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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

WEST VALLEY CITY:
AT THE CORNER OF
OPPORTUNITY AND
POTENTIAL

West Valley City will expand upon its
existing network of bike lanes, multiuse trails and sidewalks and promote a
convenient, accessible, well-maintained,
and integrated active transportation system
that provides residents with appealing
options for transportation and recreation.
This system will help balance the city’s multimodal transportation network by comfortably
accommodating users of all abilities and link
neighborhoods, TRAX stations, parks, schools,
commercial centers, and adjacent communities
while improving collective health and air quality.
With an emphasis on implementation and design,
this plan will lay the foundation for West Valley
City to move forward with construction of the
active transportation amenities and will set a vision
for integrating biking and walking facilities into the
fabric of the transportation system.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
convenient, accessible, well-maintained, and integrated active transportation system that provides residents with appealing options for
transportation and recreation. This system will help balance the city’s
multi-modal transportation network by comfortably accommodating
users of all abilities and link neighborhoods, TRAX stations, parks,
schools, commercial centers, and adjacent communities while improv-

The first phase of the planning process involved a thorough investigation of existing plans to ensure the project team understood the community context, planned
activation centers throughout the City, and proposed active transportation facilities. Additionally, at the onset of the project, the steering committee agreed on
three legacy goals to be guiding principles throughout the planning process. The
goals are to:

f Enhance the safety of active transportation
users
f Foster increased active transportation usage
throughout the City for all user groups
f Increase the total lane miles of bike lanes &
sidewalks
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ing collective health and air quality.

Public Engagement

The evaluation phase resulted
in a detailed list of active
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Project
Project
transportation
projects
Recommendations
Recommendations
grouped into three “tiers”
Steering Committee
(1 – 3) according to their sigData Analysis
Evaluation
nificance, potential to realize
the plan goals, and feasibility.
The Tier 1 projects were advanced into conceptual design, resulting in plan sheets,
planning level costs, and project “featurettes” (a project highlights document)
for use in future funding pursuits. The conceptual designs and featurettes were
designed to stand on their own and catalyze construction of this plan’s recommended projects.
a Analysis
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network of bike lanes, multi-use paths and sidewalks and promote a

Next, the project team and steering committee developed a three-pronged
approach to evaluate the needs in West Valley City and determine a comprehensive active transportation project list. The approach relied on robust public engagement, rigorous data analysis, and steering committee evaluation to determine
the most appropriate, feasible,
and visionary projects, suiting
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the needs of West Valley City
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residents now and into the
future.
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West Valley City is in an exciting position to expand on its existing

With an emphasis on implementation, this plan also laid out best practices in
design guidance, and an up-to-date matrix of appropriate funding sources to
utilize when constructing projects.
This plan lays the foundation for West Valley City to move forward with building
an active transportation network that strike a balance between ambitious “stretch
goals” and easy to achieve “quick wins”. It also highlights the opportunities for partnerships with UDOT, the County and UTA. Working together the City can achieve
a vision for integrating biking and walking facilities into the fabric of the transportation system.

1. INTRODUCTION TO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
WHY DOES ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION MATTER
AND HOW CAN IT MAKE
A DIFFERENCE IN WEST
VALLEY CITY?
Active transportation is defined as “any
self-propelled, human-powered mode
of transportation, such as walking
or bicycling” (CDC). In addition to
providing a low-cost and accessible
form of transportation, walking
and biking offer many additional
benefits to communities that choose
to plan and invest in developing
comprehensive and connected
active transportation systems.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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MAKING THE CASE FOR ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION IN WEST VALLEY CITY
QUALITY OF LIFE

ECONOMICS

Local Context

Local Context

Having access to multi-use
trails, park and soft-surface trails
is becoming more desirable
throughout Utah. Adding more trails
and pathways throughout West Valley
City will create a better quality of life for residents, and
may increase adjacent property values.

National Research
Research in sustainable transportation systems has
increasingly recognized the quality of life dimensions
and impacts of distinctive forms of mobility, particularly
the negative impacts of automobile usage on quality of
life.1
Active transportation facilities serve as an amenity that
can increase the desirability and the price of nearby
property. There is evidence in the literature of such real
estate premiums. Most residents perceive trails as a positive
amenity.2

Cycling and walking as a means of commuting
not only minimize the need to own and operate a
costly vehicle, they also have been shown to charge
economic development in the area. A study in Salt Lake
City demonstrated that businesses along 300 South
experienced an 8.79% increase in sales after the construction of fully separated
bike lanes, compared to a 7% increase that the rest of the city experienced at the
same time.

National and Regional Research
The average U.S. household spends over $12,000 a year on car ownership (U.S.
Department of Labor, 2011), while a bicycle costs an estimated $390 per year, or
$975 for a “typical” 2.5-person household.3
Businesses on 300 South are doing better, as a whole, than they were doing preproject (installation of separated bike lanes). Based on actual data reported to the
Utah State Tax Commission by businesses along the protected bike lane, sales tax
gross receipts on 300 South increased by 8.79% from pre-project to post-project,
based on the first six months of 2013 compared to 2015.4

1 Spencer, P. (2014, January 15). Bicycles, Transportation Sustainability, and Quality of Life.
2 Iroz-Elardo, N. (2017, June 21). Economic Impacts of Active Transportation
3 Motavalli, J. (2009, March 18). The Costs of Owning a Car.
4 300 South Progress Report https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B8tOk7_upXv5djhCajg1Z0I3bmhTVTIxWldwRzA0YjJWNW9R/view

AIR QUALITY

National Research
Active transport contributes to reductions in the prevalence of ischaemic heart
disease, cerebrovascular disease, depression, dementia, and diabetes.6

SAFETY
Local Context
Safety also has a strong relationship with bicycling and
walking levels. In cities where a higher percent of commuters
walk or bicycle to work, corresponding fatality rates are
generally lower. This is likely due to motorists being more
accustomed to sharing the road with bicyclists and more
aware of pedestrians at crossings. This phenomenon is often
referred to as “safety in numbers”.

Due
to
the
geography of the
Wasatch
Front
region the area is
prone to inversions
which trap pointsource and mobile-source emissions (PM2.5) in
the airshed, polluting the air we breathe. Cars
and trucks are the largest emissions contributor.
Limiting the number of vehicle trips, or increasing
the number of walking and biking trips may
result in cleaner air.

National Research
Mobile sources—cars and trucks—are the
main source of air pollution today, causing 55%
of pollution emissions.8

National Research
Cities in the United States that grew both their bicycle network and number of
bicycle trips had decreased rates of crashes, fatalities, and serious injuries per trip,
where data were available.7

5
6
7
8

Public Health Indicator Based Information System. https://ibis.health.utah.gov/ibisph-view/indicator/complete_profile/PhysAct.html
Woodcock, J., Edwards, P., Tonne, C., Armstrong, B. G., Ashiru, O., Banister, D., … Cohen, A. (2009). Public Health Benefits of Strategies to Reduce Greenhouse-Gas Emissions: Urban Land Transport.
Ralph Buehler and John Pucher. (December 2016, Vol 106, No. 12). Safer Cycling Through Improved Infrastructure.
Envison Utah, Your Future https://yourutahyourfuture.org/
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While Utah consistently has some of the lowest overall rates
of obesity compared to the rest of the country, the state still
has about half of adults not reaching the recommended
30 minutes of physical activity per day.5 Cycling and
walking either as a means of transportation or recreation are
ways for West Valley City residents to meet the physical activity
recommendations.

Local Context

Chapter 1. Introduction
		

Local Context

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

HEALTH

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS

WHAT IS
HAPPENING
NOW?

2.1 OVERVIEW
WEST VALLEY CITY IS RIPE FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT.

According to the 2017 ACS Survey 5 – Year estimates, displayed in Figure 1, West
Valley City has lower walking and biking to work rate compared to other cities with
comparable numbers of workers 16 years old and over.

MODES OF TRANSPORTATION TO WORK BY PERCENTAGE
70,000
60,000

16%

61,037

15%

14%
55,806

50,000

10%

f The Jordan River Parkway Trail which provides access to additional cities to
the north and the south;
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1%

Provo City, UT
Transportation to Work:
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West Jordan City, UT

0%

Transportation to Work:
% Bicycled

Figure 1. Source: 2017 American Community Survey, U.S. Census Bureau, Fehr & Peers

f Four UTA Green Line TRAX stations within the City;

12%

40,000

10,000

f Tightly knit neighborhood areas off main arterials with low volume, low
speed streets;
f An expanding downtown core with the Valley Fair Mall and the Fairbourne
Station development nearing completion;

50,647

20,000

However, there are many reasons to invest in active transportation infrastructure
and programs throughout West Valley City beyond the potential increase the City
may experience in the percentages of walking and bicycling trips to work. West
Valley City has important assets that could directly benefit from additional active
transportation infrastructure and programs, including:

f A strong industrial and manufacturing business sector attracting workers,
including several recreation-focused commercial business headquarters or
warehouses such as Backcountry.com, and Petzl; and
f A strong desire from residents for more multi-use paths (see West Valley City
General Plan Update section).

By focusing on improving physical bicycling and walking conditions while simultaneously educating and encouraging residents to utilize active transportation, West
Valley City has the potential to enhance the overall biking and walking experience
while potentially reducing the need for single occupancy vehicle trips. The West
Valley City Active Transportation Plan establishes a strategic road map for realizing
this potential.

THE OVERARCHING PLAN GOALS ARE:

Chapter 2: Existing Conditions
		

Increase the total lane miles of bike
lanes and sidewalks.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Foster increased active transportation
usage throughout the city for all user
groups.
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Enhance the safety of active
transportation users.

2.2 LOCATION & DEMOGRAPHICS

West Valley City is located on the western side of Salt Lake County and is roughly
35.5 square miles. It is surrounded by Salt Lake City to the north, South Salt Lake to
the east, Taylorsville City and Kearns Township to the south and Magna Township
to the west. West Valley City is the second largest city in Utah by population (behind Salt Lake City). According to the U.S. Census Bureau, in 2017 the population of
West Valley City was 136,170. The breakdown of this population by race/ethnicity
reveals that West Valley City is the only city in the State of Utah with Hispanic,
Asian, Black, Pacific Islander, American Indian and two or more races accounting
for 51.44% of the population and Whites accounting for 48.56%. of the population.
Figure 2 demonstrates the breakdown of races/ethnicities by percentages.

Hispanic or Latino: 36.48%

%
4
4
.

inorities:
M
l
51
ota
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Black: 3.03%
Two or more races: 3.95%

WVC Population:
136,170

48.56%
ite:
Wh

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Pacific Islander: 2.73%

Asian: 5.14%

At the onset of the West Valley City Active Transportation Plan the project team
evaluated existing plans, codes and policies to establish a baseline of understanding on which to build the plan.

2.3.1 PLANS
West Valley City General Plan
West Valley City updated their General Plan
in 2015. As part of that effort staff identified
specific goals for non-motorized transportation throughout the City:
Goal: Develop a safe and effective network
of trails, bike paths, and walking routes in
West Valley City.
Action: Develop a comprehensive non-motorized transportation plan emphasizing
school, recreation, and transit access.

American Indian: 0.14%

T
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As will be discussed in subsequent sections of this study, the public outreach component of the planning process was tailored to the demographic make-up of West
Valley City.

2.3 EXISTING PLANS, POLICIES, AND PROGRAMS

Action: Work with UDOT to ensure that
accommodating paths are created across
Figure 3. Cover Page of the West Valley City the Mountain View Corridor in a way that
General Plan Update. Source: West Valley Cityprevents the corridor from becoming a sigwebsite
nificant barrier to non-motorized traffic.
Action: Implement the Bike Plan, prioritizing Class 2 facilities on key City streets,
utilizing existing rights-of-way to the extent possible.
Action: Explore ways to create a continuous east-west bike path to serve 4100
South, perhaps by connecting through residential streets in neighborhoods either
north or south of 4100 South.
Action: Work with UDOT to secure funding for a bicycle and pedestrian overpass
over the Bangerter Highway to serve this 4100 South route.
Action: Install sidewalks where needed based on prioritization, funding availability, and development opportunity.

Figure 2. Source: 2017 American Community Survey, U.S. Census Bureau

In 2012 West Valley
City adopted the Fairbourne Station Vision
document which established a vision for
the commercial node
of 3500 South and
Constitution Boulevard
(2700 West).
“Fairbourne Station was
selected as the name
for the area formerly referred to as City Center
Figure 4. Land-Use Recommendations from the Fairbourne Station Plan.
in order to honor its hisSource: Fairbourne Station Vision
tory as the community’s
traditional gathering place, and to honor the spirit of everyday citizens past and
present who created the community’s legacy of unity, pride and progress”.1
The small area plan established a blueprint for future development to create a
thriving downtown core. Some of the core principles developed from that plan
that relate to active transportation include the principles around TOD:
f
f
f
f
f

Compact, human scale development
Buildings oriented toward streets and sidewalks
Connected public spaces
Interconnected street grid with smaller blocks
Pedestrian emphasis and walkable development

9 https://www.wvc-ut.gov/DocumentCenter/View/1664/Fairbourne-Station-Vision-PDF

The Hunter Town Center
Plan, completed in 2017,
established a vision for the
Hunter Town Center which
is located at 5600 West and
3500 South. The plan likens
the Hunter Town Center to
Fairbourne Station on the
west, with the goal of anchoring new development
in the area and creating
amenities for residents.
From an active transportation standpoint, the plan
indicated the importance
of creating a walkable area.
There is reference to increasing the sidewalk widths in
the area (currently 4’), as
Figure 5. Parks & Trails Recommendations from the Hunter Town
well as adding high visibility
Center Plan. Source: West Valley City website
crosswalks, pedestrian refuges and LPIs. However, the plan also indicates that both 3500 South and 5600
West are UDOT owned and operated roadways, so UDOT involvement is critical to
implement any of the pedestrian treatment recommendations.
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Fairbourne Station Plan

Hunter Town Center Plan
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Salt Lake County sponsored a County Parks and Recreation Needs Assessment
Survey… Responses from the West Planning District of the survey found that
open unprogrammed lawn areas, traditional children’s playgrounds, and
group pavilions/picnic areas in parks are important to households. Trails for
walking, running and biking received a 96% priority level. Learn-toswim programs, senior fitness, and farmers markets were also high priorities.

f Minimized need for automobile use and traffic calming
f Increased mobility using all modes of transit

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Additionally, the General Plan Update specified the existing support for multi-use
trails throughout the City:

WFRC RTP
The RTP is the regional transportation planning vision created by WFRC with direct input from the cities. Updated every four years, this plan
is intended to set forth a strategy for regional transportation investments for vehicle, transit, and active transportation modes according to
the collective vision of increasing the quality of life in the region. The plan also details investment recommendations in order to achieve the
plan in a phased approach (Phase 1:2019 – 2030, Phase 2: 2031 – 2040, Phase 3: 2041 – 2050).
The RTP calls for roughly 52 new miles of active transportation facilities within West Valley City, with 36 miles of facilities recommended in
Phase 1: 2019 – 2030, 13 miles of facilities recommended in Phase 2: 2031 – 2040, and 3 miles recommended in Phase 3: 2041 – 2050. In addition to the active transportation facilities, the RTP also indicates “Regionally Significant Land-Uses”. These areas could include commercial
centers, neighborhood centers and city centers. Figure 7 displays the RTP recommendations within West Valley City by recommended phase.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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Figure 6. WFRC 2019-2050 Regional
Transportation Plan. Source: WFRC

Figure 7. RTP Active Transportation Recommendations in West Valley City. Source: WFRC, Fehr & Peers

Salt Lake County Active Transportation Implementation Plan

landscaping requirements in Section 7-10-103. A Nonmotorized Public Easement, with concrete trail, is
required near the back of the curb and run the length of the frontage. The City may require lane striping
to separate pedestrians and bicycles. If the trail crosses a driveway, the concrete must be stamped and
colored to alert people. All pathways must meet ADA standards, and connect to nearby transit stops. In
areas where trail and sidewalks don’t align, a transition space must be designated for public safety and
convenience. The City may shift a trail temporarily to sidestep barriers and obstacles that are beyond
the property owner’s control. A landscaped buffer is required if the trail is moved toward the site. A
landscaped buffer with lighting or any other City-approved elements must be located between trail and
development. Uniform streetscape lighting must be installed by owners along 3300/3500 S., between
Redwood Road and the Jordan River, along Redwood Road, and along 5600 W., using Streetscape
Lighting A. The same is true for lighting along 3500 South between 2700 W., and Redwood Road, but
must correspond to Streetscape Lighting B. All lighting must conform to the City’s adopted Engineering
Standards, pass inspection, and be approved by the City before final building inspection. Fences and
other obstructions - apart from fire hydrants - are not allowed within the streetscape area. All signs must
be set back from the trail/sidewalk. Anything different must be reviewed by the Planning Commission.

While the plan was adopted in 2017 Salt Lake County staff have indicated that it
should be revised as updated active transportation plans are adopted and implemented throughout the participating cities.

2.3.2 POLICIES

West Valley City has several active transportation specific ordinances within the
Municipal Code. The most notable ordinances are summarized here (these ordinances are subject to change. Refer to the West Valley City Municipal Code for the
most up-to-date information):
7-10-204: Development Standards
All streetscape improvements must occur between the front yard setback and public Right of Way.
A landscaped berm must be placed next to the back of the curb. Street trees must conform to the

7-11-403: Residential Pedestrian Access and Circulation
This section is nearly identical 7-11-306, except that it addresses residential pedestrian access and
circulation. Just like 7-11-306, development applications are required to include a detailed pedestrian
circulation and landscape plan with pedestrian connections, walkways along buildings and through
vehicle areas, potential and existing transit stops, and bike parking. The key ideas remain the same:
Pedestrian circulation must not be obstructed, walkways must connect people to nearby destinations,
and all designs must be ADA compliant. Apart from elements that are only found in commercial areas
(e.g. retail displays, customers, etc.), main differences include walkways at a minimum of four feet wide
instead of five in commercial areas, making the combined minimum width of a residential walkway and
planting area nine feet instead of six. Bike parking is also a bit different. Instead of one bike parking space
per twenty vehicle spaces, residential development must provide one bike parking space per twenty
residential units.

Chapter 2: Existing Conditions
		

Salt Lake County’s Active Transportation Implementation Plan (2017) builds upon
previous planning efforts conducted by the county, individual cities, and regional
partners such as UDOT and UTA. The purpose of this plan is to identify and prioritize specific routes and spot improvements throughout the Salt Lake Valley that
contribute to safe connections between cities, townships, neighborhoods, schools,
commercial centers, transit, parks, and regional off-street paths, such as the Jordan
River Parkway. The emphasis of this plan is to create high comfort facilities – meaning the facilities are typically separated from vehicle traffic or have vertical buffer
elements, such as planters or soft hit posts, incorporated.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Figure 8. Source: Salt Lake County.

All commercial development applications are required to include a detailed pedestrian circulation and
landscaping plan. This plan must include pedestrian connections to and between commercial entrances, sidewalks, and adjacent walkways, adjoining uses, and any adjacent park/greenway, trail network,
or other civic space. In addition, pedestrian connections from buildings to parking lots, amenities,
gathering places, as well as existing and potential transit stops are required. When recommended by city
staff and UTA, a concrete pad must be included for future transit stop improvements. All designs must be
ADA compliant. The City also requires that this plan include continuous pedestrian walkways along and
connecting customer entrances and parking. In addition, pedestrian circulation must not be obstructed.
No merchandise displays are allowed on the sidewalk without planning commission approval. In the
plan, wherever the walkway crosses a parking lot, internal street, or driveway, it must be clearly marked
with differing elevation or paving materials. A walkway with sidewalk (six feet minimum width) and
planting area is required through the parking lot connecting to the walkway along the main building.
Total walkway width is a combined minimum of fifteen feet. Required widths depend on building square
footage. Any variations require planning commission approval. There must be one bicycle parking space
for every twenty vehicle parking spaces, up to thirty bicycle spaces. Bicycle parking must be located out
of the way of pedestrian circulation, but no further than 100 feet from a building entrance or closest
non-handicapped parking space. All bicycle racks, lockers, etc., must be securely anchored. Auto-oriented businesses are exempt from bicycle parking requirements.
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7-11-306: Commercial Pedestrian Access and Circulation

2.3.3 PROGRAMS
Bike Utah Youth BEST Program
Bike Utah, a statewide NPO providing advocacy, education and planning services throughout the state, is very
active in Salt Lake County.

2.4 EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE AND USE OVERVIEW
West Valley City currently possesses roughly 97 miles of bikeways and paths, 624
miles of sidewalks, 560 crosswalks, 42 bus stops, four TRAX stations, 45 schools, and
39 parks. Bikeway facilities include bike lanes, buffered bike lanes, shared roadways,
multi-use paths, and park paths.

The following schools have had BEST classes:
f Robert Frost Elementary School
f Kennedy Jr. High School
45 Schools
42 Bus Stops

f Granger Elementary
Throughout the years West Valley City has hosted several bicycle and active transportation related events, open and free to residents. The two types of events that
have continuously occurred since 2016 are the Patriotic Bike Parade in September,
the Family Fitness Center Triathlon in August, and the Bicycle Safety Rodeo in July.
The Triathlon and Parade are focused on creating a family friendly atmosphere
with an opportunity to ride bicycles and socialize. The Bicycle Safety Rodeo is designed to provide bicycle riding instruction to children with a basic understanding
of riding.

Sidewalks: 624 miles

39 Parks

f Truman Elementary

City Programs

Bikeways: 97 miles

4 TRAX Stations

f West Valley Elementary School

Crosswalks
60
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Since BEST’s inception in 2016, the program has worked with five schools and an
estimated 760 children in West Valley City.

Figure 10. Decorated Bicycle from the Patriotic Bike Parade. Source:
West Valley City website

WVC Active
Transportation
Amenities

WVC Active
Transportation
Facility Types
by Miles

5
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The Bike Utah Youth Bicycle Education and Safety Training (BEST) Program teaches more than 3,000 Utah kids
every year how to safely and confidently experience
their communities by bicycle. The program is a 5-hour,
in-class and on-bike program taught at schools around
Utah, targeting students in the 4th to 7th grades. Bike
Utah provides trained instructors, bicycles, helmets, and
Figure 9. Youth BEST Participant. all other equipment for the duration of the program at
Source: Bike Utah
no cost.

Figure 11. Source: Fehr & Peers

Figure 12. Source: Fehr & Peers

Figure 13. Existing Infrastructure. Source: Fehr & Peers

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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Figure 13 displays all the existing active transportation and related infrastructure in West Valley City including sidewalks, crosswalks, bikeways and multi-use paths, transit
stops and stations, schools and parks.

2.4.1 BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE

This section provides an overview of the existing bicycling facility types in West
Valley City. For information on design specifications and typical cross sections see
“5. Design Guidance” on page 50.

Bike Lanes

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Chapter 2: Existing Conditions
		

Page 22

This type of bikeway uses signage
and striping to delineate the rightof-way assigned to bicyclists and
motorists. Bike lanes encourage
predictable movements by both
bicyclists and motorists. West
Valley City has segments of bike
lanes on 2700 West, 3200 West,
Figure 14. Bike Lanes on 3200 West. Source: Google
3600 West and Parkway Boulevard,
among other locations.

Buffered Bike Lanes
Like bike lanes, buffered bike lanes
use signage and striping to delineate the right-of-way assigned to
bicyclists and motorists. The difference with a buffered bike lane is it
includes a one- to three-foot-wide
striped zone between either the
travel lane, or the parking lane, or
both. Notable buffered bike lanes
in West Valley City can be found on Figure 15. Buffered Bike Lanes on 3407 West 4100 South.
Source: Google
4100 South.

Shared Roadways
Shared roadways are where bicyclists and cars operate within the same travel lane,
either side by side or in single file depending on roadway configuration. This facility is used to connect other bikeways (usually bike lanes) or designate preferred
routes through high-demand corridors.

Multi-Use Paths
These combination trail/bikeway
facility in rights of way separate
from roads are for the use of bicyclists and pedestrians. Some of
West Valley City’s notable multiuse paths include the Jordan River
Figure 16. Jordan River Parkway Trail spur at Cultural Center
Parkway Trail and the Utah and Salt
Dr at the Utah Cultural Celebration Center, West Valley City.
Lake Canal Trail.
Source: Google

Park Paths
Park paths refer to paths within
parks or open space areas. These
facilities may or may not be designed to accommodate bicyclists.
Figure 17. Park Path at West Valley City Family Fitness Center (3213 South 5180 West). Source: Google

2.4.2 PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE

Existing pedestrian facilities in West Valley City consist of multi-use paths, unpaved
paths, park paths, sidewalks and crosswalks (both at intersections and mid-block).
In the traditional block-grid sections of West Valley City, sidewalk connectivity is
generally good. However, some neighborhood pockets lack adequate sidewalk
infrastructure, are missing all sidewalks, or have significant gaps in the sidewalk
network. In addition, some commercial and industrial areas have also been developed without complete sidewalk networks.

3500 South
Max - 3500 South
4100 South
4700 South
5400 South
6200 South

f
f
f
f
f
f

Redwood Shuttle
Redwood Road
2700 West
3200 West
4000 West/ Dixie Valley
4800 West

f 900 W Shuttle
f Industrial Business Park
Shuttle
f Business Park Shuttle
f 5600 West Flex

All four of the UTA TRAX Green Line stations are equipped with ADA accommodations including detectable warning surfaces on platform edges and crosswalks,
and audible and tactile notification messages.

f TRAX Green Line

Micromobility is defined as electric, dockless, shared personal mobility devices that
are available on an “as-available” basis for a charge either by subscription or per use.
The various providers typically have a proprietary smart phone app that is used
to unlock the vehicle. Device speeds are governed at 15 miles per hour in Salt Lake City.
Types of vehicles include (but are not limited
to), e-scooters, e-bikes, and e-seated scooters.

Station Accessibility
Of the four TRAX Green Line stations in West Valley City, one has covered and
secured bicycle parking (bicycle lockers); Redwood Junction station. The other
three stations (West Valley Central station, Decker Lake station and River Trail station) have uncovered U-bike racks available. All stations have adequate pedestrian
crossing features including crosswalks, curb cuts and station platform lighting.

Figure 18. Bike Lockers at the Redwood Junction Green Line Station (1740 Research Way). Source: Google

Bicycle Accommodation
Both the bus vehicles and the TRAX light rail vehicles accommodate bicycles. All
UTA buses have front end-mounted bike racks that carry 2-3 bikes each. Transit
users are prohibited from bringing bikes onboard buses if the bike rack is full.

ADA
All UTA buses meet ADA requirements and accommodate patrons in wheelchairs
and with other disabilities. All fixed route vehicles are low floor vehicles and have
ramps that can be deployed at a passenger’s request or can “kneel” if that is preferred by the passenger. Once on the bus, there are wheelchair tie-downs and

2.4.4 MICROMOBILITY

In July 2018 dockless scooter companies
launched in Salt Lake City. The initial providers were Bird and Lime. However, now there
are additional providers including Razor, and Figure 19. Lime e-scooters in Salt Lake City.
Spin. As part of the initial program launch, Salt Source: Salt Lake City Micromobility website
Lake City established an “equity” component of the program which mandated the
participating micromobility providers drop a proportion of their total fleet west
of I-15. While the program is technically Salt Lake City’s, several devices can often
be seen throughout the streets of West Valley City, most often near the TRAX stations and the Valley Fair Mall. The “spreading’ of the micromobility fleet into West
Valley City is considered acceptable by Salt Lake City transportation staff and West
Valley City staff at the time of this plan. Salt Lake City has rules and regulations
about appropriate use of the devices available on their website. Sidewalk riding
and lack of helmet use is the most common complaint reported by Salt Lake City.
The benefit of these devices is their inherent ability to accommodate on-demand
micromobility travel. Users report the smartphone apps to be relatively easy to use
and the devices, now newer and enhanced models, are generally reliable.
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f
f
f
f
f
f

All the UTA TRAX Green Line vehicles have deployable ramps to accommodate a
mobility device entering and exiting. There is also ADA accessible seating on every
vehicle.
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Transit trips always begin and end on foot or bicycle. When active transportation
connectivity to transit is poor, ridership and ease of use of the system is also negatively affected. West Valley City is served by 15 UTA bus fixed routes, flex service, or
shuttle service, and one light rail line. They include:

additional lap/shoulder belts available upon request. UTA also offers paratransit
services to persons who have cognitive or physical disabilities that prevent them
from utilizing fixed route bus service.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

2.4.3 TRANSIT INFRASTRUCTURE AND ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION CONNECTIONS TO TRANSIT

2.4.5 STRAVA DATA

STRAVA is an opt-in smart phone social fitness app that records non-motorized trips as the user specifies. Once the user has ended a trip the app provides trip metrics
such as time, distance, speed and elevation. This app has been widely available since 2009 when it was initially released.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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In 2017 UDOT purchased a license for STRAVAs “Metro” application which combines trip types into time segments to be used as travel and trip pattern data. Through
UDOT the STRAVA cycling and pedestrian data are available throughout Utah. Figure 20 displays the total recorded STRAVA cycling trips in West Valley City for all of 2018.

Figure 20. 2018 Total Bicycle Trips – STRAVA Data. Source: UDOT, Fehr & Peers

While the STRAVA data is useful in identifying relative bicycling use on a corridor
and relative bicycling use throughout an area, it has limitations that are important
to disclose. The app is primarily used to record recreation type trips, and while
there is now the option to toggle a “commute” indicator on and off, very few trips
are recorded as such. Since this data is biased towards recreation and can only be
used by those with the smart phone app, it cannot be considered a complete
picture of where people are riding in West Valley City or an accurate measure of
the total number of trips. Because of the noted limitations of the data, the high-use
bicycling corridors indicated in the data (3200 West, Lake Park Boulevard, Parkway
Boulevard, 5400 South, Bacchus Highway, 6000 West, 5600 West, the Mountain
View Corridor Trail, and the Jordan River Parkway Trail), will be noted but exact trip
numbers were not used exclusively during the evaluation phase of the plan.

Between 2015 and 2018 there were 270 reported bicycle or pedestrian related collisions in West Valley City. Of those collisions 13 were fatal, 27 were severe, 102 resulted in minor injuries, 99 resulted in possible injuries, and 29 resulted in no injuries.
1062 of the collisions involved pedestrians and the other 108 involved bicyclists.

2.4.6 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION COLLISIONS
EVALUATION

Pedestrian Collision Profile

Fatal (5%)
No Injury (11%)

Severe Injury (10%)

Bicycle &
Pedestrian
Collisions by
Severity

Possible Injury (36%)

Figure 21. Source: UDOT Numetrics, Fehr & Peers

Minor Injury (38%)
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The pedestrian collisions tend to occur in similar locations to the bicycle collisions.
Again, Redwood Road, 3500 South, 3100 South and 4100 South possess high
amounts of pedestrian collisions, particularly at the Redwood Road and 3500
South intersection. 2700 West, near the West Valley Central TRAX station also has
a high concentration of collisions. This is likely due to the large number of TRAX
passengers making their way from the train. It is also the location pedestrians likely
cross to access the Valley Fair Mall.
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Most bicycle collisions occurred on Redwood Road, 3500 South, 3100 South and
4100 South. There are particularly high concentrations of collisions at the intersection of 5600 West and 3500 South, and 3500 South and Redwood Road. None of
those roadways have any type of bicycle infrastructure. Other collision hotspots include 3800 South between 2700 West and 2200 West, and the northern segment
of 3200 West, both segments of roadway that have a striped bicycle lane.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Collision data is an important statistic in tracking and analyzing bicycle and pedestrian safety. UDOT Numetrics collision data was retrieved between September 2015
and August 2018.

Bicycle Collision Profile
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Figure 22 displays both the bicycle and pedestrian collisions according to severity.

Figure 22. Bicycle & Pedestrian Collisions from 2015 - 2018. Source: UDOT Numetrics, Fehr & Peers

2.5 BICYCLING FACILITIES RESEARCH AND CONSIDERATIONS
There is a large body of research comparing bicycle facility types and bicycling
demand (both existing and induced demand). The latest variation of this research
links bicyclists (and potential bicyclists) with levels of facility stress they are likely to
tolerate. The bicyclists with the most skill and riding confidence tend to tolerate
the highest amount of facility stress, whereas the bicyclists with the lowest skill and
experience likely have a much lower facility stress tolerance. This is important because consistently validated research also suggests that most people (51 – 56% of
a statistically significant survey) consider themselves “Interested but Concerned”
when it comes to bicycling, interested in bicycling but only in situations where
they perceive they are safe.

Figure 23 is a graphical representation of the skill and stress tolerance spectrum.
The breakdown of all the skill levels includes:
f Strong and fearless bicyclists will typically ride anywhere regardless of road
or weather conditions, ride faster than other user types, prefer direct routes,
and will typically choose to ride on the road, even if shared with vehicles, over
separate bikeways like shared use trails. This type of cyclists represents less
than 1% of people.
f Experienced and confident bicyclists are fairly comfortable riding in dedicated bikeways but usually choose low traffic streets or shared use trails when
available.
f Interested but concerned bicyclists comprise most of the population and
are typically those who only ride on low traffic streets or shared use trails in
fair weather. This demographic would like to bike more but have concerns
such as safety.

This background information matters for the West Valley City Active Transportation
Plan because it is important to understand that different facility types accommodate different skill levels and stress tolerances of bicyclists. For example, it would
be reasonable to infer that someone who identifies as “Interested but Concerned”
would not tolerate or use a four-foot-wide stiped bike lane on a heavily used fivelane arterial roadway. That facility would be considered too stressful. However,
that same rider would likely tolerate a physically separated bike lane or multi-use
pathway adjacent to that same five-lane arterial.
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Figure 23. Bicycle Skill and Stress Tolerance Spectrum. Source: Dill, J. (2012) Four Types of Cyclists? Examining
a Typology to Better Understand Bicycling Behavior and Potential

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

“Stress” as a concept in these terms is the relationship between the bicycling facility
and an assortment of metrics associated with the adjacent vehicle facility. “Level of
Traffic Stress” (LTS) is a widely accepted scale used to evaluate the bicycling facility
stress. Figure 10 graphically demonstrates LTS.
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f “No way, no how” people will not ride a bicycle under any circumstances.

3. EVALUATION

WHERE ARE
IMPROVEMENTS
NEEDED?

3.1 WEST VALLEY CITY ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION NEEDS EVALUATION
The project team developed a three-pronged approach to determining the active
3.1.1 PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT
transportation recommended projects in West Valley City. Displayed in Figure 24,
the approach the project team used involved the following three steps:

Engageme
blic
nt
u
P

Pop-Up Events

Public Engagement

a Analysis
Dat
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Data Analysis

The three community events the project team attended were:

Committe
ring
eE
ee

Project
Project
Recommendations
Recommendations

In order to assess the needs of West Valley City residents the project team hosted
three pop-up tables at existing community events and hosted an on-line engagement tool. Since West Valley City has a large population of native Spanish speakers,
all the public engagement materials had English and Spanish translations of the
materials.

Figure 24. Project Recommendations Approach. Source: Fehr & Peers

1. Understand what the needs of the public are through robust public engagement;
2. Conduct a rigorous data analysis to determine where there are unmet
needs and opportunities for active transportation enhancements; and
3. Facilitate a steering committee evaluation of the aforementioned steps to
identify opportunities at the nexus of needs and feasibility.

1. The Día de Los Muertos event at the Utah Cultural Celebration Center, on October 27th, 2018 from 11:00AM – 6:00PM
2. An open gym afternoon at the West Valley City Family Recreation Center, on
Tuesday November 6th, 2018 from 3:30PM – 6:30PM
3. Literacy Month Event, at the Gearld Wright School, on November 15th, 2018
from 5:00 – 7:00PM
Images from those events can be found on subsequent pages:
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Gearld Wright School

Figure 25. Pop-up Event Images. Source: Fehr & Peers, Avenue Consultants
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West Valley City Family Recreation Center
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Día De Los Muertos

The Online Engagement Tool

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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In order to accommodate those who were unable to attend one of the in-person engagement opportunities, the project team developed an online comment map
where anyone could draw lines, and drop pins, indicating locations in need of active transportation improvements. Again, the map was available in English and Spanish.

Figure 26. Still Image of the Online Comment Map. Source: Fehr & Peers

The map was sent out through the following newsletters and websites and over 100 comments were received:
f WFRC newsletter

f West Valley City Family Fitness Center Facebook

f Bike Utah newsletter

f The Chamber West (West Valley City Chamber of Commerce) newsletter

f West Valley City Facebook
f Granite School District listserve

Outcome of the Community Engagement
The community engagement yielded many important insights. Table 1 summarizes the comments received both through the pop-up events and through the online
engagement tool.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

ADDITIONAL SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Location

Comment

# of Comments

Rationale

AADT
(2016)
~13,000 - 18,000

Lake Park Blvd from 5600 W. to
Redwood Rd

Bike facility would be nice here. Many 2 comments
people walk around this area.

Low volume roadway. Relatively high STRAVA usage
(compared to other areas in the city).

~5,000 - 10,000

Parkway Blvd from 5600 W. to 7200 W. Sidewalks needed (missing on both 3 comments
sides).

Adding sidewalks would create connections to existing
facilities.

~6,000

5600 W. from SR-201 to 4700 S.

Bike lanes. It is difficult to navigate the 2 comments (one specifically
SR -201 Interchange.
referencing the SR-201 interchange)

Relatively high STRAVA usage (compared to other areas
in the city), direct north south connection.

~28,000 - 47,000

1300 W. from 4700 S. to 3100 S.

Bike lanes

Good north/south connection on the east side of the
city. Buffered or protected bike lane recommended on
ATIP.

NA

Continue the Canal Trail from 5600 W.
to 7200 W.

Make sure there are adequate cross- 3 comments
ings, continue the multi-use pathway.

Making connections to existing facilities.

NA

6400 W. from 5400 S. to 2700 S.

Sidewalks needed - missing sidewalks 2 comments
on one side or both sides of the roadway. Specifically, between 3785 S. and
3100 S.

Costly to construct sidewalks, relatively high STRAVA
usage - try and get something on the roadway. Buffered
or protected bike lane recommended on ATIP.

NA

4100 S. from 6000 W. to 3600 W.

Bike lanes and better ped/bike light- 4 comments
ing

A section of this, from 3600 West to Redwood is
recommended on the ATIP as a buffered bike lane.

~24,000 - 32,000

4700 S. from 6000 W. to Redwood

Bike lanes

1 comment

Nothing recommended on the ATIP here.

~27,000 - 45,000

2200 W. from 4700 S. to 3100 S.

Bike lanes

2 comments

This would provide connection from the SLCC campus
to a TRAX station.

~5,900 - 12,000

2700 W. from 3800 S. to SR-201.
Specifically, the intersection of 3500 S.

Improve the bicycling condition. The 2 comments
bike lanes are narrow along a 35MPH
road.

On ATIP as a bike lane.

~6,000 - 17,000

3650 S. (Lancer Way) from 3600 W. to
2700 W.

Fill in sidewalk gaps on this roadway 4 comments
and add cycling facility.

Low volume roadway with direct access to library/TRAX
station. Recommended on ATIP

3600 W. from 4700 S. to 2100 S.

Improve the existing bike lanes here, 2 comments
refresh the markings.

On ATIP as a bike lane.

2 comments

NA
~9,000 - 12,000
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Multiple schools along the route, West Valley City Family
Fitness Center, direct connection to Jordan River Parkway
Trail. Makes a connection to a TRAX station. Buffered or
protected bike lane recommended on ATIP.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

East/west bike connection. Bike lanes. Over 8 online and in person
comments
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Facility Related Comments
3100 S. from 7200 W. to Cultural
Celebration Center / Jordan River
Parkway

PUBLIC COMMENTS

ADDITIONAL SUPPORTING INFORMATION

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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Location

Comment

# of Comments

Rationale

AADT
(2016)

Create Canal Trail 2700 W. to Bangerter Utilize the existing canal as a multi- 2 comment
Highway
use pathway.

High comfort facility.

SLCC 4700 S. & 2200 W.

Bike lanes to campus

Important destination to have good walking/biking
access.

~6,500

Shopping Center at 3100 S. & 5600 W.

Increase active transportation access 4 comments referencing this as an Important destination, bike racks needed. Access via
to this location.
important destination
biking and walking should be improved.

~47,000

Maverick Center

Bike racks

6 comments

Important destination, bike racks needed

~12,000

Valley Fair Mall

Bike racks, and better connections to 3 comments
it via biking and walking.

Important destination, bike racks needed

~17,000

Jordan River Parkway Trail entrance at
1300 W. & 3100 S.

Wayfinding to entrance of parkway 2 comments
trail.

Important destination

NA

West Valley City Family Fitness Center

Bike Racks, and better connections to 4 comments
it via biking and walking.

Important destination

~13,000

Grocery Stores in general

Comments about adding bike racks at Multiple comments at various Important destination
grocery stores.
grocery store locations

NA

1 comment

NA

Point Comments
Intersection of 3500 S. & 1950 W.

Bicycling accidents happen here
frequently and there is no overhead
lighting.

1 comment

Numetrics does not support this claim - there was one
pedestrian accident and one bicycle accident reported
here in the last three years.

~33,000

Underpass at 3200 W. & SR-201

Improve conditions for cyclists since
this is along a bike route.

2 comments

Currently there is no facility for cyclists through the
interchange.

~18,000

Intersection of 3785 S. & 6400 W.

Improve pedestrian crossing
condition.

1 comment

There is an elementary school adjacent to this
intersection.

NA

Trail crossing at 3100 S. & ~6900 W.

Improve the crossing here - it is a trail
crossing with no beacon or light.

3 comments

Gearld Wright Elementary school within 200 feet of this
trail crossing.

NA

Intersection of 4100 S. & 4400 W.

Improve the crossing here for cyclists
and pedestrians. Not enough time to
cross safely

1 comment

Connection to the Valley View Memorial Park

~24,000

Intersection of 3500 S. & Bangerter
Highway

Difficult to cross here.

2 comments

No above grade pedestrian overpass present here.

~45,000

3.1.2 DATA ANALYSIS

The project team took a data driven approach to assessing the City’s high-priority
locations for active transportation improvements. Circling back with the three
overarching plans goals of enhancing safety for active transportation users, increasing lane miles of active transportation facilities, and fostering greater usage of
active transportation facilities, the project team created a weighted prioritization
process based on goal-oriented metrics from available data. The outcome of the
prioritization process is a 1 - 3 score for each roadway segment in West Valley City.
A score of 3 indicates the greatest need for active transportation improvements
along that segment of roadway, and a score of 1 indicates the least amount of
need for active transportation improvements along that segment of roadway. The
following section describes how safety, lane miles, and usage were analyzed in
more detail.

The safety metric was assessed using only the collision analysis. Therefore, its percent of measure weight is 100% of the total safety measure.

Lane Miles and Infrastructure Accommodation
Five metrics went into evaluating the infrastructure accommodation measure.
f Lane Miles of Bike Lanes: A score of 3 was assigned to segments missing bike
lanes, a score of 1 was assigned to segments with bike lanes
f Lane Miles of Sidewalks:
º Segments missing a sidewalk on one side or both sides of an arterial street
within a half mile of a school was assigned a score of 3
º Segments missing a sidewalk on one side of any type of street was assigned
a score of 2
º Segments with no missing sidewalks were assigned a score of 1

If the roadway segment was part of the HIN it was given the most weight within
the overall safety metric. If there was a segment of non-HIN roadway that possessed a collision that resulted in a bicyclists or pedestrian being killed or severely
injured it was weighted 2/3 of what a HIN segment was weighted. If a segment
had no reported injuries, minor, or possible injuries it was weighted 1/3 of what a
HIN was weighted.

Metric

Performance Measure: SAFETY (25% of Total)
Weight % of Measure
Weight

Collision Analysis
Segment is a part of the HIN

3

Segment possess a collision that resulted in bicyclist or pedestrian being killed or severely injured. But the segment is
not on the HIN

2

No reported collisions on the segment or collisions that
resulted in minor or possible injury.

1

100%

º Segments without a crosswalk crossing an arterial generally regardless of the
presence of a school were assigned a score of 2
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º Segments within a half mile of school on an arterial street without a crosswalk present were assigned a score of 3

º Segments with a crosswalk crossing an arterial were assigned a score of 1
f Pedestrian Connectivity Analysis
º Pedestrian connectivity was assessed by determining how far-reaching the
10-minute walkshed is from any given point on the sidewalk network
(assuming a walking speed of 3 miles per hour). Segments with a smaller
walkshed were assigned a higher score than segments with a larger walkshed.
f Low Stress Bicycling Connectivity Analysis
º Low stress bicycling connectivity was assessed by determining how
far-reaching the 10-minute bikeshed is from any given point on the low
stress bicycling network (bike lanes on low volume streets, buffered bike
lanes on any street, and multi-use pathways). The analysis assumed a bicycling speed of 9 miles per hour. Segments with a smaller bikeshed were
assigned a higher score than segments with a larger bikeshed.
Like the usage measure, the infrastructure accommodation measure possesses
multiple metrics. Therefore, each metric was weighted to make up a total measure
weight. The project team determined that each metric should be equally weighted, meaning each was weighted at 20% to make up the total measure weight.
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To create a collision analysis, the project team developed a High Injury Network
(HIN) for bicyclist and pedestrian related collisions. A HIN is developed using a
GIS platform to assign collision data characteristics to a roadway network file. By
assigning collisions to the roadway network, we can visualize which segments of
roadways have the highest number and severity of bicycle and pedestrian related
collisions.

f Crosswalk Analysis

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Safety

Performance Measure: LANE MILES AND INFRASTRUCTURE
ACCOMMODATION (50% of Total)
Metric
Weight % of Measure
Weight
Lane Miles of Bike Lanes
No bike lanes present

3

Bike lanes present

1

20%

Lane Miles of Sidewalks
Sidewalk missing on one side both side of an arterial street
within a half mile of a school

3

Missing sidewalks on one side of the street

2

No missing sidewalks

1

20%

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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Crosswalk Analysis
Within a half mile of school that is on an arterial there is no
crosswalk crossing the arterial

3

There is no crosswalk crossing an arterial generally on that
segment regardless of the presence of a school

2

There is a crosswalk crossing an arterial on that segment

1

Pedestrian Connectivity

Low Stress Bike Connectivity

20%

1,2,3
Percentile
Breaks
(thirds)

20%

1,2,3
Percentile
Breaks
(thirds)

20%

Usage
Existing and expected active transportation usage was assessed using the available STRAVA bicycling data, and outputs from a previous study, UCATS, which predicted latent demand of walking and bicycling trips throughout Salt Lake County
based on land use and demographic information. All three data sets were initially
weighted using percentile breaks, with the outcome of all three metrics being
weighted to create a measured weight. Overall, usage was 25% of the total weight
for the prioritization process.

Metric

Performance Measure: USAGE (25% of Total)
Weight
% of Measure
Weight

STRAVA

1, 2, 3 (Percentile
Breaks (thirds))

15%

UCATS Latent Demand Bicycling Network
(Percentile Breaks (thirds))

1, 2, 3 (Percentile
Breaks (thirds))

35%

UCATS Latent Demand Walking Network
(Percentile Breaks (thirds))

1, 2, 3 (Percentile
Breaks (thirds))

50%

The reason the UCATS Latent Demand Bicycling Network was weighted less than
the UCATS Latent Demand Walking Network is because the bicycling mode also
incorporated the STRAVA data. However, as previously mentioned, the project
team aimed to limit the influence of the STRAVA data due to its recreational bias
(hence it being weighted at 15% to UCATS Latent Demand Bicycling Network
being weighted at 35%).
The total outcome of the data analysis resulted in the three measures weighted
accordingly:
f Usage: 25%
f Safety: 25%
f Infrastructure Accommodation: 50%

Figure 27.
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The results of the data analysis, prioritization exercise is displayed in Figure 37.

3.1.3 STEERING COMMITTEE EVALUATION

Once the public engagement and the data evaluation steps were complete the
project team hosted a two-hour prioritization workshop with the steering committee. The goals of this workshop were three-fold:
f Have the project team report on the outcomes of the community
engagement, and the data analysis – prioritization process
f Work together as a group to determine which areas throughout the City need
active transportation improvements based on the total needs evaluation
(community engagement, data analysis – prioritization process)
f Advance the project ideas deemed to be the highest priority by the steering
committee into the conceptual design phase of the plan.
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The first outcome of the steering committee evaluation resulted in the following
projects ideas advanced into the conceptual design phase.
These projects are considered the highest priority projects, based on the total
needs evaluation in addition to the steering committee evaluation, resulting in
them being classified as Tier 1 projects (Tier 1 – Tier 3 projects are possible, with
Tier 1 being highest priority for implementation, and Tier 3 projects being lower
priority for implementation).

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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Project Location

Type of Design

3100 South Bicycle Lane Project Bicycle lane conceptual design & planning level cost
(7200 West to Bangerter Highway)
1300 West Bicycle Lane Project Bicycle lane conceptual design & planning level cost
(3300 South to Lester Street)
4100 South Adjacent Neighborhood Identify alignment of a neighborhood bicycle byway that
Byway Facility
will serve as an alternative to a facility on 4100 South
3500 South / I-215 underpass

Create conceptual level recommendations for enhanced
pedestrian connections through interchange

3200 West & SR-201 underpass

Create conceptual level recommendations for continuing
the 3200 West bicycle lane north through the interchange

Mountain View Corridor Trailhead Recommend active transportation improvements based
Connections
on best practices within a half mile buffer of the trailheads
y Vistas Haven Way
y Cilma Drive
y 3575 South
Canal Trailhead Connections
y 5600 West & 4100 South
y Charles Drive & ~4545 South
y 4800 West & 4415 South

Recommend active transportation improvements based
on best practices within a half mile buffer of the trailheads

At the workshop, the steering committee also validated the data analysis- prioritization process and the results from the community engagement process. After
that validation the project team went back and identified additional projects,
placing them into the Tier 2 and Tier 3 lists based on their prevalence in the community engagement outcomes, data analysis - prioritization process, and previous
planning recommendations.
Tier 2 projects came from:
f
f
f
f

Recommendations from the community engagement effort
A high prioritization score (above a 2.4)
Identified in previous planning recommendations
Steering Committee approval

Tier 3 projects came from:
f A relatively high prioritization score (between 1.5 – 2.3)
f Steering Committee approval

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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4. RECOMMENDATIONS

ENVISIONING AN
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
NETWORK

The results of the three-pronged evaluation approach
(described in Chapter 3) resulted in a robust array of
active transportation corridor and point project recommendations tiered for implementation. In addition
to the corridor and line project recommendations, the
project team developed program recommendations to
bolster the active transportation system throughout
West Valley City. This chapter outlines each type of
recommendation.

4.1 CORRIDOR & POINT
RECOMMENDATIONS

Supported by the existing conditions, and based on the evaluation process, the project team identified and is recommending roughly 72 net new miles of active transportation corridor
facilities and 48 new point facilities. As per the discussion in
Chapter 3, all the recommendations have been assigned a tier
based on the evaluation process. Tier 1 projects are considered
the highest priority and Tier 3 projects are lower priority. The
corridor recommendation types include:
f Bicycle Byways
f Bike Lanes
f Bike Lanes – Improve Existing
f Buffered Bike Lanes
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f Intersection Crossing Enhancements – Linear
f Multi-Use Trails
f Sidewalks
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The point recommendation types include:
f Bike Racks
f Intersection Crossing Enhancements – Point
f Wayfinding to Destinations
Chapter 5, “Design Guidance” provides an overview of the
corridor recommendation facility types, including typical cross
sections for the on-road facility types. Figure 28 is a compilation of both the corridor and point recommendations. The
numbered boxes in the Figure refer to line-by-line descriptions
of each project in the Project Recommendation tables in the
following pages.

Figure 28.
West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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46*

Responsibility

Prioritization

2,433
2,809
1,370
1,125
3,292

WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC

1.9
2.5
2.3
1.4

500
-

2,708
1,735

WVC
WVC

2
1.5

-

6,487
4,721

WVC
WVC

2.6
2.5

7,000
1,000

4,258

WVC

2.5

18,000

2,414
WVC
7,112
WVC
4,033
WVC
1,962
WVC
5,652
WVC
1,978
WVC
3,685 UDOT/WVC
6,914 UDOT/WVC
3,529
WVC
5,256
WVC
3,202
WVC

2.3
2.4
2.3
2.8
2.6
1.7
2.3

1.5
2.3

18,000
3,000
12,000
18,000
7,800
9,900
-

18 3600 W. Bike Lanes

/ restripe existing bike lanes to 5 feet wide - Narrow travel lanes and turn lanes to 11
2 Enhance
feet

6,458

WVC

2.6

9,600

19 4800 W. Buffered Bike Lanes
24 6400 W. Buffered Bike Lanes

2 Restripe Roadway to add buffered bike lanes
2 Repurpose center turn lane throughout to make space for buffered bike lanes

5,087
7,174

WVC
WVC

2.3
1.7

11,000
420

829
349

UDOT
UDOT

2.8
1.8

34,000
24,000

620
389

UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC

0.0
2.9

-

#

17
21
23
25
46

Project Name

3800 S. Bicycle Byway
Decker Lake Bypass Bicycle Byway
Parkway Avenue Byway
4400 S. Byway
3800 S. Bypass Bicycle Byway Reroute

46* 3800 S. Bypass Bicycle Byway Reroute Crossing
47 Crystal Avenue Bicycle Byway
53 Charles Dr. Bicycle Byway
1
2

3100 S. Bike Lanes
1300 W. Bike Lanes
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14 3100 S. Bike Lanes
15
16
20
22
54
11
48
49
55
35
60

2700 W. Bike Lanes
Mid City Bicycle Bike Lanes
4000 W. Bike Lanes
Parkway Blvd. Bike Lanes
4700 S. Bike Lanes
6200 S. Bike Lanes
2700 W. Bike Lanes
UT-111 Bike Lanes
Parkway Blvd. / 2700 S. Bike Lanes
2100 S. Frontage Rd. Bike Lanes
4100 South Bike Lanes

Tier Description

2
2
2
2
3

Bicycle Byway

Create a bicycle byway from 7200 W. to Cilma Dr. and the MVC trail
Create a bicycle byway from 3100 S. to 4100 S. adjacent to Decker Lake Dr. on 2200 W.
Create a bicycle byway from Lester Street to River Trail TRAX station
Create bicycle byway from 3600 W. to 3200 W.
Once 3800 S. and Bangerter crossing is installed reroute bicycle byway away from 3500 S.
connection for #46 (3800 S. Bypass Bicycle Byway Reroute) to cross Bangerter until a
3 The
grade separated crossing can be worked out in the future
3 Install 7 foot advisory shoulders in Crystal Avenue neighborhoods without existing sidewalks
3 Create a bicycle byway from 4100 S. to 4700 S. on Charles Dr.

Bike Lanes

1 Bikes lanes from 7200 W. to 4000 W.
1 Bikes lanes from 4100 S. to Parkway Blvd.
traffic analysis to assess the feasibility reducing travel lanes in order to complete
3 Complete
bike lanes from 4000 W. to Redwood Rd.
2 Extend existing bike lanes on 2700 W. from 3800 S. to 4700 S.
2 Create a bike lane that connects the TRAX station at 2700 W. to MVC trail
3 Restripe roadway to add bike lanes
2 Add bike lanes on Parkway Blvd. from 2700 W. to Lester Street
3 Redesign / restipe roadway to add bike lanes
2 Add bike lanes to 6200 S.
2 Add bike lanes to 2700 W. from 3100 South to SR-201
2 Add bike lanes to UT - 111
3 Restripe the roadway to add bike lanes
3 Add bike lanes to 2100 S. Frontage Road adjacent to SR-201
3 Add bike lanes to 4100 S. between Mountain View Corridor and 7200 W.

AADT

Length (ft)

CORRIDOR PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

Bike Lanes - Improve Existing

3
4

3500 S. & I-215 Interchange Improvements
3200 W. & SR-201 Interchange Improvements

5 3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
5 3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

Buffered Bike Lanes

Intersection Crossing Enhancements

1 Improve the pedestrian crossing condition at the I-215 interchange
1 Improve the pedestrian and bicycle crossing condition at the SR-201 interchange

Multi-Use Trail

1 Install pedestrian cut-through to access MVC trail / trailhead
1 Create 10' multi-use trail on the south side of 3500 S. to connect to MVC trailhead

5
5
5
5
5
6
6
7
8
8
8
8
8
8
9
9
9
10
10
10
10
36
38
40
56

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
2
2
2

3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
Clima Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
Clima Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
Vista Havens Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
5600 W. & 4100 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
5600 W. & 4100 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
5600 W. & 4100 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
3900 S. Sidewalks
Redwood Rd. & Parkway Blvd. Sidewalks
3200 W. Sidewalks
2700 S. Sidewalks

Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through to access the MVC trail
Install pedestrian cut-through to access the MVC trail
Install pedestrian cut-through to access the MVC trail
Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through
Install pedestrian cut-through
Extend the existing portion of the canal trail from 5600 W. to 7200 W.

UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
SLCO

3.0

-

WVC

3.0

-

2 Extend existing portion of the Cross Town trail from Decker Lake to Lake Park Blvd.
2,585
with local partners to design and install multi-use trail along the Riter canal from 7200 W. 4,527
3 Work
to Lake Park Blvd.

Sidewalks

Fill in sidewalk gaps (as per MVC plan recommendations)
Fill in sidewalk gaps (as per MVC plan recommendations)
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill in sidewalk gaps
Fill sidewalk gap on north side of 3900 S. between 1300 W. and 1000 W.
Fill in sidewalk gaps on both sides of the roadway
Fill in sidewalk gaps west side of the roadway
Fill in sidewalk gaps on west side of the street on 2700 W.

83
287
672
675
350
246
52
209
319
160
357
81
70
111
238
144
101
356
81
28
320
666
336
382
424

WVC
UDOT/WVC
UDOT/WVC
WVC
WVC
UDOT/WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC
WVC

AADT

172
327
187
220
85
195
198
136
165
127
58
3,138

2.9
2.9
2.0
2.0
2.5
1.8
1.8
1.9
1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7
2.3
1.7
1.7
1.8
1.8
1.8
1.8
2.3
3.0
2.6
2.2

14,000
14,000
1,400
500
500
13,000
500
33,000
11,000
18,000
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1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
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Cilma Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
Cilma Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
Cilma Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
Vista Havens Trailhead Access Recommendations
Vista Havens Trailhead Access Recommendations
Vista Havens Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations
5600 W. to 7200 W. Canal Trail Expansion
W. to Lake Park Blvd Cross Town Canal Trail
13 2700
Expansion
44 Riter Canal Trail

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

6
6
6
7
7
7
8
8
8
10
10
12

Tier Description

Prioritization

Project Name

Responsibility

#

Length (ft)

CORRIDOR PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

Prioritization
Score

27 Bike Amenities at the Maverick Ctr.

2 Add covered bike racks at the Maverick Ctr.

WVC

2.1

28 Bike Amenities at the 5600 W. & 3100 S. Shopping Ctr.

2 Add bike racks at the shopping center at 5600 W. and 3100 S.

WVC

2.2

29 Bike Amenities at the Valley Fair Mall

2 Add bike racks throughout the Valley Fair Mall

WVC

2.1

31 Bike Amenities at the West Valley Central Station

2 Add bike racks and / or bike lockers at the West Valley Central Station

UTA

2.0

32 Bike Amenities at the Decker Lake Station

2 Add bike racks and / or bike lockers at the Decker Lake Station

UTA

2.0

34 Bike Amenities at the River Trail Station

2 Add bike racks and / or bike lockers at the River Trail Station

UTA

1.5

50 Bike Amenities at the 5600 W. & 4100 S. Shopping Ctr.

3 Add bike racks at the shopping center at 5600 W. and 4100 S.

WVC

2.1

51 Bike Amenities at the 4000 W. & 4700 S. Shopping Ctr.

3 Add bike racks at the shopping center at 4000 W. and 4700 S.

WVC

2.3

52 Bike Amenities at Redwood Rd. & 4100 S. Shopping Ctr.

3 Add bike racks at the shopping center at Redwood Rd. and 4100 S.

WVC

1.7

#

Project Name

Tier

Description

AADT
(2017)

Responsibility

POINT PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS
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Bike Rack

Intersection Crossing Enhancements

5 3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

At 3500 S. and 5600 W. install painted or built curb bulb-outs at intersection and add pedestrian scale
lighting
At Meadow Breeze Way and 3500 S. tighten vehicle turn radii and install high visibility crosswalk and
1
overhead PHB
1 At Brook Hollow Dr. and 6000 W. install high visibility crosswalks and RRFB

5 3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

5 3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations
5 3575 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1

UDOT/WVC 2.5

1,400

UDOT/WVC 2.9

1,400

WVC

1.9

500

1 At Wending Ln. and 6000 W. install high visibility crosswalks and RRFB

WVC

1.5

500

6 Cilma Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Dixie Dr. and 6000 W. install high visibility crosswalk and RRFB

WVC

1.7

500

7 Vista Havens Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Vistas Havens Way and 6000 W. install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

1.5

500

7 Vista Havens Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At City Vistas Way and 6000 W. install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

1.5

500

8 4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At 4290 S. and 4800 W. install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

1.9

10,000

8 4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Valley View Dr. and 4800 W. install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

1.9

10,000

8 4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At 4415 S. and 4800 W. install high visibility crosswalk and RRFB

WVC

2.6

10,000

8 4800 W. & 4415 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Westpoint Dr. and 4800 W. install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

2.0

10,000

9 5600 W. & 4100 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At 4360 S. and 5600 W. install high visibility crosswalk and PHB
At 5600 W. and 4100 S. install painted or built curb bulb-outs and pedestrian scale lighting at
1
intersection

UDOT

1.7

20,000

UDOT

2.4

20,000

9 5600 W. & 4100 S. Trailhead Access Recommendations

Prioritization
Score

AADT
(2017)

10 4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Charles Dr. and Losee Dr. install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

1.6

500

10 4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Dartmouth Dr. and Rutgers Ave install high visibility crosswalk and "yield" signage

WVC

1.6

500

10 4545 S. Charles Dr. Trailhead Access Recommendations

1 At Dartmouth Dr. and trailhead install high visibility crosswalk and RRFB

WVC

1.6

500

30 3500 S. & 1950 W. Crossing Enhancements

2 Add pedestrian scale lighting at the intersection

UDOT

2.2

34,000

30 3500 S. & 1950 W. Crossing Enhancements

2 Add pedestrian scale lighting at the intersection

UDOT

2.2

34,000

33 3650 S. & Market Street Crossing Enhancements

2 Add pedestrian scale lighting, high visibility crosswalk and RRFB

WVC

2.3

37 3900 S. Crossing Enhancements

2 Add PHB and high visibility crosswalk at high use transit use location

WVC

2.3

33,000

39 4100 S. & 4900 W. Crossing Enhancements

2

WVC

2.0

23,000

43 4400 W. & 3335 S. Crossing Enhancements

2 Install high visibility crosswalk and RRFB

WVC

3.0

500

45 3800 S. & Bangerter Crossing

3 Work with UDOT and local partners to create an AT crossing of Bangerter Highway at 3800 S.

57 Bike & Pedestrian Crossing at 3100 S. & Bangerter

3 Bike and pedestrian crossing enhancements

UDOT

2.7

58,000

58 Bike & Pedestrian Crossing at 4100 S. & Bangerter

3 Bike and pedestrian crossing enhancements

UDOT

2.7

58,000

59 Bike & Pedestrian Crossing at 4700 S. & Bangerter

3 Bike and pedestrian crossing enhancements

UDOT

2.8

33,000

Tier

Description

Add PHB and high visibility crosswalk to shorten the distances between crosswalks at a area with
recorded pedestrian fatalities

UDOT/WVC 2.6

Wayfinding
26 Wayfinding to Jordan River Parkway Trail

2 Add Wayfinding to access the Jordan River Parkway Trail

WVC

2.5

38 Wayfinding to Station Amenities

2 Add wayfinding surrounding station platform to bike amenities

UTA

2.0

42 Wayfinding to Jordan River Parkway Trail

2 Add wayfinding from the station platform to the Jordan River Parkway Trail

UTA

2.0

60,000
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Responsibility

POINT PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

4.2 PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS

The project team developed several program recommendations to assist in education, encouragement and evaluation efforts supporting active transportation
throughout West Valley City. Improvements to and continued support of education, encouragement, and evaluation strategies are critical to increasing the number of bicycle and pedestrian trips and safety of active transportation users. These
programs help ensure more residents know about new and improved facilities,
learn the skills they need to integrate bicycling and walking into their daily lives,
and receive positive reinforcement about their integration of active transportation.
The idea is to have the programs market the idea of bicycling and walking to residents. These programs have been developed specifically to address the needs
discovered through the existing conditions analysis.
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4.2.1 EDUCATION

4.2.2 ENCOURAGEMENT

There are three programs in the encouragement category that would be good
candidates in West Valley City.

Facilities Map
Facility maps are a great resource to promote awareness and to
encourage people to utilize available facilities. West Valley City
should consider creating a West Valley City specific active transportation facilities map so residents understand where the active
transportation facilities are, in relationship to their home or work.
Figure 29. Salt
They may be surprised with how close some facilities are!

Bicycle Valet Program

Lake
City and County Bikeway Map. Source: Salt
Lake City website

West Valley City should continue growing the existing education campaigns already occurring in the city, including the Bike Utah Youth BEST program at local
schools, and the Bicycle Safety Rodeos. The City should look for opportunities to
increase both those programs. For the BEST program, the City should work with
additional schools where the program is not currently serving with the goal of
increasing the number of new schools to the program. For the Bicycle Safety Rodeos, the City should attempt to incorporate them into additional events, to broaden
the reach.
A new program education recommendation is to develop an education campaign
on the topic of micromobility. While micromobility devices have the potential to
be an asset to West Valley City by providing residents with additional modes of
active transportation, without proper management they can create consternation
among pedestrians, business owners and vehicle drivers. Since there are still relatively few devices within the City, there is an opportunity to get ahead. The City
should work with UDOT and Salt Lake City to develop its own micromobility ordinance, which can help set regulations on things like device number caps, sidewalk
riding policies, and parking policies. Once the ordinance is in place, the city should
find opportunities to educate residents on the regulations established in the ordinance. UDOT and Salt Lake City have already developed informational materials on
micromobility that they would likely share with West Valley City.

Figure 30. Valet bike parking operated by the Salt Lake City Bicycle Collective. Photo source: Salt Lake City
Bicycle Collective website

Providing convenient, secure bicycle parking at large events can make bicycling to
an event a more attractive option. Arenas, parks, and gathering places often do not
have the bike parking capacity to accommodate very large crowds. An example

of this could be specific and appropriate events at the Maverick Center or Utah
Cultural Celebration Center. Temporary facilities, such as corrals or mobile racks,
can be brought on site to meet the demand. This type of service can also prevent
damage to non-parking facilities, such as trees and handrails that bicyclists use
when appropriate facilities are lacking. Temporary bike parking can be staffed or
used with standard locks to ensure security. The City could work with the Salt Lake
City Bicycle Collective for this service. The Collective offers this service for a charge,
but also provides all the necessary equipment and racks.

One way to determine this Plan’s success at increasing bicycling and walking rates
and associated safety is to establish an annual data collection program. At a minimum, this program should tally the number of bicyclists and pedestrians at key
locations around the community – for example along the Mountain View Corridor
Trail, and at the Fairbourne Station area. The same locations should be counted
in the same way annually. If major bikeway or greenway infrastructure projects are
planned, baseline and post-construction user counts can be performed through
this coordinated annual count process for the added benefit of understanding the
project effect on riding. This will provide the City with information about growth
of bicycling/pedestrian rates. These counts can be conducted by volunteers. West
Valley City planning staff could work with the parks and recreation staff to identify
appropriate locations for the counts and establish a program for the counts to
occur annually.

A walking/riding school bus is a group of children who are accompanied by one or
more adults walking or riding together to school. Students meet the ‘bus’ along a
predetermined route or at designated locations at specified times. Walking school
buses can be informal arrangements between neighbors with children attending
the same school or official school-wide endeavors with trained volunteers. To start
a program like this, West Valley City could reach out to the schools that are already
participating in the Youth BEST program to see if they would be interested since
some of their students have had recent exposure to cycling through the BEST
program.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Figure 31. A “walking school bus” accompanied by Utah’s Governor Gary Herbert. Photo credit: UDOT
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Walking or Riding School Buses

4.2.3 EVALUATION

5. DESIGN GUIDANCE

AS WEST VALLEY CITY
BEGINS PLANNING FOR
AND BUILDING THE
RECOMMENDATIONS IN THIS
PLAN, THIS CHAPTER WILL
HELP ESTABLISH DESIGN
STANDARDS FOR THE
VARIOUS FACILITY TYPES.

5.1 RESOURCES

West Valley City is certainly not starting from the beginning when it comes to
designing active transportation facilities. The following list is a compendium of
the most recent, and relevant design resources that the City should consult when
constructing new facilities in-house. Since url links tend to break overtime, none
are provided here. However, all these resources are easily accessible via an internet
search. Particularly noteworthy are the comprehensive resources provided by Salt
Lake County, specifically the Bikeway Design Guide.

5.1.1 WEST VALLEY CITY POLICIES & PLANS
f West Valley City General Plan, 2015
f Engineering Design Standards
º Defines typical road cross sections, speeds, sidewalk widths
º References APWA standards
f Capital Facilities Improvement Plan (3-year timeframe)
Page 52

f Major Street Plan (20-year timeframe)

5.1.2 REGIONAL

f Salt Lake County Bikeway Design Guide

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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f Salt Lake County Wayfinding Protocol
f Salt Lake County Active Transportation Implementation Plan
f Salt Lake County Bicycle Best Practice
f Utah Collaborative Active Transportation Study (UCATS)
f UDOT Region 2 Bike Plan
f UTA First/Last Mile Study

5.1.3 STATE

f UDOT Active Transportation Facility Implementation Tool (AT-FIT)
f UDOT 2017 Design Standards & Specifications (incl. Supplemental/Revised
standards)
f UDOT Policy 07-117: Inclusion of Active Transportation
f UDOT Policy 06C-27: Marked Pedestrian Crosswalks
f UDOT ADA Transition Plan 2014
f UDOT Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
f UDOT Safe Sidewalk Program
f UDOT Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD)

5.1.4 NATIONAL

f Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Rightof-Way (PROWAG)
f Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)
f A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets (AASHTO Green Book)
f AASHTO Roadside Design Guide
f FHWA Separated Bike Lane Design Guide
f AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 4th Edition

5.1.5 MAINSTREAM GUIDANCE

f National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) Urban Street
Design Guide
f Recommended Design Guidelines to Accommodate Pedestrians and Bicycles
at Interchanges: An ITE Proposed Recommended Practice

5.2 CROSS SECTIONS

The cross sections provided here are intended to outline “typicals” that could be used when constructing or striping on-street bicycle facilities.

5.2.1 BIKE LANE

BICYCLE LANE (CLASS II)
On-street striped lane for one-way bike travel

7-8’
Parking

5’-6’
Bike Lane

Travel Lane

Travel Lane

5’-6’
Bike Lane

Sidewalk

Figure 32. Source: Fehr & Peers

Required Design Guidance (Source: NACTO)
f The desirable bike lane width adjacent to a curbface is six feet. The desirable ridable surface adjacent to a street edge or longitudinal joint is four feet, with a
minimum width of three feet. In cities where illegal parking in bike lanes is a concern, five-foot-wide bike lanes may be preferred.
f When placed adjacent to a parking lane, the desirable reach from the curb face to the edge of the bike lane (including the parking lane, bike lane, and optional buffer
between them) is 14.5 feet; the absolute minimum reach is 12 feet. A bike lane next to a parking lane shall be at least five feet wide, unless there is a marked buffer
between them. Wherever possible, minimize parking lane width in favor of increased bike lane width.
f The desirable bike lane width adjacent to a guardrail or other physical barrier is two feet wider than otherwise in order to provide a minimum shy distance from the
barrier.
f Bicycle lane word and/or symbol and arrow markings (MUTCD Figure 9C-3) shall be used to define the bike lane and designate that portion of the street for
preferential use by bicyclists.
f Bike lane word, symbol, and/or arrow markings (MUTCD Figure 9C-3) shall be placed outside of the motor vehicle tread path at intersections, driveways, and merging
areas in order to minimize wear from the motor vehicle path.
f A solid white lane line marking shall be used to separate motor vehicle travel lanes from the bike lane. Most jurisdictions use a six to eight inch line.
f A through bike lane shall not be positioned to the right of a right turn only lane or to the left of a left turn only lane (MUTCD 9C.04). A bike lane may be positioned
to the right of a right turn only lane if split-phase signal timing is used.
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Sidewalk
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Not to scale
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Bike Lane Sign
(Optional)

5.2.2 BUFFERED BICYCLE LANE

BUFFERED BICYCLE LANE (CLASS II)
Modified on-street bike lane with painted buffer

Page 54
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Figure 33. Source: Fehr & Peers

Parking

5’-6’
Bike Lane

1.5’-3’ Striped Buffer

Sidewalk

1.5’-3’ Striped Buffer

1.5’-3’ Striped Buffer

Not to scale

Travel Lane

Travel Lane

5’-6’
Bike Lane

Required Design Guidance (Source: NACTO)
f Bicycle lane word and/or symbol and arrow markings (MUTCD Figure 9C-3) shall be used to define the bike lane and designate that portion of the street for
preferential use by bicyclists.
f The buffer shall be marked with two solid white lines. White lines on both edges of the buffer space indicate lanes where crossing is discouraged, though not
prohibited. For clarity, consider dashing the buffer boundary where cars are expected to cross at driveways.
f The buffer area shall have interior diagonal cross hatching or chevron markings if three feet in width or wider.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Sidewalk

5.2.3 BICYCLE BYWAY (BIKE BOULEVARD)

BICYCLE BOULEVARD (CLASS III)

Shared on-street facility with improvements to prioritize bicycle traffic

Parking

Travel Lane

Travel Lane

Parking

Sidewalk

Figure 34. Source: Fehr & Peers

Required Design Guidance (Source: NACTO)
f Bicycle wayfinding signage and pavement markings shall be included on bicycle boulevards. Pavement markings and identification/wayfinding signs provide a
strong visual identity for the street and designate the corridor as a bicycle route.
f Where the bicycle boulevard turns or jogs onto another street, signs and/or markings shall be provided to indicate how users can remain on the route.
f Center line stripes (if present) shall be removed or not repainted, except for short sections on intersection approaches that have a stop line or traffic circle. Drivers
have an easier time passing bicyclists on roads that do not have centerline stripes. If vehicles cannot easily pass each other using the full width of the street, it is likely
that there is too much traffic for the street to be a successful bicycle boulevard.

Chapter 5: Design Guidance
		

Sidewalk
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Not to scale
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Bicycle Boulevard Signs

6. IMPLEMENTATION

GETTING IT BUILT

A key consideration of the West Valley City Active Transportation Plan is implementation. The structure of the evaluation chapter was closely oriented
around tiering projects based on their priority for implementation. This chapter outlines the Tier 1 projects – those that have been designed or evaluated
in greater detail, in addition to providing information on potential funding opportunities.

6.1 TIER 1 PROJECTS

As previously mentioned, one of the outcomes of the steering committee evaluation, discussed in chapter 3, was confirming a list of Tier 1 projects to be
moved forward into conceptual design. All the Tier 1 projects (outlined in Table 4) were evaluated in greater depth and a project “featurette” was created
to market the project and make it stand out when competing for funding.
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Project Location

Type of Design

3100 South Bicycle Lane Project (7200 West to Bangerter Highway)

Bicycle lane conceptual design and planning level cost

1300 West Bicycle Lane Project (3300 South to Lester Street)

Bicycle lane conceptual design and planning level cost

4100 South Adjacent Neighborhood Byway Facility

Identify alignment of a neighborhood bicycle byway that will serve as an alternative to a facility on 4100 South

3500 South / I-215 underpass

Create conceptual level recommendations for enhanced pedestrian connections through interchange

3200 West & SR-201 underpass

Create conceptual level recommendations for continuing the 3200 West bicycle lane north through the interchange

Mountain View Corridor Trailhead Connections
y Vistas Haven Way
y Cilma Drive
y 3575 South

Recommend active transportation improvements based on best practices within a half mile buffer of the trailheads

Canal Trailhead Connections
y 5600 West & 4100 South
y Charles Drive & ~4545 South
y 4800 West & 4415 South

Recommend active transportation improvements based on best practices within a half mile buffer of the trailheads

Appendix A includes all the materials for the Tier 1 projects. The subsequent pages of this section display the title pages of the featurettes.

Project Benefits
Identified as Tier One project by project team
Recommended project on the SLC County ATIP plan and
WFRC Regional Bike Plan
Project adjacent to:

2

Jordan River Parkway Trail
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~$4,600,000
for 3 miles
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Plan Goals Achieved
Increase AT facility lane miles
Improve AT user safety
Increase AT usage

1300 West Bike Lane Conceptual
Design
4100 South to 3FEXPPE3PBE

Figure 35.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Conceptual
Cost

Parks
Utah Cultural Celebration Center

Project Benefits
Identified as Tier One project by project team
Recommended project on the SLC County ATIP plan and
WFRC Regional Bike Plan
Project adjacent to:

4
2

Schools
Parks
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Conceptual
Cost
~$270,000
for 4.3 miles
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Plan Goals Achieved
Increase AT facility lanemiles
Improve AT user safety
Increase AT usage

3100 South Bike Lane Conceptual Design
7200 West to 4000 West
Figure 36.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Plan Goals Achieved

Install bicycle exit ramps (curb
cut) and signage to allow
cyclists to use the pedestrian
crossing facilities.

Increase AT facility lane miles
Improve AT user safety
Increase AT usage

Install crosswalk and
pedestrian push buttons

Install pedestrian wayﬁnding indicating crossing facilities
on the west side of roadway

Conceptual
Cost
~$155,000

Install bicyclist detection
marking throughout

Widen sidewalks to 8 - 10 feet
throughout and add a median
between the road the sidewalk

Delineate bicycle conflict areas
with green hatch marking
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Install RRFBs to make the
pedestrians more visible

Shorten crossing distance Make crosswalks perpendicular to roadway in order to
shorten crossing distance for
pedestrians

Yield to pedestrians Install pedestrian yield signage
with coordinated pedestrian
push button at the crossing.
Control free right movement

Install pedestrian/bicyclist
wayﬁnding - indicating crossing facilities on the west side
of roadway

3200 W

Parking conflict exists Narrow travel lanes in order to
widen shoulder to accommodate bike lane and parking. Or
install and enforce “No Parking” signs

Install crosswalk and
pedestrian push buttons

Install bicycle exit ramps with
signage to allow cyclists to
use the pedestrian crossing
facilities

3200 West and SR-201 Interchange
AT Access Recommendations

Figure 37.
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Install pedestrian scale lighting under the bridge decks
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201

3500 South and I-215 Interchange
AT Access Recommendations

Plan Goals Achieved

General Note: Option A, B, and C are
mutually exclusive.

Increase AT facility lane miles

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Improve AT user safety

215

Increase AT usage

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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Option A:
This option moves the crosswalk
farther west so it is out from under the
bridge deck. By doing this the crosswalk is in the light, and it is positioned
closer to the intersection, so vehicles
have less time to speed up before
encountering it.

“T” up the ramps to create
slower movements at these
intersections
Install pedestrian scale lighting under the bridge decks

Signalize free right turn to
improve pedestrian safety

3500 S

Option A
Signalize free right turn to
improve pedestrian safety

Option B:
This option makes the right turn onto
the on-ramp tighter. By removing the
slip ramp and creating a right turn,
drivers interact with the crosswalk at a
much slower speed than current conditions.

Figure 38.

Option B

Option C
Option C:
This option completely removes the
pedestrian crossing by threading the
sidewalk on the south side of the
on-ramp. A box culvert could be used
as well to provide access further west.

Signalize free right turn to
improve pedestrian safety

Page 63
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Increase AT facility lane miles
Improve AT user safety
Increase AT usage

Trailhead Access Recommendations
Mountain View Corridor & Canal Trails

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
Figure 39.

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Plan Goals Achieved

6.2 FUNDING DESCRIPTIONS MATRIX

Project Implementation is often contingent on finding external funding. This section identifies available funding resources to pay for active transportation projects in West
Valley City and to conclude the plan.
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Status

Funding
Amount

Website

Local Match
Required

Process
Timing

Key Project
Requirements

Eligible
Non-Infrastructure

Eligible Infrastructure

Program
Purpose

Type

Name

STATE FUNDING

Transit Transpor- U D O T This new fund, beginning July Highway, transit & Not specified
tation Investment Planning
1, 2019, allocates state funding active transportaFund (TTIF)
from the fuel tax specifically for tion projects
public capital transit projects.
However, Senate Bill 72 opened
this fund up to non-motorized
projects as well.

Any project eligible for TIF January 40%
match
funding, with the addtion 6th
from
local
of active transportation &
community
transit projects

ht tps: //w w w.
udot.utah.gov/
m a i n / f ? p =1 0 0 : p g:0:::1:T,V:5323,

Transpor tation WFRC
Alternatives
Program (TAP)

Funds may be used for Decem- Not specified
construction,
planning, ber 12th
and design of on-road &
off-road trail facilities for
pedestrians,
bicyclists,
& other non-motorized
forms of transportation,
including sidewalks, bicycle
infrastructure,
pedestrian
& bicycle signals, traffic
calming
techniques,
lighting & other safety-related
infrastructure that will provide
safe routes for non- motorists.

h t t p s : // w f r c . o r g / $ 8 0 0 , 0 0 0 Active
p r o g r a m s / t r a n s - -$900,000
every
portation-improve- year
ment-program/
transportation-alternatives-program/

Preference for funding will be January Yes
given to projects identified 11th
on the County's Active Transportation Implementation
Plan (ATIP).

https://slco.org/plan- $1,000,000
ning-transportation/
county-active-transportation-fund/

Funds the construction & plan- Active transpor- Can be used for
ning of bicycle & pedestrian tation projects in planning & defacilities.
the WFRC bound- sign of projects
ary

County Active Salt Lake To assist with active transporta- Assist communi- Not specified
Transpor tation County
tion infrastructure creation.
ties with impleFund (CATF)
menting bikeway
improvements &
wayfinding within street rights-ofway.
Recreational Trail Parks
& Provide grants for non-motorProgram
Recreation ized & motorized trails
(Administered by
UT State
Parks)

Construction &
maintenance of
trails & facilities,
staging
areas,
trailheads,
restroom facilities,
trail signing

Acquisition
of Non-motorized & motorized May 1st
e a s e m e n t s , trail implementation
educational
programs
to
promote safety
& environmental
protection

50% (cash, inkind services,
volunteer
labor, or donations)

h t t p : //s t a t e p a r k s .
utah.gov/resources/
gr ant s /re creatio n al-trails-program/

TIF is currently Active
programmed out
through 2024. Approximately $500
million is projected
for programming
in 2025.

Active

Depends
on Active
federal
funding
$1,546,233
in Utah

Community De- C o m m u - Provides grants to cities &
velopment Block nity Infra- towns of fewer than 50,000 in
Grants (CDBG)
structure
population & counties fewer
than 200,000 people

Planning,
con- Not specified
struction & maintenance of public
facilities

Safe Routes to TransporSchool
tation (Administered
by UDOT)

Qualification is
within 2 miles of
school: new sidewalks, off-street
bike/ped facilities,
pavement markings, connections
between locations, bike parking
facilities, traffic
calming, installing
school
related
signs

Utah
Outdoor Infrastruc- The project will enhance recreRecreation Infra- ture (Ad- ational opportunities & amenistructure
minstered ties in Utah’s communities
by
UT
Office of
Outdoor
Recreation)

Education, encouragement,
enforcement
evaluation

Must be used for Not specified
the building of
infrastructure, not
the project planning or the purchase of property.
Infrastructure
must be open &
available to the
public.

0.5

Status

Funding
Amount

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

Depends on federal Active
funding for the
program

Must attend a workshop in S e p - None
your region
tember

http://jobs.utah.gov/
housing/cdbg

Varies, typically up Active
to $150,000

Any public elementary, Varies
middle, junior high, or public
charter school, or school
district, grades k-8. Must
conform with schools & have
a Student Neighborhood
Access Plan (SNAP)

None

www.udot.utah.gov/
m a i n / f ? p =1 0 0 : p g:0::::T,V:1388

Varies according Active
to state allocated
funding

Must offer an economic op- F e b r u portunity for the community ary 28th
with the potential to attract
or retain residents and/or
increase visitation to region

Given as a
50/50 match.
Up to 25 percent of total
may be an inkind match.

h t t p : // b u s i n e s s .
utah.gov/programs/
office-of-outdoor-recreation/office-of-outdoor-recreation-grant-program/

Various tiered grant Active
sizes
available
from $20,000 up
to $75,000 (Total
amount to be given
out=$530,000)
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How well the project relates May 1st
to the 2009 Utah State
Comprehensive
Outdoor
Recreation Plan (SCORP)
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Ball
fields, Not specified
sports
courts,
spray parks, golf
courses, public
restrooms, swimming pools, skate
parks,
walking
trails, land acquisition for recreation

To faciliate the planning, development, & implementation of
projects to improve safety, & reduce traffic, fuel consumption,
& air pollution near schools

Local Match
Required

Process
Timing

Key Project
Requirements

Eligible
Non-Infrastructure

Eligible Infrastructure

Provides federal reimbursement grant program for the acquisition and/or development
of public recreation areas

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Land & Water Parks
&
C o n s e r v a t i o n Recreation
Fund
(Administered by
UT State
Parks)

Program
Purpose

Type

Name

STATE FUNDING

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan
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July 1st
through
Au gus t
11th

J u n e
30th

h t t p : // b u s i n e s s .
utah.gov/programs/
office-of-outdoor-recreation/office-of-outdoor-recreation-grant-program/

Various tiered grant Active
sizes
available
from $2500 up
to $15,000 (Total
amount to be given
out=$100,000)

https://www.nps.gov/
orgs/rtca/apply.htm

Planning services

Status

Given as a
50/50 match.
Up to 25 percent of total
may be an inkind match.

Funding
Amount

Process
Timing

Key Project
Requirements

Eligible
Non-Infrastructure
Not specified

The program must provide
outdoor recreation activities
for youth (18 & under). Physical activity: The program
must have element of fitness/physical activity

Website

National
Park Planning
Service Rivers,
Trails & Conservation Assistance
Program

The
program Not specified
must
provide
outdoor recreation
activities
for youth (18 &
under). Physical
activity:
The
program
must
have element of
fitness/physical
activity.

Local Match
Required

Utah Youth Out- Youth & The project will increase pardoor Recreation Recreation ticipation in outdoor recreation
Program
(Adminis- among young people
tered by
UT Office
of Outdoor
Recreation)

Eligible Infrastructure

Program
Purpose

Type

Name

STATE FUNDING

Active

Status

Funding Amount

Environmental Not specified
mitigation; noxious weed control; inspection of
trails, tunnels, &
bridges

Varies

Can vary; up h t t p : / / w w w .
to 20%
f hw a . d o t . g o v/
fastac t /fac tsh e e t s /s t b g f s .
cfm

Varies
de- Active
pending
on
federal funding
& state allocation
$11,163,000,000
in Utah for FY
2016

Transpor tation Trails, Bike lanes
Alternatives
Program (TAP)
(under MAP-21)

Provides funds for projects or activities related
to surface transportation
alternatives

Construc tion,
planning, & design of ped/bike
facilities;
bike
share programs,
recreational trails,
rail trails, turnouts
& overlooks, safe
routes to schools

Historic preserva- Not specified
tion of transportation facilities,
vegetation
management,
environmental
mitigation

Varies

Can vary; up h t t p : / / w w w . Varies depend- Active
to 20%
f hw a . d o t . g o v/ ing on federal
map21/tap.cfm
funding & state
allocation

C o n g e s t i o n Trails, Bike lanes
Mitigation & Air
Quality (CMAQ)

Improving air quality & Non-recreation- Workforce devel- Priority for projects proven to Varies
traffic congestion through al
bike/ped opment, training reduce PM 2.5 emissions
transit & ped/bike facilities transp or tation &
education
improvements; activities
projects that reduce air pollution
or that shift traffic
demand to other
transp or tation
modes

Can vary; up h t t p : / / w w w . Varies depend- Active
to 20%
f hw a . d o t . g o v/ ing on federal
map21/cmaq.cfm funding & state
allocation
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Bicycle transportation facilities,
pedestrian
walkways, & recreational trails
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Surface
Trans- Trails, Bike lanes, Provides flexible funding
portation Block Facilities
to best address State &
Grant Program
local transportation needs
(STBG)
(under
MAP-21)

West Valley City Active Transportation Plan

Website

Local Match
Required

Process Timing

Key Project
Requirements

Eligible NonInfrastructure

Eligible
Infrastructure

Program Purpose

Type

Name

FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING

7. CONCLUSION
WEST VALLEY CITY IS WELL POSITIONED
TO ADD TO ITS EXISTING ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE IN A
MEANINGFUL WAY. THE CITY ALREADY HAS
SOME INCREDIBLE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
ASSETS INCLUDING:
f The beloved Jordan River Parkway Trail
f The incremental additions to the Mountain View
Corridor Trail
f Four stations of the UTA TRAX Green Line
f A healthy number and assortment of city and
county parks
f Thriving active transportation program such at
the Bike Utah sponsored Youth Best program
Additionally, West Valley City residents have demonstrated
strong support for active transportation as seen throughout
this planning process and in previous planning efforts. The
time is right to continue advancing active transportation
throughout the City.
With population continuing to boom throughout Salt Lake
County residents and visitors will now, more than ever, see
the benefits of active transportation usage in the forms of
cleaner air, safer streets, and higher overall quality of life.
This plan is intended to lay the foundation for a more walkable and bikeable future for West Valley City for years to
come.
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Trailhead Recommendations Packet
3200 West Interchange Recommendations
3500 South Interchange Recommendations
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4800 W

Add high visibility crosswalks with “yield” signage

4325 S
Install pedestrian
cut-through

Charles Dr

Fill in sidewalk gaps

Install pedestrian
cut-through

Ann

apo

lis

Dr

Appendix A

0S

Add high visibility crosswalks with “yield” signage

Install signage indicating
trails intersecting - loop

Utah and Salt Lake Canal Trail
4545 S Charles Dr Trailhead Access Recommendations
Trailhead Access Radius
Existing Sidewalks
Recommended Bike Routes
Recommended Bike Lane
Recommended New Sidewalks/
Gap Closures
Recommended New Pathways
/Multi-Use Trails

Trailhead
Recommended Pedestrian
Crossing
Recommended Pedestrian
Hybrid Beacon
Recommended curb bulb-out
Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community
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460
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Benview Dr

5200 W
5600 W

Mountain View Corridor

6000 W

4100 S

Page 76

Enact parking sharing
agreement for trail users at
the high school

4310 S

Appendix A
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Install
painted
or built
curb bulb-outs
and pedestrian
scale lighting at
intersection

5400 W

Fill sidewalk gaps

4360 S
Install PHB and high
visibility crosswalk

Utah and Salt Lake Canal Trail
5600 W and 4100 S Trailhead Access Recommendations
Trailhead 1/2 Mile Access Radius
Existing Sidewalks
Recommended New Sidewalks/ Gap
Closures
Recommended New Pathways
/Multi-Use Trails

Trailhead
Recommended Pedestrian Crossing
Recommended Rectangle Rapid
Flash Beacon (RRFB)
Recommended Pedestrian Hybrid
Beacon (PHB)
Recommended curb bulb-out
Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community

Install pedestrian
cut-through trails to create
better connectivity.

Add pedestrian scale lighting

4100 S
Fill in sidewalk gaps

Install pedestrian
cut-through

r

Add high visibility crosswalks with “yield” signage
at 4290 S. and Bannock Dr.
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Ban
noc
kD

4415 S

6’

10.5’

2’
11’

10.5’

6’

Add high visibility crosswalks with “yield” signage
at Westpoint Dr.

48’ total

Utah and Salt Lake Canal Trail
4800 W and 4415 S Trailhead Access Recommendations
Trailhead 1/2 Mile Access Radius
Existing Sidewalks
Recommended Bike Routes
Recommended New Sidewalks/ Gap
Closures
Recommended New Pathways
/Multi-Use Trails

Trailhead
Recommended Pedestrian Crossing
Recommended Rectangle Rapid
Flash Beacon (RRFB)
Recommended Pedestrian Hybrid
Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
Beacon
(PHB)
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID,
IGN,
and the GIS User Community
Recommended curb bulb-out
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2’

4800 W

Add buffered bike lanes to
4800 West. Cross section:

Appendix A

Add high visibility crosswalk and RRFB at 4415 S.

3100 S

Install pedestrian cut-through
to access MVC trail / trailhead
Create 10’ multi-use trail on
south side of 3500 South
to connect to trailhead

Install
painted
or built curb
bulb-outs at
intersection and
add pedestrian
scale lighting

Fill in sidewalk gaps (as per
MVC plan recommendations)

5450 W

Tighten vehicle turn radii and
install high visibility crosswalk
and overhead PHB at
Meadow Breeze Way

Appendix A

Brook Hollow Dr

6000 W

Mounta
Corridorin View

Install high visibility
crosswalks and RRFBs at
3785 S and Brook Hollow
Drive on 6000 West

3785 S
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Install pedestrian cut-through
to access MVC trail / trailhead

5600 W
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3500 S

Mountain View Corridor Trail
3575 South Trailhead Access Recommendations
Trailhead 1/2 Mile Access Radius
Existing Sidewalks
Recommended New Sidewalks/ Gap
Closures
Recommended New Pathways
/Multi-Use Trails

4100 S
Trailhead
Recommended Pedestrian Crossing
Recommended Rectangle Rapid
Flash Beacon (RRFB)
Recommended Pedestrian Hybrid
Beacon (PHB)
Recommended curb bulb-out

Install high visibility
crosswalks: 3785 S,
3920 S, and Brook
Hollow Drive

Fill in sidewalk gaps

5450 W

Mounta
in View C
orridor

3500 S

Cilma Dr

3865 S

Install pedestrian
cut-through

4100 S
Mountain View Corridor Trail
Cilma Drive Trailhead Access Recommendations
Trailhead 1/2 Mile Access Radius
Existing Sidewalks
Recommended New Sidewalks/ Gap
Closures
Recommended New Pathways
/Multi-Use Trails

4100 S
Trailhead
Recommended Pedestrian Crossing
Recommended Rectangle Rapid

Flash
Beacon
(RRFB)
Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe,
GeoEye,
Earthstar
Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID,
IGN, and thePedestrian
GIS User Community
Recommended
Hybrid
Beacon (PHB)
Recommended curb bulb-out
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6000 W

3785 S
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5600 W

Install pedestrian
cut-through

3100 S

Install pedestrian cut-through
to access MVC trail / trailhead
Create 10’ multi-use trail on
south side of 3500 South
to connect to trailhead

Install
painted
or built curb
bulb-outs at
intersection and
add pedestrian
scale lighting

Fill in sidewalk gaps (as per
MVC plan recommendations)

5450 W

Tighten vehicle turn radii and
install high visibility crosswalk
and overhead PHB at
Meadow Breeze Way

Appendix A

Brook Hollow Dr

6000 W

Mounta
Corridorin View

Install high visibility
crosswalks and RRFBs at
3785 S and Brook Hollow
Drive on 6000 West

3785 S
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Install pedestrian cut-through
to access MVC trail / trailhead

5600 W
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3500 S

Mountain View Corridor Trail
3575 South Trailhead Access Recommendations
Trailhead 1/2 Mile Access Radius
Existing Sidewalks
Recommended New Sidewalks/ Gap
Closures
Recommended New Pathways
/Multi-Use Trails

4100 S
Trailhead
Recommended Pedestrian Crossing
Recommended Rectangle Rapid
Flash Beacon (RRFB)
Recommended Pedestrian Hybrid
Beacon (PHB)
Recommended curb bulb-out
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