proposed project have the potential to permanently impact traffic and/or parking (on and off
street) in the project area? Explain.

X] NO
[ ] YES

The Project would require modifying one private at-grade crossing located south of Bangerter Highway.
The private at-grade crossing is used to access the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal service road.
Modifications would include adding one new at-grade crossing panel similar in size to the existing panels
for UTA ML No. 2. No additional work would be needed at this crossing since it does not have lights and
gates and currently operates under passive sign control.

There are no parking facilities in or near the project extent. The Project would not permanently impact
either traffic or parking and does not include major changes to an existing road. Neither traffic patterns
nor traffic operations in the area would be altered.

In addition, a corridor-wide traffic and safety analysis has been conducted to evaluate potential impacts of
the future anticipated service increase along the FrontRunner corridor. The corridor-wide traffic and safety
analysis is documented in a separate report, FrontRunner Forward Corridor-level Traffic and Safety
Technical Memorandum (May 2023), and summarized in the PEL (May 2023).

17.

Utilities
Are there any utilities that could be impacted by the proposed project? Explain.

[] NO
X YES

Several utilities would be impacted by project construction. The project team would further determine the
effects on these utilities and appropriate utility treatments by working with local jurisdictions and utility
owners during final design of the Project.

e UTA Communications Duct Bank: An existing UTA underground communications duct bank is
located parallel to and west of the existing track UTA ML No. 1 from the southern end of the
project extent to the existing signal and communications cabinet south of the 14600 South grade-
separated crossing. All 4,800 feet of the duct bank would conflict with construction of the new UTA
ML No. 2 and would need to be relocated west of the proposed UTA ML No. 2. The affected signal
and communications houses at the beginning and end of the relocation length would also be
relocated, and the relocated line would run parallel to the proposed UTA ML No. 2.

e Jordan Valley Water Line: A 10-inch-diameter diameter ductile iron water line crosses under both
railroads’ ROW about 300 feet south of the existing 14600 South grade-separated crossing. The
casing for the water line would need to be extended approximately 25 feet to the west to protect
the water line from the railroad loads of the proposed UTA ML No. 2 and interface with the
proposed retaining wall extension.

e Rocky Mountain Power 345-kV and 138-kV Overhead Power Distribution Lines: Overhead electric
lines run parallel to and west of the existing UTA ML No. 1 north of Bangerter Highway. The
existing line is approximately 20 feet from the centerline of UTA ML No. 1. Approximately
1,200 linear feet of this line, including an estimated five existing poles, would need to be relocated
15 feet to the west to accommodate constructing the proposed UTA ML No. 2.

All utility relocations will be coordinated with the utility owner during the final design of the Project to
ensure the safety and continuity of utility service during construction.
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18. Construction Impacts
Will the proposed project result in impacts (e.g., noise, air, water, staging, parking, traffic detours, etc.)
during construction? Explain.

[] NO
|Z YES — Provide mitigation commitments

As with most construction projects, there would be some minor impacts during construction. Construction
equipment such as trucks, bulldozers, graders, and rollers would add a minor amount of noise to an
already very loud, active freight and commuter rail corridor. Work will comply with local noise ordinances.

If temporary construction access is needed from a private property owner, it will be obtained through the
proper federal ROW acquisition process. Minor temporary utility disruptions could occur for utility
relocations or new service installations. These outages will be coordinated with the utility provider and any
customers that could be affected.

Installing switches would require UTA to temporarily shut down the track, which could disrupt FrontRunner
service. Work will be scheduled to minimize impacts to passengers (nights, weekends, and/or holidays). If
necessary, bus bridges (bus service) would be provided for the continuation of service. Similarly, installing
switches and turnouts for UP could potentially disrupt freight loading services and movements in the yard,
which could potentially disrupt service. Work will be scheduled to minimize impacts to freight through
construction phasing and shutdowns in coordination with UP (nights, weekends, and/or holidays).

The contractor is required and will control fugitive dust and stormwater runoff (see additional details in
Section 21, State and Local Permits, Policies and Ordinances). The contractor will follow all applicable
local noise ordinances.

A public communication plan will be developed to coordinate construction activities with local
residents, stakeholders, and businesses that could be affected by the work. Any changes to transit
service due to construction will be communicated to riders.

Where private grade crossings would be relocated or new grade crossings installed, the gravel base
roadway will be regraded to provide a smooth, safe profile over the track.

19. Public Outreach and Agency Coordination
Was any public outreach and/or agency coordination conducted? Explain.

[ ] NO
X] YES

UTA, in partnership with UDOT, is committed to involving state and local agencies, area stakeholders, and
the public throughout project design, construction, and operation. The project team has coordinated with
the metropolitan planning organizations including the Mountainland Association of Governments, WFRC,
and the surrounding Cities. The project team has developed an engagement plan to steer involvement
activities throughout the project evolution. Engagement will be tailored based on the needs and potential
impacts of the Project and could include a combination of corridor-level communication and project-
specific one-on-one meetings.

A public comment period was provided from October 25, 2023, to November 27, 2023, for the public to
review the project impacts to the Galena—Sodnkahni Preserve. The notice of the public comment period
was posted on the Utah.gov website as well as the UDOT FrontRunner project website
(https://udotinput.utah.gov/FrontRunnerProject); printed in The Salt Lake Tribune and the Draper Journal;
and posted along the Jordan River Parkway through the preserve. During the public comment period, FTA,
UTA, and UDOT received two individual comment submissions from the public and none from an agency or
Tribe. The comments in general support the Project.
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20.

Safety and Security
Are any measures required for the safe and secure operation of the proposed project after its
construction? Explain.

X] NO
[ ] YES

The Project would not change how employees or passengers would interact with the FrontRunner corridor
and would not impact safety of those users. The Project would not impact the security of the FrontRunner
facilities and would not have potential construction safety concerns on those facilities.

UTA’s standard commuter rail design criteria will be followed to ensure that the Project meets safety and
security requirements. UTA’s activation processes will be followed, which include several safety and
security reviews and a potential hazard analysis to ensure that the design includes typical and site-specific
safety and security measures.

A corridor-wide traffic and safety analysis has been conducted to evaluate potential impacts of the future
anticipated service increase along the FrontRunner corridor. The corridor-wide traffic and safety analysis is
documented in a separate report, FrontRunner Forward Corridor-level Traffic and Safety Technical
Memorandum (May 2023), and summarized in the PEL (May 2023).

21.

State and Local Permits, Policies and Ordinances
Does the proposed project require compliance with any applicable state and local permits, policies and
ordinances? Explain.

[] NO
X YES

The Project would require the following permits:

e UPDES CGP — Constructing the Project would disturb more than 1 acre of ground surface. The
project team will apply for coverage under Utah’s CGP (UTRC0O0000). In compliance with this
permit, an SWPPP will be developed for the construction phase of the Project.

e Impacts to aquatic resources will be authorized under USACE Nationwide Permit 14 and an
associated general Section 401 Water Quality Certification.

e A floodplain development permit will be obtained from Draper City for impacts to the Zone AE
floodplain (which includes a floodway).

e A flood-control permit will be obtained from Salt Lake County for actions inside or within 20 feet of
the Corner Canyon Creek channel and the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal.

e The project team, or construction contractor, will obtain coverage for construction dewatering
under Utah’s General Permit for Construction Dewatering or Hydrostatic Testing (UTGO70000) or a
Ground Water Discharge Permit pursuant to state groundwater protection rules (Utah
Administrative Code R317-6).

e Submit a fugitive dust control plan to the Utah Division of Air Quality.

e Follow local noise ordinances.

WORKSHEET COMPLETED BY (RECIPIENT NAME AND TITLE): DATE SUBMITTED:

Autumn Hu

NEPA Project Administrator
Utah Transit Authority

5/17/2024

Note: CE Worksheet must be signed by the Recipient of Funds
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