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Scenario Workshops #2

Meetings:
• February and March
• 6 meetings in the Ogden – Layton 

Urbanized Area
• 4 meetings in the Salt Lake City – West 

Valley City Urbanized Area
Invitees:
• Mayors / Elected Officials 
• City Managers
• Planners
• Engineers
• Economic Development Directors
• City Councils and Planning Commissions 

Members
• UDOT, UTA, and Envision Utah
Purpose:  
• Review Three Scenarios and provide input 

on Land use and Transportation
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Wasatch Choice 2050 Goals



Transportation 
Improvement

Improving  access  to  opportunity

Infill 
Development



Analyzing Access

>760,000 jobs within 30 minutes

130,000 jobs within 30 minutes



Analyzing Access: by Transit

>160,000 jobs within 30 minutes
< 15,000 jobs within 30 minutes



Transportation:
Where would another lane help people get to more jobs?

Housing:
Which TODs are the most effective?

Business recruitment: 
Where should we recruit firms in order to improve access to labor?

Access to Opportunity helps answer “Where?”



Initiatives relevant to 
Access to Opportunity

Scale Initiative Participants Primary Issue Secondary

State
Transportation Governance 
and Funding Task Force

Legislature, public 
private Transportation Land use, ED

State
Utah's Unified 
Transportation Plan

WFRC/MPOs, UDOT, 
UTA Transportation Land use, ED

Region
Regional Transportation 
Plan, Wasatch Choice 2050

WFRC, UDOT, UTA, 
Cities and Counties Transportation Land use, ED

County
Partnership for a Greater 
Salt Lake

Salt Lake County, 
public & private

ED, transportation, 
land use

County Weber County TLC Template
Weber County and 
Cities

ED, transportation, 
land use

Local Local planning, TLC Cities & Counties
Land use, 
transportation, ED
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												Affecting:

										ATO Goal(s)		Area/ network design		Transportation projects		Public facilities		Private development		Topics/ Issues		Data needs		Tools

				State		Transportation		Taskforce						X						How to effectively compare between modes

				State		Land use, transportation, ED		Economic Prosperity and QOL		Tentative		X		X		X		X		Establishing targets

				State		Transportation		Unified Plan		Yes		X

				State		Economic Development		WFEDD CEDS		Yes						X		X		ATO needs vary by industry/ facility type

				Region		Transportation		RTP, WC2050		Yes		X		X						How to score individual transportation projects

				County		Multi-issue		PGSL		Yes		X				X		X

				Local		Land use, transportation, ED		Local planning, TLC		Yes		X		X		X		X		Comparing ATO benefits of transportation versus land use



												mayor: drive decisions

																				1 list the projects

																				2 today feedback on 3

																						How to effectively compare between modes

																						How to score individual transportation projects

																						Comparing ATO benefits of transportation versus land use
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														Scale		Initiative		Participants		Primary Issue		Secondary

														State		Transportation Governance and Funding Task Force		Legislature, public private		Transportation		Land use, ED

														State		Utah's Unified Transportation Plan		WFRC/MPOs, UDOT, UTA		Transportation		Land use, ED

														Region		Regional Transportation Plan, Wasatch Choice 2050		WFRC, UDOT, UTA, Cities and Counties		Transportation		Land use, ED

														County		Partnership for a Greater Salt Lake		Salt Lake County, public & private		ED, transportation, land use

														County		Weber County TLC Template		Weber County and Cities		ED, transportation, land use

														Local		Local planning, TLC		Cities & Counties		Land use, transportation, ED
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Regional Development 
Example Outcomes

• Outcome 2: Local jurisdictions adopt a balanced approach 
to mixed-use development -- supporting access to public 
transportation and employment opportunities.
Indicators:
– # of compact housing, commercial, retail & services 

development in centers or near transit
• Outcome 8: Region-wide transportation planning efforts 

contribute to households having access to jobs and housing 
options.
Indicators:
– Proximity of jobs, housing, & services within 30 minutes of 

travel time* by mode
*Review indicator on regional & sub-regional level



Industry Clusters
• Aerospace and Defense
• Natural Resources and Energy
• Financial Services
• IT and Software 
• Life Sciences
• Outdoor Recreation
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Utah Street Connectivity Guide
Regional Growth Committee



What is Street Connectivity?

Connectivity is…multiple routes and connections 
serving the same origins and destinations



What Utahns Want

23%
Improving how convenient 
it is to get around without 

a car

18%
Making sure daily services 
and amenities are close to 

where people live

22%
Limiting traffic 

congestion

Source: Envision Utah



What Utahns Want

Source: Utah Statewide Household Travel Survey

a  top transportation priority should be to improve the 
connectivity of  streets and sidewalks for shorter distance tr ips

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

Strongly disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly agree

WFRC MAG Statewide



The Guide



Project Background

» Define benefits of street connectivity

» Inform decision makers

» Provide guidelines for implementation



Utah Street Connectivity Guide

» The Case for Connectivity

» Tools for Connectivity

» Design Guide and Case 
Studies



Utah Street Connectivity Guide



Why Improve Connectivity?



Utah Street Connectivity Guide



Case Studies



Case Studies

BENEFITS



Case Studies

» Reduction in network travel times & delay in urban & 
suburban communities

» Shorter travel distances in all cases

» More balanced distribution of traffic throughout networks

» Lower delay & increased network capacity with greater 
connectivity vs. widening

» Increased rates in bicycling and walking

» Significant savings/benefits due to increase in active 
transportation



Guide



wfrc.org/tlc



CONNECTIVITY

Quarter Mile



CONNECTIVITY IN LEHI

Concerns

Solutions

Determine Metrics

Lehi Connectivity Standards

New Development Example

Lehi City Council Adopted Street 
Connectivity Standards – April 2016



CONCERNS

City Staff

Appointed/Elected 
Officials

Public

Development

Maintenance/cost

Maintenance/traffic

Traffic/privacy

Cost/decreased 
developable area



LEHI SOLUTIONS

Standard Lehi Cul-de-sac



LEHI SOLUTIONS

Cul-de-sac Stub Example



LEHI SOLUTIONS

Cul-de-sac Connection



LEHI SOLUTIONS

Potential infrastructure cost 
savings



LEHI SOLUTIONS

New development solutions
 Lot size flexibility
 Potential density bonus



“WHAT IF” SOLUTION

Detriments of 
existing layout
Maintenance 

Emergency access

Delivery

Walkability



DETERMINE METRICS

Lehi Ordinance
Connectivity index

Maximum block/cul-de-sac 
length

Credit for trail/pedestrian 
connections and street 
frontage along open space

Connectivity Index of 3



LEHI CONNECTIVITY STANDARDS

Required Connectivity Index

Density Minimum Index 
Score

0-2.5 DU/AC 1.5
2.6-4 DU/AC 1.6

4.1+ DU/AC 1.75



LEHI CONNECTIVITY STANDARDS

External Connectivity 
Requirements



LEHI CONNECTIVITY STANDARDS

Maximum block/cul-de-sac 
lengths

Density Maximum Block 
Length

0-2.5 DU/AC 1,000 ft.

2.6-4 DU/AC 800 ft.

4.1+ DU/AC 600 ft.

Density Maximum Cul-de-
sac Length

0-2.5 DU/AC 400 ft.

2.6+ DU/AC 250 ft.

R-2, R-2.5, R-3 No Cul-de-sacs



LEHI CONNECTIVITY STANDARDS

Exceptions
 Topography;

 Natural features including 
lakes, rivers, designated 
wetlands;

 Existing adjacent development;

 Rail corridors;

 Limited access roadways.



NEW DEVELOPMENT EXAMPLE

CI = 1.55
Required = 1.75



NEW DEVELOPMENT EXAMPLE

CI = 1.48
Required = 1.75



NEW DEVELOPMENT EXAMPLE

CI = 1.61
Required = 1.75



NEW DEVELOPMENT EXAMPLE

CI = 1.88
Required = 1.75



CONTACT INFO 



Active Transportation Goals - 2017

1. Update shared Regional Priority Bicycle 
Routes Plan/Map

2. Cities and counties adopt Local Active 
Transportation Plans [that align with Regional 
Priority Plan/Map]

3. Fund and construct priority projects

4. Build support for AT through effective 
engagement and outreach
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