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“Thisisa moment in timeto shapethis
generation’s obligation and opportunity.
How will it be used? Will we continueto
grow without plan or. purpose or will our
cour se be guided by wisdom and logic?”

Governor Mike Leavitt
State of-State Address ““ﬂ!
January 18, 1999 5
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Utah 1s Right in the Center of the

Percent Change in Population
1990-1998

High 5 17.4t0 45.4

Similar to 87t 17.3
LS Percent (8.7) 4410 8.6
-13.8104.3
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Source. Population Estimates Program,
LIS Bureau of the Census




Utah hasthe Highest
Birth Ratein the Nation

Utah |

Texas
Arizona
California
Nevada
Alaska
Georgia
Mississippi
New Mexico

daho

U.S. Average

5 10 15 20
Births per 1,000 Population: Top 10 States 1997
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Utahn’s Have a Long Life Expectancy

Minnesota
Utah _
North Dakota _

lowa
Colorado _
Nebraska _
Connecticut _
South Dakota _
|daho _

U.S. Average

735 74 745 75 755 76 765 77 775 78 785
Average Lifetimein Years. Top Ten States










In Utah the Issue s net grewth,
put gquality. Stopping,or
controllingigrowth 1s unrealistie:

Growith will, happen. Our
generation’ s.obj ective i1sto
preserve guality-.




Quality‘ofi kifel .ssues

= Rapid poepulation and‘econemic growth
m [reasured customs and cultures
m Spectacular natural environment

m Planning for the next million people
— Congestion

— Water Availability

— Air Quality

— Infrastructure Costs

— Critical Lands

— Coordinating M ultipledJurisdictions



Envision Utah:"WorKing to Keep Utah
Beautiful,, Rrosperoeusyand,Neighborly

Publiic/private community
partnersnip

Partnership includes, 100+
partners from all fiacets,of
Utah life we
Multi-year, multi-million (I S
dOI I ar ef fort A Partnership for Quality Growth
Goal isto promote a Quality

Growth Strategy which will

help maintain the quality of

our state




Study Area

Erigham Cit
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Box Elder

Digwis

Fartn ingt on
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Greater Wasatch Area




Envision Utah, Medeling

Transportation

Planning Model

Geographical
Information
System Land
Use: Analysis

Air Quality

Planning Model
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Infrastructure
Cost -
Assessment

Water
Supply/Demand




Envision Utah,Process




1995
Urban Area

Population 1,6 Million e QGET




2020
Potential Urban Area

Population 2.7 Million 1‘%9' QGET




2050
Potential Urban Area

Population 5 Million
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Envision Utah,Process




Workshop#1

Where texGrow:?




Worksnoep #2

How to Grow?




M ajenPublic Werkshop Findings

Infill -- Participants pr efer r ed"greaten, population
numbersin,infillfareas than new expansion

Wasateh Back =- Nearly all participantsindicated that
only minimal devel opmentishould occur inithe,Wasatch
Back

Rail Transit -- Ralllwas'seen asan,essential compoenent
of theregion’s growth

Walkable -- Participants expressed a general preference
for walkable development

Critical Lands -- Near general consensus that critical
lands should be conserved




Envision UTaH

A Mazrrership for Dualiey Groweh
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Envision UTaH

A Pazrrership fos b

liey Crouweh

Developed

Area

- Scenario A
- Scenario B

Fregonese
althorpe
sociates

Regionai and Uithan Planning
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Scenario €

Fregonese
althorpe
sociates

Regionai and Lithan Planning




Area

Scenario C

- Scenario D

Fregonese
althorpe
sociates

Repionai and Uithan Planning




[Farm L and Converited to
Urban Useldy 2020
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\ enicle Milesef hravel Per Day
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Pereentage of PopulationWithin 1/2 Mile
ohRail Transit:2020

35% 5

30% ~
25% ~

20% ~
15% -
10% -

5% -
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Perr Capita Water Use: 2020
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. otal] nfrastructur.e Costs
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“ e EnvisienWtah
Scenari0s,forced people
to make cholcesthey

didn’ twant texmake.”

Dan“Lofgren, Envision Utah Partner




O©bservations About Public

Reaction to 'Scenarios

m Complexity of Issues causedisome
mi stnderstandings

m Some people fielt frustrated

m | nherent conflicts emerged

m Distinct realization that cheiees have
conseguences andyouican’'t have it all




Cammunity:and Region

m Community-Based = May Resultin Region-
Choices SuchiAs: Wide Outcomes Such
— LargeltorSize AS.

— Large Greggisawins — | onger CO@mbies witg
— Freedom and M ore Congesen

Convenience ol 'Siiglé —EE3s Open Space

Occupancy Auto Use — MOreMoney for Water
b eve opient

=Ense Alr Quality
=Fess’Affordable Housing




Envision Utah,Process

Quality
— —> mad Growth
Strateg




Devel oping the Strategy
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m January Surveys == 550,000 N
distributee A = ;

m Partnersnip Meetings -- |
Cross-section of 110+

partners HELP DEGIDE THE
m Public Workshops - FUTURE OF THE GREATER
dozens held WASATGH AREA.

Review our thui;:s :utrl 32_2":; I::H vﬂ! :t::ﬂ :l:sd m:::LLh:; questionnaire,
m Feedback from Local B et AT
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IHow Tmportant 1Sthetopicof ...to you?

00 Mention as #1 or #2 Topic

Air Quality
Water
Transprtn
Land Used

Ag Land Used

Infrstr Cost
S.F.v. Condo
Walkable

Size of Lot




Choosing axScenario

40% -
35% -
30%: -
25% -

20% -
15% -
10% -
5% -




What 1s a Quality Growth
Strategy?

m Goalsthat express the desires of,most
Utahns

m Strategies - actions we'should take to

Implement the goals

m A map to show Impertant concepts - where
Investments should be made, or epen space
preserved




Envision Utahhs Six Goals

m Enhance alt quality

m [ Acrease mobilitysand transportation choices
m Presenve critical |ands

m Conserve and maintain availability ef water

resources

m Provide housing opportunitiesfor arange of
family and income types

m Maximize efficiency 1 publicinfrastructure
Investments




Baseline Scenario

Development
Types

Non-Walkable

Low Density
Residential

Industrial, Office
Activity Center

Walkable
|| Townand Village

- Downtown
Open Space

Rural Cluster

N Rail Transit

Quality Growth Strategy




Strategy: Anaysis

m L and Use--,Consenves More [Land

m Housing == Py desiWliere ChoicerVliarket By en
m Transportation-- More Efficient, Less Conpesion
m Air Quality --Lower Emissions

m Water Demand -- Reduees, Consimption

m |nfrastructure Cost -- Reguires L ess Money




| and Censumption
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Baseline Strategy

O Current Developed Area E Developed Area: 2020
E New Developed Area Since 1998




Agricultural IEand Converted to
UrbaniUse

Strategy

Baseline

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Square Miles




Transportation,Cemjparison

Percent Diifif erence Between Strategy andiBaseline: 2020

VMT | -8.0%

VMT/Capita | -3.4%

Average Peak Speed

Average Trip Time |[-5.

Transit Trips 37.5%

|

-10% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40%




Emissions Comparison

Percent Difiference Between Strategy and Baséline: 2020

-8% -1% -6% -5% -4% -3% -2% -1%




Water Demand:current and 2020

1,200,000 -
1,008,800
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Total hnfrastructure Costs; 1998-2020

$26.5

Baseline Strategy
B Roads @ Transit H Water M Other (Sewer, Utilities)




L essons L earned About
Preparing for Growth

Not about growth, but about quality
Seek to become a generation of planners
Local control, state coordination is our mantra

Nobody should be left out ... the table should
get bigger and rounder

The collaboration will be messy, difficult, and
... Indispensable

Understanding tradeoffs and seeking balance
IS key

In the end, the community will be a more
desirable place to call home




“ ... the only way we will ever
arrive at a new and higher
approach to our man-made and
natural environment is if we all
somehow achieve a new and

higher level of cooperation.”

Joel Garreau, Edge Cities




