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Chapter 1: Executive Summary

1.1 Project Background

In 1999, the Mountainland Association
of Governments, (MAG) Wasatch Front
Regional Council, (WFRC) the Utah
Transit Authority, (UTA) the Utah
Department of Transportation, (UDOT)
and the Mountainland Association of
Governments, (MAG) initiated the Inter-
Regional Corridor Alternatives Analysis
(IRCAA). The study was a collaborative
effort to develop a comprehensive plan
for the best mix of transportation
solutions to meet long-term (30 year)
inter-regional mobility needs. The
IRCAA study covered a 120-mile
corridor between Brigham City on the
north and Payson on the southern end.
The Locally Preferred Alternative
resulting from this study included:

® 80 miles of commuter rait service
from Ogden to Provo, generally
paralleling I-15 along railroad
right-of-way.

® Bus rapid transit in Utah County
between Orem and Provo to
serve local transportation needs
and provide circulation/
distribution between two
intermodal commuter rail
stations;

& High Occupancy Vehicle lanes
along I-15 from Sandy to Provo;
and

® Widening of I-15 and US 89 in
selected sections in both the
northern and southern portions
of the corridor.

Since completion of the IRCAA
study, local agencies have taken
steps toward implementing the LPA.
These include:

€ WFRC and MAG incorporated
the LPA into their long-range
transportation plans.

© uTA purchased 175 miles of rail
corridor from Brigham City to
Payson. The purchase preserves
rail corridors for decades of
transit projects along the
Wasatch Front.

€ UTA initiated an Environmental
Impact Statement and
preliminary engineering for a
commuter rail line between Salt
Lake City and Weber County to
the north.

€ upoTt initiated an Environmental
Impact Statement for 1-15 in
Utah County which is
considering both roadway and
commuter rail options.

€ MAG and UTA initiated the
Provo/Orem Alternatives
Analysis. Because the prior
IRCAA study focused on inter-
regional trips, both MAG and
UTA determined that further
analysis was required to obtain
community input on technology,
alignment and operational
options, and conduct a more
comprehensive assessment of
potential impacts.




