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@%&% @g%% AMENDMENT @&% @g%%
®@ © TO ©
@ AM AND RESTATED DE% ?iPMENT AGREEMEN @
R THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA

@Q@Q% SNYDERVILLE B%@Q&;UMMIT COUNTY, UT@@Q% @@@

@ gRt Core Development Area] @% @X
Q
@ NG @ &
Q& THIS AMEND T TO AMENDED RESTATED DEVELO&’%&}\!T
@ AGREEMENT FO CANYONS SPECIALL ED AREA (“Amend e@ ; dated
@ 28 Teviruaty | (“Effective Date”), is betwegn TCFC PropCo LLC, a De@e limited

liability company (“TCFC”), and Summit County, a political subdivision of the State of Utah
(the “Com@ (TCFC and the County areégﬂed to individually as a “P@ and collectively @
©

as the s”), with reference to the@@ ing: @@
N

The Parties (or their predecessors-in-interest) an @ ain other individuals and @x
@%ﬁ ties are parties to an d and Restated Develo Agreement for The Canyo \
ovember 15, 1999, and r%ée with the Summit Count {‘

pecially Planned Area,
©) Recorder’s Office on July 29, 1998, as Entry No. 5135 Book 1168, Beginning at ’@; .

@@ as amended (colle , the “SPA Development ment”). Capitalized terms S@ but not
defined in this Amendment have the meanings assigned in the SPA Developmen?@ement.

@ ursuant to Section 5.13 o Q‘ SPA Development Agr éélt, TCFC, in its
capa (as'the fee owner of the Resorf ct@ Project Sites (defined bejﬁ the County desire ©@@
the SPA Development A eement as set forth in this Am t X

Qg@@@ FOR GOOD AN Qé(& %» BLE CONSIDERATK%@@}mes agree as follows: @
t S

1. Amend o Exhibits. The follow@ xhibits to the SPA Dev

@@ Agreement are rep@ in the manner described b @@

Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart); Reference
Correctlo xh1b1t B (Land Use & Z@l Chart, consisting of a thr ge chart entitled @
ges entitled “The Camy@E rt — Land Use and @Q

“Lancgg Zoning” and two additj

@ Notes to Density and Usekc : Pages 1-37) (collectlv%
N N BN %@

Sg%%@jzm-00',:«44151:>.v10 @%&@ Qfg@@ @%@@ P

© © © © g2

xhibit B (Land Use &

O o
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@%g%@?,onmg Chart”) is replac@@% entirety with Schedule
to, the Resort Core Proj ites (defined below). This L
to as “Exhibit B-A. @1 nded Land Use & Zoni
@ on and after the E ive Date. Project Sites refer
Project Sites are not affected by this Amen égnt and the version of Exh1b1

%épl

B (Land Use &

Zoning C ttached to the SPA Dev nt Agreement prior to the “y ctive Date will @

contirg@@ y to all PI‘O_]CCt Sltes esort Core that are not included within the Resort ©)
ject Sites. For ease in @n ermg the SPA Develop: Agreement, Exhibit B-A x@
ded Land Use & Zom ) lists all Project Sites cludes the amendments t@
%)& ibit B (Land Use & Z art) made as to the Res @e Project Sites pursuant t @
Amendment @& @}2@
@ The Parties ackno that the Land Use & Z@@haﬂ attached to the SPWopment
Agreement prior to the Effective Date is labeled as “Exhibit B” even though the body of the SPA

Development Agreement at times references the Land Use & Zoning Chart as\sgxhibit B.2” (see
the deﬁmt@f “Density” in Article 1, tions; the definition of “ ntial Unit(s)” in @
Artlc@6> initions; and Section 2.5 @ he Parties acknowledge ¢ that, solely as to @@
rt Core Project Sites on a% fer the Effective Date, (a) erence to the Land Use X
n1ng Chart in the SPA Dexve ment Agreement will be dﬁ a reference to Exhibit B-
% mended Land Use & Zo .,",5 )
B.2” in the definition o X )
Unit(s)” in Article 1 bO

itions; and Section 2.5.3
@® deemed a referené@

Exhibit B-A (Amended L
1.

PA Development Agree
¢ & Zoning Chart) attache@

) Exhibit B.1-A %d Land Use Zoning Mz %g(hlblt B.1 (Land

Use ap) is replaced in its en@h Schedule 2 to this A ’ ént as to, but only as @@@
% ro;ect Sites referenced o%c edule 1 to this Amendment as RC2, RCS, RC6, RC7, X

4, RC15, RC16-A, RC16- %@17, RC20-A, RC20-B, RC d W37, which Project Sit @

Qg%%@%re owned by TCFC as ffective Date (“Resort r roject Sites”). This L

@ Zoning Map will be ref o as “Exhibit B.1-A (Am Land Use Zoning Map)”’

@ Resort Core Projec on and after the Effectiv . The legal descriptions f
@ Core Project Sites are) set forth on Exhibit A to this Amendment. All Project Site@

Core Development Area that are not included within the Resort Core Project Sites will continue
to be cont@ by the version of EXhlb | (Land Use Zoning Map) @é&hed to the SPA
Deve@ Agreement prior to the Q Date. @@
@that RC2 and RC6 have d e%?g\y as shown on Exhibit B-A @ended Land Use & Zoning @X
rt), but because spemﬁ% ons have not yet been @e% ned, they are not shown
@é@% xhibit B.1-A (Amended e Zoning Map). In addi ite Specific Guidelines h.
yet been designated for parcels © ©)

@ (C)@%hlblt B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map). As to,@ﬁy as to,
the Resort Project Sites, Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights Map) is deleted in its entirety and
replaced hedule 3 to this Amendn@The Building Heights Map be referred to as
“Exh 3-A (Amended Bulldm Map)” for the Resort €otre Project Sites on and @@@

Effectlve Date. All Prm% Sites in the Resort Core De& ent Area that are not X
@ | © © NG
& o & , ol e
@ 4841-0074-4512v10 @g% ‘ai 254 Page 2 of 230 Sumounty
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%mcluded within the Reso &se Project Sites will cont& e controlled by the vers

@@@

®]

© Exhibit B.3 (Building H@ s Map) attached to the SP velopment Agreement pr1 o the
@@ Effective Date. T%@xtent that there is any cc@ etween the Exhibit B.3- (@nended
Building Heights and Exhibit B-A (Amende d Use & Zoning Chart) as tothe Resort

Core Project %’tes, Exhibit B-A (Amended Igl&d Use & Zoning Chart) will ¢ontrol Maximum

{
Building 5
(d Exhibit B. \ mended Ilustrative Map) Exhibit B.4 X
@raﬁve Plan Map) is replaef, ts entirety with Schedule, hlS Amendment as to, but, @
y as to, the Resort Cor ct Sites. The Illustrati @@n Map will be referred t @
@\%@% “Exhibit B.4-A (Amend strative Plan Map)” for %(esort Core Project Sites (ﬁ%&‘

after the Effective Da‘g@\l Project Sites in the R ore Development Area t %‘: not

@ included within t rt Core Project Sites wi nue to be controlled by @ sion of
Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan Map) attached to the-SPA Development Agreement ptior to the
Effective Dai%gEXhlblt B.4 (Illustrative PI ap) is not referenced in the body of the SPA

Develop reement, and the Partie wledge that Exhibit B. ded Illustrative
NS "o

Plan Map)-is for illustrative purposes

o) @ (e) Exhibit (Amended Resort @@ Design Conditions an@%@
O%@anning Area Map). E 5 1 comprised of the Core — Development
[lustrative Plan: Design itions” and a “Resort Core

© entirety with Sche u{§ to this Amendment an
e ning Area Map)” for the%i%

®® (Amended Resor@ Design Conditions an

Project Sites on and after the Effective Date. All Project Sites in the Resort Core Development

Area that ar %t included within the Resort Core Project Sites will continu <té> ¢ controlled by -
the ver xhibit B.5.1 attached t Development Agreemeb* to the Effective @@
Da e @ @

, O%@ ()  Exhibit @>2 A (Amended Willow
sg%%@ﬁxhibit B.5.2 (Willow
©

Schedule 6 to this Ame

®® Draw Planning Ar

All Project Sites in'the Resort Core Development-Area that are not included wit
Core Project Sites will continue to be controllgd by the version of Exhibit B%i attached to the

SPA Devel nt Agreement prior to the ive Date.

<
@@ Submittals. As @@he entitlement review of@@ﬁgmendment TCFC @@@
s itted to the County for review The Canyons Traffic Stg%)% tached as Exhibit B, the @%
o yons Master Plan Amend Proposed Resort Core Sit cific Guidelines attached :

@\%@ xhibit C, and the Conn y Studies titled TCFC — ns Master Plan November
©) attached as Exhibit D ( FC Submlttals”) The T ubmittals were used in th i
@@ and approval proc this Amendment in orde aluate TCFC’s amendme

and are attached to'this Amendment to provide context to the approval of this Amendrr
be used by CUMA and the County as guidelings for evaluating future development applications 4
under the @ evelopment Agreement. ’@;\/’ CFC Submittals may be u;@ or revised with @
the C(@h f the County, CVMA, aster Developer, with ut public hearing, @@
an er consents to such upda evisions shall be requlredx %

o & @ , a o
@Q\%% 4841-0074-4512v10 Q\%& 254 Page 3 of 230 Sumounty
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@%& . TCFC Dev@ﬁﬁ%nt In connection with t oval of this Amendment {z/\%{@
County, TCFC agreed w@ e County as to the followmﬁ
@ (a) <;§rkmg and Transportatn@@ furtherance of TCFC’s c@@mon to
the County to acquire property for and develop park and ride transportation fac 111t1es outside of
the SPA D pment Area, TCFC will c@e to collaborate with th oun y, The Canyons
Resort-Vi Association, Inc., a U profit corporation dom ¢ss as The Canyons @@
anagement Association) ™), and VR CPC Holdi c to seek parking and X@
@

Jrafisportation solutions, and will rdlnate with the CVMA to 1de information about thg
o @allability of those faciliti s@, and encourage the use co@hose facilities by, all CV.
members, guests, and em;ﬂé?&s within the SPA Develop rea.

@@ (b) @@stamablhty One year a@i@@l}swance of an occupanc é@l@ for a

building in excess of' 25,000 square feet develop n any TCFC owned Resort*Core Project
Sites, the developer will submit to the County’s Sustainability Department %\Ed the CVMA a

report of t ilding’s energy consumpt@ Iculated on an annual bas:‘ e report will be @
or other criteria (©

prepaﬁ?ai d upon the EPA’s E ar Portfolio Manager @
y acceptable to TCFC, C nd Summit County Staff. X X
° O O,

@%%@ 4, Miscellaneg%@ (?\%g%@ @%O%@
@ (a) @c of Amendment on Agre@ nt. The amendments to t@ PA

@@ Development Agr contemplated by this A ent are limited precisely Q@@ten and
will not be deemed“to be an amendment to any-other provision of the SPA Development

Agreement e SPA Development Agreement will continue in full force and ¢ffect as amended

by this A &d ent with respect to the -\Q ore Project Sites. From after the Effective @
Date, ences to the SPA Devel Agreement as to the Re ore Project Sites will @@
be d to mean the SPA Deveﬁ@; ent Agreement as amende is Amendment. If any X

t Agreement set forth i 1n mendment is found to b
ision of the SPA Develop -&‘;‘ é‘ greement will automatic
s

reinstated; provided, ho , in all instances the use ght, and density approved e
(Amended Land Use &

replacement Exhibi @ 731 ing Chart) will remai and
me endment affect only the Resor@

dment to the SPA Devel

@@ enforceable, the origina
©

@® enforceable. The@e dments set forth in this A men Project
Sites of TCFC and its successors and assigns. The properties of other Developers which are not
parties to thisAmendment are not the su})@{@{ this Amendment, and this A ndment will not

be cor@ o impact the properties of t other Developers. @@
(b) Headlngs @e section headings in this A &Q ment are intended solely %
@@onvememe and will be %1\@> effect in its constructlon erpretation. @@
< - i &
@ (© @.f rparts. This Amendment @ be executed in counterparts,
@® The Paﬁie@@ executed this Amendmen@@the Effective Date. ®®

e

[Signature Pages and&{%gtary Certificates Follow] é\x _ @
© ONE ©
0 @% @%@ @%@ ' @%@
o & N e
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®® AT ?EST: ®® - @® ©®
O%@i(e g}?lielserku O%O
@§% [seal] @@%& ,
i &
APPROVED %S TO FORM:
59 59
m T 5 @ oF X@@@ X@@@
FELTem a® e
S S8 (S S
© © ©
S @® S S
o o o go
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®@ ®® TCF@® ®@
% C Proon LLC,
@@@ @Q@ Delaware limited hablh@any %@@@
@ By: TCFC e CoLLC, RO
Osgi%@ O@%@ ?t i)eél W bgfd liability Compan}é) Sg%%@

Title:
@@@ ok @é “

@@n@ OF \H’{I\V\ ) @X ) é%@% ) é%@x
S courv o NS S S
© ©
®® S N %

The foregoing instrument was a%iowledfed before me thi of
R ‘(U , 2018, by N he FAR :"'('( A&/ ()t

TCFC ?ﬁ Co LLC, a Delawar . d liability company, th@ lexMemberVof TCFC @@

a

Delaware limited li @ company. x
© AR
o & AN A
@g@ NOTARY P NN

@@ My Commission B%%so Residi{@@ [0 Son Poak. ancg%

Db\ 2l7520

\ orv

@@

A MIFFLIN
BRIY\ plﬁlalx\.l’? STATE OF UTAH @%
> (©)

&P i R g2
. %@X . %@X 2 . %@X
@%@ @g@%@ @%@ @%@
© © © ©

Sh Sh Sh Sh

@Q@Q% @@@Q%

o O o O &
@%& @ Sgi%® 6 O%@Q% O%@Q%
© 4841-0074-4512v10 © O§§>254 Page 6 of 230 Sum@&ounty
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@@33%@ @gi%@% EXHIBIT A O%@ @@33%@
© © TO 0 (©)
@@ @@QNDMENT TO AMEN @%n RESTATED @@
DEVELOPMENT EMENT
Y
OX %" oS R

&
O

@Q Legal Da&%n of Resort Core Project 't@
@g& ©
©

%2 (&
- (PARCEL RC7 RCS e
@g@ Consisting of the followiﬁﬁ& @g@

©

Q

@@@ Building A @@@ @@O @@

A parcel of land located in the southeast qum’%i)f Section 36, Township 1 h, Range 3 East,
Salt Lakeg@e nd Meridian, said parcel ore particularly describe @f lows: @
: ©

O

O O
Beginning at a point that is North%@g%'”" East 1688.25 feet ¢ g%nt with the section line X@
est 2277.12 feet from a %@bmss cap at the southeast @

Qg%%@gouth, Range 3 East, Salt ase and Meridian, said poi
©) Exception Parcel 2, Wes ow Draw Development

@ 2010, as Entry No. in the Office of the R
@ thence coincident@h said Exception Parcel 2

72°25'33" West 40.63 feet; thence 2) North, 51°33'19" West 125.97 feet; thence 3) South
46°38'46" West 44.83 feet; thence 4) N58°49'24" West 230.87 feet;- thence 5) North
00°13! Yo West 52.08 feet; thence 6) East201.51 feet to a point on a @o the left having a @@@

radiu, 25.00 feet, of which the xa point bears North; thence.7)\along the arc of said curve
XY feet through a central angle:0f17°33'57"; thence 8) North 72°26'03" East 35.47 feet to 2 @%
t on a curve to the right h a radius of 175.00 feet, % ich the radius point bears S@u@

O
\U17°33'57" East; thence 9{%@1{; the arc of said curve 1 feet through a central a 0
35°33'57"; thence 10) S 72°00'00" East 20.84 feet t@ oint on a curve to the left ga

©
@@ radius of 525.00 feef,6f which the radius point be®®‘h 18°00'00" East; thencWong the

arc of said curve 43.97 feet through a central angle-ef 04°47'55"; thence South 2 '00" West
256.25 feet to%:;e point of beginning. (Withixg\il or portions of PP-74-D, PP-%:EG, WWDDAM-

WWD2, -
AM-WWDS) @ %@@@ @@

@@
%%&é&lilding B Qg\%%@ 0%59%@
©

@ 0 (D
@ A parcel of land locat, @the southeast quarter of Se '@36, Township 1 South, Ra%@ ast,
@ Salt Lake Base an dian, said parcel being des@ as follows:

Beginning a <éQ§0int that is North 00°00’29"<%\fst 1659.12 feet coincident
and W@é@d 3 feet from a GLO bras the southeast corner of

©
Dgégg%fon contains 1.61 acres.

the section line
on 36, Township 1

e south boundary of X@@@

South! ge 3 East, Salt Lake Base eridian, said point bein
: O%§ o %§ o Ox& -
o & O &

6%3 4841-0074-4512v10 6%3 0 254 Page 7 of 230 Sum ounty
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@3% xception Parcel 2, West w Draw Development Are@ster Plat, recorded Decem ,
2010, as Entry No. 914 in the Office of the Record ummit County, Utah; and ing
@ thence coincident e south boundary of said &@non Parcel 2 the followin@@om‘ses;

- 1) South 88°58'01™ West 121.73 feet; thence 2) North' 72°25'33" West 103.72 feet; thence North
24°05'00" East'256.25 feet to a point on a non'tangent curve to the left, said point being on the
north boun% of Exception Parcel 2 an ng a radius of 525.00 fhich the radius @
pomt @ orth 13°12'04" East; th @o cident with the north b of said Exception @@

?s he following (2) course sterly along the arc of sa e 20 17 feet through a X
1 angle of 02°12'05"; the @South 79°00'00" East 198, @ t; thence South 24°05'00%

est 241.99 feet to the beglnmng (Within al rtlons of PP-74-D, PP-7 %
WWDDAM WWwWD2, W M-WWDS)
© ©

@@ Description contai@“@ acres. @ @@

Building C Q(\X
A par <>gnd located in the southe@?@ger of Section 36, Towns@%@f) outh Range 3 East, X@@@
scr

o

© ©

¢ Base and Meridian, said parcel being more partlcularly deseribed as follows:

%1 00°0029" East 1807.8 &
GLO brass cap at the southe .\ corner of Section 36, To
ake Base and Meridian, sa

@3 @Begmmng at a point that i
and West 1586.22 feet fi
South, Range 3 Eas

@ Exception Parcel ¢
2010, as Entry,No. 914098 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County,é%ah and running

thence coi nt with said Exceptlon }<courses: 1) South
29003@ est 39.83 feet; thence 62°43'34" West 147. 7 ¢t; thence 3) South @

710 West 13822 feet; thence 4). South 88°5801" West. 188.23 feet; thence North @@
'OO” East 241.99 feet to %@ on the north boundary of s xceptlon Parcel 2; thence
c1dent with the north bou: f said Exception Parcelc2 79°00'00" East 378.54 ge

@%@ the point of beginning in all or portions of PP , PP-74-G, WWDDAM- W
WWDDAM-WWD8) (o)

@ Description contai ’.@5 acres. ©® J
PARCEL Q(\X Q(\X

fﬁ@? of land located in the 36%1 lf of the southeast qui ectlon 36, Township 1
o%@ls Range 3 East, Salt Lake %@ nd Meridian, said parcel @escrlbed as follows: 0 @

@
Q%% Beginning at a point that i %th 00°00°29” East 879.29 %mcrdent with the section 11

West 1245.93 feet fro GLO brass cap at the sou corner of Section 36, %§§@11p l
South, Range 3 E t Lake Base and Meridia point also being on the n line of

that portion of the ccess Road known as “Canyo s Resort Drive” as descrlbed at certain
Nonexclusive-Access Easement Roadway A&%iss and Utilities, recorded October 25, 2004, as

Entry No 8 in Book 1655 at Page @ Office of the Recorder, it County, Utah, @
said point-also being on a curve to the t having a radius of 230.0 ét, of which the radius ©@
Opo bears North 60°04'53" Vgeéigm running thence commode&%wr said northerly line of @%

& & 2 @l
@& 4841-0074-4512v10 @3% A2 010 254 Page 8 of 230 Sum ounty
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O

@éanyons Resort Drive the@% 1ng three (3) courses:
e

N
@@@%@ curve 28.09 feet throug

@cemral angle of 31°04'06"

o

© O

A

ntral angle of 06°59'52"; ¢ 2) South 36°54'59" Wes 38
feet to a point on a e to the left having a radi 20.00 feet, of which th@@s point
bears South 53°0 East; thence 3) along the f said curve 94.19 feet thro a central
angle of 24°3 50"; thence North 81°34'44" West 32.29 feet to a point on a curve to the right
having a r f 85.00 feet, of which the @ point bears North 08°25'§2 st; thence along @
the ar d curve 121.04 feet thro ntral angle of 81°35'31 ¢ North 00°00'48" @@
l- 4 feet to a point on a curv the left having a rad1 s 00 feet, of which the X
point bears North 89°59'12'c West; thence along the arc o; curve 103.03 feet through @

xS C‘} e North 31°03'19" West et to a point on a curve t
@@\%@ left having a radius of 60. k& t, of which the radius poi s South 58°56'41" West;
orth

@@

@@

@%
S

Xy
O A3 XC @
4841-0074-4512v10 254 Page 9 of 230 Sumounty

along the arc of We 12.25 feet through S@F@ angle of 11°41'52"; the@
68°15'00" East 1 eet; thence South 21°15' st 165.86 feet; thence S °05'53"
East 59.78 feet to thepoint of beginning.

The basi r1ng for the above descri ﬂ North 00°0029" East 2 eet between the @
southée o er and the east quarter of Section 36, Township Range 3 East, Salt @@
@ase and Meridian. (W1th1n r portions of PP-75-A-1 A "’ -A-4, PP-75-F-2, PP-75- @X

0 & &Y N
Descrlptlon contains 1. 5% Cg%% @Q
S S G
PARCEL RC15 @ @

A parcel of, "" located in the southeast q of Sectlon 36, Townshlp 1 , Range 3 East,

% West 1107.20 feet froma

@@@
0°00°29” East 1326.62 feet, 1dent with the section llng @X
’t)u brass cap at the southeast ¢r of Section 36, Towns

outh, Range 3 East, Salt:La e Base and Meridian, s int also being on the no
boundary of that portionof'the Access Road known as ¢ yons Resort Drive” as desc@ in
that certain None Access Easement Road @cess and Ultilities, recorde er 25,

2004, as Entry No0.=714878 in Book 1655 at Pa; in the Office of the Recorder, Summit
County, Utall,%iaid point also being on a curve to the right having a radius ¢f 225.00 feet, of

which the @V point bears South 32°39’ st; and running thence so sterly along the @
arc o e 173.68 feet through al angle of 44°13'35"; th@ h 48°40'56" West @@
66: t to a point on a curve to ﬂ% having a radius of 53. 00 which the radius point X

South 41°19'04" West; th ong the arc of said curve 7. eet through a central angle%
radius of 50.00 feet, of w the radius point bears Sout 24'36" East; thence along
of said curve 40.15 fei@ugh a central angle of 46°00'¢5"; thence South 06°34'38" \@@5.31
feet; thence South '59" East 38.45 feet; thene@h 68°15'00" West 193.39 a point

on a non tangent curve to the left having a radius of 60.00 feet, of which the radius point bears

@9 78°43'41"; thence Sout 24" West 26.42 feet t(g%@ on a curve to the left havi

South 47°14'49" West thence northwesterl ong the arc of said curve 3 feet through a
central 26" West 24.50 feet; then 65°07'29" East @@
37,50(feet; thence North 07°13'S6” West 130.18 feet; thence Nor& '48" East 76.16 feet; %@

©® SN




@@@
>

@@@

9 T
>

@@
D N

O 6] O O
o @% - OQL%% e S . o @
Q& ence North 14°45'24 .90; thence North 83°31 st 121.47 feet to a point o thy
@ southerly boundary of illow Draw Developme a Master Plat, recorded D@?%Eer
@@ 30, 2010, as Entw 4098 in the Office of t corder, Summit County, k@; hence
coincident with sa est Willow Draw Master the following two (2) cour 1) North
72°00'15" East201.17 feet; thence 2) North 82901'24" East 85.565 feet; thence South 32°37'51"
East 138.7 to the point of beginning. g\x
B o Q o

s ast corner and the east q$ orner of Section 36, Town @ South, Range 3 East, Salt
O%@ ¢ Base and Meridian. % all or portions of PP-74 @ 4-H, PP-74-G-1, PP-75 -@
Q%& PP-75-F-2) @é%%
© © ©)

> ©
@@ Description contai@% acres. @@ @@

PARCEL RQ&-A

A pm@@gnd located in the southe@ger of Section 36, Townshi g)uth, Range 3 East, x@C@@

and\the northeast quarter of Secti , Township 2 South, Rangg ast, Salt Lake Base and
q p x

©)
Th§b§i§ of bearing for the above e@ﬁ)ﬁon is North 00°00'29" ]E%s1 39.24 feet between the %@

. . . . . o
X dian, said parcel being does ribed as follows: O%@ O%@@
@Q%% Beginning at a point th S orth 89°59'45" West 886. et coincident with the sectienline
@ and North 154.76 fi a GLO brass cap at th ast corner of Section 36 hip 1
@ South, Range 3 Ea@‘} t Lake Base and Meridianjand running

thence South 15°01'00" West 148.19 feet to a
410.00 feet hich the radius point bears % h 74°59'00" West; thence alg ng the arc of said
curve @ eet through a central angle ° curve to the right @@@

havin radius of 807.26 feet, of-whieh the radius point bears th’12°56'11" West; thence
W ly along the arc of said @%&182.26 feet through a cent gle of 12°56'11"; thence @%

aving a radius of

o st 68.17 feet to a point on asterly boundary of Escala
V& Restated, recorded Ja 8, 2009, as Entry No. 8
(©) Summit County, Utah; tifence coincident with the easterly’boundary of said Escala Lod {orth
@@ 303.36 feet; thenc@ h 89°59'45" East 17.58 @i@a point on a curve to th@wing a
radius of 155.00 feet; of which the radius point be orth 00°00'15" East; thence along the arc
of said curve (28.57 feet through a central angle of 47°31'31"; thence N(@tgw42°28'44" East
132.59 fee point on a curve to the ri k@a ing a radius of 1000.00 fe hich the radius @
point @ﬁ outh 47°31'16" East; the@xo g the arc of said curve 9182 feet through a central @@
angle 0f'05°15'39"; thence North % 23" East 66.79 feet to a point’on a curve to the right X

g a radius of 30.00 feet, oﬁ@ the radius point bears S ©15'37" East; thence alon @
O% e arc of said curve 37%&@9 ough a central angle ©59'15"; thence South 61°

in the Office of the Recor¢

East 143.04 feet to a poi a curve to the left havin, dius of 475.00 feet, of Wi e
®@ radius point bears N °43'38" East; thence alo {é&rc of said curve 103.62 fee ugh a
@ central angle of 1 " to the point of beginnin@ @

The basis o ing for the above descriw North 89°59'45" West 2667 Q%_‘eet between the

southe@ orner and the south quarter ¢ f Section 36, Townshi@@@u , Range 3 East, @@@
O 5 O o
o @ o @ o @ o @
Qg@ Qg@ A-4 ™ ™
@ 4841-0074-4512v10 @ OO, 54 Page 10 of 230 Su ¥ ounty
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A A .
alt Lake Base and Merld(ﬁ%@lthm all or portions of PE%@P%PP -2-K, PP-75-K, PP-75- %\%@E@)

75-5)

Description contai <§9 acres. @® ®®
PARCEL@ @&s B @@% @@Q% @@@

A rgﬁof land located in the sou% uarter of Section 36, To v ip’1 South, Range 3 East,
arid the northeast quarter of S 1, Township 2 South, Ras @ East, Salt Lake Base and @

feridian, said parcel bein ed as follows: O%@
ieet coincident with t

Beginning at a point t {£is North 89°59'45" West 74 he section line
and North 134.92 @ from a GLO brass cap at t east corner of Section 3¢ O(‘ sh1p 1
South, Range 3 East; Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point also being on a curveto the right

having a rada‘\\% of 571.62 feet, of which radius point bears South 87°43'32" West; and

running ¢ southerly along the arc of©said curve 68.57 feet thro entral angle of @
06°5 4@ 0'a point of compound cu o'the right having a radius 43 feet, of which the @@

Vest; thence southwesterly ;along the arc of said curve X
s & (0

asterly boundary of Escald &,; es Condomlmums Ame w\c estated recorded Janu
2009, as Entry No. 8638
coincident with the easte Lodg . Fas
feet to a point *y{’ f 807.26 feet, of which th 1us point

bears North; thence along the arc of said curve, 182.26 feet through a central angle of 12°56'11"
to a point o "; pound curve to the left ha - a radius of 410.00 feet, the radius point
12°5

bears 6'11" West; thence nor @ ter y along the arc of said e 44 00 feet through @@
a angle of 62°02'50"; thenc th'15°01'00" East 148.19 feet point on a non tangent @
to the left having a radius 5.00 feet, of which the radi int bears North 16°13'41" @X

through a central angl @

13°36'10"; thence South 8 9" East 31.01 feet to the p beginning.

The basis of beanWhe above description is 1\@5@9%945" West 2667.02 feg&;2 een the
southeast corner and-the south quarter corner of ion 36, Township 1 South, ge 3 East,
Salt Lake Ba d Meridian. (Within all or ions of PP-2-H, PP-2-K, PP-75:L)

Descr@@@ontams 3.64 acres. @ @@@ @@@

st thence Easterly alo arc of said curve 112%}1

@CEL RC17 %@ %@ %@%
2 © 2© % @
A parcel of land located j southeast quarter of Sectio , Township 1 South, Rang
Salt Lake Base and , said parcel being dem@ follows @
459.98 feet coincident with the se@mn line and

North 41.09 from a GLO brass cap at the-southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1 South,
Range 3 1t Lake Base and Meridian nning thence North 89° " est 406.93 feet @
to a on a curve to the left haVi adius of 272.10 feet, of w @ radius point bears @@

O°00 15" West; thence along @ t ¢ arc of said curve 23. 37 ft ough a central angle of @X

Beginning at%omt at is North 89°59'45" West 1
S

@x@ A-5 @ \ @
4841-0074-4512v10 254 Page 11 of 230 Suounty
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NG © XC: NG

XCS . 0 (O BN NG
@%4%5’15" to a point of 1 curve to the right havmg%%%ﬁus of 26.14 feet, of wh %ﬁ%
@@

Q
radius point bears Nort 5'00" West; thence Wester@ ong the arc of said curve 1 eet
through a central ﬁ@o 27°26'14"; thence Nor&@ 422" West 27.45 feet to<acpoint on a
@ curve to the right ng a radius of 125.00 feet, of\which the radius point bears N 75°45'38"
East; thence along the arc of said curve 31.06/feet through a central angle of 14°14'16"; thence
North 00°@ West 27.91 feet to a poin@l curve to the left having a@s of 225.00 feet,
595

of w radius point bears Souﬂ@ " West; thence along f said curve 98.31 @@@
feet through a central angle of 25°02'02” to a point of reverse cu e right having a radius %
0f42.00 feet, of which the radi nt bears North 64°57'52"East; thence Northeasterly alon%@
Q @e arc of said curve 72.47 &ough a central angle of 9 @" to a point of reverse cu
S the left having a radius o 21 feet, of which the rad int bears North 16°1024'
©) thence Easterly alon arc of said curve 24.28 f @uough a central angle of
@ thence North 66° ast 91.06 feet to a point @ urve to the right having a
feet, of which the radius point bears South 23°09'30" East; thence along the arc of said curve
89.17 feet th@fh a central angle of 68°17'12%\thence South 44°52'18" East %ﬁl feet to a point
on a cur he left having a radius éﬁ@l. 3 feet, of which the radi int bears North @
45°07'42* East; thence along the 5f said curve 28.14 feet thirough“a central angle of @@
31%' "; thence South 76°24'13\East 107.37 feet to a point o %curve to the right having a X
O@S of 82.50 feet, of which t ius point bears South 13° " West; thence along the a @
@g&@é said curve 41.63 feet thi a central angle of 282 ; thence South 47°29'38%
©) 188.21 feet to a point o rve to the right having a r of 25.00 feet, of which t
@ point bears South 42° " West; thence along the said curve 45.01 feet thro
@ angle of 103°O9'13\ét>> a point of compound curv e right having a radius of

which the radius point bears North 34°20'25" West; thence Westerly along the, arc of said curve
68.93 feet h a central angle of 34°20'4 S“%o the point of beginning.

@ @ o@ @@
T b@is of bearing for the above e@ﬂ})tion is North 89°59'45" We 67.02 feet between the x@
X ©

L 8

Q

t

S ast corner and the south r corner of Section 36, To ip 1 South, Range 3 East,
o Lake Base and Meridi in all or portions ofPP-gs@ -75-4, PP-75-5) o @
G S (5 S
(0)°  Description contains 2.58-gcres. ©) (©)

©® PARCEL RC20-‘®® ©® ©®

A parcel o{%n located in the southeast 1@ of Section 36, Township @&h, Range 3 East,
Salt LakéBase and Meridian, said par@é&n g described as follows: @@ @@

o@ing at a point that is S%%@%Q%" East 1361.20 feet &idem with the section li%@
O% d North 572.35 feet fro minum pipe and cap at ¢ % quarter corner of Secti 65
@3 Township 1 South, Range@st, Salt Lake Base and Mer , said point being on the so
®@ boundary of Silverad ge Condominium Amende (fecorded January 5, 200%@

764172 in the Offi the Recorder, Summit Co ,Utah; and running thence
said southerly boundary of Silverado Lodge Condominium Amended East 418.77 feet; thence
South 10°00'@§\¥NEast 386.92 feet to a point

425.00 £ e f 'which the radius point be
of sai e 133.68 feet through § f compound curve to

0 (& 0 (& N
o 0 0 &Y
& & & &

@@% @% A-6 S
@@ 4841-0074-4512v10 @@ é@%ﬁ% Page 12 of 230 Sg@r@{%g:ounty
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@@@

%@X O%® %@X

Q Q @
% e right having a radius .00 feet, of which the ra %omt bears North 27°07'52 ;
e

@@@X %

©

thence northwesterly alo@ arc of said curve 120.54 f@ hrough a central angle of 1 2"
@ thence North 47°3] @ est 42.07 feet to a point non tangent curve to th aving a
radius of 59.00 feet,-of which the radius point bears:South 86°11'52" West; thence northwesterly

along the arc f said curve 90.04 feet t %;ﬁh a central angle of 87°26'16"; thence North

47°31 16" 172.10 feet to a point on e to the right having a ra@ f 145.04 feet, of
whlcw ius point bears North 4 East thence along the id curve 84.29 feet
central angle of 33°17' 5 e p01nt of beginning.

Q

&

e ba51s of bearing for th @ description is South 89° %@East 2667.02 feet betwe @
@g@ south quarter corner and @%southeast corner of Section ownship 1 South, Range % t,

O Salt Lake Base and M@@n (Within all or portions ~75-K, PP-75-L) ®@

S

Description contains 2.34 acres.

PARCEb@ﬂ) | @@@Q% @@Q%

f land located in the sou ast quarter of Section 36, To h1p 1 South, Range 3 East,
@ ake Base and Meridian, S@ cel being described as fol

S

et coincident with the secti 1ne

O Begmnmg at a point th orth 89°59'45" West 887

@ and North 572.38 fi a GLO brass cap at th €ast corner of Section 36 ship 1
@ South, Range 3 Ea@galt Lake Base and Meridian; point being on the souther@oundary of
Silverado Lodge Condominium Amended, recorded January 5, 2006, as Entry No. 764172 in the

Office of tggﬁcorder, Summit County, U d running thence comc1d Qs\;th said southerly

boun ilverado Lodge Condox@ﬁmended East 112.08 fe ce South 2.19 feet;

thence South 10°00'00" East 354. to a point on a non tang e to the right having a
Jadius of 50.52 feet, of which the radius point bears North 72°18' §§West thence southwesterla;

%

O@
@O
o &

AN

@ong the arc of said curve feet through a centr. oa@e of 73°41'05" to a p01 %
% compound curve to the ri %’mg a radius of 425.00 fee hich the radius point be
gle of

(©) 01°22'34" East; thence erly along the arc of said ¢ 7.36 feet through a central @
@@ 07°43'59"; thence @@10%0’00" West 386.92 fe e point of beginning.

The basis of béinng for the above description.is North 89°59'45" West 2667%‘6& between the
southeast @l and the south quarter co f Section 36, Township l@u , Range 3 East,
Salt and Meridian. (Wlthl ortions of PP-75-L) @@
1pt10n contains 0.98 acres? @}X 9 @%
Q

oS
Q?gg@%ARCEL RC21 @%@% @g@%@

O

®® A parcel of land lé%e in the southeast quarter ot@@on 36, Township 1 South; @e 3 East,
Salt Lake Base eridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginni é\SOint that is North 00°00° éaﬁét 742.45 feet coincident {%ﬁ section line and
West (180-08 feet from a GLO brass c he southeast corner of Sec@@@ Township 1 South,

R East, Salt Lake Base eridian, said point als@gemg on Silverado Lodge
O% @ @]

O

S S S o

&

0 N o (&
&, SO 4
@ 4841-0074-4512v10 © OO 254 Page 13 of 230 Su ounty
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& & O O
Sgi%%ondominium Amended, g@%;‘%d January 5, 2006, as : 0. 764172 in the Office

©) Recorder, Summit Coun@ tah; and running thence coigeident with said Silverado L
& following four (4&@@&& 1) West 278.90 feet; thenice 2) North 36°54'59" Eai@

@ thence 3) North § '00" West 142.43 feet to a point on a curve to the left havi radius of
19.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 40°00'00" West; thence 4) along the arc of said
curve 36.8@ through a central angle o 03'12" to a point on a no ent curve to the @
©

left h ' adius of 224.60 feet, of @ e radius point bears No@@ 3'12" West; thence @
no %along the arc of said cutve-67.47 feet through a central angle of 17°12'41"; thence %
<N$01°44'07" East 26.46 feet, @U%oint on the easterly bounda@f that portion of the Access @
o%@&ad known as “Cmyon%& Drive” as described %@@cenain Nonexclusive A @
@g@ Easement Roadway Acce d Utilities, recorded Octo , 2004, as Entry No. 714@1
@ Book 1655 at Page 1 1 @ ffice of the Recorder, Su ounty, Utah; thence coincj @ ith
@ said easterly bom@é}f Canyons Resort Drive @ lowing two (2) comses:@tinuing
North 01°44'07" East’157.02 feet to a point on a curvé to the right having a radius of 145.00 feet,
of which the%ﬁius point bears South 88°15'53" East; thence 2) along th%{c of said curve
247.83 fe gh a central angle of 9 43"; thence South 80°20'10! 19.56 feet to a @
point rcurve to the left having a radi sof 188.00 feet, of which th@é@i s point bears North ©@
09°39'50" East; thence along the%c of said curve 91.66 feet%rough a central angle of x
'08"; thence North 71°43 ast 56.19 feet to a point{%curve to the right having

@% dius of 13.89 feet, of whi radius point bears Sout 18" East; thence along 2
©) of said curve 26.25 feet h gh a central angle of 108° S ", thence South 545.61 fe t he

0 . .
©@ point of begmmng©® ‘ ®® ©®
The basis of bearing for the above description i North 00°00'29" East 2639.24, feet between the

southeast cg ’% and the east quarter corner of-Section 36, Township 1 South ge 3 East, Salt
S€,% eridian. (Within all @ ons of PP-74-H, PP-75-A- @

) <OI%%@ipﬁon contains 3.98 acroesé @X %@X %@%
@@@ ARCEL W37 @@@
®@

(@
&S &S

© 6 ©

@ Commencing at t quarter corner of Secti&@@Township 1 South, Ran st, Salt
Lake Base and Meridian; thence along the west line“of said Section 31 South 00°00'31" West a
distance of 782.82 feet; thence leaving said section line North 89°59'29" st a distance of
1575.68 fe the POINT OF BEGINNglﬁt ence North 79°00'00" We tance of 578.27 @
feet t @o t on a 475.00 foot radi to the right, center bi@@l orth 11°00'00" East; @@

thetice-along the arc of said curve “v‘ h a central angle of 7°00 distance of 58.03 feet; X
we North 72°00'00" West aqd @» ce of 20.84 feet to a point) 25.00 foot radius curve to
e

O% left, center bears South 0" West; thence along t f said curve through a c

@3 angle of 35°33'57", a dis of 139.67 feet; thence Sou °26'03" West a distance of.33
®@ feet; to a point on a foot radius curve to the right, center bears North 17°33'57

@ thence along the a aid curve through a centr e of 5°45'19", a distance of]

a point on a 57,00 foot radius curve to the right, center bears North 11°48'39" West; thence along

the arc of sa'd%urve through a central angle @é\§1°48'39", a distance of 91.31&%&; thence North
10000&@5 a distance of 34.53 fe@)ﬁ@ﬁ t on a 175.00 foot radius curve'to the left, center @@
bears 80°00'00" West; thence g the arc of said curvxt h a central angle of @

O@ O@ O@ O@X
& & (& >

& S " ol ke
4841-0074-4512v10 0 254 Page 14 of 230 Su ounty
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%% o @@ o %@
gﬁ@% 1°31'49", a distance of 3 t; thence North 26°00'00 ast a distance of 104.99 feet;
North 74° 30 52" East a ce of 306.99 feet; thence N 85°02'48" East a distance o .36
@ feet; thence Nort '34" East a distance of feet; thence North 89°§§@ ast a
distance of 136.72 fect; thence South 83°26'14" a distance of 217.29 feet; thence South
23°09'22" West a distance of 508.74 feet to said point of beginning. (Within¢all or portions of =
PP-74-G, P A-2, WWDDAM-WWD O)@% @ @
G & &
Coﬁt\% 8.07 acres. %
B & & B
S S S G
© © © ©
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<§@@@ Exhibit B-A@ G%g Land Use & Zom’n&gﬁ()@@ <§@@@
@g%%@ @g%@ [See Attached] Qg%%@ Qgi%@
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RA Development Agreemeon@

O@QX

Exhibit B&

. & The Canyon
N Land U ONING (12/13/2017) Before LV6 Acquisitior
MAXIMUM | M
BUILDING | B MAX GROSS [ ACCOM- |COMMERCI
@ ‘ PARCEL REF # HEIGHT @ HT BUILDING | MODATION %@ PRINCIPLE USE @
(STOR@ ATION)|  AREA AREA sy @
@@ @) @ S
RESORT CENTER N N N
FROST WOOD
A %) { Vo - Q) V. - Golf Course dses/Dpen Space
B (o - h) - - Golf Course-UsesiOpen Space
c [N - TN - - Golf Course-Uses/Open Space
F1 3to4 210,000 200,000 10,000 'Hotel/Lodging/Retail
F2A 31035 82,500 72,500 10,000 HoteVLodging/Retail
FB 0. (Op 31035 G L0,>72,000 72,000 - O. (02" HotelLodging
F2 31035 75,000 75,000 - Hotel/Lodging
E@% @ 3 Gi @ 104,000 104,000 ~ " Residential-Multi Family/HoteVLodging
@ - 3 \j\ig 108,500 88,500 20,000°.\, “Residential-Multi Family/HoteVLodging/Retail
C ‘ 25 ‘ 38,000 38,000 /N Residential-Multi Family
IF5 25 N 87,500 87,500 - Residential-Multi Family
@ Fé 2.5 50,000 50,000 N Residential-Multi Family_ N
@ F7 25)) 20,000 20,0000 ) - Residential-Multi Family ) )
F8 2.5 10,000 10,000 - Residential-Multi Family
857,500 817,500 40,000
THE COVE 1
Osguthorpe 1 Sol V2 32,000 [ ') )32,000 - Hotel/Ladging Upits
Osguthorpe 2 A 2-3 75,2001 V\ < 75,200 - Residential-Multi Family
Osguthormpe 3 [N 2-3 109,000 104,000 5,000 { HotellLoldging Units
16,2007 211,200 5,000
RED PINE ROAD
Baker O (O, 2.5 L {0,°87,500 | 87,500 | - O, [Residlential-Single Family Detached
Spoor (> 2.5 A (B> 22,500 | 22,500 | - | />\\Residential-Single Family Detached
{ @?\ 110,000 110,000 G%\
G%mw DRAW
[WWD1 - ‘ - - /A Golf Course Uses/Open Space
PWWD2 - - - N Golf Course Uses/Open Space
@@ W 1-35MWWD3 25 227,500 227,500 N - Residential-Single Family Defached
W. 36AMWAWD4 \ - A0 - | Resort Operations and Maintenanc:-g;c}}y with
w \) Associated Storage and Surface ing
W. 37 \WWD5 3 159,000 158,000 Residential-MultiFamily
WwD7 - - V- - Open Space
EWD1 ) - 100 - - Golf Course Uses/Qpeh Space
EWD2 L - ~N - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
EWD4 e : =4 : : e e
EWD5 = - ) - - \""Open Space
EWD6 - - - - Frostwood Drive ROW
EWD7 O (O - d o N N B ©__ (O Canyons Resort Dive ROW
EWD8 o - - - - Open Space
386,500 386,500
COWER VILLAGE (&& Gg\%
‘ A1 - 8 - - \ Resort Operations with Associated Storage any \
CC Céﬂ,\@ @ Surface Parking @
@ LV1A-2 - 6,793 25,000 - Ce5,000 Parking/Commercial/Retail/Support. <
LV1B <\) 6,780 100,000 - @) 100,000 Parking/Parking ws)
Garage/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier-Services
LV2A & LV2B \ o - - - Golf Course Uses/Opeén Space
Lv3 AR - \ - - Golf Course Usps/Open Space
LV4 T3 185,000,/ ~\ 185,000 - | HotelLodging/RetaiVResMulti-Family/Commercial
LV5 /~(9) 25 128700 M/ 28,700 - Employee\Hausing-Multi Family
LVve N 25t03 405,000/ 377,550 27,450 HoteVL«{ﬁg\.’?jtaiVOfﬁce/MedicaVEmployee
(see note 3.4) Housing
AN 0 Ao - - -l o Open Space
Lvs 7 25 \— 25,000 - 25,000 \—’_ Commercial/Retail/Office
e (O 2.5 A 80,000 80,000 P2 ) Residential-Multi Family
B2 - 0 N - [ Lower Village Road R.0.W (
L2 0 7,284 7,284 : Residential-Single Family Detached
@ V13 0 o) - - 10 Private Road ROW ®)
@ LV Parcel 1 25~ 11,000 - 34,000 Fire Station Pale
@ LV14, (Osg. 1) 28\ 93,300 83,300 10,000 Hotel/Lodging N
L.V. Osg. 2 15 43,716 43,716 - Residential-Single Family Detached
1,104,000 905,550 198,450
e ¥ ¥
O O O
o NG N
%46-2718-749[ vs % %
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The Canyons P@g;velopment Agreement X
NING (12113/2017) Betore LV6 Acquisition, (1))

@@@ﬁx

o (& Land Use O%
MAXIMUM | MAXI
O%@ BUILDING | B PMAX GROSS | ACCOM-  [COMMERCI O%@ O%@
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT BUILDING | MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) [( ON) AREA AREA SUPP
(© ® ©/@®) S ©
@ RESORT CORE QU
RC. 1 38 ) 360,405 244,000 ) 116,405 Hotel/Lodging Units \\ ) )
RC. 2 6,966 14,000 14,000 Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC. 5 6,973 48,089 525 20,564 Residential Muti-
57\\ Family/Commercial/Retai rt/Skier Services
RC. 6 ) 6,966 25,000 | - | 25,000 Commercial/Retail/Stpport(Skier Services @
RC. 7WWD6 - Building A~ M 7,067 202,937 <165,312 37,625 | HotelLodging Units/Comrrercial/Retail/Support
Building B - Confgrence Center 6,950 4 - 48,171 | Conference Center/ cial/Retail/Support @
Building C 7,016 304,378 254,503 49,875 | Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
RC.8 5.5 \N4,523 94,025 20,498 Hotel/lLodging Units X
RC.9 0 (O 4.5 ol () )82,880 68,883 13,997 (LN Hotel/Lodging Units o @
RC. 10 N 3.5 " 64,234 53,429 10,805 S—"""""Hotel/Lodging Units %
RCAMa 35 ALY 99,451 93,331 6,120 1AL Hotel/Lodging Units Q @
RS (8828 73,554 73,554 HotelLodging Units 4 %
IRG M5 j PN 166,941 166,941 Hotel/Lodging Units
@ RC. 16A - Building A (Oe,991 159,588 149,588 108001 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/SuppoftO )
@ | “Building B IS T6.977 102,941 92,941 30,000 | HotelLodging Units/CommercialRetai/Support
@ Building C NNp 6,964 77,506 77,506 N - Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 16B 23—/ 106,000 106,000 Residential-Multi Family
RC. 17* - Building A 6,998 72,054 59,436 12,618 Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
0\ N i v Services |
Building B 6,998 110,102 405 15,697 Hotel/Lodging/Commergi tail/Support/Skier
O oY Seviis @
Building C @@ 6.998 e@y 74,834 10125 | HotelL odging/Corhme ciayRetaivSupport/Skier @@
Sérvices
RC. 19 5.5 255,607 243,407 12,200 HotelLodging Units
[RC. 20A - Building’A 6,931 \75,623 70,623 5,000 Ho;e?h%@ging/Commemial/RetaiVSuppod
Building 8. -~ 6,931 p 96,054 | 91,054 5,000 CHdtévddging/Commercial/Retail/Support < @
RGO208" 6,913-6,920 32,398 32,398 Ao (CA Residential-Multi Family O @
G20\ Building A /8 47,900 47,900 N Hotel/Lodging Units %
["Bullding B 6,886 69,400 69,400 Hotel/Lodging Units
@ \\Building C /6,881 58,700 58,700 /A HotelLodging Units 28
(RC. 22 36 114,000 114,000 N - Hotel/Lodging Units N
@ RC. 24A 3 24,000 24,000 - Residential-Multi Family
@ RC. 24B 3D ) 26,000 26,000 ) - Residential-Multi Family, TDR Site )
RC. 25 2.5 161,000 161,000 - Residential-Multi Family
Forum Retail 1 24,000 - 24,000 Retail/Skier Services
T1 1.5 3,629 <3 3,629 Service
T2 JToNU 15 2,625 @) - 2,625 Sefvice |
Escala/E1 I8 35 285,487/ \ <202,200 83,267 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail @
Friedman 1/F1__ [~ \-/ 2-3 677,200 67,200 - Residential-Multi Family @
Friedman 2/F2\ 23 52,800/ 52,800 - ‘Hotel/Lodging Units
Silverado/J1 4.5 \66,770 59,325 7,445 Hotel/Lodging Units X
Silverado/JZ () 245 ol (0 >e3,230 63,230 - O (O SY Hotel/Lodging Units 0 @
Sunrise/E2 2-5 177,000 139,000 38,000 HoteV/Lodging Units o %
@\) % 4,021,116 3,418,450 6025{%%% @@
\ RC17 combines the density of RC17 & RC18 i@amd Ref # - to now be identified as RC17 § @ §@
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©)

The Canyons P@Development Agreement

G

oS
&

o Land Use NING (12/13/2017) Before LV6 Acquisitior) (6> o%
MAXIMUM | MAXI
O%@ BUILDING Bl e PMAX GROSS | ACCOM-  |COMMERC, 3%@ O%@
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT BUILDING | MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) |( TION) AREA AREA suPp @
@ () ®) _/
@ RED PINE VILLAGE \ N
R.P. 1 250 ) 106,000 80,664 1\ ) ~ 25336 Hotel/Lodging Units )
R.P.2 - 2 70,050 35,991 34,059 | Hotel/Lodging Units/Amphitheater
R.P.3 A3 272,875 207,654 65221 Hotel/Lodging blnits
R.P.4 1,5-2.75 66,500 A 66,500 Skier services
RP.5 A 3 109,950 |/~ )72 065 737,885 Hotel/Lodging Upits
R.P.6 /N 3 147,600 1\ <123,373 24,227 Hotet/Lodging Units @
R.P.7 [\ 3 108975.] 80,646 25329 { HotelLodging Units @
R.P.8 = 1 8,000 - 6,000 Chapel
R.P. 8 25 193,000 146,870 46,130 Hotel/l.odging Units %
RP.100 (O 23 ol (0 232,250 176,737 55,513 O. (O Hotellodging Units o) @
R.P a 2 60,000 60,000 - Hotel/Lodging Units o %
(COND G&& 1,370,200 984,000 385,2&2;% %@
TOMBSTONE
[Tmb. 1 2 15,000 - 15,000 ) Commercial
@Imb. Osg. 1 3 () 74,500 67,500 17,600 Hotel/Lodging Units/retail (-
@ Tmb. Osg. 2 * 20\< 30,500 30,500 NS Residential-Multi Family <\ O\
@ Tmb. Osg. 3 SN - QNN - Hotel/Lodging Units )
120,000 98,000 22,000
ON MOUNTAIN
SILVER KING MINES ) <) _ o)
- /O - { 26,0001\ X 26,000 | -] Hotel/Lodging Units | @
(C A @ ( ( N
MINES VENTURE
See note 3.7.5 | - | n/a | n/a | - | Residential-Single Family Detached | x
(O ENT,226,000 26,000 - (52 Q @
. & « XS
{%ﬁa&(b@w | 240 Lots { { L Residential-Single Family Detached ®
@otals /\@ /“\@ Net Change From 04-23-2009 Entitlemgnjs\@
@ RESORT CORE 4,021,116 3,418,450 602,666 81,429 [(4) (5)
@ FROSTWOOD ) 857,500 817,500 [\".) ] ~ 40,000 ) -
THE COVE 216,200 211,200 5,000 -
RED PINE ROAD 110,000 110,000 - -1®
WILLOW DRAW 386,500 3861500 - (210,900)
LOWER VILLAGE ) 1,104,000 | "~ 905,550 198,450 o)) (84,200)§(1)
RED PINE VILLAGE 1,370,200\ <084,000 386,200 20 - @
TOMBSTONE [~ -/ 120,000.] 98,000 22,000 [ - @
ON MOUNTAIN.  \"—) 26,000 26,000 - -
TOTAL 8,211,516 6,857,200 1,254,316 (213,671)|(7) %
NEe) ONES) ONES) @
e R S %
Q&giuage increase is 59,700 for new TDR site + se at fire station site (from 7,500 to 11,000) nsferred to WWD4.
,800 sq ft added to Escala and Weight from Fogg

11,000 sq ft added to RC24B to supplement Cou
O )} Reduction of 12,500 sq ft due to change in
ig @ *7,500 each)
tables, pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and g Chart control.
(8) To the extent there is any conflict between the calculations in the Maximum Bu
the Maximum Building Height (Eﬁon) Column controls.

er parcel from Residential Multi-Family to Sing

us
(7) To the extent there is any conflict be@aées 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart an@l
Z

ilding

e other pages of Exhibit B, including maps, illustrativ

Hes ht (Stories) Column and the Maximum Building Height (Elevation) Column,

G ;
04-23-201 ginal Entitlements

N
X

X M Res Comm
o@ O} ((3839,687 3,252,435 687,252 |
857,500 817,500 40,000
O%@ O%@ 216,200 211,200 5,000
110,000 110,000
597,400 597,400
@ @ 1,188,200 | 1,034,750 83450
@ @ 1,370,200 984,000 | << (385,200
120,000 98,0004\ ) 22,000
26,000 26,000
; 8,425,187 7,131,285 1,293,802
@@; @@;
. O O
XCY Xy
%46-2718-7491 v§ %
00263.080 3 0
© © 5

@@

le@@+ 7,500 to correct density for Spoor Parcel (3
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1.0 D %ITIONS SUMMARY (refer %evelo ment Agreement for %gnal details
@@ ( @ p gr é@ )

l%
X
go@
©
S*

N
0 (&
go%@
©
S

extend up to five feet (5’-0"") above the allowed Maximum
% Building Hei o comply with requirements International
@@@ Buildi@ (IBC). @@

0@
%o%@
©
W

N
X
go@
©
S

1.2

def
&

0@
%o%@
©
V)

©

@@ Maximum Buildin H@g}\t (Elevation - ASL) meaﬁ maximum elevation x@
©

@@X P e
& &>

Q Q
0 (BN 0. (BN 0 (BN
&hho o &
THE YONS RESORT - LAND AND ZONING @

<G Notes to Density and Use : Pages 4-8 @
@ ition] @

[Before LV6 A

: ef¥
Building Height: Buildi h@‘%ht is established as either gg%um Building Height % f

(Stories) or Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASE which criteria applies is o @
determined by the @b e designation on Pages 140 this Land Use and Zoni @
Chart. If no Ma{@ Building Height (Elevati SL) is designated for a Pa

then Maxim%@ ing Height (Stories) will @a to determine Building Hei%@

a) Mz@mm Building Height (Storie@neans the maximum number of stories
ﬁllowed to be built above gradfg&easured from the finished gradeat any building

acade. @@ @@ @

above sea level (A pecified on Pages 1, 2, or 3, @

Q
SR R
Th ing exceptions to Mammu@ ding Height (Elevation - A@@
wed: © ©)

O

®® (i) Antennas, cl*xinnw@%s, vents and similar Sm@@ may

2 ©
ipment and associated @x

, may extend up to eig}g éﬁ%
mum Building Height.

(it) ?gg%tenances for mechanica})
et

° ning, when enclosed or sc

(8’-0") above the allow
@@iii} An Elevator Penthouse extend up to eight feet (8’«0’%@%
@ the allowed Ma Building Height to cd@ with

requirements %he International Building Code (IBC).

be lowed Maximum Building Height if approved by

% MA Design Review Co ¢e. Equipment locations © @

O%@h t exceed the allowed Maxi uilding Height shall res ©

a 2:1 setback from the ing’s outer edges and shall

@ ®@ exceed 30% of the over f area. ©®@

Maximum Gross Building Area: ’&imaximum total area measured \in square feet 5

c ted above finished grade - lusions except restricted em%}f) ¢ housing (as @
ed by and restricted else@n his Amended Agreemen@ included in and @@

& D NG

Sg @@ 4 O%@Q%@ O%@@

©) O@%&ZM Page 20 of 230 Sur@xﬁﬁ%ounty
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@ (iv) Roof top ent for the purposes of éﬁlitiatives’ such @
@@ as sol els, rain water harvesting(tanks, “etc. may extend @@
he al X




@@@
o

&
&

NG
&

@@
&

generally d@ in Exhibit C. ©®

1.3 Accommodation Area: Means that portion of the Gross Building Area located on a
at may be used for hotel, | g and residential uses, toge ith additional
) onstructed above finished grade that is used for corridors, lobbies, services and
pport uses associated witlg ary Accommodation Area.

O% Commercial/Retaii/Su@@ Skier Services Area: I\/éea&@ area located in a buildh%

Qg%% and primarily desi%% the following Principle Ué%%
©®@ a) Commerc @ O
ai

T 0}
. Oﬁ@@ ntenance, storage and sini@@%s

b) Retail:
Shops and stores (including,

O

@@

not limited to, the sale of ery, personal,

@ household, soft goods, dware items, and fresh, , and prepared
x food for onsite and c& nsumption), cafes, restaur; similar uses
¢) Support: Q
5 é;%@ ¢ Kitchen, mee&in@ference and related useg; @, Spa, fitness and similar gﬁ%
@% uses O N N
©) d) Skier Services:: D )
@ ¢ Loc @ orage, equipment maint @Q lifts and transportation, ing,
@ gat g, warming, and similar us@e ated to servicing skiers, bo@rs, and

resort owners and guests i

ﬁnmercial/Retail/Suppo i fr&vices Area located belo ((i:(@}@d grade will not
% ¢ included in the calculatif& aximum Gross Building a@ at Parcel.
O Residential Single Fami o

Qg%%@ Single Family - DR@@.&G accommodations will bedéveloped. See Note 3.5 for fu
@ detail. @ @@ <@(@
©® 1.6  Principle @@) Means the primary use@.\ses allowed on a Parcel. F@ncillary

allow%uses refer to the Architectural %iidelines. é&
1.7 @E/{;@e tial Multi-Family: b@}@t ched (including attachmeﬁ@mg a horizontal

in (wall-to-wall) or along al vertical plain (ceiling-to-floor)) ing units located in

one or more buildings desi primarily for a Principle of providing housing to

O%@ more than one indivgd mily or group of unrelatd individuals. Subject to desig%
%@9 , allowed parking for a Residential Multi-Family develop

attached Parking Garage pe ‘-f;

it not to exceed 600 square fee
: ¢ A
Parking Garages for so§ ‘(o‘

review and site pl

@)
@§% may include up t

one or mor

©® Parking (@

Accoggsdation Area.

1.8 sart Operations: Means all @ns and activities reasonabl ée@essary for or
% ted to the operation, di@@em, management or mai&t e ‘of an all-season
O O ®)
© O &

; all of the units. When all
area is in addition to,

ill not be calculated as f, the

V) S S

o) O o)
O%@ O%@% O%@
Q& for a Parcel provided that the employee housing ot compromise the open space:
SR &

=

&

o)
= O e
@@ O§§§254 Page 21 of 230 Surél%%ounty
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1.9

L.11

N

2.2

2.0 @@gERAL NOTES

@@@ﬁ @@@ﬁ

O&& O%@% Os@&
o%@ 4 o%@ o%@

resort, including&mercial, Retail, Support, Ské&grvices and amenities provideégg

for, or at t@@ ion of the CVMA. ©® ®®

Parking Garage(s): Means an above ground or below ground, attached, detached or

int ed structure that is designed primarily for a Principle Use o “‘rking, access,
. ) Q o
ation, and related uses. @ g

©

©

ahy, dwelling units located in ong¢, or more buildings and X
‘eniployees and workers, togetleé? additional space used to @@

provide amenities services for employees and workers, and space used for
administrative, office’ and support functions relatec the operation of the Emp

Housing. Theresno density allocated for Empleye¢ Housing. @®

Hotel Lodging Unit: Means attached dwelling units located in one or more buildings
prim:%ly designed for a Principle Ushotel, lodging, and accommaod .u.‘-‘

2 e®¥ eS¥
All densities indicated @ @ aximums, and development.¢n ¢ach site including use is O%@X |
subject to this Land®Jgé-and Zoning Chart and the aﬁ\%@ process outlined in the SP

©
Conversic@@ommemial Uses to Acco on Uses is prohibited. C@n of
Gross Buildinig Area designated Hotel Lodging Uses may be converted to GrossBuilding

Area for Commercial/Retail/Support Usés.

2.3 @;@ce parking is allowed amﬁorary use on vacant Iot@@t to appropriate @@@

L3

@@

o

uffering and a Low Impac
) O @) @X O (C}X
SITE SPECIFIC NQ% o @ o @
Groutage/Jaffa s 1 and 2: - Refer to Dev ent Agreement and Exhibitggg
Resort Cor velopment Area Illustrati & Design Conditions f site
planning ifements. Maximum density 0,000 square feet, except a itional

10,000, square feet may be allowed for,this site subject to a recommendation from the
Ar tural Review Committee, a % iew and discretionary appro ‘% the Director 5
¢ Planning Commission. ©) @ ©@ g

Parcel RC16-B must mee \‘g following criteria to prméid@% adequate buffer to Red N @
o (B 0
O &
a.

Q
N
a) A 50-foo ‘3% ck from the Red Pine Road right-of-way, within which no bui
@ be extensively landscape he

(r It is required that this {;
ping must continue into the r of-way to the back of curb orsidewalk of
the existing (and/or improved) Red Pine Road. Landscaping immediately
ﬁadj acent to Red Pine Road m low profile and accommodow storage.
R & &
o) OO
@%@ ° %@@ @@
254 Page 22 of 230 Suounty
© ©) ©
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& e

@@

O%® O%®

@g@@ 2P &S %S

©) b) A further ack of 50 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maxi
"

®@ o stories. @@ @@

c) A further setback of 95 feet \g&ﬁn which buildings cannot exceed a maximum

A
Q %@

height of three stories.

@9@@ No more than two ent@@/girecﬂy from the Red Pi@gﬁght-of-way are @@
N S N N

permitted.
o @ o) < @
O%@%:H A Parking Garag @allowed use on Parcels %@and LV5. On these Par @
ng% building height is ured as Maximum Buildin t (Elevation — ASL). ©
O 0 0 O

@@ 34 [HC: A ﬂ@?@ facility of up to 45,000 gr@@are feet providing the follo ses is
allowed: t-patient surgery/diagnostic and” treatment/clinic, and including services

complémentary to the resort. %

3'5(@ ts where Residential Sif@%@gﬂy — Detached uses are@%d, the following @@@
‘ »

x conditions apply with resp ensity and all square footage numbers shown below are
o @ gross square footages p &e including a garage and bas& for each.
Q

Q
o o @ o @
@%@ 1. ?%@g%ots, 7,500 square foot / ho@%& Qg&%
o 2. horpe: 6 Lots, 8,500 square f@ home. (©)
@O 3. @’-35: 35 Lots, 6,500 square @i@ome.
1

@ 4, Mines Ventures: 9 Lots (inc
size and design subject tg\Colony Guidelines.

3.5(@@ within the Aspen C@ssing Subdivision (Bakﬁ the following @@@
N

g one (1) TDR lot for the County, house

% nditions apply with respect ensity and all square footaﬁ bers. The following
o @ areas are exempt from Fl ea calculations: o%@ o%@

a. Garg e@a up to 600 square feet. o Qo
s‘{;\w areas with floor level %are six (6) feet or more be@%@
@ Final Grade and do not have a do@ to the outside. <®<@
@ 3.6 Tombston@)sguthorpe 2 Parcel: In additk@o the permitted 26,500 square feet, two
@) si%ge family detached dwellings agﬁermitted withupto a maximungif 2,000 gross
€

S eet for each dwelling unit,
o) Nee ok o
O N

A A
0. 0O 0. (0D
&° & &° &°
<§@ <§@ <®@ <§@
V) V) N V)
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% ©
N A A N
< @ < @ 7 O%@ O%@
o%@ o%@ e 0 ©
@S%E @S%E o@%%zm Page 23 of 230 Sur@xﬁﬁ%ounty
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© 3.7  The Colony Lot bution by owner: © (©)

©® IMA LL<®® 164 ©® ©®
'?"i nd LLC 45 Q(\\ Q(\X

§ wners .
@@“ ';zz?;ssfémy é@@@ &R 2

ef e

X Babcock i X § X
5 éﬁ%@ Barnard 5 éﬁ%@l 5 @@ 5 @@
& Eas <
@ Parkway@ 1 @ @

S ot w0 S

**‘ ille West TDR
4

The trans Lot 11 in White Pine Ran -"’\
transfe; gation in Phase 1. Hanser -Q

s le@iomestead in The Colo @g ad in The Colony is @ ,
. %ctcd, the development riglgs &1 be deemed stripped fron%> otd1., If Lot 11 is selected, o @x
5 @ A shall be entitled to ongl omestead in The Colony, 5) inging the total to 239 instead 8f @
{%% 240. (See Exhibit G ofthggg@greemem.) Qﬁ@

© ©

O O
S|
5%
&

shall satisfy the Hansen/Snyd

o

@@
&

o
@éﬁ%&
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o
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e
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@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
ey ey ey ey
gg@% @%@ SCHEDULE 2 Q&% Qg@%
© 5
S @5@@“3‘5&;5‘;@%@ o (6
%@@@ Exhibit B.1 A@@g?d d Land Use Zoning A/I@D@ %@@@
Sg%é%@ @g%%@%@ [See Attached] {g%%@@ @g%é%@
SN S S o
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@
AN AN N AN
@%@@ @%@@ @%@@ g&%@@
S S S S
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
N | D PN PN
@g@s@@ @g@s@@ @gs@@ @g@s@@
S S S S
@@@éd @@@X @@@X Ok
oD oy oD N
(& (O (O (O
S S & S
© © © ©
S SN o8 SN
@@Q% @@Q% @@Q% @@
\& \& \© \&
0. (O 0.(O) 0.(O) 0. (O
X X iy X X
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S S
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@ @@@
Q @O}@X Q @O&@ Q éﬁ%@ Q @O}@X
gﬁ@ @%& SCHEDULE 3 @g@ @g@
© o TO ©)
X NDMENT TO AMEN ND RESTATED @
N DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT N
St i
SOk .. @@@w I @@@ﬂ
) @ ‘ Exhlblé Bé& mended Building Helogh@ ) ) @
@gg%@ @gg%@ [See Attached] Qf{%%@ Sgg%@
© © © ©
G @@ @@ @@
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
& & & &
@iﬁ% @{% @{ﬁ% @@
S @@ @@ @@
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
%@@% %@@X O@@x %@@%
@Sg3 @Sg3 @® @Sg3
G @@ @@ | @@
@@@éd @@@X @@@X Ok
@ R @}X Q @& o) @}X
S S S S
© © © ©
SN SR S SN
@@@é& @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
O @O&@X O @O&@ 3-1 Q éﬁx@ O @O&@X
@@g%% 4841-0074-4512v10 @Qg%% Oégé%54 Page 27 of 230 Sur@%@ounty
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@g%%@ @gi%@% SCHEDULE 4 Qg%%@ @g%%@
© 5 0 ©
S St IS
q
<l
%@@@ Exhibit B. f@ﬁ@ffded Tlustrative Ptan%@@@ %@@@
O é;%@ O @@ [See Attached] © @@ Q é;%@
@%@ @%@ Qg@ @%@
S S S S
@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
N C@x < @X < (@X o C@x
Q @ Q @ Q @ Q @
| @% Q&% Qg& @%
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@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q%
o @}X 9 @X X R @&

@g%%@ @gx@ SCHEDULE 5 Cﬁ@@ @g%%@
@@ @@NDMENT TO AMEN&R\:D RESTATED @@
@ DEVELOPMENT EMENT @

| \)
Aok Foox IR C
% ibit B.5.1-A (Amended ore Design Conditions % nning Area Map) %
XS o @ re
9 @ NE
" These notes reference an er describe the drawing. %rawmg is for illustrative p %es
©) and intended to be use guide site planning and @1@ esign for Project Sites. It not

@@ constitute approv@@ @@

1. As a %l;ljhtlon of plat or site plan approval, the Developer shall ¢ %Xey to the Resort

anagement Assomatlon '{, esignee all easements andgn rights necessary @
@@, approval, developmen ction, and use of a golf@@ o be located within @@
x ¢ Resort Center.

Q X Q
gﬁ%%@ Generally, density @@%t should be greatest in @.rt of the Core, with redu D@
o
©

O

of height and den development moves out d the edges. Design stand

r
O the Resort Co sition along Red Pine Rodd)are specified in an addendufmto the
@@ Design Gui s. @@ @@

@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
o @% o @X [See attached map] o @X o @%

O%@ O%@ %@ O%@
& & J &

O O

S S S S
s s s
& & & &
@ %0 (©> O XC:
&€ @° & @°
S S S S
s s s |
@O@ %@@@ @@@ X@
@@ N - @@ N
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@@@ﬁ EXEéé@E SUMMARY @@@ﬁ @@@

o s study addresses the traffi¢ @cts associated with the prop future development of The %

o%@ Canyons resort in Summi , Utah. Future developme e Canyons will occur adjacen N
Qg@ to the existing hotels an es currently at the resort, %H as around the Cabriolet pa;%(@
<§@ lot adjacent to SR-224(0) ©) ©)

V)

Included within t@nalyses for this study are the@ic operations and recommen@mitigation
measures for existing conditions and plus project conditions (conditions after development of the

propose@r ject) at key intersections @N adways in the vicinity of t e. Future 2030
co t@ are also analyzed. In ad @ o alternate plus projectéc@ jos were analyzed @@@

% and 2030) including trips Q% d by the Red Pine Village r otel consisting of 1,100 x
5T 2@ NGy 0 &
© W& & X
{%% TRAFFIC ANALYSIS (.0 @& Q%%
© O) o) 0)
@@ Using Synchro/Si ic, which follow the Highwa @{@sacity Manual (HCM) 2016 logy,
the Saturday peak’ hour LOS was computed fo@ch study intersection. The ts of this

analysis arereported in Table ES-1 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports). Multiple runs
of SimT@ere used to provide a statjs *‘ evaluation of each intersection, \Where the LOS

g@@ ted to be C or lower, tr{ @ afed delay for all approaie@ acluded. @@@
© © NG

& & & &
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Intersection
Description

Existing 2017
Background

TABLE ES-1
Saturday Peak Hour
Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing 2017
Plus Project

} | LOS (Sec/Veh')

Future 2030
Background

LOS (Sec/Veh')

Future 2030 Plus

Project

LOS {Sec/Veh

W ENGINEERI

innovative transportation solutions

Existing 2017
Plus Project
Alternate

Y LOS (Sec/Veh!

Future 2030 Plus
Project Altemate

)

SR-224 / 5. D (54.2) E (57.1) > F (>80.0) F (>80.0)
: .2), .2}, 9), 3), N .3), 0), 0). 0), 2, 64.6),
Canyons Resort Drive @.s),wa D (46.0) bé:igi)),\ifa%(észg)) ’ég g gzs.:)),\fv;;( o EBBZ((EEQ?;)‘S\I?IBF!E)(EGZ% N:BFD(:jg.g)).vsvi;(():;g)) EBF (550\‘)@?5/ D431
7-Eleven East / F (>50.0)/ NB C (15.5)/ NB F (>50.0) / NB .0) / NB
Canyons Resort Dy@ A (9.8)/NB A (18)/EB, D (27.1)/ WB 9: m A(12)/EB,A (65 /WB | A(15)/EB,F (>50.0)/ Wi AY8)4)1EB, A (7.0) 1 WB
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Rescrt Diive B (13.2)/ NB A (5.6) | WB A (10.0)/ NB A(21)/EB A(9.0)/ XVB B (13.1)/WB
Asp / F (>50.0) / F(>50.0)/SB | F{ B | F(>50.0)/SB
Canyoéé%sugﬁ Drive B (14.2)/SB A (55)/EB, B (. B (10.8)/ SB A(36)/EB.A(09)/WB A(4.5(19 twe | B(1B.2)1EB, A (12)/WB
F6agwood Drive / ) | (ODY29.4)
@/ons Resort Drive A4.8) C (15.0) A (4.6) A1) Q?{ﬁ;::@g%% B (12.3)
Chalet Drive / F (>50.0)/ SB E (38.6)/ SB
Canyons Resort Drive A (10.0) I@B@% (15.2)/sB B (10.5)/SB B (8@\\; A (29)/EB,A (22)) WB 0(20'2;’(;;‘,’:’6;7)”55' %
Nawajo Trail / @ i Eﬁﬁ Q <{§§7 D (26.1) / NB
Canyons Resort Drive ?‘W A (5.6)/ NB A(4.5)/NB % )/ NB A(4.4)/EB, A (0.1 / WB F (>50.0 9
Cedar Lane / C (16.4) I SB
Ganyons Resort Drive @]&3) 1sB A (9.3)/ SB A(7.6)/ 356\ AE0)ISB | N e | A (9(65}\35
Red Pine Road / C (16.6) / NB
Canyons Resort D@a& A (2.3)/NB A (5.8)/ NB @?@% AE3INB | = o <] .7}/ NB
. 3 A (7.5) | EB
RC 21/ Red Pine Road - A (4.3)/ EB - A0 /EB |, oty A(6.4)/ EB
RC 20 / Red Pin Road? . A(5.0) /BB, - A8 /EB |, (fms w| Aw8/EB
i N TEB
20 ) Chalet Drive / A(1.9)/WB 4@1/!%E A(2.4)/ WB A4.2)/EB [} m omise, | A(45)/EB
d Pine Road LY A9 iwe
Canyons Resort D’;“e ! - & (2.6)/NB - A28 A(2.7)/NB A(8.2)/NB
Red Pine Road O (é O (O
RC 15 Canyons Resort Drive? 0 AQR5/EB - A@B27E8 | AQRMNIEB | AGHIER
Silverado /
Canyons Resort Drive @%@NB A (2.6)/ WB A (3.3)/ WB %(2.6) /wB A (3.4)/ WB A (3.0)@%1%
RC 14 / Canyons Resort Drive? | /) - A (2.6)/EB - /L AR3)EB A (3.8) EB A (4B} LEB
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive A(5.2) | EB A (3.5)] EB A A (3.4)/ EB A (4.5) EB @e)/ EB
High Mountain Road\(™~"/
Canyons Resort Drive A (4.0)/ NE A (2.0) A}to/) I NE A7) A (3.4) A (3.4)
RC 16420/
- . - .4) I NB A A (4.3)INB
Canyo@ﬁ%ﬂr} Drive? AR Ij§ AGATN /‘%\@\'\&B @
((ﬁ-@i%g?:% " A (2.5)/ NB /g@@gé A (2.5)/ NB A(3.6)/ SE A @3) ISE A(5.9)] SE
N NN
“RC6 / Escala Court? - A3)INB - A (2.2) KNB A (2.4)/ NB A (2.2)/ NB
\RC 17 / 18 / Escala Court? - NOA (3.0)/ SB - A (2.9 138 A (3.0)/ SB A (3.2)/ SB
RC 177187 N \rﬁ
- . - t(@) E .6) / NE A(2.4)IN
High Mountain Road? S @ A(2.4)/ NE Q A(3.6) 24 05
RC 177187 22/ Sundial /
High Mountain Road? A(2.6)/NB - (1.4)/ NB A(3.7)/ NB A (1.6)%%@
RC 22 / High Mountain Road® "/ - A (2.4)/NB - ~/| A@3)/INB A (3.4)/ NB A(3.2)/NB
Vint
intage E Strest - A (2.5)/NB 2 A(2.5)/ NB A(3.1)INB 0)/NB

High Mountain Road

1. Intersection LOS and delay (seconds/vehicle) values represent the overall intersection average for roundabout, signalized, afl-w ay stop controlled intersections and the w orst
approach for af ather unsignalized intersections.
2. This intersection is a project access and w as only analyzed in "plus project” scenarios.

Source: Haies Engineering, November 2017
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o @X eas! ‘e&\m approach, allowing more vehicles to queue onsite. It is als @X
@ recommended that guide signs (w green) be added along (;ch%
N side of Canyons Resort guide drivers to the correct{an @

&
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ggi%@ e The SR-224 /.Cz s Resort Drive intersec%@ently operating at LOS D,
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SUM F KEY FINDINGS/REC ﬂENDATIONS OQ%
G . e
&@e llowing is a summary of key.findings and recommendations:

¢ Hales Engineering @c ed turning movement counb on Saturday, April 2, 2016,0 @X
(October 29, 2016. The CV @cted turning movement countC;

ood Drive / Canyons Resort htersection on February 18, @
MA data, as well as data f a UDOT-maintained ATR on @ 24
e used to scale the data d in 2016 to represent pe@@eason
conditions.
% o This data was also used to derive a Saturday peak-hour trip.generation rate for

the resort hotel land és

@@ Each analysis was perfor assuming an 85% occ ate for the hotel, @@@

townhome, and sinamily home land uses (see%o of report for further

e 2

and on Satur:

explanation). °

acKe ection is anticipated to deter

to LO by-2030. With project traffic a e intersection is anticipated @rate

at LOS'Dand LOS F in 2017 and 203 @ecﬁvely. @

o Additional capacity for left-turning vehicles, especially eastboun eft-turning
xSR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection.

| left-turn lane, @ @@4

@@ L tive intersection design, oti g grade-separated
@X IeftZ)tur ovements. X
5 @ dditional left-turn lanes a@@commended, as cost andD%@

@é@% required right-of-way f ther options is prohibitiv i
©
S

ddit

recommended that a al left-turn lanes be added
east- and nort approaches. This impro will
@ require that an @t onal northbound lane be ad SR-224
north of Canyons Resort Drive for approximately 550 feet. A
J ‘. of the westbound app may also be

necesgsary.
@ = tis roded that left-turn queue it be maximized on the

@ on the eastbound approach.
@ approach allowing more s to queue efficiently.
@ » |tis anticipated that wit ure (2030) plus project traffic M@)ns that
dual left-turn lanes will be warranted on the northbound approach. It is
ﬁ recommended @ghis be implemented when ts are met. This
oF @

© ©
N e e S

N
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will prev

@@a

single northbound
lane.
The

Frostio

. s anticipated that some inters

©
&

nood

, and the ge

be excessive.

Resort Dri i
dete@r@%

@@ The alternate plus projec
&

the proposed projects.at

room Red Pine Villa sort hotel.

intersections with Canyo
D. Al.remaining study intersections a
roject traffic added.
K
@@ eastbound app
X Thesedi,
west
&e

ements

recommended that Can
between SR-224 and Frostwo

This improvement will allow for additional queu storage on the
eastbound a h to the SR-224 / Ca@g%s Resort Drive

|
o &
X@ X@

queues from obstructing

ent | é&
traffic. Thi ement will also require th@
lane be%gj d to Canyons Resort Driv
turnffic from the northbound ap@ A second westbound laneo @

hyons Resort Drive could
left-turn

od Drive / Canyons Reso
operate at an acceptable level of service with project traffic added.
ctions and accesses on Canyons

aturday peak hour. This can

\g nerally expected difficulty of executing a left-turn X
pcontrolled approach onto a oadway. It is recommendedO%@

The following is a summary of key findings and recommendations based on the alternate
roject analyses (including th Pine Village):

es examine the impacts of @‘@ ic generated by
Canyons resort, as well as t Q. struction of the 1,100

ns

It is recommended th@itional left-turn lanes be ado the north- and
roz S\

d Canyons Resort Drive an
in three northbound lanes: 0

@@proximatefy 550 feet, after
@ existing two northbound lane

@@asod Drive be widened lanes

ENGINEERI
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@bound through

itional westbound

O
&

eive two lanes of left-

used to receive a combinat
nd a single southbound righ
<@intersection is anticipated @nue to

%son Drive in the
te at substandard

buted to queueing at

Drive intersections will

@@@ﬁ

e roundabou he Frostwood Drive / Ca
queuei en queues at the intersectié; (=}

@@ @@

N

g@o Drive are anticipated to

ticipated to operate at LOS

operatea
tter with

X
&

will require th
horthbound SR-224. This will
" SR-224 for a distanceO

raffic would merge back i

&

at a @nal lane be added to

rive.
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@é& intersection, pr Q&n additional receiving lane {o accommodate the 5

@@ recommen ual left-turn lanes on the northbound approach to the @@Q
SR-22 yons Resort Drive interse€tion;-and accommodate the %

ded improvements at the I& od Drive roundabout. o @

Qg%%@ o ltisre oMy nded that the roundabou Frostwood Drive / Cany @
G Res jve intersection be upgrade converting the existing one@%
he

‘bout to a two-lane rourgsa}%i@including two approach lane @
o stbound approach. It is anticij hat these improvements m@@!de the
capacity necessary to accommodate the projected traffic.
. ‘5’ ure 2030 alternate plus project traffic was analyzed assuming t the previously
5)\recommended mitigation measutes ad been implemented. @
@ e« With future 2030 altern us project conditions, the 24" and Chalet Drive @@
C@X intersections with ga s Resort Drive are anticipate operate at LOS E. The 7-

Eleven East ang Drive intersections with Can esort Drive are anticipatedD%
. All remaining study inte sction's are anticipated to oper:

ficipated that additional capaci “will be needed at the SR-224 /, yons

S °
@ @eson‘ Drive intersection. It is ble that fine tuning of the si iming at
the intersection could miti%ie the anticipated poor level of service.
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. Purpose o @ o C@X o @%
O @ o @ o @
This study addresses th c impacts associated with t %posed future development e
Canyons resort in Sumit County, Utah. Future develo @ at The Canyons will occur a nt
to the existing h nd lodges currently at the @as well as around the Cabri arking
lot adjacent to SR=224. Figure 1 shows a vicinity m of the proposed development.

Include@ the analyses for this study@ e traffic operations and rec%g;?%nded mitigation 5
(is proj evelopment of the @@Q

ditions with and without the sed development are also-a\ ed.

Figure @@ity map showing the pro@f@b&ton in Summit éoty@@
2 @@ @@QX @@QX

&
®®@&%

= ©
&mmit County - The Canyons Tgaf@r%ﬁd% ) @Xw 1 &@

O

N N

@g@@ D &
© 0&%%254 Page 45 of 230 Surél%%ounty

@@ @@ @@




=

S S HALES () ENGINEERI
" innovative transportation solutions

. g 3 5
study area was defined baseijf%@é conversations with the devel@:& team, following general %@

o éﬁ%&eiines for traffic impact s . This study was scoped t@% ate the traffic operationalo
@%& performance impacts of s project on the following inters
S

Q
e Escala Cou 5 h Mountain Road @%&
@ . High@I Road / Canyons Reso&@@ ®Q
¢ Gran mmit Drive / Canyons Reso @

o d Pine Road / Canyons Resort Drive
oa|et Drive / Red Pine Road %
@@ edar Lane / Canyons Rve @@
x * Navajo Trail / CanyongR @

Drive
¢ Chalet Drive/Canyo@eson Drive o @ o @x

Q
o%@@ e Frostwood Dri ﬁ@nyons Resort Drive o @ 0 @
g& e Aspen Driv yons Resort Drive % g&%
®@ e Busloo @ even Access / Canyons Resgrt Drive @
@ . SR-@@nyons Resort Drive @ @@

A sis Methodology é&

C. ﬂ
Le@@gwice (LOS) is a term th@es the operating perfor: r@@ an intersection or @@
é%la ay. LOS is measured quar& y and reported on a scale f; o F, with A representing x@

e best performance and F 4 rst. Table 1 provides a brief, cription of each LOS letter,

QO
O%@ designation and an acco g average delay per vehic @o h signalized and unsignalige@
O@% >
0

intersections.
S 5 2 o)
@ The Highway %@y Manual (HCM) 2016 m @ogy was used in this stu @ emain

consistent with “state-of-the-practice” professional’standards. This methodology different
quantitative(evaluations for signalized and u ignalized intersections. For sigg(r\x\;lized and all-way

stop int@e tions, the LOS is provided-dor\the overall intersection (wel average of all
a hd al intersections LOS is re@ ased on the worst ©@@

@ ach.
O(Og%@% Level of Servi @Odd O%@% O@X
. evel of Servic ards
Qéf% Qg? O%@ C&i@
@ For the purposes of t@ udy, a minimum overall inter; on performance for each of t dy
@@ intersections w t LOS C. However, if LOS@ conditions exist, an expl nd/or
mitigation mea s will be presented. An LO threshold is consistent with. “state-of-the-

practice” traffic engineering principles for rbanized areas. The currentéinyderville Basin
%

m@@ Pox @@@ &
5 @%}lmmlt County — The Canyons Tratudy @X 2 @X

0 (N o 5 9 o
@g@% @@@%@% O%@ O%@
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\
Transp ﬂ Master Plan (2009) has est@?sﬁed a LOS C threshold for Cc@%&roads, and LOS
oo &2

Df te-roads. @ @
- @X Ta OIe evel of Service Descripti ons @X
N (O Q
o @ Level of Average Delay @
Sg%% Service (seconds/vehicle)
©
©® Extremely favorable progression and\avery low level of o
A control delay. Individual users are virtually unaffected 0<100
by others in the traffic streal
@ Good progression and a vel of control delay. The %
o presence of other use e traffic stream becomes @ and <20.0 @
@O noticeable. :E D @@ ©@
X Fair progression.and a moderate level of control del X
O%@ C The operat dividual users becomes som @ >20.0 and < 35.0 o @
O @ affect ractions with others in the traffi am. a %
N\ ©
Marginakprogression with relatively high | 152 N
@ D co Welay. Operating conditions are ably more > 35.0 and < 55,
@ ained. @O
@ or progression with unaccepta@ levels of @
E control delay. Operating conditions-dre at or near > 55.0 and-<80.0

capacity.
forced or breakdown

o%@
Sta erations / Minimum Delays {g@ >10.0 and < 15.0

A
B
O
@@ C @@me Operations / Acceptable E@a@ >15.0 ar§>
D

Approaching Unstable Flows / Tolerable Delays >25.0 and< 35.0

@ \V Unstable Operations / S@éant Delays @and <50.0 @/\ \
© ©

© O
@ F Forced Flows r@g@ctable Flows / Excessive De ay@<> >50.0 @

Source: Hales Engineering Descriptions, based on Highway Capacity Manual, 2010 Methodology @

Q
Qﬁ?&@ (Transportation Research Board, 2010)
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5
%@@Q Il. EXISTING (2{&@%‘«“«)”"0 CON[&'@@%
%@@ Purpose i @@ ) o%@X O%@}%

o
Q& The purpose of the existi %17) background analysis is %&y the intersections and road
®@ during the peak tra eriods of the day with bac @ d traffic and geometric con S.
@ Through this an@g}aackground traffic operatio@&ﬁciencies can be identified, tential
mitigation measures recommended. This analysis will provide a baseline condition t may be
compared h%he build conditions to identify impacts of the development. é\x

B. @@gdway System @@@ @@@

o%@xe primary roadways that wil:l>de access to the project site %escribed below: o C@X
O%@ S < @ O @
® Canyons Resort Drive @o-lane roadway connectir@@a Canyons resort to SR-224

©) roadway has a land @ d center median with openir@ t major accesses and inter
@@ west of the Fro%@&ive roundabout, and the@@ speed limit on this segment.i .
Between the Frostwood Drive roundabout and SR>224 the roadway consists of on&@tel lane in
each direction and a center two-way left-t lane (TWLTL). The posted speed limit on this
segme2 mph. Canyons Resort Driv s as the primary access for@%@,anyons Resort. @
=~

ag@ © ® .
oopéer Lane — connects Frostw @?ive to Sun Peak Drive. Th%i@% lane striping on this @@
o)

@@ dway, but the pavementowi is sufficient to accommod ne lane of traffic in bothO %
O%@ directions. The posted sp C@It on this segment is 25 mph. er Lane, via Sun Peak Drg@

G@g@ serves as a secondary é@ for The Canyons resort. é%% N

&

© |
O).
@ Red Pine Roa two-lane roadway, providi @cess to various residential nities
adjacent to The yons resort. The posted speﬁbmit on this roadway is 15 mph.

C. @%c Volumes é& é&
a@@@ngineering performed Saﬁ; @m<:?ning (8:00 to 10:00 a.m.) Ogegrnoon (3:00 to 5:00 @@@
I \

o .) peak period traffic counts e following intersections:
o%® ¢ Escala Court/ Js-li'g ountain Road o @@ 5 é;%@
Q\%& e High Mount@ad / Canyons Resort Drive @3 G\%X%
@ e Grand S r@l Drive / Canyons Resort Driv@ @
@@ . Re@i&oad / Canyons Resort Dri@@ @
e Chal rive / Red Pine Road @

o %edar Lane / Canyons Resort D@Xe
B = & o8
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@@Iﬂajo Trail / Canyons Reso @%
@ Chalet Drive / Canyons R@§> ive @@
. @X e Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive X

@ e Aspen Drive / an esort Drive @
N

O
@\%@ e Busloop/7 Access / Canyons Resort(%b\?@ O%@
@ e SR-224/C s Resort Drive @ @@\%&

@@ These counts v@ﬁ%ﬁormed on Saturday, April@ 16 and Saturday, October 2&?@ 6. The

CVMA also collected peak hour count data at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive
fron Saturday, February 18, 201 %E tailed count data are included in Appendix A. The

our was determined to be b n'the hours of 8:15 and 9:15 and the p.m. peak

ours of 4:00 and 5:00 ;@ hé data collected in @@@
affic

ourwas determined to be betwe
ruary, as well as hourly data a UDOT maintained automati recorder (ATR) on SR-
O ®) .
o @ 24, were used to scale tg datd estimate peak hour trafﬁcox@
@\%@ conditions on a peak s ‘3.‘ es inthe study area were significan
@ higher during the p.m. ak.hour. Therefore, the p.m. peakhot

§® was chosen for d @
, Trip%eneration

eherated by retail,

ecialty Retail Center (826) land\u
ips was estimated based on | rfip Generation rates for a
820). It was estimated that imately 0.094 of all Saturdawx@

ak hour. This ratio was us timate the Saturday Pea
@ e Specialty Retail Center land use. The Canyons S
@@ Planned Area (. ansportation Master Plan (T Report (December 2015)
95% of patrons atihe retail establishments at e the resort hotels are guest@

resort, especially during the winter months. Therefore, a 95% internal capture reduction was
assumeach of these land uses. é\x

H@@ngineering utilized the data ted on February 18, 2017, t@c@%te a trip generation @@@
5 te for the resort hotel land se is was done by taking the known volume on Canyons Resort X
- @ Drive west of the Frostwogd ‘:‘ Roundabout, subtractingoth ic generated (using ITE Tri;@%@
@&% Generation Rates) by t 3{-53 portion of the resort, adjacént residential communities, and
@ generated by the day Jfemployee parking lots in th er village, and using the re
@@ trips to caIcuIa%@er occupied hotel room as below. Based on informatio
to Hales Engi ing by TCFC and the CVM@ d after discussions with S
Engineering staff, it was assumed that an 85% occupancy rate would accurately represent the
resort nd use during the peak ski se “ é\x
2O m@ ©
%Mﬁt County ~ The Canyons Trafﬁ%tku\;% %w 5 X@
o%@ o%@ o) @ o @
QE% @ O%@ O%@ O&@
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o)V o
@@ Total Trips Generate@@%er Village @@@ @@Q
o s Carg e o) o O
o @ - Trips Genera Retail o N
S y & ¢
@ - Trip%% rated by Single-Family Hom@@ d Townhomes/Condos @

@@@ - Trips Generated by F&@es » A@@é&

{%1 @C@X Trips Gen%ra(g@ Hotels /c; & o (@x
@ The Canyons SPA TI\(@ eport (December 2015) estié& that the number of trips ¢
@@ generated by Th@ons has been reduced by a @1 ately 16% due to various tri
efforts. These trip.reduction efforts include (see Th nyons SPA TMP Report for fi

e Cooperation and creation of a regionahtransportation system
@ms of transit for

es to the Salt Lake City ar@y luding the airport via vario
(Cemployees and guests (©

3
@R/ithin the Resort and Reso&éggr)nunity, including valet @@
O% service, shuttle busesp people mover o @ @%
Qg%%@ e Comprehensive @
¢ Incentives to en
®@

- Trips Generated by Day Skiers

®
@ Internal transportation syste

O

n trail system o o (AN
Q ge the implementation of th@&licies Q&%
(@), !

© o)
These trips we@@buted and assigned to t?@poﬂation network based aning

§ movement counts-that were previously discussed:-Existing land uses in the upper iflage, along
with their .cOrresponding trip generation calculations, are shown in Table %Table 2, is also

include pendix E.
gﬁoﬁ_‘@ (s @@ @ﬁ@@ o @@
ority of day skiers (ski reso s driving to the resort, butqot staying overnight) will park X@

0 the Cabriolet parking lot, just h of Canyons Resort Drivea st of SR-224. This parkin%

O @ lot currently consists of 1 @r ing stalls, and is generallyil capacity on Saturdays during\

Q\%E peak ski season. Tra erated by this parking lot i%é@cted in the data collected Q%@@
<§C@ CVMA on February <§@2 17. <@(@ ©

@ Figure 2 show@e existing Saturday peak ho@)lumes during the peak sea@gg?well as

intersection'geometry at the study intersectig&s. é&
2 @@ o o ©
%w 6 X@
© ©
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é@of Service Analysis Q(\X Q@
&ng Synchro/SimTraffic, which % he nghway Capacity Man M) 2016 methodology %@

roduced in Chapter |, the p: ak hour LOS was comput e study intersection. Theo
% results of this analysis a O@b ed in Table 3 (see Appe or the detailed LOS repo s%é@
Multiple runs of SimTra re used to provide a statistic luation of the mtersectlon
results serve as a e condition for the impact an of the proposed developme
@e al

@ existing (2017) 6@ ons. As shown in Table 3, t x224 [ Canyons Resort Driv
is estimated to operate at LOS D during the Saturday peak hour. It is estimated that

study mterse%tlons currently operate at LOSA\\yr B during the peak hour. ﬂ

%@%ueumg Analysis X@@ %@@
S @@ales Engineering calculatg &ﬂﬂ percentile queue Iengths @ch of the study intersections.®, @

The queue reports can nd in Appendix D. The 9 entile queues at the SR-
@ Canyons Resort Drive/ ection are estimated to ext r more than 300 feet on the -

@@ S’([)Lgh-., ?nd ez:_s;c@ approaches. No other si%& queues were calculated @ the
study intersectio
& 5 5
@@O &QQ@ @@Q@
@g%%@ﬁx é}g%&@ @%@ﬁx
S © ©
N S S SO

A\
@§Q@w @ﬁO@fd @Q@Q%

%@
G & S8
Sh Sh Sh SN

ek o oL o
C(%glmmxtCounty ~The CanyonsTraff% y ) @X 7 ) @X

@ % O % o %
S & o &
©) ©) H 4 Page 51 0f 230 Su " ounty

ectlon
| other

&
o

X
S8

O

@© @Q

O

N i O SO




-
HAI@@%‘)

ENGINEERI ‘Q@
innovative transportation solutions

WO
©
50

IS

ounty
@@

D
>

&

254 Page 52 of 230 Su

@]

s

sSwooy paIdnad0

1083y w.mmﬁm@sh

V19 "i4 s 000°1

swooy paidnaao

9bpo [epung

V19 ‘14 'bs 000

Buix3
sdug

buuysiug  buix

“suwiooy paidnasg

M

County — The Canyons Tra i
©
@°
S

@]

&
®@




Intersection

Description Control

N

Approach'?

S
(@ ENGINEERI

innovative transportation sol ]

HA

r Le%f Service

Overall Intersection

Aver. Delay
(Sec/Veh)?

Saturday Peak Hou

Worst Approach

Aver. Delay

1 1
(SeciVeh)t OS5

NB C (28.3), )

sB
EBD (54.%@46.05

® SR-224 / O
§® Canyons Reso%@

7-Eleven East’/ )
Canyonsgabesort Drive B Stop NB A - -
7- West /
@@@ Resort Drive D StoP @/ﬁ@ 132 B \U/@ - <@<§
spen Drive / ] ]
5 @ Canyons Resort Drive SB St“& SB 14.2 B@ x@
Frostwood Drive / R o (0O 5
O&@ Canyons Resort Drive (}Ow 3 "o @O‘ 4.8 A (L@@
Chalet Drive / ﬁfg@\ie/sa SB ] &%g A ]
®@ Canyons Resort Drivé, )~ Stop @ -
Navajo Trai (&
@ Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB §®®4-8 A - %@ -
Cedar Lane /
Canyonsgéesort Drive SB Stop SE{\ 8.3 A - -
dPine Road / @ =
/Canyons Resort Drive NBStop . 5) 2.3 A @Q - - (@@
Qﬁ Chalet Drive / WB. D e 19 & ) ) @
o (6 Red Pine Road Stop : — @
o AN Silverado / & OO ) o
Q&%@ Canyons Resort Drive (% D WB 3'2§ @ A o AN

Grand Summit Drive / %

®@ Canyons Resort D;L@ B Stop FB o) A - /3
High Mountaj /
@ Canyons Res rive NE Stop NE ®® 4.0 A - @@ -
@ Court / NB Stop A

1. This represents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicie) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignalized intersections.

2. This represents the overall intersection LOS and delay (séconds / vehicle) and is reported for all-way stop roundabout, and signalized intersections.

3. Southbound = Southbound approach, etc.

Mitigati

@@ F.

The queuing at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection can be attribute
numbehicles turning left (eastbounm Canyons Resort Drive onton\S\El

@to the high

hbound SR-224,

2O @© N
%ummit County — The Canyons Tra&%ﬁ}y Xw 9
0.0 -
o

O @ O
o%@ O%@
@Q@Qg | QQ&
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O
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OO, 54 Page 53 of 230 Su W

S S

&

ounty




O \
O F HALES DENGINEERING

as%‘%ﬂ high volume of vehicles tr %&g north and south on SR- 21 ding additional @
i

capacity to these movements would @m igate the queueing at th| ion. However, an @@
<<%dl jonal left-turn lane on the eas d approach would require t dd|t|onal receiving lane %
added to northbound SR-2 approximately 550 feet nort% anyons Resort Drive. @
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O@Q% . PRO\J/@%% CONDITIONS 53
%@O X@o X @@@
O%@ Purpose 0.(O) O
O%@ o @ o @ . @
The project conditions a@s explains the type and inte@@%f development. This provi@%@%
d

basis for trip generatiof, distribution, and assignmer%®@) oject trips to the surroundin y

©
©® intersections defi the Introduction. @@
B. PrQ%ct Description

. s |
Th@@gﬁ?ﬂddresses the traffic impciated with the proposed t@velopment of The @@
% ns resort in Summit Cou ,h. This future developm iiinclude 12 new resort @
C@a els, as well as residential to es, single-family homes, @ ail space in the upper and C@X

Q
@g@@ lower villages. High Mou ad will be realigned as pa%@s project, and Canyons Res&r@

HA

Drive will extend to co to Red Pine Road. The d ment will also include wor
‘age, near the Cabriolet par lot. A site plan for the pr ed

@O housing in the lower(Vi
@ development ca@%und in Appendix C. @@ @@
The propo land use for the development has been identified as follows:
(E Resort Hotel @ 1,173 Rooms %
@@ Residential Condominiun@@n ouse 234 Dwelli @@
@x e Single-Family Homesx 35 Dw 'n@g @

nits x
e Retail Space O% 2 qg. ft. GLA

4 o)

S @ O @ o
The Cabriolet parking I@% be reconfigured, reducing @%&mber of parking spaces fr@&
A red

>
@O existing 1,283 spaces 0 1,100 spaces. The Bus/7- @ ccesses will also be reco
@ such that the w ess will be ingress only an ast access will be egress o@

C. Trip Generation Q(& é&
Trj ggation for the developmen@lculated using trip gener 's published in the ©@@
T

\\ te of Transportation Enginge E) Trip Generation (9" Edition, 2012), as well as the
o @ ethods discussed in Chaptejsl his report. Trip Generation for roposed project is included C@X

o (AN . i . )
@%@ in Table 4. Table 4, is Q\Q\o ed in Appendix E. o%@ o @
(©) As discussed in Chapter Il, The Canyons SPA TMP-Report, prepared in Decembeq?% 5,
@@ indicates that t @nt trips generated onsite aﬁ@uced by 16% due to variou;&@ uction
efforts. As sho n Table 4, this 16% trip redu was assumed for the 2017 eneration

ook ol VoL e
Ox@%gmmlt County - The Canyons Traf@f%t y @X 13 @X

O o O% o O% O%
S © © 0 B
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%\é@n the same report, a 27% ﬂuction is projected by 2030@e trip reduction @
a@' ciide (see The Canyons S eport for further details)@@ @@

e

o %@
&

S :

@@

@@

D
S8

QO
RE ummit County Engineeri /it was assumed that an 85% 3‘. pancy rate would accuratel N
g&% represent the resort ho@wnhomes, and detached si@l\é@vily home land uses duri
(© peak ski season. ©) © @

In discussions @ Summit County Engineerin@ . it was determined that @@om the
workforce hausing portion of the project w
the resi@ of these facilities will be emple
utilize alternative transportation mo N:

an m work, and will commut omm work during off-peak traffi @ ods. In all plus project
o roseenarios analyzed in this repo

o @ parking in the upper village
S S
@@%& D. Trip Distributionh and Assignment

@@

O

© 5 5%
hgéfore, a 27% trip reduction a@gmed for the future trip gn@n scenario. Based on @O
% formation provided to HaleféE@eering by TCFC and the Cs well as discussions with X

T
3

g i

S HALES () ENGINEERI

innovative transportation solutiofs

Participate in Transportati anagement Association
Enhance Park City gr O%@ o

Parking Manage%ﬁk O%@ O%@
Guest Transpo Info Initiative @ @%3
Increasew ip of PC — SLC Connect @ ®@
Car Share:Program @ @
Bike Share Program

ded Employee Shuttle ﬂ ﬂ
o S % =

S

©

be minimal, as it is anticipated that a majority of
i walk to work, or

4y . :
e;, shuttles, public transportat Ot .) to commute to @@

@ os from the upper village that were generated by the employee x
@;— elocated to the Cabriolet pa ot and/or employee housing@@

S N

© 5

Project traffic i@lgned to the roadway netwof@@d on the type of trips and tl@@(imity of

project access points to major streets, high population densities, and regional trip attractions.

Exis%ﬁel patterns observed d%@ta collection also provide ful guidance to
mg

6
5 @&ese trip distribution assumpt
o assign the Saturday -"‘\

RCS
@%@ assignment for the propo «':f;

reductions is shown in

reductions is s Fi

these distribution percent especially in close proximity@@e ite. @

©
k&@nd the prevailing movements at each intersection were used X@
ur generated traffic at the% intersections to create tri @
evelopment. Trip assign the development with 201
(ﬁg P

gure 3, and trip assignment fi development with future 2
© ©

igure 4. ®® @@

m@@% @@Q% /@@Q% @@

é%@

@@

%ummit County - The Canyons Tra%l{y &) 14 @
6 & B
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Table 4
Summit County - The Canyons Resort TS
Trip Generation (Future Development)

Saturday Peak Hour Total Sat Pk Hr

Trips
Q&&b@ﬁfﬁng Units
RC 22 ‘Resort Hotel (330) 82 f bg}upied Raoms
RC5 idential C inium/ T 230) ~( 85 \—0ée. Dwelling Units
__RCS falty Retail Center (826) V30,564 1,000 S, Ft. GLA
RC 17118 Speciaky Retail Center (826) 3844 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
RC 17/18 ‘Resort Hatel {330) ( ) 88 Occupied Rooms
RC 16 A :Resort Hotel (330) {((\ 142 Occupied Rooms
RC16 B idential C infurafTownhousex230) | 39 Occ. Dwelling Units
RC 16 A |Specialty Retail Center (326)— / 20 1,000 Sq, Ft. GLA
RC 20 A Resart Hotel (330) 119 Qccupied Rooms
RC20 A (Specialty Retail Center (826) ) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
RC 20 B -Residenti dompinium/T 230) 11 Occ, Dwelling Units
RC14 | Resort Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms
Resoit Kotd (330} R Occupied Raoms
%@ Hotel(330) |85 Occupied Ropms
[ Residential ¢ ium/T ©30) i 41 ¢ Occ, Dwelling Ynitsy:
fecialty Retail Center (826) | 1.000Sg, FNGLA /1
pecialty Retail Center (826) 1,000,8q.\Et. GLA
esort Hotel (330) QécupiagdRaoms
) 800°Sq, Ft. GLA
{Resort Hotel (330) ied Rooms

1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
VN30, | Occ. Dwelling Units
26 Occ, Dwelling Units
82 Occupied Rooms

1,000 8q. Ft. GLA |

peciatty Retail Center (826)

Total Sat Pk Hr

Trips
. _RC25 idential C Occ, Dwelling Uni .20
RC 24 identjal Gondominium/T Occ. Dwelling Units 17 37
RC22 ‘ResotHotel (330)) 52 Ocoupied Rooms |82\ 10 23
RCS dentiakC inium/ T (230) . 8 Oce. Dwelling Units ,—\48, 15 33
RG5 | Spediatty Retail Center (826) | 20564 10008q FKGA O J8 1 2 @
RC 17/18Specialty Retail Center (826) 844 | 1,000 8q, At GLANT 152 3 6
RC 17718 [Resart Hotel (330) 88 OccupledRooms” | 54 © 6 .39 :
NRCH6 A Resort Hotel (330) 142 o Rooms 88 2 64 %
O (T Rc 168 Residential ¢ i (230 39 of lling Units 54 18 3
) @ RC 16 A ialty Retail Center (826) 20 1008°Sq, Ft. GLA 80 1 2
% RC 20 A ;Resart Hotel (330) 7 1s > Becupied Rooms 74 2 540) %
: RC20A |Specialty Retail Center (825) (340> | 1,000 8q, Ft. GLA 40 A &%
RC 208 iResidential C jinium/T (230} <\ Occ, Dwelling Units 46 15
_RC14_Resort Hotel (330) (O Occupied Rooms | 80
RC 15 {Resort Hotel (330) LN Occupied Rooms 50
RC 21 :Resort Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms 52 13/
wa7 idential C inicroTowniolse (230)  40.8  Occ. Dwelling Units | 56 N 2
RC2  iSpecialty Retail Center (826) 1 1,000 Sq, Ft. GLA 56 q 2
RC6  Specialty Retail Center (826) 25 1,000 Sq, Ft. GLA 100 37 74
RC7 |Resart Hotel (330) 102 Oceupied Rooms 64 19 47
I Specialty Retai Genter (826) a6 | 1,000 8q, Ft, GLA 15 3 5
Resoftole)(330) 1 occupied Rooms | (74 | 22 54 |
| etail Certer (826 8| 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLAT\{ ] BN 4 7
i @Fa lly Detached Housing (210) |30 | Oce. Dwelirignits )/ 38° ) 12 2 @
5 Residential Candominium/T 20y 26 Occypwe’!ylrwﬁ) 52 . 46% 28 24 18 8
Resort Hotel (330) 82 Octupied RaomS 52 ; ] |
o Retail Center (826) 25 1.0008q Ft. GLA | 100 | 50% 50% ! 50 | X
_ OO ‘ 3 @

E.

Access @

Access for the proposed development will be gained at various locations on existirig or newly
realigne dways (see also site plan in ndix C).
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2017@@%5 PROJECT conng@ﬁs o
© © ©

N AN
O%@ Purpose . @@ . @C@X O$é%@§

o%@
G@g@ This section of the repo %ines the traffic impacts of th posed project at each of the

@@@QXN. EXISTING (

o) intersections. The n @‘ps generated by the propos levelopment were combined with the
@@ existing backgr ffic volumes to create th ing plus project conditions. @ enario
provides valuableinsight into the potential impacts of the proposed project on background traffic

B. @@éfé: Volumes @@@QX @@@QX @@@

0 sting traffic volumes were ¢ @gned to the study intersecti ased on the new roadwayo @x
O%@ alignments. Project trips @;signed to the study intersegti based on the trip distributi
{%% methods discussed in r Il and permitted intersection turning movements. The e
@ (2017) plus project p.chiopeak hour volumes were ge @ed for the study intersection are
@@ shown in Figure@ @@ @

C. Level of Service Analysis
5 ) | Q% o

Usi@g@@hro/&mﬁafﬁc, which foll @}@ighway Capacity Manua a@> 016 methodology @

introddced in Chapter I, the p.m. peak-hour LOS was computed fo study intersection. The %

o Its of this analysis are rep in Table 5 (see AppendixB he detailed LOS reports).c @
o @ Multiple runs of SimTraffi %sed to provide a statistica @tion of the interaction betw r@
Q&% the intersections. As sh%%ﬁ Table 5, the 7-Eleven Ea@anyons Resort Drive and A(%&
(©) Drive / Canyons ResaftDrive intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS F during the peak
@@ hour with projec@?’@ added. The SR-224 / Can@@esort Drive intersection is ted to
operate at LOS D.-All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at acceptable levels

D. @i@;}\ing Analysis @@@% @@@é& @@@

%@}ﬂes Engineering calculated th percentile queue lengths for of the study intersections. @}X

o
o @ he queue reports can b g in Appendix D. The 95‘hc%@ntile queues at the SR-224 @
Q@Q@ Canyons Resort Drive ir@% tion are estimated to exten f‘ss';, everal hundred feet on the @
©) , south-, and eastbound “approaches. The queues orcthe northeast- and southwest(botnd
@@ approaches to t twood Drive / Canyons R@i@rive intersection are also @@ted to
extend for approximately 265 feet and 365 feet, pectively. No other significa ueuing is

anticipated é\x é\x
&5 @@ ﬁ)@@ @@ @@
Summit County - The Canyons Traffic%: y X 20 X
! é% & ¥ &P
» S N N
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%ct p.m. Peak Hour Lev

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection %@
]
O%@ Description Control  Approach'? TS“;:: l,eﬁﬁ}' LOS! '?;22/\?:}:?? @
% \‘ 54.2
@ SR-224/ O Signal -
@@ Canyons Reso @@ 9 NB E (55.2), ‘.‘ D\(4979)
EBE (57.1,WB'D
7-Eleven East / >50.0 F
Canyons\iigsort Drive NB Stop NB A (1.8)/EB, D (27.1) / WB B
7- n West / @
Caryons Resort Drive N/A (6@ 5.6 A (\ B (@@
XC\@Aspen Drive / SB Stob. " SB >50.0 FU _ @
5 é; anyons Resort Drive ,& A (5.5)/ EB, B (12,7)1WB @X
o @ Frostwood Drive / R i - %\U/_ 19.0 c O%
@% Canyons Resort Drive ,(ts t © (S
Chalet Drive / B/SB
®@ Canyons Resort Drw@g\N Stop SB 35§£\> C ) @\%\X

S Navajo Trail 130" (e g0 NG @i@% A ] @@ i

Canyons Reso ive
CedarlLane /

Canyop§l§¥sort Drive SB Stop 9.3 A é\' )

@g;iior’?géve NB Stop /ﬁ 6“ 58 A/} A@@ ) ] @@@
A

15/

&BG 21/Red Pine Road  EB St};& 5.2 Y - - A
@ RC 20/ Red Pine Road EB 50000 A - e
@g@ (3 G &
RC 20 / Chalet Drive / B/WB
®@ Red Pine Road Q&EStop EB & i A ] @@W
Canyons Reso@r@? / @ -
@ Anges NB Stop NB 2.6 A - Q§>
A

Canyo sort Drive EB Stop E@%& 3.5 ) 3
erado / wB ﬁ ‘ O @
@aﬁyﬁg Resort Drive Stop (¢ ‘ B 26 A A@\i - - ©@

RC 14/
o @ Canyons Re:on Drive EB(?@ EB 26 (& - _ 0 @}X

et e N . N
e ——
Canyons ResortDrive Stop SB @ 3.7 A ) @ )
ngEsc Court) , SEStop sé& 44 A Q(& ]
2 @@ 2 @@ @@

- \ mit County — The Canyons Traffi %udy X 21 X
o 3 39
G O S 8
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%
B
B

c16/ O @ 5
G A@% - Court NB Stop ((xA 23 A @Xﬁ - - @@Q
RC 17/18 1/
o @ Escala Court SB??& S 3.0 o é% ) ] o &

@g@ o Te]  NESw  NE 2450 A - e
©

RC 17/18/22 / Sundial /~>\> NB/SB

©® High Mountain RQaQ\O Stop /A\@ A ] /\@

RC 22
High Mountain Road NB Stop NB @ 24 A - @ -

NB Stop

Mitigation Measures

@ itis recommend@nat the length of the left-turn Ia@ on the eastbound approach @e SR-224

/ Canyons%zort Drive intersection be maximized to increase queuing capacity, allowing more
gueue onsite. With the restricto left-turn ingress movement 7-Eleven East @
OP

vehiclesg
act@;?re space will be avail I@ eastbound left-turn Ian R-224. It is also @
c ended that guide signs (whit green) be added along the:so ide of Canyons Resort @
o% e to guide drivers to the@ lanes on the eastbound 3 ch. This will improve lane, C@%
O @ utilization on the approachaltowing more vehicles to queue e ly o (N
(S 3 %& ©
S

Although the overall o@ at the Frostwood Drive / C@ ns Resort Drive intersectionis-not

@ anticipated to bﬁf@cant, some queuing on thgﬂ@east— and southwest boun@s@paches
is anticipated. Adding an additional lane to the rou out is likely to help mitigate this-anticipated
queuing. It (s recommended that this improvement be implemented when queues at the
intersecti Jga}e determined to be excessi g&

\\
© B 5% =
It@ﬁgh the 7-Eleven East/ Can$ <(-;sor‘t Drive intersection is gti Qd to operate at a poor X@@

o el of service, no mitigation m res are recommended. Thg at this intersection can beO
o @ attributed to the difficulty {;e@ ing a left-turn movement @o@ stop-controlled approach ogt@
Q\%g% a busy congested roadv@@ well as queueing from do am intersections. N
© © © ©

S S S® S
%

ﬁ@@ﬁ /ﬁ@@é& 2 @@QX e®
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Q@Q% V. FUTURE (203@@@Q§KGROUND connn@@q&

& oy B
@g@ The purpose of the futur: 0) background analysis is t %y the intersections and roa

during the peak tra\%@nods of the day for future b und traffic and geometric ¢ @ons.
@ The current Sny@ ¢ Basin Transportation Ma n (2009) uses a planning h@year of

2030. Therefore, 2030 was chosen as the future horizon year for this anaIyS|s to beconsistent

%@ Purpose

with Couannmg efforts. ﬂ
Th@@mw) background analy@ @nes no future developmerovements at The
%n ns or on Canyons Resort ut does account for the a ed background growth.
% fough this analysis, future
g%@ potential mitigation meas

<®<@ B. Traffic VoI @
@ Hales Engmee@ used future (2030) forec@ volumes from the Snyd le Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period turning movement counts werg\estimated using
NCHRP ethodologies which utiIize@ ing peak period turn volumﬁ% d future AWDT

voI project the future turn vol the major mtersectlons 30 Saturday peak
ﬁ% rnlng movement volumes % whn in Figure 6.

O

@%& @ C. Level of Serwcgg&@yms @
Using Synchro/SImTra@ which follow the Highway Ca@% Manual (HCM) 2016 meth §§

@ introduced in C@;@ the p.m. peak hour LOS @mputad for each study int n The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 6 (see’Appendix B for the detailed reports).

Multiple rung'of SimTraffic were used to pro a statistical evaluation of the interaction between

the lnte ns. These results serve a gSasellne condition for the | é?&analysm of the

c@o itions. As shown in Tabl SR 224 | Canyons

o evelopment for future (2030
d'to operate at LOS E durin aturday peak hour. All

Drlve mtersectlon is antlc g‘
o% ted to operate at LOS A oro
@)
%%@

O

O S S S
//x(\@éx @@ﬁ @@%

O

PN
o@@

round traffic operational d c@mes can be identified, ando%

ommended. N O%@
O(f%g @C%

% O&@&
& %@ &
& & &

@@@

o
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o @@
@Pound Saturday Peak H

5\
@@ r@vel of Service X@
: ©

@rable 6 Future (2030) Bac

o (@ : :
O%@ Intersection WorstAl:‘,Z}:r;z?V izz:a:l):;;ersecnon
@@g@ Description _ Control  Approach'® (Sei\/él:;i Los! (Sec'Neh)3’
S oo ronome S8 - ]
Ca:;;;" s o NBStop Njg\ 9.1 A Qé\y -
@@E’gg"e;’xﬁ)’m NB Stop > 10.0 A @\f - - @@@
) canomeresontie 58 SF 08 8 - o
G oottt o G Al
O covomtecint ey 18 G,

©® Navajo Trai

Canyons Resort Drive

Cedar\Lane /
Canyong Resort Drive SB Stop /‘iﬁ\ 76
Red Pine Road / NB Stop @@Né 2.9

yons Resort Drive

B
A
A
A@@
Chalet Drive / WB WB 21 (% - x
O%@ Red Pine Road S{o@ : o. (o - o @
A
A
A
A

NB Stop NB @ 45

N Silverado / o \WB e
@g@% Canyons Resort Drive @gii%top WB 3&2&
@ Grand Summit Drlve@ EB Stop EB @@

§® Canyons Reso

High Mountain.\Road / )
Canyons Resort Drive NE Stop NE 4.0

Escalév\‘c:ourt /
HighxMoul

tain Road

NB Stop ﬁ 25

in'g,\Avuf"ust 2017
. s N N3
@ D. Queuing A@SIS ®O ®Q
§ Hales Engineer@:alculated the 95 percentile q@e lengths for each of the study rsections.
The queu@\lﬁports can be found in Apper%( D. The 95" percentile queues' at the SR-224 /

/(\@@ 2 o o @@@

é}mmit County - The Canyons Tm@gudy . @X\\) 26 @X
N
&

O%é;% o%é;% Q o%é;%
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N

@ ©
@X D A
Mitigation Measure% @X

@%
Much of the delay at the 24 / Canyons Resort Drlve i ction can be attributed to th
®@ turn movements. T @n be mitigated by mcreasn number of left-turn lanes, @e an
@ innovative inter@@%ﬁ> design, or constructing gr@ parated movements. Hales

\;yr eering
recommends thata third left-turn lane be added t6 the eastbound approach. This mitigation

measure |sc§éeferred to the innovative mterségon and grade separated move%ots because the §
constr ‘@ osts and right-of-way re nts are much smaller. Thi vement would @
re at an additional northboun e added to SR-224 for a tely 550 feet north @
@ anyons Resort Drive to rec%&t ee lanes of left-turning veh s efore transitioning back X
O% the existing two-lane confi on. The westbound appro is intersection would also© @
ggi%@ need to be reconfigured @@e safe turning movement @us approach. @

O O S &

G
@@ &
@@ ) é}@% ) 5&@% ) o%@x
S S S @
© © © ©
S S S S
@@@Q% @@@QX @@@QX
A A
& 3 o 3@
@ @ @ &
®@ © © ©
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o8 VI. FUTURE (203@@@“& PROJECT CON@“‘Q& @@@

@ Purpose @ @ < @X
@ 0 &> o & &
@Q\%% The purpose of the futuég\%%w) plus project analysis is t %y the intersections and roa@

@ during the peak tray, riods of the day for future @ound traffic and geometric ¢ ions
@ plus the net tnp@ rated by the proposed deve@ as well as the proposed i ments

to the roadway network. This scenario provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the
proposed pro ect on future background traﬁz%ondltlons

B.@@dway Network @@@ @@ @@<>;§

S

@was assumed that no change

% @ mprovements had been ma@e roadway network withino @X
g %@ the study area for the fut 3\54

0) plus project analysis. @@ @g@ @
Traffic Vol mes

@ Hales Engmee@ used future (2030) forec@ volumes from the Snyd@le Basin

Transport n Master Plan (2009). Peak pe d turning movement counts were\ estimated using

NCHR ethodologies which utlllz ing peak period turn volu Q d future AWDT @
@ prolect the future turn vo the major intersections. @ re assigned to the @@
i

ntersections based on t dlstrlbutlon percentages & ed in Chapter Ill and X

rmitted intersection turnlng ents The future (2030) pl ct p.m. peak hour volumeso @
Qg%%@ were generated for the s{’gé%% rsectlons and are shown i {i%%% @é%%@
D. Level of Se Analysis @
@ Using Synchro/S@f raffic, which follow the nghw&apamty Manual (HCM) 2016®h0dology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each studyintersection. The
results @]’1 analysis are reported in T (see Appendix B for the d@ LOS reports). @
s

L@Q of SimTraffic were usew de a statistical evaluatlo teraction between ©@
ersections. As shown in the SR-224 / Canyon rt Dnve intersection is X
icipated to operate at LOSE project traffic added, and tb en Drive I Canyons Resort,

@@@ S e 8 o B e e e 5
@@ @@ @®@ @®@
/% O@ﬁ 2 @@é& @@QX @@@
mmlt County - The Canyons Traffi %\df % 30 X
o%@ %@@ @@ @@
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o%@\>RC 20/Red PineRoad  EBSfop”  EB 38 o (OR - - ¢
o%@ RC 20 / Chalet Drive / Qg% B B 4@@@ A ) G%%@
Q Red Pine Road top '\ Q
© Canyons Resort Drivé ?) 0
©@ D o 57\\/ NB Stop NB w@%s A -
RC 15
Canyons Rﬁesort Drive EB Stop EB 3.2 A ) )
itverado / WB
Ca@/gﬂ}g esort Drive Stop @@\B 26 A U{@d\} ) O@\\
c14/ 0) o
nyons Resort Drive EB St% EB 2.3 A@ B - X@
o) Grand Summit Drive / o ) )
o @© Canyons Resort Drive EE};@ EB 3.4 o @/}\R O%©
Q&% High Mountain Road / 2\, “Round- _ %%% i 17 ®®
@ Canyons Resort Drivgu\ about = ) O
RC16/20/ "/ NB/SB ‘ o)
©® Canyons Reso@@e Stop NB %@ 4 A j @ )
Escala Court?/ N

&
O@

O

@@

Intersection

Description Controi

SR-224/
Canyons Resort Drj e ©

HALES
aturday Peak Hour v

Worst Approach

Approach®®

s

Aver. Delay
(Sec/Veh)!

oo

Y

LOs!

Overall Intersection

Aver. Delay
(Sec/Veh)?

NB E (68.3), SB F (z80:0),
EB D (49.5), WB(E (66!

e ©
D ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

7-Eleven E%}
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop

NB

@]
@ 15.5 [

A (1.2)/ EB, A (6.5) / WB

7-Ele West /

Carg/q%@ sort Drive N/A F/Sé\& 21 A %ﬁ% -
Aspen Drive / o) >50.0 F (o } )
@ﬁyons Resort Drive SB Stop @ng A (3.6)/EB, A (0.9} Q
Frostwood Drive / Ro(%ln ) . 7.1 A
Canyons Resort Drive ab é ) @
Chalet Drive / B X
Canyons Resort Drivcz) top SB 1%‘;@ B ) 8&%
Navajo Trail / (O _ o)
Canyons ResortDifve N2 SO NB \\ﬁ@@}; A \)@
Cedar Lane//
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB B 6.0 A )
Re Road / QG ]
Capygé%%esort Drive NB Stop 5.3 A @

U O
RC21/RedPine Road  EB Stop (B

&

High Mogintain Road SE Stop S% 3.6 ﬂ. .
fSoN oS 8
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O
SB

C 16/ Q@é
/ﬁ@c la Court NB Stop s
RC 17/18 /
o @ Escala Court SBOStP(&

O
0 @& RC 1718 A
Sg%%@ High Mountain Road %p NE 2'(%@2 & A ) & ©
RC 17/18/22 / Sundial /-~ NB/SB
®@ High Mountain Road."’ _ Stop NB /\@ A ) \S@
Q§> RC 22 @
High Mountain Road NB Stop NB @ 23 A )

Vintage & Street /

2. This represents the overall intersection LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is reported for all-way stop roundabout, and signalized intersections.

1. This represents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicie) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignalized intersections. @@

3. Southbound = Southbound approach, etc.
X ©
o%@ Source: Hales Enineerinfal\vl‘cyember 2017 \ \
(@g E. Queuing Analysis © ©)

@ Hales Engineeri?@alculated the 95 percentile qﬁ@gﬁengths for each of the study@@cﬁons.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues.at the SR-224 /
Canyon rt Drive intersection are es%?éd to extend for several hundj et on the north-
. s@@ d eastbound approaches@@ itional significant queuing'@@pated. @@
Mitigation Measure X X X
%@ O%@ : < @

O
v& at the SR-224 / Canyons

0. (BN
@%3%@ It is anticipated that co 1;‘
@ minimum UDOT criteriasfor dual northbound left-turn lanes: is improvement will help to
SC» the intersection, while ing left-turn queues from
JQ

& queuing and de
§§> northbound through” traffic. However, this imp ment will necessitate that dditional

westbound lane be added to Canyons Resort Drive to receive two lanes of left-turning traffic.
Na\ Yy g
o @@@? @@%X
N\ \ \©

0 @ o @ 5 @
@é@%@ (O 4 ©

®@ ®@S§§ ®<§%g
V) V) V) S

PRON RO ' U@@Q% @@@

mmit County ~ The Canyons Trail\d? @X 32 @X

o O% o O% . O% ) o%
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Vé@ﬁl’s TING (2017) AL TF@R@%TE PLUS PROJEC@T@@%DITIONS

@ Purpose (@X o%@ o @

@ = @ Q o @
@\%@% This section of the reporii%&%nmes the traffic impacts of t@posed project at each of the @@
intersections, mcludg@ve traffic generated by the R @/ne Village resort hotel. The :. 1ps
@ generated by t sed development were @ ed with the existing backg ro ‘f”\o traffic
volumes to crea e existing plus project conditions. This scenario provides valuab sight info
the potential impacts of the proposed projec background traffic condltlonsﬁ

B. @ffic Volumes @@@ @@@

isting traffic volumes weredt gned to the study intersectio ased on the new roadwayo @}X

O%@ alignments. Trip generati @ the development was ¢ d using trip generation ratesCy
@g@ published in the Instltuté%%nspoﬂat/on Engineers (IT Generation (9" Edition, 201
© ed

well as the methods @iscussed in Chapter Il of this réport. Trip Generation for the
@@ project, includin@@ﬂne Village, is included /n§@8 Table 8, is also include end/x
E. Project trips e assigned to the study interseetions based on the trip distribu methods

discussed g\ghapter Il and permitted intersection turming movements. The existing (2017) plus

prOJe eak hour volumes were ed for the study intersectiois)and are shown in
@@ &e@ @ @@
0 @ Level of Service An&[& o%@X o%@X

G 2O 0. 0.
@%& Using Synchro/SlmTra/ch follow the Highway Cap@f@\ﬂanual (HCM) 2016 methov@
o0, The

introduced in Chapter(pthe p.m. peak hour LOS was ted for each study intersecti
@ results of this a@?@ are reported in Table 9 (. pend/x B for the detailed Wports)

Multiple runs of Traffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between

the interse ns As shown in Table 9, the SR:224, 7-Eleven East, Aspen Drive; and Chalet Drive

mtersm n Canyons Resort Drive @ ticipated to operate at LOS@ h project traffic @
o Frostwood Drive, Navaji nd Red Pine Road mters@} n Canyons Resort @@

are anticipated to operate D All remaining study i jons are anticipated to X
erate at LOS C or better W project traffic added. 0.

& @@ cé@@ @S
© © ©
S S S | S

e ok &
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Saturday Peak Hour

Land Usa’
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Trip Generation (Future De
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© ©
HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

Total Sat Pk Hr

s @@Q%

2 @@Q%

&q Pine Village ‘Resort Hotel (330) Supied Rooms
RC 25 idential C iri (230) «\0ee/Dwelling Units 32
RC24 ial G inium/T (230 24 (3 Dec. Dwelling Urits 50 54% 6% 27
RC22  Resot Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms 30 50% . 41% 18(
RC5 idential C ini @3ap~ \765 | Occ. Dwelling Units 46 54% 46% [¢
RCS Retail Center (826) “50564 . 1,000 Sq, Ft. GLA 82 50% @ 50% 3
RC 17118 Retail Center (826)  ( () ) 33.44 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 152 50% 50% ( (78
RC17/18  ‘Resott Hatel (330) A 88 Occupied Rooms 50 50% | 41% 30
RC16A  |Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms 78 50%. NI\ Y 46 2 E'S
RC16B idential C frm/To (230) . 39 Occ. Dwelling Units 54 545, N\ _M6% 29 25 0% 16% 24 \%1) 45
RC16A Retail Centere26) 15 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 60 50% \_50% 30 2 95% 16% 1 2
RC20A  ‘Resort Hatel (330) 119 Occupied Rooms 66 50% | 41% 39 27 0% 16% 33 23 55
RC20A  Specialty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50% © 50% 20 20 5% 16% 1 1 2
RC20B ideritisl. C ini @0 1 Oce, Dwelling Units 51%  46% 25 21 % 16% 21 18 3
Reson Hotel (330) 128 Ocoupied Rooms </ (72 50% 4% 42 30 0% %y ) | 96 25 60
Resof Hotel (330) 81 Occupied Raome” N\ 5% | 41% 27 19 0% Ve 23 16 39
esolt Hatel (330) 85 Occupied Roohs— /48 59% | 41% 28 20 o ~ (1D Jam> . 24 17 40
idential Condomini (230) 41| Oce. Dwalling Unjts 5 ) 0% N 16% 25 2 4
| Specialty Retail Center (826) 14 1,008 Sq. Ft-GLA 56 28 16% 1 1 2
Specialty Retail Center (826) 25 {D003q. Ft. GLA 100 50 16% 2 2 4
‘Resort Hotel (330) 102, [ (Okgopied Rooms 56 3 16% 28 19 47
Specialty Retail Center (826) 37%:6:\ \ 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 150 5. 18% 3 3 [ %
{Resort Hotel (330) 149> Qccupied Rooms 66 . O@ 16% 33 23 550 9
|Specialty Retail Center (826) ( 89 | 1,0008q, Ft. GLA 198 16% 4 4 8 %
iSingle-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 Occ. Dwelling Units 36 16% 16 14 \@’\ i
‘Residential C injum/Townhouée- (230} 26 Qcc. Dwelling Urits 52 16% 24 20 44
Resart Hotel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms 46 16% 23 16 (O ke
Retail Centef(826) ( \ > 25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 16% 2 427 84
Project Total Saturday, Péak Hodr Tiips 772 1,356
aa Pea O p
Red Pine Village |Resort Helel (330) o35 Occupied Rooms 514 50% @ 41% 303 211 0% 2% 221 154 375
RC25 dential i 230). 54 ©Occ, Dwaliing Units 0 Tsay o ae% 28 0% % 23 20 2
RC24 iR i inium T @30 21 Oce. Dwelling Urnits .~ —50 54% | 46% 27 23 % 2%\ 1\ \20 17 a7
RC 22 ‘Resott Hatel (330) 52 Occupled Rooms—\, 30 59% 41% 18 12 0% % 13 9 22
res (L ial C ini (230) 8 Qcc. Dwelling Units) ) \46 54% | 48% 25 2 0%\ () 7% 18 15 33
RESN Retail Center (826) 20.564 | 1,000 S, Ft. 82 50% 4 41 BU N 2% 1 1 2
RC17#8 | Specialty Retail Center (826) 3844 | 1000SqFLGA 152 50% 76 7 s%__~ 2% 3 3 [
RC17/18 ‘Resort Hotel (330) 88 Ocelbied Roams 50 4% 20 21 0% "% 2 15 14
@] C 'RC16 A ‘Resort Hotel (330) 142) | (Qceupied Rooms 78 41% 46 32 [\ 0% 27% 34 23 57 5
% RC 168 idential C inium /T @0 398  Dwelling Units 54 5% | 46% 29 N 0% 7% 21 18 3
@ RC16A Retall Center (826) 18~V 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 80 50% @ 50% ERe &N 95% 2% 1 1 2
% RC20A _iResort Hotel (330) \YS\M8~  Occupied Roams 66 50% | 41% 98 Nl 0% 27% 28 20 48
RC20A Retail Center (826) 10" "1o00sq Ft GLA . 40 50% | 50%  \26A X\ Y20 5% 27% 1 1 SN
RC208 ial Condominium Townhoyse (230)> 11 Occ, Dwelling Units % 54% | 46% 28 21 0% 27% 18 15 N33,
RC 14 Resort Hotel (330) Lo 128 Occupied Rooms 72 59% u% (O 30 0% 2 2 /O\ 5%
;;;;;;; RC15  [Resort Hotel (330) faleN 81 Occupied Rooms 46 50% o 41% N\ 27 19 0% 14 34
RC 21 Resort Hotel (330, 85 Occupied Rooms 48 5% N 1% 28 20 0% N 35
w37 Residential e/ T0 (230) 4 Occ. Dwelling Units 56 54% . J46% 30 2% 0% g 4
RC2 y Retail Center (626) 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50% [ 2 95% 2
_Rce  Retail Center (826) 25 1,000 S, Ft. GLA 100 50% |50 50 95% 2 4
RC7 ResoptHdtel (330) 102 Occupied Rooms 5.0\ 5% 33 28 0% 17 M
RC7 Ity Retail Center (826) 376 | 1,0008q Ft. GLA 150~ § 50% 75 75 95% 3 5
‘Rdsait Hotét (330) 119 Occupled Rooms | (Jep 59% ; 39 27 0% 20 43
pectalty Retail Center (826} 50 1,000 Sq, kt. ng@ g8 50% 50% 99 99 95% 4 7
’ %_ipgp—Famlly Detached Housing (210) 30 | Oce. Dvelfing Wnits/  "36 %~ \. 12 2%
idential Condominium/T @30) 26 oec. DwelinglUnits 52 o/ 18 38
{Resort Hotel (330) 82 ipied Rooms 46 0% 14 34
‘Specialty Retail Center (826) 25 1,808 8¢. Ft. GLA 100 0% 27% 37 37 74
iProject Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips ()
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A~
Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection X@
Aver. Delay @

L el 13 . ~a1 Aver. Delay 2
Description Control  Approach LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS @
N

SR-224/ .
@ Canyons Resort D%@ Signal AL .
D) F-Eloven East) o3, 7500 F O -
Canyons Resort-Drive NB Stop NB (1.5) /EB, F (>50) / WB B

7-Ele West/
Cany@ﬁg%%sonf Drive N/A /va\gé\ 9.0 A /ék -
n Drive / >50.0 F 3 @
@aﬁ@ons Resort Drive S8 Stop @@§§ atesres csae D - ) @@

Frostwood Drive / R 29.4 b X
0.5 . - EEXC NWA (5.6), SEA(7.1), O
@ Canyons Resort Drive w o AN NEF(>§0.0)), SWD((3¢;.1)3 @@
F

o]
@%& Chalet Drive / @@WSB 5 i;g&
@ Canyons Resort Drive=X\> ~ Stop A2 A (2.2) /WB

Navajo Trail/-—" 6.1 D &
@® Canyons Res@r% e NB Stop NB % 4.4) /EB, A (0.1) /WB %@ )

Cedar Lane/ 16.4 C
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop Sg\(\ A (0.6)/EB, A (1.2) /WB - }
@Jﬁ;@) Ié?lées,f;?dD:ive NB Stop @@w A (2.12)6}?53, A(0.9) /ﬁ@ N ] @@@
) @Xﬁ?m /Red Pine Road EBUS@M EB \ (2.17,)'2 vs.A0 @;y - - @X
@%O%@ RC 20/ Red Pine Road £B Siop EB A0 ARs/ £ - “ 0 (S
RO M Redpnorond O sop  WB  Awammacosss - (O
@ Ca”g‘;’ésg:g%%% /" NB Stop B ) 27 A ESONEN
Canyéns 1§‘gn‘ prive  EB Stop d%% 3.1 A AT _ @
o Beamr e Sign, (LS .G AN

RC 14/

R @@ Canyons Resort Drive BD@ EB 38 é@ ) ) @@X
Grand Summit Drive / 9 *
@@&% Canyons Resort Drive Q%gg%to’) EB f&% A - (Cg@

High Mountain Road )™~ Round-
@ Canyons Resiw ﬁi@ about } \5®@ ) 34 <®@‘
RC 16/ NB/SB
Canyon%esoﬂ Drive Stop N% 47 A 4\&' N ]
7 @@ @@ @@ @
N D @
%mmit County = The Canyons Trafg(%gﬁ!{ @% 37 @X
@]

O @ @] O
o & o & o & o &
%@% é&é@ %254 Page 81 of 230 Suounty
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la-Court / o] = @
(H untain Road __ St S©P 1 6.3 A @ @X{ - - @@
RC 16/
o @ Escala Court NBOS% NB 24 /}% - - @X
op

RC 17/18/

Sgi%@ Escala Court Qg&@ SB 3.0 @ A - S @
©

RC 17/18/
© High Mountain ROﬁ@ NE Stop NE @®> A ) @

@@ RC 17/18/22/Sundial/  NB/SB NB L) 87 A

High Mountain-Road Stop

RG22/
High Etain Road B Stop N%\ 3.4 A g - .
intage E Street / ; @
igh I‘%untain Road  NBStop (- ONB : O < @@

1. This represents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignalized intersections.
O% 2. This represents the overall intersection LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is reported for all-way stop. roundabout, and signalized intersections. @

3. Southbound = Southbound approach, efe.

ring calculated the 95t perce queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The q ports can be found in A X D. The 95" percentile ueues at the SR-224 / @
C S Resort Drive intersection a imated to extend for severa red feet on the north- @@
@ uth-, and eastbound approac he queues on the eastbou pproach are anticipated to X
5 éﬁ%tend past Aspen Drive. Eh X es on the northeast- and so st bound approaches to theox@
@g@ Frostwood Drive / Cany sort Drive intersection ar nticipated to extend for s 5
<@(@ hundred feet. No otherO ficant queuing is ant:c:pated@ @
@ E. Mitigat ﬁeasures ©® ®®
d that dual left-tumn lanes will arranted on the northbound a@%ﬁ)ach to the SR-
224 /, ons Resort Drive interse . VIt is recommended that provement be @
implemented to increase capacit d\rediice queueing at the intersection, ‘and to prevent left- @@
&n queues from obstructing norégund through traffic. Itis also re mended that an additional X
< ft-turn lane be added to "c.-‘ 4 / Canyons Resort DriveO%@

stbound approach to the

O%@ intersection. Both of \1;59* ‘ovements will require tha itional receiving lane be .‘(:.43"
to northbound SR-224 -and westbound Canyons Reso {
© : .
@ would result in three hbound lanes for approxi
@ Drive intersecti recommended that the qu space for eastbound left-t f@
be maximized at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection by restriping the existing asphalt.

It is also ommended that guide signs Anu% ite on green) be added alo «* southside of

2 @ © (©) @@@
O%n\m{t County — The Canyons Traff&gw @X\) 38 @X

O O éﬁx Q éﬁx Q O%
@@%&% @Sgg% 0@%&254 Page 82 of 230 Sur@%@ounty
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Canyo &ort Drive to guide drivers t, Q&m&tct lanes on the eastbo@%ﬁmach. This will @
. ] e 0 . , N @
improwvelane utilization on the ap& ch-allowing more vehicles to %@ iciently. @ f

s Resort Drive be widened anes between SR-224 andO%

se capacity on the roadw. O% for additional left-tum sto
sort Drive intersection, a%& accommodate the recomm

< @Is also recommended that

Sgi%@ Frostwood Drive. This wi
&

at the SR-224 / Canyo
dabout at the Frostwood Dri anyons Resort Drive intersection.

improvements to t§

The northeast bound approach to the Frostwoodﬁ/e / Canyons Resort Drive is a@cipated to
experienc%f}iniﬁcant delay and queuing. It isirecommended that the capacity.of this intersection
be incr y converting the existing n out from a one-lane to a tw@ roundabout.

0

@@@
O% els of service, no mitigatio ures are recommended. The. delay at these intersections cano @
O%@ be attributed to the diffic xecuting a left-turn move m a stop-controlled appr I@

O@ onto a busy congested é%%ay, as well as queueing fro nstream intersections. O@

o) o) o) o)

S N S S

@@@
& ¢ o
© © @@
S S S S

2k
&

o) 0
%h(gﬁgh several infersections ong ns Resort Drive are anticip g%operate at substandard

@@@
O
@@%@
©

O

2 2
& &

7 o
$» N
O%@ 9 o o %
@@gig @Q@@ @Q%
& G S
s @@Q% = @@Q% @@Q% @@@

mmit County ~ The Canyons Traffi %ﬁ{ X\) 39 X
& s S e

Sgi%@ S O%® O%é%
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Figure 8a

i Chaiet Drive
"

, Ste. 202 Lehi, Utah 84043 - % —
S S S S
®@ ®@ ®@ ®@
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© © © ©

o X O X O X o X
Q ®@ Q ®@ Q ®@ Q ®@
@@%&% @Sgg% 0@%&254 Page 84 of 230 Sur@%@ounty

@@ @@ @@ @@




PN N o D Lo
O%@@ O%@%@ @%@@ O%@@
@Qﬁ% <§§g o @Sﬁ&
& & & &
V) V) V) V)
0\
@@@Q% @@@QU @@@Q% @@@
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i ~
@TURE (2030) ALT@@@ E PLUS PROJECéITIONS @@@

@ Purpose @ @& o) X
 SA Pumose - & , & .
s\%% The purpose of the futu 30) plus project analysis is t %y the intersections and roa
®@ during the peak trav, riods of the day for future b ound traffic and geometric conditions
@ plus the net trip rated by the proposed devi nt including the traffic ge \t} d by the
Red Pine Village resort hotel, as well as the proposed improvements to the roadwa network.

This scenaﬁprowdes valuable insight into t otential impacts of the propos@\yro;eot on future

backg affic conditions.

O © ©
3 @ Roadway Network %@ X@

@‘ ©

Q ¢
%@ It was assumed that th @ously recommended miti @measures including cap ity
@ improvements to the S@%% / Canyons Resort Drive a ostwood Drive / Canyons
®@ Drive intersections, ell as improvements to C s Resort Drive between wo
@ intersections, h n completed by 2030. @ @
C. Traffic Volumes é&

a@;&%meermg used future @?@orecasted volumes froqg}.: Snyderville Basin @@@

portation Master Plan (ZOO% k period turning movemen s were estimated using x

%&HRP 255 methodologies w utilize existing peak period, t@ olumes and future AWDT, @
g%@ volumes fo project the fu (,\ volumes at the major int ns. Trips were assigned to%%@

study intersections ba n the trip distribution perc es discussed in Chapter |
permitted intersectio @@nmg movements. The future @0 plus project p.m. peak hour\@ es
@ were generated@ study intersections and ar: n in Figure 9. @

D. Level of Service Analysis é& &&
“ Q hro/SimTraffic, which folighway Capacity Manua2016 methodology @@
Jntreduced in Chapter |, the p.m. "" our LOS was computed fc ch study intersection. The @
sults of this analysis are rep in Table 10 (see Appendix @ the detailed LOS reports)., @%
%@ Multiple runs of SimTraffi used to provide a statistica e»@&a jon of the interaction betw@
@\%& the intersections. As sh%ﬁb Table 10, the SR-224 ancﬁ@t Drive intersections with Caiy “ 5
@ Resort Drive are an d to operate at LOS E with ect traffic added. The7-EIev ast,
@@ Aspen Drive, ar@?&;a Trial intersections with @?@s Resort Drive are ant:c:pa@@perate
at LOS F. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS B or better.
il @@ @@ @@ @@
%mmit County - The Canyons Traf&%;ﬁ 42 %
O @ o) @
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able 10 Future (2030) Plus P, oject Saturday Peak Hour L

©
Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection X@
© . Aver. Delay . Aver. Delay
s} 1,3 N1 2
o%@ Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)’ LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS (9%@}
O £
3% SR-224/ R ER
1 - NB D (47.2), SB E (64.6)
© Canyons Resort D g (gao.o)), B E( 1)

AN
W>50.0 F

©® 7-Eleven E

Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB (8.4)/EB, A (7.0 /WB ) j
7-Ele West/
Canya@ sort Drive N/A Eﬁé\ 131 B x,mQ(\\ )
@. n Drive / 0 >50.0 F O - O@
%ns Resort Drive >0 StoP @Qs? B(13.2)/E8, A (1-2)/'4@0 - X@Q
Frostwood Drive / Roun
. é;%@ Canyons Resort Drive a&o@ - ) ° @ 12.3 B O%@
O Chalet Drive / “NB/SB 38600 E 2©
! SB C(20.2 (1.7)/EB - N
@ Canyons Resort Driv% Stop @ 1)/ WB ’ =
Navajo Trail @;5
®® Canyons Resélf%y e NB Stop NB % 0.0 - %® -
Cedar Lane7
Canyons-Resort Drive SB Stop S% 9.6 { -

Cafiyons Resort Drive

RedPine Road/ g o0 @@W 10.7
B

1/Red Pine Road ~ EB Stog\@ E . N
0. (037
. ()" RC20/RedPine Road EBSts  EB ag  o0n . - é%@
@g{& RC 20/ Chalet Drive / /WB 5 4@%& A _ @é&
@ Red Pine Road @ Stop ) o
Canyons Resort
@@ yons e Qﬁgg@ NB Stop ne (028 A PO
RC 15/
Canyon&ﬁ(eson‘ Drive EB Stop E% 58 A 3 .
erado / wB (@ 30 A @ ) -
@aﬁy}) Resort Drive Stop @o ' @@ @@@
RC 14/
5 @ Canyons Resort Drive EB S% EB 4.6 % ) ) @
Grand Summit Drive / /Y R °
O%@ Canyons Resort Drive (&E @op EB 4'8(%9 @ A - 2 @
High Mountain Road / ound-
®@ Canyons Resort D{é@%w;bout . @&@ - 34 /(%
RC 16/ NB/SB
@ Canyons Res rive Stop NB ®®4'3 A - ®® -

Escala Court/
HigtaiLrli Road ~ SE Stop SE&& 6.2 A ﬁx ]
&mmit County -~ The Canyons Traﬁ(i%gudy X 4 %
3 N 0. B

X o & o & o &
N
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@O ,awg;ud NB Stop /%(%@ 2.2 AUO@ . - @@@
5 @X Elic(,?agggu/rt SB S% 3.2 % i ) @X

N RC 17/18/ N | PN
Sg%%@ High Mountain Road (% P NE 2}? (O A & ©
RC 17/18/22 / Sundial /.5 NB/SB
®@ High Mountain Road.©) = Stop NB @®> A ] & (0)
I O I
@ High Mountain Read NB Stop NB 32 A )

thtag Street/

antain Road NB Stop

1. This represents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicie) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignalized intersections. @@
2. This represents the overall intersection LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is reported for all-way stop. roundabout, and signalized intersections. @
3. Southbound = Southbound approach, etc. x
9 ©
o%@ Source: Hales Engineering, {\{)lember 2017 @
@g E Queuing An lysis

Hales Engmeen@g%ulated the 95" percentile q @engths for each of the study ections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues.at the SR-224 /
Canyons "ﬁo Drive intersection are estigj%d to extend for several hundr et on the north-

50@1 fd eastbound approaches. @@ itional significant queumg@ Sipated. @@@
Mitigation Measures @X @X

Sg%%@ It is possible that delays (Sould be further reduced wit
@ tuning the signal timin . The poor levels of service jpated at the 7-Eleven East
§® and Aspen Dri@ ections on Canyons Res ive can be aftributed to

Q

R-224 / Canyons Resort

downstream int tions (SR-224 / Canyons Drive and Frostwood Dri anyons

Resort Drive). Delays are generally expected during peak traffic penods these types of
intersec and therefore no mltlgatlonsures are recommended.
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

: SR 224 | Canyons
NorthjSouth: SR 224
East/West: Canyotis Resort Dr

Jurisdiction: Summit County
Project Title: The Canyons TS
Project No: UT16:878

Westher: \
EAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:45-9:00
@ AM PHF: 0.78
@ NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####

S

o) . 16:00-17+ Q " @
&S gm0 | S Sl A o O
@%& ot | et N @%&
e M R Q)

Za gy ) [205 — _ 2
-
R’

Total Entering Vehic @ S I
% S B It A
c Ssie 177 T 1—
=] = J< S 2 £ s 1T [ =1
129 53
' r Canyons Resort Dr
@
I N E e [ ] o L
() ©
20 925 13
e == O
N XCY
% %
—
(0)
i or s Résott |
Left Fhit R
A B (3 D E E & H 1 3 K L M N o [3 JOTAL
0 0 0 L] 0 0 ] [] 0 [ 0 0 [} 0 0 0
0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 [ 0 (] 0 [ 0 [ 0 ] 0 [} 0
0 0 [ 0 [} 0 0 0 ) [] 0 0 0 ] Q 0 0
17 57.2973 0 2.1622(1.0811 103.78 32.432 0 .16 16.216 0 21622 [} 21622 1.0811]249.432432
13 68.1081 0 1.0811]1.0811 92.973 34.595 0 \Z, 0 5.4054 [+ 21622 0 1.0811 0 231.378378|
15 88.6486 0 1.0811 L] 102.7 41.0: 8 0 14.054 0 1.0811 1.0811 3.2432 2.1622( 285..
21 116.757 1] [] D] 151.35  30.; [N .. ] 17.297 0 1.08: Q 2.1622 1] 358.. 97
BRSSP
A B < R E E § —H I 2 K L M N Q B
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [+] 0 [} 0
o ] 0 [+ /] 0 4] 0 [} 1] 0 0 0 0
0 0 o o | oQ o o le o o oo o 00 0> ;
230 0 0 o] ] 0, 0 [ 0 0 0 ] [ 0 0 o
12:30-1245 | 0 0 o d @ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [Re) 0
12:45-13:00 ] [} 0 0 0 0 [ 0 /] ] 0 0 [} [}
13:00-13:15 Q0 0 0 [ [ 0 0 0 c [} 0 0 ¢ [}
13:15-13:30 [ Q 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 ] Q0 0 Q
O]
Period 1@ H Fl L TOTAL |
| 16:00-16:15 4054 ( 4.3243 245.41 28.108 0 36.757 2.1622 17.297 0 2.16 4] 3.2432 5.4054] 545 i
16: 3 3.2432(2.1622 222.7 34.595 o 129.73 1.0811 75676 ~0 4 0 21622 4.3243 768
D811 2.1622|3.2432 23568 30.27 0 51.892 1.0811 23.784 0 0 5.4054 3.2432 627
0.811 5.4054|5.4054 189.19 41.081 0 51.892 1.0811 11.f . 0 5.4054 3.2432 559
V] [ 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
17: 130 0 0 L] ] a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17:30-17:45 [} 0 0 (] 0 4] 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 4] 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 04 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

17:45-15:0§t 0

O

XCS
3

O

Q
0. (BN
N
254 Page 92 of 230 Su

S

Q

XCS
N

OO ounty




@@@ﬁx

@! ; 2364 North 1450 East

(& @%& N e Cﬁ%%@
., T _(0) Ay _
Ol

- -

" Jurisdetion: Summit County o -

Project Tile: The Canyons TS = s
ProjectNo: UT16:878 i

A K HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:00-8:15

@ AM PHF: 0.78
O NQON PEAK HOUR PERIOD: E E
NOCON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####
X X i
o o [ =]

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00

% PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 % i
@ PM PHF: 0.84 @) @ [ T ¢ ]

7-11 East Ace
O
2

1 RAW
COUNT orli
SUMMARIES] - feft ‘dﬁ
C S~
(A PERIGD COURTE - =
Period

[4
0
0
0
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3.2432 3.2432
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Scoooom

cocooooor loocooooom o*@

st
© 0000 ol

ococoococoolpy
ccoo

locoocoocoo o
coocococooom
cooccocooom
ccoocococoolo
oo ocoococool

a
EN»—waooool’
&

Period
11:30-11:45
11:45-12:00
12:00-12:15
12:15-12:30
12:30-12:45
12:45-13:00
13:00-13:15
13:15-13:30
PM PERIOD CO

cococococl

%O
cocoocococoml’ {12 coocomljcocosccocom
O

cocwocococolfjcocooo

cocoolo
O
%m

cooocoococom
=)

CEE-E-X-T-X-X-1;]
coocoococoom
lcoocoococoor

©

ok

Period
16:00-16:15
16:15-16:30
16:30-16:45
16:45-17:00
17:00-17:15
17:15-17:30

| 17:30-17:45
4] 17:45-18:00,)

ol joococoococookx

2
=

<

I
A
&
-
oo

cocoocomobl@oocococooon
I3

ooQ:;!L

ocooﬁg.
S8
KN

coococcococomfijco
cocoscococoom

-
cococoo
oo\ce
cooocooook
oooooooohko




O@Q% @@@X

2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043

Intersection Tuming Movement Su

t
fear Adjustment:
Station

AN HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00 I
AM 15\MINUTE PERIOD: 8:45-9:00 @
AM PHF: 0.89 /\ T 1
© o)
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:

% NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

NOON PHF: #### ' : l ' : l

© o | BB

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 Q

% PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 %
D%@Q PM PHF: 0.76 O%@Q

; ~& = A

@O T3 \:@ Total Entering Vehicles @ o |

@ — =T Y L, ] 0 = fx o
< ; = 2

% |

Period A B [ [] E I3 [ H 1 3 I3 L M N [ B
0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 [ o
0 o oo o o ofo o oo o o o
0 o oo o o oo o oo o o o
0 o o | o o o o] g o oo o o o 0
o0 os113242] 0 o0 0 0 | @O )o\trseze o [2a162 0 0 0 |13
0 0 1081 0 0 0 0,0 <0 54054 0 |10811 0 0 0 |14485488:
0 1.0811 4.3243 [ 0 0 0 b 0 4.3243 0 0 Q0 0 0 . O
0 10811 21622| 00 0 b ¥ 0 3243 0 |7s7 0 0 0 @
X Z -
A B & R E ESNG —F 1 J K L|M HE © B
o 0 ¢ oo 0 ¢ 0 o oo °o o @©
o 0 0o 0] o _ o olo o o ofo o o 0
0 o o o | 0O olo o o oo o 00 6
0 0 o o0 | o0 oo o o ofo o o0
0 0 0 0 @ o oo o 0o o]0 0~ @
0 0 0 ¢ o o|o o o o o0 9
] 0 0 Gg}% 0 0 0 0 0 0 o | o ! 0
0 0 0 0 o _olo o _o o] o (@ 0
o A Bl E E & H|I 2 K & o B
0 Oaisz2l 0 6 o o] 0 0 6aws o o o o
2 0 9622l 6 0 0 0 | 0 0 64865 0 20 0 0
3 Spa3 43243 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 434 o 0 0
1 0811 5.4054| [ 0 o 0 [ 0 6. 08 0 0 0
0 o oo o o oo o g o 0o 0 o
0 0 L] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0
0 0 o oo o o oo 0o o To|lo o o o
0 0 o _olo o o oloe o o olo o o o
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©) ©) OO 254 Page 94 of 230 Su s ounty

S SN S S




@@%

Jurlsdiction: Sunmmit:County
Project Titlet The CanyonsTs. -

&
unis

2364 North 1450 East

()

Project No: UT16-878 :
: 4
K 1

Al K HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
A A INUTE PERIOD: 8:30-8:45
AM PHF: 0.79
O

O NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30

X NOON FHF. 2 X
5@ simis

=

r@n Resort Dr

Aspen Drive

cocoolz

0
65.9459459)]
83.2432432

”
coBooooln
2
g2
N
coofoocoor
2

Goooo o
N

N
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=3
cococooooolx|

o coocoocoom

[4 E
0 [
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0 1.081
0 [

Period A
11:30-11:45 [
11:45-12:00 [
12:00-12:15 0
12:15-12:30 0
12:30-12:45 0
12:45-13:00 0
13:00-13:15 0

Q

cocoocooomm

%%@oooo o ocococooool

ccoococococon

13:15-13:30

m
=

7

ccoocod

goom

..60
o

cooocoocom

cocoocoocook

lcocooooco
coooof2

comxl jlcooocoocookx

cocococoE| lcoooocoeo

0
0
Period 3 I3 E [] 1 2 L B
16:00-16:15 ) 0 0 0 1.0811 1.0811}1.08: .. [} 101
16:15-16:30 0 10811 0 0 [} 188.11 " 0 230
16:30-16:45 0 [+ 10811 0 0 0 11459 0 0 171
16:45-17:00 0 10811 0 0 0 0 ] 129
17:00-17:15 0 [ 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0
17:15-17:30 0 [ 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 "] )
17:30-17:45 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 o 0
17:45-18:00 | 0 0 Q '] 0 [\ ') 0 0 0 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East

@]
Lo o sk gg@%@

Intersection Tuming Movement Summaj

Adjustments
‘ear Adjustmienty
Station #:
Ratet
Number of Years;
P : 8:00-9:00
: 8:30-8:45 /@ [0 |
2 0.86
(©) o n
@ NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD: @ \/
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
% NOON PHF: #### X a X
O@ PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 ) @ =1 § o) @ o) @
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:3 e R 3 % %
%( §> PM PHF: 0.57 %9 5 [ = 1 7 ] & Q 2 Q. ( §
] I3 1 1
@%@ 1| Bt N Q%%
@ r@ Resort Dr J ‘ k ] @

4

T

365 & 347 75

<
2
l
a&
d
P =

/1

O

[ e ]

g e N

P == | Eg I8 o
z Nex=

1_Noon t

A B [4 D E E [] H I ] K M N [] [3 TOTAL
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0 [ [ 0 0 0

0 ] Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 216216 1.0811 O 21622 1.0811 21622 0 . . 43243 28.108 11.892 1.0811|75.6756757
1 0 32432 0 |43243 0 10811 O Q 64865 37.838 7.5676 0 723513514
0 0 6.4865 0 6.4865 2.1622 2.16; C 0 4.3243 47.568 9.7297 1.0811|97.29 3
4 1.08108 5.4054 5.4054 1.0811 1.081 5 34.595 4.3243 O

Ol

17:15-17:30 0

17:30-17:45
" :00,|

B [4 I’ E E s —H I 2 K L M N -] B
0 0 o 0 o|lc @ 9o oo © o © 0
0 [} 0 0 ) 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o o o | & o of|o o o oo o 00 (O
o o 0 o oo o o oo o o 0
0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 XS 0
o 0 ¢ o o|o o o ofo0 0 0
0 0 ¢ o oo o o oo % 0 0
oo 6 o o olo o o oo 0 0
@ i A B %@ [3 E [] H 1 L []
16:00-16:15 1 1.08108-5} 3.2437 43243 0 [} 2.1622 36.757 2.1622 0 595 5.4054 1.0811 98
16:15-16:30 3 0 14054 2.1622 32432 0 0 203.24 6.4865 g, 4.595 7.5676 1.0811 280
16:30-16:45 0 0 10811 0 32432 0 1.0811 0 1.0811 57.297 2.1622 2432 43.243 7.5676 O 120
16:45-17:00 0 1.08308-4.3243 1.081116.4865 5.4054 3.2432 0 3 4. ).4054 40 16.216 136
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
£801,636.0891

%3\}& HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
15, MINUTE PERIOD: 8:45-9:00
AM PHF: 0.80
©
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00

PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30
PM PHF: 0.57 O

S
[@mﬂ or

= 1
..

4344

——- AN N |
H____ ) s ,,
34| 71 '< 351 71

Total Entering Vehicles i g

Navajo Trall

)

I Canyons Resort Dr
H I

=

o)
R e -
@ | SUMMARIES|  Left %M Peds } Left Right . Peds Thu b e ts
Period A B < o E E [ H 1 F K L M N [] i3
) 0 ¢ o|le © o o|o 94 0 oo o o 0
0 0 o oo o o oo c oo o o o
0 0 o oo o o o}o o o |06 o o o
0 0 ¢ oo o o o o 0|0 o 0o © 0
0 0 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 8.3 0 1.0811 0 29.189 0 0 47.5675676
0 [ 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 10.811 Q 4.3243 0 36.757 [ 0 47.5675676
0 [} Q 0 0 0 0 o 16.216 [ 4.3243 0 44.324 0 [ 60.5 5
0 0 10811 0 0 1] 0 0 0 25.9496 0 54054| 0 43.243 0 0 70.2: 3
0 COUNTS 1% . s
A J] < 1"} E E s —H 1 F] K L M N Q B
0 [ 0 0 0 0 ] 0 (] 0 0 ] Q 0 [{] 0
0 0 0 ] a @ 0 [] 0 0 [ 0 0 0
12:00-12:15 | 0 0 0 o [1e] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 by >0
12:15-12:30 0 [} 0 [} 0 B 0 0 ] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
301245 | 0 ' Xe @ o oflo o o oo 0gq % 0
4513:00 | 0O 0 0 v o o|o o o ofo 0
00-13:15 | 0 0 0 % ¢ o oo o o 00 0
15-13:30 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
PM BERIODCOD T
i A B @) D[ E E [] H 1 K L Qo P
16:00-16:15 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 21622 77.838 0 1.0811 03 .757 1.0811 0 118
16:15-16:30 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 187.03 0 & 919 1.0811 0 228
16:30-16:45 0 0 4.3243 0 D] Q 1.0811 45.405 0 32432 3.2432 0 86
16:45-17:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 41.081 2 0 47.568 2.1622 [} 91
0 o olo o o oo 0o © 0 0o 0 0
0 o oo o ¢ oo o o 0 0 0 0
17:30-17:45 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 [ ]
17:4518:004 0 0 o o] o o o ojo @ o oflo o 0o o 0
o%( i > 0 (i% o) @&
Q %9 O(§C§ o<§;>
© © ©
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2364 North 1450 East

e Qg%s@

Intersaction: Red Pine: { Canyons
North/South: Red Pine Road
East/West: Canyois Resort Dy
;:mm« Summit County

sject Titler The CanyonsTs
Project No: UT16-878 ;
Weather:
HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
@K 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:45-9:00 @
AM PHF: 0.50 ¥ 1
@ NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 9 R
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
X NOON PHF: ##4## X X
i ] 1
o) @ PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 (O @ (-1 [ o @
% PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 R
PHR OS2 () @ [ [ T 1] o @
i O
— I
‘ Egb v|ld$ 6 ,@
O :@9& (esort Dr T

NN Total Entering Vehicles - e
®® B |<|'7 ?“‘J : : _-f’ <&r®
Rl

Red Pine Roa:

I e I 5
@\\j — ‘ *

II | Canyons Resort Dr
= e

Pz c

o%@

&

bl E F G H|1 31 K L|HM KN © p]I0A
[ [] 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0
[} 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 [} [ 0 0 0 0
0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [
] 0 0 ] [ 0 0 0 4] 0 0 0 0
0 1.0811 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 1.0811 0 0 [ 3.24324324
0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
0 1.0811 0 0 10 [} 0 0 [ Q 0 0 4.243; 4 O \
0 1.0811 0 Qﬁl 0 0 ] 2.1622 0 1.0811 0 6. 19
Peried | A B & R | E EN&-H| I 1 K L|H N ©o P
11:30-11:45 0 [ 0 [} 0 0 0 [ 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 e
11:45-12:00 0 [} [ ] 0 0 ] ] 0 [ 0 0 0 0 Q 0
12:00-12:15 0 0 [} 0 OO 0 [ 0 0 0 0 o 0 O O 0
12:15-12:30 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 0 % o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Qg 0
12454300 | o 0 0 d ¢ o oo o o oo O o
13:00-13:15 0 0 0 (}/@EA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4] 0
: . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ‘}_ 0 ]
: g T
Period B | E E § H 7 K L N> 0 E
16:00-16:15 1 0 148D } 0 0 0 0 |21622 © 43243 0 QO jo 0 0
16:15-16:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 3.2432 0 0 1.0811 0
16:30-16:45 0 13 0 0 0 0 [} 1.0811 ] 21622 0 0 C 0
16:45-17:00 ] .2432 [ 1.0811 0 1.0811 0 2.1622 ] 0 V] 0
17:00-17:15 [ [ 0 [} 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0
17:15-17:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0
17:30-17:45 [} [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
17:45-18:00,| 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0, 0 0 0 0 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East

S Cﬁ%%@
-\

H 08
Sumitc ‘ . ‘ - = _ ‘ { .
HOUR PERIOD: 8:15-9:15 } ‘T

13 NINUTE PERIOD: 8:30-8:45 [5s ]
AM PHF: 0.88 |

(O ZN PEAK HOUR PERIOD: \O/

N PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####
@ PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 X

PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 O
PM PHF: 0.95

S [
N === LIy ©
o EITTS

Total Entering Vehicles
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East/West:
Dirisdiction: Summit County
Project Titla: &!mﬂtm ‘ﬂueun

ijeetllo-

Weather
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Al K'HOUR PERIOD:
AMP 5 UTE PERIOD:
AM PHF:

PEAK HOUR PERIOD:

N PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF;

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
PM PHF:

8:00-9:00
9:30-9:45
0.76
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Thu Pets

[

il

High Mountain Road

Q
o &Y
&
254 Page 100 0of 230 S

0
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A B [] H 1 2 \?H N o B JOTAL
0 0 (] 11.091 0.9242 1.8 5453 1.8484 7.3937 0 51.7560074
0 0 0 (14787 0 09242 [ [} 0 0 637707948
0 [ 1.8484|12.939 [ 0 0 0 0 0 45,2865065
0 0 09242(13863 0 0 0 [ 0 0 o |37.8927911
0 0 0 |20333 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 3974122
1 )] 3.6969|12.939 1.8484 0 0 0 [ 0 37.0443623
2 0 1.8484|20.3, 0.9242 0 0 [} 0 0 65.7707948
0 0 1.8484 2%% ?}92 0.9242 0 o 0 0 0 49.9075786
A B ¢ DJE E S WK 7 K LM N © E 100
0 0 [ 0 [ 4 ] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 [
] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0O, o h 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 (00 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
A B < E & H 1 K L | M B
[} 2.77264 0 27726 25878 0 22.181 0 [ 0 0 0 59
d 2 1 6.4695 0 Y 3 7 5.5453 20.333 5.5453|25.878 ] 0 0 0 Q 67
15:30-15:45 1 14.7874 0 9242 5.5453 16636 0 24.954 0 0.9242 0 0 0 [ 65
15:45-16:00 0 12939 0 0 0.9242 6.46595 29.575 2.7726]21.257 0 1.8484 [ 0 0 73
16:00-16:15 1 9.24214 O 27726 3.6969 33.272 1.8484|27.726 0 0.9242 0 0 Q 79
16:15-16:30 1 16,6359, 0 3,6969 8.3179 23.105 0.9242|37.893 0 27726 0 0 0 93
| 16:30-16:45 1 2 0 0.9292 3.6969 43.438 5.5453{39.741 0 1.8484 0 0 0 118
16:45-17:00 0 24 0 0 1.8484 2.7726 26.802 6.4695 \3_5.969 0 1.8484 0 ] 94
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@ AM PHF: 0.88
Ol N PEAK HOUR PERIOD:

N PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

NOON PHF: ####

PM PHF: 0.87

UTE PERIOD: 9:00-9:15

o) PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45

Total Entering Vehicles

3

Escala Court

2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043

) N
-
Ak Mack  fun

[ ‘) < [] E I3 [ H 1 F] M TOTAL
0 0 3.6969 0 8.3179 0 0 0 1.8484 0 0 27726 24.0295749]
0 0 4.6211 0 11.091 0 0 0 0 0 0 27726 31.4232902
0 0 7.3937 0 15.712 0 ] ] [} [ 0 0 27726 32.3475046 | i
0 0 46211 0 6.4695 ] 0 0 0 0, 0 0 1.8484 22.181146
0 0 64695 0 11.091 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.6969 34,1959335
0 0 3699 0 [64695 O 0 0 14 0 0 (27726 203327172
[ 0 36%9 O |55453 0 0 0 (gr\ 0 0 |46211 31.4232902
Q )] 1.8484 ] 15.742 0 1] 0 10 0 ] 1.8484 30.4990758 |
COUNTS T T i
A B & D|E E G D 7Tk L H
5| o [] 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:45-12:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ Q Q
12:00-12:15 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
12:15-12:30 0 Q 0 1] 0 1] (] [ 0 [ [} 0 [
12:30-12:45 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 [
12:45-13:00 0 0 0 0 [ @) 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0
13:00-43:15 [ 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5-13:30 Q Q 0 0 0 g 0 0 0 0 0 [+ 0
[FM PERIOD COUNTS 1T
Period A B < E [] H 1 2 K L M
15:00-45:45 | 0 052421 0.9242 4787 09242 0 0 0 0 0 0
15:15-1530 | 0 0.92421 46211 Ef 36 09242 0 0 0 0 0 0
15:30-15:45 0 84843 1. 5712 0 0 1.8484|0.9242 0 0 0
0] 15:45-16:00 | 0 2. ! 20333 1.8484 0 0 0 o 0 0
16:00-16:15 0 11.091 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
16:15-16:30 0 27.726 0 [ 4 0 [ 0 0
16:30-16:45 | © 15712 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q&
4 16:45-17:00 Q 12935 0.9242 0 0 0 0 (V2N
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QQN PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
N PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####

HOUR PERIOD: 9:00-10:00
AM PEA NUTE PERIOD: 9:00-9:15
Q AM PHF: 0.66
@O
X PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 15:30-16:30
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 15:00-15:15

PM PHF: 0.89

O
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o T o 1 s ]

0‘5 3

Red Pine Roa
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Red Pha Rpad T Gnalet DHve
Southbound Eastbound
Let  Thu Peds | tesi Peds
RIGD T X
Period A o€ D E [3 [ H 1 2 K Ly L] [] [3 JOTAL
800-8:15 | 0 2321 0 [] 0 27726 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 08242 0 |[462107209
815830 | 0 0 0 |oc942 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |277264325
830845 | 0 3 0 09242 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 27726 0 0 0 0 |3.6985767
845900 | 0 092421 © 0 |09242 09242 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.6969|2.77264325
9:009:45 (f\ 0 462107 © 0 |18484 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.9242|6.46950092
9:15-9; 0 092421 0 0 |0s9242 09242 0 0 0 d 0 0 0 0 0 0.9242|2.77264325
9:30-95 0 184843 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |1.84842889
9.46,10:100 | | 0 184843 0 0 036969 0 o | o 0 0 0 0 0 0__|5.54528651
T TR L T
) B ¢ DPJE F § _H 7 K L | H N © B |Iioa
30%245 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ol O 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0
(45-12:00 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:00-12:15 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:115-12:30 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:30-12:45 | © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
121451300 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
131001315 | 0 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ToNl8 ME'
13151330 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o)
Perid | A B C s H]1I 1 K 11m NP | 1GIAL |
115001505 | 0 277264 0 $ 0 0 0 ] o 09242] 0 €77}
151451530 | 0 092421 O X 0 0 0 g 0 0 0 0 2
15:30-15:45 | 0 184843 0 7726 09242 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9242 0 6
15:45-16:00 | O 277264 O 9242 1.8484 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
16:00-16:15 | 0 184843 @ 009242 1.8484 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 09242 0 6
161154630 | 0 092421, i 0 4621 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
16:30-16:45 | O . ON"27726| 0 27726 0 0 0 0 0 0 E\\g> 0 0 46211 6
i6i45-17:00] 0 .0 0 0 0 09242 0 0 0 0 0 <K 0 0 0 2
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File Name : Canyons rt & Frostwood
Site Code : 0000

Start Date :

PageNo :1

FrostWo6od Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive @] (ﬂmyons Resort Drive @
/E thwest From Northéast From Southeast 6 From Southwest @(o\
Start Time | Right |KM\T Left [ Peds | App.Total_| Right | Thru J«Le&fé\’/Eeds I App.Total | Right | Thru I Left ! Peds l KA@ Right ’ Thru I Left | Peds | App. Towl | Int)
08:15 AM % 2 9 0 16 7 105 %s 8 166 6 3 6 &s 18] 20 31 3 0 s\ 2
08:30 AMD 4 6 0 20| 10 o6 o 2 48| 12 2 1o 461 21 6 3 0 o 302
08:45 AMNN—'5 3 5 0 13 4 86— 74 1 165| 14 2 165N\ 4| 12 34 6 0 274
20 9 20 0 49 @ 189 11 479 32 W 36 108 ] 53 129 12 @g&w 830
@ AM 5 5 9 0 19558 62 66 9 145| 15 @ 4 13 33| 13 63 75 83| 280
:15 AM 4 2 6 0 13 45 42 3103 11 1 19 31 8 44 0 54| 200
@@owo AM| 6 6 14 @@% 14 55 53 0 122 \Q% 36 11 30| 9 g@@ 0 59| 237
09:45 AM 1 2 9 12| 14 39 54 3110 1 7 21 45 7 4 0 62| 229
Total | 16 15 38 0 69| 49 201 215 15 480 | 52 5 18 64 139| 37 204 17 0 258 | 946
10:00AM | 5 3 {Qﬁ 0 181 7 56 48 @4 | 16 5 9 11 a1 |5 53 3 0 66| 239 @
Total | 5 @@ W0 18] 7 56 z@@} 1l 16 5 9 11 V™Mo 53 3 0 66 | @@
& Oy NO3 o O
03:&% 8 4 1 0 23 4 @ 17 2 10t 57 1 ol % 1 81| 12 105 4 9, @ 326
03: 8 2 11 0 21 é& 7 13 4 101 | 54 255 14 80 | 12 102 5 (b 19| 321
\@Twal 6 6 22 0 44 \{?@ 13830 6 202 111 X%\&i 25 161 ] 24 201 9 k@ 240 | 647
Q 0 9 ®
g 4
@ :00 PM 7 0 9 0 20 74 21 6 121 @ 14 20 13| 16 83 @ 0 103| 353
@ 04:15 PM 5 3 15 @ S 13 74 17 7 111 & 315 11 94| 10 1@ 0 128 358
04:30 PM 7 2 16 0 25| 13 75 14 6 108 6 13 28 130 13 13 4 0 154 | 417
04:45 PM 8 1 10 0 19, 16 71 15 5 107 59 3 5 19 86| 12, 134 7 0 153 | 365
Total | 27 6 @\B 2 851 62 294 67 24 ﬁiﬂ 281 17 47 78 423 @\k 468 19 0 538 | 1493
05:00 PM 6 @ﬂ 3 29| 10 8 10 @@ 100 | 32 110 1t @s 129 4 0 141 333&
05:15 PM 3 @ 5 0 28 19 6l @ 90 | 33 3 512 @g@ 6 126 10 0 142 @
Grand Total 183 5 322|196 1094 \56 63 1921 | 557 41 144 2 9| 189 1316 74 0 1579
Apprch % (2% 127 568 1.6 102 569 6 33 569 42 147 %% 12 833 47 0
Total"/fé 9, 09 38 0.l 67| 41 D8OL8 13 40( 116 09 ﬁv. 204 | 39 274 15 0 Qsa@
Generahiafh 03 41 182 5 321 564 63 1917 | 557 41 (14 37 975 | 189 1316 72 o 4790
% ﬁ;&g’ 100 100 995 100  99.7 (}ﬁg @%ﬁ 993 100 99.8 | 100 10@@9952@ 100 99.6 | 100100 973 /b6 @9’?.3 99.8
s 0 0 1 0 1 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 0 2 2 11
-gums 0 0 05 0 0.3(5@? 0 07 0 02| o0 <C§®>2.8 o 04| o o0 2.7@\3? 01| o2
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Fostwoud Drive

m Northwest

Frostwood Drive

From Southeast\

e

Canyons Resort Drive
From Southwest

Start Time

Thru | Left | Peds \ App. T

Right | Thru;l\\l\ﬁft_]‘l’ed I

| Right | Thru | Left | Pedi\ ] app.tom

Right | Thru 1 Leftl Peds | Ap

p. Total t. Total
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om 08:15 AM to 11:45 AM P
bur forEntire Intersection Begins at 08:15 A

2 9 0
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Frostwood Drive

From Southeast 6
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\Og Cﬁnyons Resort Drive

From Southwest

ee®

PNOX

Right I Thru K\Lemds I App. Total

Right | Thru | Left | Peds. | apou

Right | Thru | Left1 I"eds | App. Total

Start Time | Right | Thra | Left | Peds | app Tow
Peak Hour Wm 08:15 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour fL 2 Approach Begins at: 9 @ o @ Q f(/\>
3:45 AM 08: 08:30 AM @) 8:15 AM
&%& 5 3 5 0 13 Sgi%%s 46 8 166 | 12 ﬁg@p@ 21 46| 20 31 3 %%%@4
ns. 5 5 9 0 19 1% 67 69 2 148 | 14 6 12 4| 21 64 3 88
mins. 4 2 6 0 (éé} 4 8 74 1 165| 15 @ 4 13 33| 12 34 6@ 52
@ts mins. 6 6 14 0 8 62 66 9 145 | AXCN 119 31| 13 63 S0 83
Total Volume | 20 16 34 6\)% 20 320 255 20 624 5 32 65 154 | 66 1%\@@ 0 277
% App. Total | 28.6 229 48.6 0 46 513 409 32 32 208 422 23.8 693269 0
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Page No
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& Frostwood

Fro Dfive Canyons Resort e Frostwood Drive o dﬁnyons Resort Drive
/Fr orthwest From Northelast From Southeast Q From Southwest o)
Start Time | Ri tu | Left | Peds | app.Tow | Right | Thru eft{Peds | app.tom | Right | Thru | Left Ped% M{ Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app. Total \I\nt. @
Peak Hour ARalysisFrom 12:00 PM to 05:15 PM - Peak 1 0f 10 (0> o (0 0. (O
Peak tire Intersection Begins at 04:00 PM o @ o % o %
0 7 0 9 0 16 &%@ 4 21 6 121| 74 iﬁ%‘ 20 113 16 8 4 g%@f@ 353
M 5 3 15 2 25 74 17 7 111 65 11 94 10 114 4 128 358
@3 PM 7 2 16 0 25 5) 75 14 6 108 83 13 28 130 13 137 4 O 154 417
@ 4:45 PM 8 1 10 0 SN 16 71 15 5 107 S9N 5 19 86 12 134 LN 0 153 365
@ Total Volume | 27 6 50 N85 | 62 294 67 24 447 17 471 78 423 | 51 46§s>\t9 0 538 1493
% App. Total | 31.8 7.1 588 24 13.9 65.8 15 54 X 4 111 184 9.5 8 5 0
PHF | 844 500 .781 ..250 .850 | 775 .980 .798 .857 924 | 846 708 783 .696 813 1 .797 .854 .679 .000 .873 .895
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‘ (;r@@ Drive Canyons Resortﬁri}% v Frostwood Drive O ) Ganyons Resort Drive
From Nq(ﬁi @ From Southeast @) From Southwest O)

rom/Northwest
‘Staﬁ Time R/ééx\\ Thru | Left | Peds | app.7oa | Right | Thru eft TPeds | app.Tow | Right | Thru | Left Pe@ Mzﬂ Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app. Toul ImM

PeakHourég%ﬁﬁmm 12:00 PM to 05:15 PM - Peak 1 of 12~( O o (o> o @
Peak ch Approach Begins at: o Q% el Aa
04:30 PM @s 04:00 PM % 04:30 PM %@
ins. 7 2 16 0 25| 74 2 6 121 74 4 20 13| 13 137 4 (§§ 154
10 <§§) 3 74 17 71 11| 65 Q 15 11 04| 12 134 7@ 153
6 13
8

mins. 8 1 0 3 o)
@HO mins. 6 2 18 3 13 715 14 108 <§;<@ 28 130 8 129 @ 0 141
@ +45 mins. 3 0 25 Q\% 1671 15 5 107 35 19 86 6 126 0 142
Total Volume | 24 5 69 S0l | 62 294 67 24 447 |N28Y 17 47 78 43| 39 526725 0 59

% App. Total | 23.8 5 683 3 139 658 15 54 66.4 4 111 184 6.6, 892 42 0
PHF | .750 625 .690- \.250 .871 | 775 980 798 .857 904 | 846 708 .783 696 813 | 7500\ 960 .625 .000 .958
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D ENGINEERIN

- innovative transportation solGti
A
SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour

Ry

Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Delay/Veh (sec)

Demand
Approach: Movement Volume Avg LOS
E
B
N p
, c
XS ; B
O p
RCS SB T . @no 1,017 99 @O 33.4 c 5 %@
Qf{g% R 209 207 Eﬁq& 42 A %@
@ Subiq{;&\ 1,252 1,241 29.2 C
D @2 651 659 (301 62.2 E__J©
@ EB @ 6 7 117 415 @
R 114 116 102 14.5
Subtotal 771 782 101 54.9 D
C ) 97 84.9 F
@ve T 5 6\@ 76 63. @ E @
@ R 17 (C V18 90 je c @@
% Subtotal 30, 27 90 . D
é%@ Total R 3053 S ST D . @%
9 O
= R & &
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons, Drive
@ @ Unsignalized © @

Delay/Veh (sec) e
Avg LOS

Volume Served
%

Demand

w
Approach - Movement Volume

obO\ B < 0.8 @Q% A @/\\
o e o i S &

. é%@} EB R O%@@ 2 100 o {05 041 A O%@}X

OQ%& Subto(ﬁéﬁi © 740 754 @&O&@ 06 A Qéi%@

o 12 10 8.9 A

S wB ®@ 401 404 @O 01 46 R ©)
@ §Subtotal 413 414 @ 100 4.7 Q@
@C s (Cy X @@Q% @@
5 @X Total 1,987 1,202 101 @\T A X@
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Analysis

Time Period:

Q) ENGINEERIN

©

" innovative transportation solgti

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Period:
S

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour

Volume Served

Approach Movement

Demand
Volume

Avg

"~ Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

@@

L
o B S
subtotal | 4 (Of 4 100 @@ B
L 0
T © @ 729 102 00> 18 A
EB o @ 0 o
Subto@a% 756 769 o 18 A Q\%@%
‘ 396 399 05 A
WB §<§@ 4 5 ®>®@(§2‘ 0.2 ,?@@@
Subtotal 400 404 101 05
X S o
Total 1,460 1,177 701 @ﬁ A
%\W U%U
& N N
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

@X Analysis Period: Future {2030) Background
5 éﬁx Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour 9
) N O Q
G G 5 &
o 0" Bus I 7-Eleven West & Canyong Rgsort Drive o
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Approach Movement

Unsignalized

Lo
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< K o 'Q@ p @
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V)
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SimTraffic LOS Report

{
Q Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS @@
o @x Analysis Period: Future {2030) Background X
- @ Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour é;%@
& S S S
@ @ Canyons Resort Drive & Fros i @
@@ . OO Rowndabout oo __________
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o L 56 93 35 A N
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<§<@ @@ 268 256 96 03 A hS
WR 10 10 98 0.4 A
@ >Subtotal 278 %66 ®>® 96 0.3 Q@
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Time Period:

G
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Approach Movement

Volume Served

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Background
Saturday Peak Hour
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innovative transportation soluti

SimTraffic LOS Report

Delay/Veh (seé)

Demand
Volume Avg LOS
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T 5 415 100 06 A ,
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®w 278 266 ®&996 0.1 A o)
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

SimTraffic LOS Report

2 ENGINEERI

innovative transportation solubi

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future {2030) Background
Saturday Peak Hour
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SimTraffic LOS Report
o

q

X Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS @

@ Analysis Period: Futuie (2030) Background X
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour @

kS
L S R
Demand Delay/Veh (sec)

‘Approach - Movement Volume ‘ Avg LOS

o %
O : 0 ©
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SimTraffic LOS Report
Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Background
Saturday Peak Hour
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SimTraffic LOS Report

SR-224 & Canyons Resort

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS X
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project Q @
O @ Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour O @
S R ~' S
© © .@@ ©

Approach: Movement

Signalized
Demand
Volume

Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

367 36! @
1,765~ (b4, E 5
@ R 5 @/ 14 95 D @O
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

a

SimTraffic LOS Report

D ENGINEER

innovative transportation

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030)

Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Can

Unsignalized

(5
©

Subtotal 1 1,127 100 2.1 A
L U%&% 20 79 7 19.0 c
Q Q
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Approach Movement
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Volume Served
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innovative transportation sol S

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour

oundabout
Demand

oach
Approach Movement Volume
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©
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Py Subtotal 392 378 9 7.7
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Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour

Demand Volume Served 1 Delay/Veh (sec)_
Approach Movement Volume Avg ‘ %

Intersection:

Type:
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Avg
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour

Demand ~ Volume Served

Approach  Movement
pproac oveme Volume
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@
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O Intersection: O Red Pine Road & RC 21 O
@O Type: ‘o Unsignalized _ *“ _ 4!_0
@ A an Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach: Movement

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future {2030)

Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour

Demand
Volume
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innovative transportation sol S

Type:
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Project:
Analysis Period:

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Time Period:

Red Pine Road & Canyons
Unsignalized

Demand

Volume

©
- innovative transportation sm

SimTraffic LOS Report
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D B R 27 o) 25 93 70 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

§Approach . Movement
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Sim Traffic LOS Report

©

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Canyons Resort Drive &
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Volume Served
%
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o
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innovative transportation sol S
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach: Movement
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

Canyons Resort Drive &
X

S

Q) .
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Volume Served

%

Project #: UT16-878

I N\
Delay/Veh (sec)
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Sim Trffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour
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Time Period:

Approach Movement
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mTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

RC 16 & Escala Court
Unsignalized

Demand

Volume

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Volume Served
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o N d o ' o
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Approach Movement
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innovative transportation s
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

Volumé Served
Avg

Demand
Volume

Approach Movement
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Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future {2030} Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour

Demand
Volume

Volume Served
Avg %

?‘%‘EBENGINEERlW

innovative transportation sol

=

@3/

Subtatal 77 69 9 0.2 o
@@ 62 64 @@ 104 0.1 A@
SE
Subtotal 62 64 103 0.1 A
2 c3 S
Total @ T2 56 =03 A O%

o &
@éﬁ@
N

@3/

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

o

@ Vintage E Street & High Moun

Unsignalized

Demand
Volume

Volume Served
Avg
i)

Avg

Delay/Veh (sec)

QO

LOS

o &

O

o (BN
<®@®
N

Subtotal 25 104 A
T o @\> 39 105 @ 0.1 A
2 XC 2@
Subtg&% 37 39 ;ﬁ% 0.1 A
@9 22 19 (87 06 A
WR @ 44 40 @ 92 0.2 @
Subtotal 66 59 89 0.3 A '

O
O
S8

@)

k)@

©/

S
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach Movement

Summit County - The Canyons TS
xisting (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour

Demand

Project #: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg
36. D
i e C
Subtotal 1529 921 60 1817 F x
L S.(d 16 94 O [0o1787 F o @
SB T o @ 26 998 970 (O 1253 F o @
R 657 634 rg@@% 63.6 E g&%
Sub 1,700 1,648 102.1 F
@/ 1,073 1,021 g5 57.8 E C@
EB § 6 6 100 46.1 @
R 269 252 94 16.8
Subtotal 1,348 1,279 95 497 D
- C 8 \? 85 74.7 E
@vs T 5 5\@ 95 106 @ F
R 17 T 112 0 c @
Subtotal 30, 31 103 : D %
Total = A007 3870 54 o 10 1084 T 0. (O
1@ & NG
Intersection: S%Busl 7-Eleven East & Can onxég3 S\%%
@ Unsignalized ’ @

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

0 A
O

) Q

o (& 0D

Sg@ 0 %2@594 P 1561 0f230 S %%
@ ! age 0 i ounty

@@

‘ ] 1635.4
g K 1014.7
Ql Subtotal 45 @9@14 31 1 47;@ X©
T 1,300 1264 97 15 A
ca 1 N o
Subt 1,309. 1,264 @%& 15 A Q%&
® 1177 937 G 533 F o)
R i S S
Subtotal | 1,177 937 80 53.3 F
S R o v
Total A T3S 55 3 5 @}X
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach Movement

HA

innovative transportation s

) (©)
WP ENGINEERI

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Unsignalized
Demand

Volume Served

Volume

26

3 Cx
(@x Subtotal 1.336 1,293 97 : A
o) L o(@ 18 86 ofo>'329 D o)
{iié&@ WB T o @%3 922 7 o%@ 85 A {ié%%@
o Subtq%? 1,184 940 ﬁ% S 9.0 A |~

@@

€

Intersection:

7

®® Vpe: I Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg . LOS
‘ * 5 %
X@ Subtotal 4 @ 3 75 @4 F X@
. @ L B 1 100 1061 A . @
. & B T @ 2 1,292 o7_ Q 45 A . &
Q\%& Subto@% 1,333 1,293 @?@ 45 A Q%&
©) ®) 1,159 918 (o718 19.6 C (©)
@@ WE §@ 4 4 @@ 94 16.5 c @
_Subtotal 1,163 922 79 19.6 C
@@ @@@ @@@ @@@
X Total 7507 7,218 ) TT.0 B %
XS s N XS
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

~ innovative transportation s S

(\
SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)

Saturday Peak Hour
y

Project #: UT16-878

QS
‘Approach Movement 32?;?:: ESS yiven (Sel_c())s :
B
5 49 7 o\ 5
&) O RSN ©
@ W R g;\ P/ V641 101 @%@ A @@
Subtotal 705 102 B A
o C& L o @9’ 117 100 o fo> 7.1 A o C&
RS se T o@os 6 %o O 78 A RS
@é%% R 24 22 ﬂ@ggg% 6.7 A @é%%
©) Subtofs 147 145 ) 7.1 A 55
@ @/ 17 15 88 492 E @
@ NE § 583 539 @ 02 55.4 @
R 46 49 106 53.3
Subtotal 646 603 93 55.1 F
@ L 347 80 33.4 @ D @
~ T 654 <510 78 4.5 D .
@ W R 160 @3/ 130 81 37 D @@
% Subtotal 1;%;% 917 79 1 D %
o%@ Total >.00 5370 30 o%o> 504 D o%@
O O O O
= & & &
‘ Intersection: > ~Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar La anyons Resort Drive ‘
@ Type: @ Unsignalized b @

Approach: Movement

Demand

Volume Served

Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
| Csp R S S )
@ @ Subtotal 20 @9@19 95 e@g@@ F @@@
X L 4 76 5.4 A X
o O%@ EB T O%@ 587 %4 é 0> 29 A ) o%@
Qg&% swm@&? © 631 591 @&% 2.9 A Q%&
<@(@ @@ 720 579 @@@ 22 A @@
WwB
@ §3ubtota| 720 579 @ 80 2.2 A®
e ¥ ok 9
5 & Total _ 1@:«{32 T.169 B7 . 2.0 A 5 &
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach Movement |

j‘ENGINEERI

innovative transportation solutions

A
SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
xisting (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)

~ Volume Served
Avg

Demand
Volume

{\ Subtotal 719 5¢7 80 0.1 A
U R
)@ @@@ @@@
Total 0. 1952 TA72 87 OO 2.7 A

Intersection:

Approach : Movement

O O
oS 3
Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar
e AN

Unsignalized
Demand

O

o%@
@@ '@‘5:3 254 Page 154 of 230 S

@@

Volume

@ Subtotal 11 (@f@@ 9 82 @ C
EB -'lt J @@ 526 ;3 N é @ 5673 2
Subto{é& 609 570 @ék% 0.6 A
0O 710 570 @ 12 A

WB @ég 10 8 @® 2 0.8 /@
é\& Subtotal 720 578 80 1.2 A

)@ @@@ @@@
Total 1,340 1,157 86 1.0 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

Demand
Volume

Approach . Movement

Avg

~ innovative transportation s@i

Project #: UT16-878

>
Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

0 3 T
S R TR NS L S o eS%
x Subtotal 303 276 91 6 c X
0O T 5 304 97 ooy 22 A 0. (&
o R o 0 10 10 1.1 A o
@€§ Sub}g%i\ 324 314 = 2.2 A \OE%
S - @@?’ P 352 S 81 02 f@@
Subtotal 711 571 80 0.9 A
%@Q]{’@ &@ N @@@ %@@@
o @ [ Tott =7 761 B[ 50 . o @
@g%@ e @%&@ @g%@
®®@ e " (©° Unslgnalized o O ©
- T S s 5;6 21 :\ <
ONB . o)\
@ Ql Subtotal ;82@9@254 90 @/@@ A @CO)Q
N T 210 79 03 A N
O%@} B R % 21 g8 o.[0> 02 A o%@
Q%& Subtdtal. © 289 231 @%&@ 0.3 A Q%&
©) 5 17 17 = 75 A o)
= es o S S
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o NE o e
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HA

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS X
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage) o @
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878 o @

© @ﬁz

Intersection: ®@ Red Pine Road & RC 20

Unsignalized

Demand Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Unsignalized

an

V) T Voe "g 90 v S LS *\
@5 s @@ @@@ ©@@
x Subtotal 271 245 90 : A x
0O T 0238 187 79 o]0y 04 A 0O
o%@ . R oo 23 21 9 o%@ 0.5 A O%@
@%% Sub}qgﬁ\ 261 208 C%g% 0.4 A @E&
e 10 9 29 A
S8 e Y S X
Subtotal 11 10 91 4.9 A
3 3 3 &
%@ ), @2 @@ %@@
0. (O Total N 755 B o0, 04 Z 0O
O @ ’ O @ o @ o @
S SN o &S
@ @ Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chale @

)

o
o
©
i
&

O

@@

8

" Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

Volume Served
%

Demand
Volume

Approach Movement Avg

@,B = ‘.‘ | O/\W\
Subli:'otal : %4@3@21210 32 = @/;@@ 2 C@X@@Q
SN (¢ O
S A 1 b ARG ST P
dal 218 g8l
96 R 9
EB §® @@ @@
ubtotal 17 16 94 4.8 .‘
é\; R 10 g& 107 2.9 A
[
@N Subtotal 10 @ ’ 11 110 @9@ A @@@
Total o T3 5 05 7 @}X
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SimTraffic LOS Report @

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

G

@ _ _ @@
x Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS x
© ©

" Demand

Appr h ' Movement
pproac en Volume

Subtotal 203

o%@X Total o (448 382 85 o |\ 04 A o @X
@g%@ | @%{S&@ | Qg@@ @\%%%@
®@ Intersection: @ Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15 @

Unsignalized

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg Avg LOS

Approach Movement

NB
@QC @ Subtotal 320(C A 3@3311 o @

A
N I s e B
@é%%@ Subtdtd © 441 357 (8@8&@ 0.8 A Qg%@
@ @ 5 5 3.1 A @

@ - §u®btotal 5 5 ®® 100 3.1 @ﬁ

4
Total 88 . A
O%@% T é%%e 573 L 0o ) @%
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o S & N
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4
SimTraffic LOS Report @Q(\X

©
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS @
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village) @X
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

S

Unsignalized QS - LA

Demand i Delay/Veh (sgc)

A h R
pproach Movement Volume Avg LOS

Subtotal 20 21 105 3.4 A

Q @% Total o (EAX 656 88 o 1> 06 A o @%
o%@ o%@ o%@ o%@
@Q% Intersection: @S%Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14 @Q Sg%
« = © ©

Unsignalized

@ Approach Movement 32?:;?: : Delay/Veh (ST.CC))S
a
X@“ Subtotal 9 (A 8 89 @@ A X©@
T 00, 289 9 02 A
O&@ NE O% < @ O&@
o Q @ o @ o
Q%& Subtob o~ 300 289 S 0.2 A Q%&
© O

6 wlo | = | = = [ = £

Subtotal 403

5
- s o

@@@

©

Total T2 623 B8 0.4 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

iApproach Movement

(S

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing {2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

Demand

Project #: UT16-878

Volume Served

©)
;ﬂENGlNEERI@@

innovative transportation s

G
&

Volume Avg %
<24 : A
4 il
T 301 S 3 A
Ci 6 ¢
Subtotal 327 315 % : A x
T o @@ 284 82 @ 0.6 A o @
- R o @ 2 31 740%@ 05 A O%@%
Sub;egﬁ\ 388 315 f% 0.6 A Gé%
& 146 00 45 2 Q@
EB § @ @
Subtotal 146 146 100 4.5 A
KO AR Q
: @9 @ © @
Total o [%V 778 O T A 5 @%
O%@ O%@ O%@
Intersection: > “High Mountain Road/RC 20 & C s Resort Drive \
Type: .~/ Roundabout_ o (O
' Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS
P L 139 112 81 38 A
NV T 35 29 83 4.1 A
@ R P SN 100 . O@ A 5
Subtotal 175 (C 142 81 . A X@ﬁ
L 2 67 2.9 A
S T o 106 87 00> 34 A XC
R o (@322 283 880 (P 29 A ox@
Subtotéﬁi 447 391 N 3.0 A g%ﬁ&
& 283 283 @wo 35 A e
NE & R 101 9% ®>® 95 38 @ﬁ
ubtotal 334 329 99 36 A
%& R 1 ﬂ 100 2.0 A
<08 5O Q
J o) Q) O
Subtotal 1 (O 7 1 100 @Q A @O
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O
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

RS

SimTraffic LOS Report

HA

K

innovative transportation s

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viilage)
Saturday Peak Hour

O%;nENGINEERI@‘@@

Project #: UT16-878

belaylVeh (se(—:")?i 7

Approach Movement 327;?:: ‘Volume Served LOS
S @ 50 b
e e @2 @9
x Subtotal 14 13 93 : A
o%@ C (0P 2 100 o fos 2.7 A
o%@ B R o @ 1 1 10%%@ 34 A
@ EZ Subtetad 3 3 29 A
@ @W 2 1 80 0.9 A
- § 208 187 0 04 @@
R 13 14 106 0.3
Subtotal 223 202 91 0.4 A
- L 6 \9 % 15 A
@DQNB T 163 5\@1 9 79 0. O@ A
@ / R 2 2 100 . A
% Subtotal 137 80 : A
o%@ Total L 355 % ol 05 A
@@ @@ e
@ Intersection: @ Escala Court & High MountO ,

Approach Movement

Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

Volume Served

Avg

e

Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg

LOS

2E
@@@%&
V)

RS
0&54 Page 160 of 230 S
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S & ¢S
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)

. - @@
X Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS X
© ©

o % Time Period: Sev}turday Peak Hour ) Project #: UT16-878 o %
& & &
@ Intersection: @ RC 16 & Escala Court @ @
& : Unsignalized -

Demand Delay/Veh (s:c)

Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS

Subtotal 16 @ 16 100 @ A X@
©

T 0. (88 63 100 o fo>” 02 A 0.6

o @ o @ o @
i Sume%% 63 63 ﬁﬁ%& 0.2 A @&
AR S

Q Subtotal 118 \1&2
e$°
Total 5 r&f 81 2 ol 04 A 5 @X

86 0.3 A

2O 2 © AC
N N N
Intersection: @@3 5?1:?;1 :I?zlér; & RC 17/18 @Q\éi% @QE%%

) Demand R Delay/Veh (sec) ]
v M ,
Approack | Viovement Volume vg LOS

. o
Subt © 37 38 @&0\%@ 0.0 A @%@%@
. ﬁ o

WE §<§@ Zg ?g @® 8:1 @@

Subtotal 93 81

w@ o

T 7.
@% Total _ é;m k) 7 T 7 ) @%
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Volume Served
%

Demand

A h M :
pproac ovement Volume

98 o
&

253

7 8
. §<§§%/ 6 @ 3
\(\\> Subtotal 7 \(\ﬁj 86 3.6 A
Total O, ( 561 91 oo 0.5 A 0 @X

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

C
e
@g RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court &

Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

O
%@9
i ountain Road

Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

Subtotal

T R 58, 254 99 5
o,

EB . 0 @S N
sm&%gii 258 254 O 0.5 A @%%
WE <@@ 343 202 @ 05 p; < o
é& §Subtotal 345 294 @ 85 0.5 @
4 5% O oF
© & @ ©
% Total 05 70 o1 05 i %
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

!
SimTraffic LOS Report

S ENGINEER

" innovative transportatior solutions

Summit County - The Canyons TS
xisting (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

5%

Volume Served
Avg
g

Project #: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg

LOS

(\ Subtotal

248

©

0. (602

91 0O

Intersection:

Approach Movement

o %@
@@3

Vintage E Street & High Moun

Unsignalized

Demand
Volume |

Volume Served
Avg %

" Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg

LOS

O

g? S
%
&2

Subtotal 28 (O 29 104 A
T 0 216 98 05 A
. & &
O O
Subtc/tégii 220 216 @&& 0.5 A
25 21 16 A
WB §@@ 306 261 @ 85 0.8 A @
Subtotal 331 282 85 0.9 A
X eP° ¢
Total BB, 527 1 0.9 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report @
@@
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS X
o Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage) o @
% Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878 %
& G &
© ©

@@ ype: (0 Signalized O o0
Demand Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Volume v Avg LOS
1,765 c @
@ R 15 . B @@
x Subtotal 2,243 100 . D x
o L o (2 90 o [5.163.0 F o
o @@ SB T 4 @Qgﬁ %, @Q 785 E o @@
N R 603 N 20.2 c N
Sub 2433 64.6 E Pa
@ @w 1,047 (“g5 134.9 F ©
@@ ca § 5 95 61.0 ®<
R 248 99 443
Subtotal 1,300 , 96 116.8 F
- L 10 \“ﬁj 92 74.7 E -
@W T 5 x@ 95 99. @ F Q
@ B R 20 @9 22 110 gﬁ%@ B @@
% Subtotal 85, 36 103 . D %
o @ Total o B0 5.814 97 ol 095 E o @
N N
@gis@ @gs@ RO @gs@
Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons&&d Drive
@@ (O Unsignalized () (O
@ Approach Movement Demand Volume Served

Volume

o " 23

D) D) 0O

(& Subtotal | 51 (N} 45 88 {fﬁ@ F
A

X T 1,255 1238 99 34 X
| w & RS ©

Q
@) @) @) @)
Qé%% Subtofal |~ 1,255 1,238 @Q&@ 8.4 Qﬁ% ©
© D) 1,071 1,029 % 7.0 o)
@@ we &@ @@ {
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@ Total 2 2,312 97 11.7 B @@
S a Ca S

O%@

@g%@ R 3o 2O
©) @@ éﬁ%ﬁm Page 164 of 230 %@%ﬁ County
S V) V) S

D>




Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

SimTraffic LOS Report

G

Approach Movement

Demand
Volume

(c

§

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

2

o

Delay/Veh (sec)

HA@%D ENGINEERI
- innovative transportation s

N

Project #: UT16-878

Type:

Unsignalized

. B
. B
) @}x@ SuontaI - gé?gg@ 1,5276 %g = % g ) @}x©
O%@ WB LN 1,013 960%@ 0.8 A O%@
@€% sUb@% 1,077 1,035 @%g@ 1.2 A @€%
S 5 SF S
Q
i 5 %
ot © g 2 ©
o @% Total 0 0,364 2,911 98 Ofoo 1.7 A o @%
o @ o @ o @ o @
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<®<@ Intersection: @ Canyons Resort Drive & Aspe € @

V)
@

Approach Movement

Demand
Volume

Volume Served

%

Avg

Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

o &

o (BN
<®@®
N

©

N
XC
§O@
©

O

@@

Oup "‘ 100 Q\
@B 5\@ o@ o
Subtotal 6 (O 6 100 @Q E X@ﬁ
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T o 1275 100 0> 132 B 0. (0D
e | 7L o &
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1047 1009 56 ) A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Y ENGINEERI
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit Co

S

unty - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour

Project#: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

NG

O

=5 14.6 B
5\@ %wgo@} X 5
@ R 688 (|2 Ves7 100 . B
x Subtotal 758 758 100 . B
o @ L 5 @gy 124 105 o @ 10.1 B
o @ SE T o @ 4 60 (P 128 B
Q&% R 30 32 r@@% 10.0 A
Sub 153 160 10.1 B
© @w 20 19 g5 22.2 c
@@ NE § 476 467 08 26.1 ®<
R 50 48 96 226
Subtotal 546 534 98 25.6 D
@5 L 253 537 94 3.4 A
-\ T 648 Q 9 97 5.7 @ A
@ W R 147 (C 1 V144 08 @@ A
% Subtotal 1,048 1,010 96 : A
o @ Total . 2504 2462 B o lo. 123 B
O e 2O
Sg% Intersection: SgEChalet Drive/Parking/Cedar La&nyons Resort Drive
@ Type: @ Unsignalized ©

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

S

Navajo Trail & Canyons Reso |ve

-\
SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

R

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

A Subtotal 720 702 98 0.4 A
) )
Total o (1,202 1209 %012 A o @X

Intersection:

Approach Movement

B %@
@@3

Canyons Resort Drive & Ceda
Unsignalized

Demand
Volume

O

O
gé@%
®@

NG

Subtotal 2 (O, 100 A @@@
L 5. 7] 76 5.2 A %
e T @/. 520 % é oY 05 A ) @@
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour

. Demand

Project #: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg ] LOS
Subtotal .
o) T o @;9) 276 99 o o> 19 o
0. (O R o u0 10 10 0.8 o (N
C N ¢ @
@ Su 289 286 1.9 A L~
@ @/ 236 230 @Qﬁgg 19 A [©)
WEB § 485 471 @ 97 02 @@
Subtotal 721 701 97 0.8 A
@ Q) @@ Q@
i @ & &
o @% Total O (& 1,242 98 o [0 3.1 A o @%
AC AE XE XSy
o & 3 o
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 21
®@ Type: @ Unsignalized O LA
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Avg LOS
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N T @@ 224 9% 03 A N
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

RSy

O
Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

. ' Demand
Approach: Movement |
PP emen Volume

0 (D
(S
@v A Y
EB § @
Subtotal 9 9 100 4.8 A
O
& ep¥ ¥ &
Total 5 (&/ 261 o [ 04 A O%@%
Q
& Fes B¢
Int: tion: Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet
voor @ U?\sig:\r:iize%a P © _ @

:Approach Movement

Demand

Delay/Veh (sec)

Y

. Volume Avg L.OS
e
<
1 Q‘ Subtotal 213(C " 213 100 @g@@ A @
L @ 5 95 75 A X
SB T 9 179 98 o0 04 A 0. (0D
R of@vw 16 960. (O} 02 A o &
Subtdtal > 205 200 (@&& 0.4 A Q%&
D) 15 14 % 25 A o
EB §® @@ @@
ubtotal 15 14 93 45
é\; R 5 é@ 114 32 A
N
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach Movement

-\
SimTraffic LOS Report
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Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

Demand

B @ Red Pine Road & Canyons Re @Drive

B

ions

Project #: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)

Intersection:

Approach ' Movement

o %@
@@3

Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15

Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

/AN

AN D ——
Volume Served

S %@
@Q\é%

" Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

Volume Avg LOS
; 02 -]
@@ 3-0@@ @@
Subtotal ?&@ 29 104 ; A x@
T é% (188° 187 101 é 0570 A é% @

EB O O O

il w1 g & 1o o |0
We § 148 144 @ 97 0.4 ®<
\(\@ Subtotal 183 13\5 98 0.6 A
Total N 395 % [0-05 A o @X

GD@I Subtotal 285 @@@283 99 @@@@ A @@@
T 264 97 T A %
SB R i o% 13 106O 9 @ 1.1 A . @@
Subtotal 491 477 @1&& 1.1 A @%&
@@ 4 3 @@@ 5.8 A @ @
;Z %ubtotal 4 3 @ 75 5.8 A®
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Project:
Analysis
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Approach Movement

Period:
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Villa

Saturday Peak Hour

Demand
Volume

ge)

Project #: UT16-878

o &
@éﬁ@
N

©

Approach Movement

ANl aN

Demand Volume Served

Subtotal 20 19 95 3.0
S % &
i o 3
Total o (167 743 98  o](o>0.8 A
Q Q
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Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14 @
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Volume 1.OS
Dad o o
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NE O% R @
q @ o
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W @@ 20 21 @@% 04 A®
Qubtotal 453 438 97 06 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Approach Movement
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future {2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

G

Pemand

ran

Volumieiggr_ved

Project #: UT16-878

NS

Delay/Veh (seci‘f I

Volume Avg LOS
Q‘ )
oy P @2
x Subtotal 286 287 100 : A
o T o) 281 97 ooy 1.0 A
o @@ SB R o @@gy 143 94, @@ 0.9 A
S i) &>
\ Sub 442 424 1.0 A
<§@ E 139 s 28 N
N es | W) V)
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Q) N <
& P X
o C@X Total . (800" 854 % olo 15 A
o 2N o a o
S & e
\ Intersection: > “High Mountain Road/RC 20 & s Resort Drive
@ Type: A © Roundabout O Z

Approach  Movement

Demand

Volume

Volume Served

Delaylvéf{ {sec)
Avg LOS

"~ L 19 114 96 3.6 A
o | 1| la¥m | sl
@ Subtotal 152(CF 14 97 (%g@ A @@
X L @ 3 100 33 A X
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viliage)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Ry

AN

%Approach Movement Demand Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume
@ Subtotal 12\ @ 12 100 g A @
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®@ @/ 2 1 \50 1.1 A @
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Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Type:

Approach Movement

4
SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Demand
Volume

QO

Volume Served
Avg %

Future {2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg LOS
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X Summit County - The Canyons TS @@
® )

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)

Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Viilage)
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S B & &
© Intersection: (O)" RC 22 & High Mountain Road () ©
@@ Type: < Unsignalized N )_9 _ 5_\,9
A Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
pproach: Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
@ R 8 :‘ 97 32 ﬂ A
© S @ 3@@@ @@@
@X Subtotal NS 8 100 ] A @X
o L o 9 80 O @W.Q A o
O (O T %@g 280 98 06 A D
Nl P o &
Subt 297 289 0.6 A
®@ @ 215 218 @%’I 0.6 A s@
W) s [ W) N
A Subtotal 215 218 101 0.6 < A
N 5 R =
oy o X R
@}X Total 0. 520 515 99 (O>0.7 A o @}X

Q %@
@%

@@

G

Intersection:

a
o o)
R >
intage E Street & High Mountaj d

O

o D
@&
©
@@

N
NC
&

@§
S

@@ Subtotal | 24 (C@@gzs 104 @@@ A @@@
T 193 101 05 A x
cs & A% S
Subtotéigi% 191 193 16&& 0.5 A g{q&
'®) 22 21 @Zv 16 A ©)
WB Q@ 265 260 ®® 0.8 A®
Q\X ubtotal 287 2\& 98 0.9 A
B o o e
Total 0 750 T00 08 A @
0 A 0 A o 3
© ‘*{ 254 Page 176 of 230 @w County
S @@

O Y




o
o%é
@@s@gﬁ% O@
@ @@Q@
O X@@ HA@@ ;;;;; @
O@@ ; %@@
@@&% @x@@@ ENGINEER[ %@
®® @é@@ @%l |
s @%@% O
¥ @X@@@ g%% @él x )
& @X
N
o @A@PE {%@
®® C&@ N
@@é& %@O C
@gx@@@ . S S o @@O@
S & )
@%@@ . .
@ 0
@
@@@6& gﬁ%@
@%@@X 53 - @X@@@
®>®@ %@@@ C%@
& -
S %@@@
S @Q% Q%i@@
Q%%@ County - Th ®®@ O X@@@
© e Canyons Traffi @é\x %%%@@
C%W ®®@
&
@ il
§@ 49 @
54 Page 177 of O %@@
230 S CCQE@

@@
N
@@
@@




@@@Q% @@@Q% @@@Q% @@@
N A AN N
N & & N
S S (> S
S S S S
@@@Q% @@@QﬂU @@@Q% @@@
< @X < @X < @X Q @X

anyons Masterplan @@%
. &
&°
©
@@
o7
O%@X N N o
RE NE RE 0.
@@%&% @Sg@% 0@%%54 Page 178 of 230 S@%%%County
Ol Ol Ol S




H ‘\‘a‘ JUNE 20, .lolb
— ~ sla @
¥ T”@Q;f%’il‘:’” @@V pACL NGO

< X o o% o X
@g@@ @ggs®@ @gﬁg@@ @g@@
© © e ©
V) V) W) V)
@@QX @@QX @@QX @@
© © © ©
) o) LD D
o ®@ Q ®@ @) ®@ Q ®@
@Q&% @Q&% 0&%%54 Page 179 of 230 Sn.é%%%County

S SN SN S




X & <)
e R _c° X@@@
@ s ©
= ©)
N U mAsESRoNaINCEANG
3 5 r
@@ @@ @Q @@
S @X@ o @X@ i @@ ) @X@
Q%&@ é{q&@ @%&@ @g@ &S
@®@ @®@ © ©®

S S
x@@@ x&ﬁ PE %W D

@ii@@ g5th %g@%ntile Queu&gth Repo%%@@
© RO e &

SO W N W
@@QX @@é& @@QX o
X@ %@ X@ X@
@ XC: XC: XC:
& o & o & o &
& RS RS &
© © © ©
O O O SO
@@@QX @@@Q% @@@Q% Q@@
AN N N AN
&Y & &O &Y
& & o &
© © © ©
O SO O SO
o oL oL o
) it County - The Canyons Trgfﬂg%xw ) @%\9 50 ) @X
& o & o & o8
@é{% @Q%& 254 Page 180 of 230 S County

Q@ @@ @@ @@




o @ o @ o @ o @
Q@% @@% Oé%§54 Page 181 of 230 Sn.é%%%County
@@ @@ @@ @@




Intersection L R T TR L R LT LTR R T TR.LR LT LR LT LTR R 5L LR LT LTR R T TR LR LTRULTRLIR TR L (R LT LR T
-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive Phs - I R A T — 1 - P - - p p - 642
Eleven West & Canyons Rasort Drive B ] I S e = T——— . = T
sort Drive & Aspen Drive e R M R W = T P T TS = Py
Sanyons Resont Drive & Cedar Lane Pus Project | = 18 = o 170 P N S S P P S P - P ey
Zanyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive Blus Project | oo [ VA T R R P 7 I I o
Zanyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive Phs Project | 30w oo TR O P T I e\ L S R D =
Sanyons Resort Drive & RC 14 [a) P Project | = - = T 35 L . S N A N YA W) P I N TR
Zanyons Resort Drive & RC 15 7 AN Plus Project P Py ™y P . I = — = - - -] - g = - - = oy - .y iy o -y — - _ ZTE
anyons Resort Drive & Silverado 1N PlusProject | — = @ = e LR N e = M A VAN EO IR A ) EAWRW)
>halet Dr q dar Lane & Canyons'Resort B Plus Project - - ] . oy - - = — — - — - - - . - & o A I o oy P - o — - — - - e
scala Court & Figh Mourfain Road\, Plus Project | = = T NN S PR I TS B N O TR A -
scaia Gourt & RC 17/18 S T P N A P S B S I e -
igh Mourdain Road/RG-20 & % Resort Drive. Pius Project -l PN T L ) S e S =
Navajo Trail & Canyons Résarf D Plus Project ~ - - - = < - = T - — - — - = . Py - _ P - P o - - = -

[ RE 16 & Escala Court ing (2017) Plus Project | — - = = L T P BN P P S N
RC1GRC. ReSo'Orive Plus Project | == = 8. [ L o R T 1T = R R 1T S
RC 171 in Réad i Plus Project | = [ = o 25 AR .y B PENC PN T
RC17] Suidial Spurt & High Mourain Road & ) Pis Project 1 7 FAND S P N - R (NS = = R e N AT Y P T
RE3E jobain Road G PlusProject | = = NS NN T TR T AN oy T P . S
Red P -Caryons Resort Drive sting ( Plus Project RN - B 37 80— T P A -~ - e e e P I
RedPie 26 (2017) Pius Project 1= D N I ST - < CN I L - A e
Réd Bine Road 20iChalet Drive Existing (2017) Plus Project | — (-G 4 36 =~ e e . e 3o oo PN A I

ing Road pil Existing (2017) Plus Proje o e e T N T T e o

24 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Vilage Existing (2017) Phs Projéct - U184 . 73 1,047 - \ B I T - - 481 698 -~ | -~ e\ e 1029 e e - -

itage E Street & Hgh Mountain Road Existing (2017) Piis Praj N I = R S S, o S - T I 7 S
Y/ N/

o o o o
S S s o
©) ©) OO 254 Page 182 of 230 S i County

S SN S S




X@@@é& & : & &5
o%é%@} X @QQ ﬂ
© @%O%@@ & > ) &
S @ s O@@ S @@
ﬁx © O Ox@x
X@@@ Q% @ @ %@ @
o%éﬁx@ X@@QQ
© O O%@ <§ @
. ©
s O o%é%@x N @@
| 254 Page 183 of 230 SL@%%\%@@
S§§ S§§ i County

@@
@@
@@
@@




Proj

-
i

1%-[;82328888283“’228%
e
by

33 3RFRREREEERREEEERERSE)

13

&
Mop bl e e b john
tih

ty

</

&

td

2

CAOEN N S N N B A R C W 6

1]

Baa

Il

7

¥
L
Bi IRERER =10}
1
1
|

1R 101
2
1
gl |28
= & £
H
:

e e e e e e e e e e e e e
A AR AR A A ARG

RI2IRIRR

e bbb bbbl
ki
D

Q

Q % C O
©) 0254 Page 184 of 230 S @w County
@@




Intersection L R T L L T TR LR
Bus / 7-Eleven Canyons Resort Drive roject = S — 103 - | - 263 — - T — T - - 680 -
By -Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive. roject ed Ping - - = = P 12N - - - -1 - - - = = = = = - = = a - - = - — A7
esort Drive & Aspen Drive. roject ed Pine: A T Py P A T Y N N = P 215
esorl Drive & Cedar Lane. rojec ed Pine S S S S N - S IS Sy S 7] P P P 107 ]
esort Drive & Frostwood Drve hus Rrojeot ed Fine P S py P -7 - S - N P P A e -
“anyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit rive ius Project ted Pine R - A S S EY iy P I gy I o e
Drive 8 RC 14 s Project ed Pine RS- S S~ p P S = s (N ST
-anyons Resort Drive & RC 15 1us Broject ed Pine S - I 7T — P P et P R
ilverado, { lus Project ed Pine e e B (e P 2 - = E e Ay T3] ENE. S = S M - =
alet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Refort Drive, Project ed Pine . = S o - - — . = — - = - . = , %) - . = oy . = Py - - 2
scala Court & High Mountain Road VN roject ed Pine = W Y o P I ) SN B L A NS B - 3 - -
scala Court & RC 17718 roject ed Pine N R o R LM T = =
High Mountain Road/RC 204 A Brive roject ed Pine oI L o FEC A A | S T L e o - i
| “Navajo Trail & C: Resort Drive e D - P S S S S N =
BC 168 Escala Court ted T P P S o P S SN S WS MR (N N
uith Red PO OO 6 0 S A P (EHE EERAE S N T XY 47N S
RC 178 & High (with Red. — P B L% = = PR T S DR T
RC 17718721 Sup (with Red - = P B e oy = T I R
it R SROTEC - 3 S EIMEIN = ER S | O
 (with R { e 791154 80 - N N = . = & 3 e
(wi P - S R - R
(wi g — - Y Y o N N
(wi o Ko e o 51 P s - T T
(wi - = - - 424 - - = = = = - ] 27 = - - = 51
(wi T - 7 Y E—— o T S
) N ) N i ) @%

N
o & o 3 3
(O (© (& C

©) OO 254 Page 185 0of 230 S i County

S SN




& \
%é%@ (O o%é%@ (O

: & &
@S%E @S%E 0&254 Page 186 of 230 S@%%%County
S N O N

2k
&

2
&




& % X@@@
o%é% ©
@{%{Q& © ©
S S HAu@@in ENGINEERI!
%@@@QX X@@@% X@@@QX %@@@
& & & &
& & o o
V) V)
5
o @@PEN DIXE
o g
©
S ®>®
@@@QX
& &
© ©
@@@%& @@@%&
V) N
@@@%
o%<c>X o%@%X
© XE
@éﬁ@ @@@%&
V) N
\%ﬁc@j& The Canyons Traffic W =2 ‘ 1 @@
& P & &
@Q&% Q&% Oé%%%& Page 187 of 230 Sn.é%%%County

S S S S




Table 2
Summit County - The Canyons TS

Trip Generation {Existing Development}
O RNumber of Trip Mixed-Use fi et Trips Trips  Total Sat Pk Hr
Units Generation  Ente n internal Capture  Reduction g Trips

@ ‘V Occupied Rooms
Specialty Retail Center (826 1,000 8q. Ft. GLA

Sundial Lodge Resort Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms 4 8

Specialty Retail Center (826) 44373 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 176 50% 50% 88 88 95% 16% 4 4 8

Westgate Resort  Resort Hotel (3 247 Occupied Rooms 136 59% 41% 80 56 0% 16¢ 67 47 114

Specialty Retail r (826) 33.216 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 1 50% 50% €6 86 95% 2 3 3 6

Escala Resort H: ) 158 Occupied Rooms 88) 9% MN% 52 36 0% 6%, 44 30 74
e i Center (826) 18.079 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA @ 50% 50% 36 36 5%@ 16% 2 2 4 @

Sunrise at Escala { ResqltHetel (330} b4 Occupied Rqorfis 40 59% 41% 24 16 0% 16% 20 14 34

<§L X Ft 50% 50% 7 7 Q 16% 0 0 0 @

ecialty Retail Center (826) . 1,000, 3
Silveradx Resort Hotel (330) 83 Occu%oms 41%
o (0 Specialty Retail Center (826) 7.005 O"O@ >GLA 50%
i ial C: iinium/Townh (23 15 N ing Units 5 46%
i Single-Family Detached Housing (210) @gxwelling Units 46%
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

& o © &
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Table 4
Sumumii County - The Can
Trip Generation (Future Devel
‘Saturday Peak Hour Hurmber of 2 ; i Total Sat Pk Hr
@ Land Use’ 2
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
@ RC24 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) c2
RC22 Resort Hotet (330) 8 Oécupied Rooms
RCS  Residential Condominium/Townhouse {230) Occ. Dwelling Units

RCS5  Specialty Retail Center (826) 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 82 50% 50% 41 41
RC 17/18 Specialty Retail Center (828) 38.44 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
RC 17/18 Resort Hotel (330) 88 Occupied Rooms
RC 16 A Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms

RC 16 B Residential Condominium/ Townhal: 0) 39 Oce. Dwelling Units
RC 16 A Specialty Retail Center (826 20 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
RC20A Resort Hotef (330) 19 Occupied Rooms.
RC20A Specialty Ret 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
RC20B Residential ¢ ‘ownhouse (230) 1 Qcc. Dwelling Units.
RC 14 128 Occupied Rooms
RC 15 81 Occupied Rooms
RC 21 85 Occupied Rooms

wat) 2l Condominium/Townhouse (230) 4 Oce. Dwelling Units
RC \ o 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
o) R@ pecialty Retail Center (826) 2
% Resort Hatel (330) 102
Speciatty Retail Center (826) 376
C7  Resort Hotel (330) 119
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 498
W36  Single-Family Detached Housing (210)

LV10  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
LV4  Resort Hotel (330) upied Rooms

‘Specialty Retail Center (826) 1,000 Sg. Ft. GLA
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

Saturday Peak Hour (wen tuture reductions)

Occ. Dwelling Units.

60
ial Co ini 21 Occ. Dwelling Units 50 54%
Resort Hotel (330) O 52 Occupied Rooms 32 50%
RC5 Residential Condomipi Guse (230) 8 Oce. Dwelling Units 46 54%
RCS e 20.564 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 82
RC17/18 38.44 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 152
RC 17118 88 Occupied Rooms 54 ‘4% 32 2
RC16A 142 Occupied Rooms 41% 52 36
RC16B 39 Occ. Dweiling Units 46% 29 25
RC 164 20 1,0008q. Ft.GLA O 50% 40 40
RC 119 Occupied Rooms 9% “ 30
¢ 20A~Specialty Retail Center (826) 1 50% 20 20
Residential Condaminium/Townhouse (230) 46% 25 21
4 Resort Hotel (330) 1% 47 33
C 15 Resort Hotel (330) 1% 30 pal
RC 2t Resort Hotel (330) 4% kil 21
w37 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 46% 30 26
RC2  Specialty Retail Center (826) 50% 28 28
RC6  Speciatty Retail Center (826) 50% 50
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 02 Occupied Rooms 4% 38
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 50% 75 7
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 119 Occupied Rooms 1% 44 30
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 498 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 50% 99 99
W3s Single-Family Detached Housing 30 Occ. Dwelling Units 46% 1
LV10  Residential Condominium/Towsl 30) 26 Occ. Dwelling Units 46%
LV4  Resort Hotel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms

Specialty Retail Center(8 1.000 Sq. Ft. GLA
8aly




RC25
RC24
RC 22
RC5
RCS
RC 17118
RC 17118
RC16A
RC16B
RC16A
RC20A
RC20A
RC20B
RC 14
RC 15

Red Pine Village Resort Hotel (330)

C 25
RC24
RC22
RCS
RCS
RC 17/18
RC 17118
RC16A
R
R

208
RC 14
RC 15
RC 21
W37
RC2

RCE

RC7
RC7
RC7
RC7
RC7
w10

e

Red Pine Village Resort Hotel (330)

Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Resort Hotef (330)

Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Specialty Retail Center (826)

Specialty Retail Center (826)

Resort Hotel (330)
Resort Hote! (330)
Residential Condominju ?‘

Specialty Retail w
Resort Hotel (:
Special em{@@zs
esidential minium/Townhouse (230)
ort Hol )
Hotel (330)
jotel (330)
idential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Resort Hotel (330)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Resort Hotel (330)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Single-Family Detached Housing (210)
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Resort Hotel (330)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips.

Residential Condorini
Residential Condomirf
Resort Hote] (3
Resides
Titer (826
nter (826)
Hotel (330)
otel (330)
dential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
pecialty Retail Center (826)
Resort Hotel (330)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Resort Hotel (330)
Resort Hotel (330)
Resort Hotet (330)
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Speciatty Retail Center (826)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Resort Hotel (330)
Speciatty Retail Center (826)
Resort Hotel (330)
Specialty Retail Center (826)
Single-Family Detached
Residential Condomigi
Resort Hotel ( <

Nurab

Un

rof

. Dwelling Units
Occupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms
Oceupied Rooms
Oce. Dwetling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Raoms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Oce. Dwelling Units
Occupied Rooms
Occupied Roams
Occupied Roome

Oce. Dwelling Units

Oceupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
Occ. Dwelling Units
Oceupied Rooms
Occ. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms
Occupied Rooms
ce. Dwelling Unité_),

" Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA

Oce. Dwelling Units
Oce. Dwelling Units
Oceupied Rooms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA

54
60

66
40
46

a0

9% a41%

BBIBSVBIN/NBBLEY

% 41

50% 76

1% 30

1% 46

46% 29

50% 30

41% 39

50% 50% 20

54% 48% 25

59% 41% 42

59% 41% 27

59% 1% 28

54% 46% 30

50% 50% 28

50% 50% 50

50% 4% 33
50% 50%

59% 41%
50% 50%
54%

50
1,317

16%
16%
16%
2 % 18%
41 95% 16%

12 o% 27%

21 % 27%

4 95% 27%

76 5% 27%

7 0% 27%

2 0% 27%

25 0% 27% O

2 o5% 27%

27 0% Oy "@

2 o5%

2 o% %

20 o% %

19 27%

20 O 27%

26 27%

8 % 27%

5% 27%

2 0% 27%

75 5% 27%

27 0% 27%

% o5% 27%

7 o% 27%

24 % 27%

19 o% 27%
0% 27%

50
1,083
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o

ons Master Plan Amen
@g@%mposed Resort Core Site fic Guidelines for Parcel R

Site:
Parcel Use:

RC5

)
S
Site Area:

Skier Services
é& 11,000 @é@
Gros: 'Ba Area (SF): @@% 089

Co cial Area (SF): X 20,564
- ntial/Multi-Family Area (SF)@ 27,525 R/MF
% ximum Building Height (Ag%% 6,973’

Applicable Guidelines: §®

o The Canyons SPA

@@

¢ The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) D@undelmes %

Design A s Required:

o CV sign Review Committee @@

[ ]
oox&ervllle Basin Planning Commis

RO S
& T

General Intent:
1.

mit County Planning Departmengx

S

be e’existing Westgate, Cabriolet

&gosed to be serviced from an acc
< connectlwty the bwldlng is c 5

the resort ski operati
drive-through spa

ch as ski school). The conce
liminating the need to back out

3. On tz Level, assumed to be Leve E, @

operations functions exten
@entlal multi-family.
%@ is important the develope@

O S i

The Canyons Villg ééaster Plan sets forth the overarcht én principals
generate E oss¢ble four season experiences

specific d
Canyons.Village Master Plan for the benefit of
ission. These guidelines are intende

&
© o

(&
Residential Mu min/CommerciaI/Retail/Sup;@

N
&

Parcel RC5 iﬁrceptually comprised of one bunld%ithat when developed will serve
portal to the Forum. This development is si ntrally within the Resort Co

re
O |naI and Grand Summit Lodge f.@

oad on the downhill side, off thg&d to the Grand Summit Lodge
ually planned to include weat

ro
e spaces into the structure’s dnv@le when

exiting the structure (efficient loading and unloading). This accommodation will support;the much needed
drop-off fﬁéﬂs bringing their children to s@ Qr%

e is limited to commercial/r
'Village’ experience. The up% Is are intended to be

fam|I|ar with the Canyons M@ lan and Design Guidelines.

i

tdents and guests of Canyons Vi
goals outlined in these guidelines ar nded to generate clarity and a more istent interpretation of the
@lopers, architects, the CVMA / DRC @vydem’lle Basin Planning

itively influence, but not dictate thé;

010872

@Q(@
&

S

significant entry

n fill the void

The building is

@@@
o

Otected escalators to move the@

elow and the Forum (offsetti
supply parking for the bwldln short-term public parking to s

2 + elevation change) above. %

Iow a portion of the front ro s to be

ort/skier services X@
NG
%
S

and parcel by parcel si %s intended to
whole. The parcel

S
Q@@
esign result. @@

County
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@@@Q% @@@Q% sa
backs, Buffers: %& 3 CC}X Tc Fc & @X

Sett o @ O%@
@%&s} The minimum building set %20' from the centerline of the {@Road/wmkway. g%&

2. The minimum distance b n RC5 and Westgate buildings i O
@ 3. The minimum dcst@@ween RC5 and the Cabnolet@ is 40’ from the centerline of@@

easement.

Building Hei ﬂd Massing: @
1. Buil rims should be modulated and@@ artlculated through the use@( ials, color, plane @@
| n

and varied roof lines. Th|s e ges 'village’ variety and mtlm reduces effective mass and @X
and provide for snow man

@rz should be set back over retigﬁubhc areas so as to buffer pri e @
nt as per the Design Guidelin @
@O 3. On this site because of raphy and steep slopes, the @I and sides of the parking le @@e
exposed and/or at@ ade. When exposed these are@ st be treated with the same SQ@ materials

as the rest oftQ%e building. This parking level is de%ned as a pull-through. Q(\X

©-
D L
‘ d éﬁ’ 1. Aslocated on rum Plaza, this is a ski-in an@v@\o/t property The Gondola @
{%ﬁ and Ora le Express are steps away. Gﬁ}{ <e§ %
©

" Pedestrian 1. As Ioca@bn the Forum Plaza, the pedestri@hﬁkage is conveniently outside of@ !
! ) ;

@ t @ oor of this development. @
@ 2. C access by way of a potential weather-protected escalator attached @

future building would serve as a key portal from the transit drop-off ta the Forum.
See illustrations below. Qﬂ

Vehicula@@ © ; Access to the parcel is@%ng%mmit Drive. . - @&
. @g within the garage

Public parking space short-term drop-off to ski sc
should be accomm&ated in the development of RC5 o @%
Pﬁ@i@ﬁ’ransj’t 1. The bus/shuttlgs{c%ﬁocated on Grand Summit Dr|v e closest stop to RC5.

o (O
é%&@ @@gé%%@ G\%&@ @@ %@
Sl V) S V)
G

@@
o . & & . &

L & L & Mo N
& & & &
S S S V)

@@pper residential multi-fami
©

Link

The Canyons Vill %ster Plan sets forth the overarchin Q%n principals and parcel by parcel si % intended to @
generate th f&?{@omble four season experiences dents and guests of Canyons rz whole. The parcel @
specific d@ oals outlined in these guidelines are@ ded to generate clarity and a more @stent interpretation of the @
Canyons\Village Master Plan for the benefit of lopers, architects, the CVMA / DRC an derville Basin Planning X

C {on. These guidelines are intended tively influence, but not dictate the esign result. < @

o O O @
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SV

Propose

Proposed
- Public
Escalators

; wQ(\X = Proposedp %
@é@ *’j} & !@x
N

@@C@ Other Design Criteria@@ @@

1. Commercial frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the ped
a.@%aal attention should be pa|

trian plaza.
torefronts, terraces, S|gnage@1 g, landscape and

@ ardscape. @5},
@b sider seating opportunities a gﬁe Forum edge. x

©@@

. Streetscape elements sh

N
5O 5© e &8
& 8 @é@

& &

S S
@@Q% @@Q% @@Q% SO
O & & e
@g&@ iﬁ%@ Cﬁ%@ @g&@
S S Sl
5\ 5 5
@O@ x@@@ @O@ Y
s@ 2 %O S
G & &® &
© ®@ ®@ ®@
S V) V) V)
The Canyons Vill ster Plan sets forth the overarchin Qsz%n principals and parcel by parcel si ﬂ intended to @
Specic @@@ tlned i thee quideines g @nded togenrats oty ond o mere @m iteroretation o th @O
é&ﬁgydemlle Basin Planning

specific di oals outlined in these gui T
Canyons\Village Master Plan for the benefit of {opers, architects, the CYMA / DRC a
ideli i itively influence, but not dictate the esign result.
o

Sl

5 Co ion. These guidelines are mtenge @ @@
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© @@ a @@
N o@%@ o) TCFC, o
§%@ns Master Plan Amendme % @
= posed Resort Core Site MGuldelmes for Parcel Rﬁi}i & @&k
(©)" site: (0" Rez ©
@@ Parcel Use: @@ HoteI/Lodging/Cor@@laI/RetaiI/Support/Conferen@er

Site Area: 272,250 SF
4&& Building % Building B agﬁxiiing (e
Gross Blllldl (SF): 202,93 48,171 ,378
Comme (SF) 48171 @@@49,875 @@@
Acc atlon Area (SF): 165, 312 H/L - G 254503HAL N
M&@m Building Height (ASL): o%@ 7,067’ 6,950'0%@ 7.016’ o%@
QO @) O
St o S

Applicable Guidelines: o

®@ e The Canyons SPA @@ @O O

@ e The Canyons Villag@ agement Association’s @

(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approv. equired: Q(\X

e CVMAD eview Committee @ <;
O O

e Sum unty Planning Department Q @O

\ derwlle Basin Planning Comm|55|o

& & &
N N N
& &8 &8
S W) V)
5% 59 S
ﬁen:::nceptua"y contains thre pr@%e major hotel/lodging sj es@a/fgsute reserved for a

@e conference/community center The conference/commumty site \:. n accommodate up t0 48,171 &
are feet of meeting space andO ximately 250 underground pa ‘g paces. With the natural gradcg %
f& @ differences across the parce nference/community center Q\t‘ an open buffer between the %
ildi ion will greatly assist in the creationof a successful (and perhaps br,
®@ hospitality product. Bo e hotel/lodging buildings could-beconnected directly to the @
@ conference/commn@ nter or the conference center d’be combined into the hotel(s).
uni

conference/comm center is a SPA obligation and as such, must be integrated into the development.
2. The lower of buildings (RC7-C) is immediately-adjacent to the first and eighteenth s of the Canyons

Golf Co:z@;@w represents a unique opportuni upport the golf course with food and beverage, golf @@
sho king. This location could al @

te the arrival point for the golf colrse.
3. rtant the developer/architect\is familiar with the Canyons Master Plan and Design Guidelines.
: S 5 O

O@acks, Buffers: @ @ @
Q& e minimum building setback %&be 10 ft. from all plat boundar@ cannot encroach 150’ from th@
(0" centerline of the adjacent g%@le. @@O @

The Canyons th ster Plan sets forth the overarchm é;v principals and parcel by parcel site é& intended to @
generate t @oss:ble four season experiences idents and guests of Canyons Vi hole The parcel @@
specific di goals outlined in these guidelines-g @nded to generate clarity and a more stent mterpretatzon of the

illage Master Plan for the benefit of é} opers, architects, the CYMA / DRC a yderville Basin Planning @X

3
sion. These guidelines are intendedt 0.po sitively influence, but not dictate th esign result. @
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@@@ @@@ @@@ slba @@@
N\ N\ TCFC
ﬂg’@g Heights and Massing: %@ 5 O%@ o @
SN Building forms should be a“'};‘ and facades articulated thr@@@% use of materials, color, plaré&%
@Gg% changes and varied roof lines @
@ 2. Upper hotel/lodgin I ould be set back over retail l@@lic areas so as to buffer pr
@ provide for snow n@gement as per the Design Guideﬁ@. °

3. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off anjgngshort term parking

Q

at entranceo. this site because of topograp steep slopes, the downhill an

of the parking @
level {;exposed and/or above graﬁ exposed these areas must d with the same style @@

d rials as the rest of the buildi% proved by the DRC. Any po < he above grade parking %
o@” because of topography and ét@ ope, is treated as if it were und =@e nd - meaning square footage @
o @ or parking, elevator core, me a@, storage, back of house and @areas do not count against @
{ﬁ@% Gross Building area. S %
i ®@ Linkages: %®@ %®@ %®@
Ski Trail 1. A'ski back trail should be added that will run along the northern edge of Hole #1 of
the Canyons Resort Golf Courséérving the entire RC7 site.

Pedestrian € 1 A proposed pedestrian bri ould link the site to the Forurr ﬂ‘@g site’s natural @
@@ grade is elevation-cha o the linkage should be det@égd rom the @@
r

X Forum’s landing eI%i holding a maximum 3% slopeQ@> mfortable walkability X
Q @ to the future lan; levation on RC7. 9 @ O%@
g%@ 2. A5 sidew the future extension of WW Road should service the Sgox@
site.
@ Vehicular 1. Acces}g@ﬁe parcel is from the future exte@n of Willow Draw Road. (©)
@@ Public Transit 1. A&;\%uttle stop should be installe@&q%\fvillow Draw Road. \\5
N T/
Other Design Criteria: é&

1. metaiI/Support frontage sl—@ varied, include overhan ,@@should animate the @@@
astrian

Co

p% ‘ plaza.

@ a. Special attention shou paid to storefronts, terrac Qage, lighting, landscape amz&@x
o NE

O O% ardscape. Q % é
@{ﬁ%%@ b. :tredetchpe el&z@@%@ﬁhould consider seating oppgé%x%ms @{ﬁ@%
S S S S

5
@@
&>

O

(S
& & S S

The Canyons Vil %ster Plan sets forth the overarchin@xi principals and parcel by parcel si@a intended to &
as

generate t ossible four season experience idents and guests of Canyons Vi

whole. The parcel @
specific. desigi>goals outlined in these guidelines-ar nded to generate clarity and a more istent interpretation of the
illage Master Plan for the benefitof @a opers, architects, the CYMA / DRCO‘ a yderville Basin Planning 5 @X
Sion. These guidelines are intended 0.po itively influence, but not dictate th design result. %
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@@@ x@@
@.. 3
@@\%& Pro:::esdh’lliae?::tIz::ezlﬁeaﬂc Guidelines for Parceﬁi% 5 U&%g
®® ls’iat:el Use: ®® :(o:::I/Lodging @ ®®
Site Area: 66,650 SF
gros i rea (S.F): @@@ﬂ @QX @@
ﬁmodation Area. (SF): XB,SF:; H/L
- é imum Building Height (AS ®@ 6,925’
@é&% Applicable Guidelines: @{ﬁ@%
e The Canyons SP. @
S D

The Canyons Village Management Association’s

(CVMA) Dégn Guidelines ﬁ

ovals Required:

esign Review Committee

' A
@Summlt County Planning Depa&t@

gx@ Snyderville Basin PIanmn@@ssmn
@ General Intent: @

1. RC14 and thie adjacent RC15 are |mportant sit they form the entrance to the Resort Core. The
prima al for these two sites is to creat g sense of arrival for the Can @% llage. By @
I @ he major access points direc @ yons Resort Drive, the Iobcochere/arrival @@
%?}’% and the type of landscaping t usually associated with buildirig.entries will create a much %
o etter sense of arrival to the r nerally and to the property s ly. O @

§O%@ In the foreground of the @S is’a detention basin with a ste@& as its backdrop. This slop %@

very visible from Canyon ort Drive and the bottom of tl'@ in is visible from the Cabriolet and

from the propeﬁies{@/ill be built on RC14 and RC1 §® @
@ Conceptual imp ments to this detention basin sh include stepping the slope and adding
Iandscap d trees so the visual impact of th tention basin’s slope can be reducéd. The bottom
of the in'should be modified to hold so er with <o) @

edges to resemble a small ‘ pon _ @@ Rcis g @@
3 %s the building on RC14 sits ond site, the uphill side is ' g

0
o 3" exposed to pedestrians walglrwg9 rom the Village and the
by car. Two entrances are

C%g downhill side is the visu . Vo
@ proposed to access a g garage from different levels. @ ;
S SO S SRS
The Can, wﬂ Master Plan sets forth the overar51gn principals and parcel by parclans intended to &

gener st possible four season experiences e residents and guests of Canyo. s a whole. The @
pa el lf ic design goals outlined in these ’@ﬁes are intended to generate clarity.a more consistent
etation of the Canyons Village Mas @(» for the benefit of developers, arghz the CYMA / DRC and o @X
erville Basin Planning Commzsszo e guidelines are intended to pos:gv ence, but not dictate the final %

@ esign result.
@G%E% e @%@ 1 554 Page 197 of 230 S®%County
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5 5
& & QP
@backs Buffers: o é;%@ Oﬁéﬁ%@ TC Fg @
@@g . The minimum building sé@ shall be 10 ft. from all plat bo@% es

2. Thereis a building s @k from the Cabriolet along the @@property line of 43.75' as deplc@
@@ the RC14 & RC@S‘&:WSM Plat. @ @

S @@@

)

e-parking structure are the two key principals when laying out this bui
w ere possible, with the exceptio
@parkmg at entrances. On th|s 1»\ ecause of topography and stee

@% the parking levels may be e

with the same style ang

Building Helgﬁiand Massing: Q(‘;\S ﬂ =
1. i t@ arrival from Canyons R important and using the slopé to' hide the below @

d ro;J off and short term ©X

s, the downhill and sides of @
d and/or above grade. Whe ((? sed these areas must be trez%%%
rlals as the rest of the bwldmg as\approved by the CVMA Design R
Committee. Any ‘ e » A
@ treated as if it v@; derground - meaning square ge for parking, elevator core, m ical,
storage, bq?\g of house and service areas do nc%)unt against Max Gross Building ag& ]

Llnkaggﬁ ©) @@ @@@

| Sl& 1. A ski back trail currently exists on the north side of RE15.— X
@ 2. The closest %kl ;@2 | is walkable via the proposed t d escalators at RCS at the | @

o western bo along Grand Summit Drive,, /2 o @
@% Pedestrian 1. Existi ewalks along Grand Summit Dri all be maintained. {%&
@ walks will connect RC14 and RC the Forum. )

®® Vehicular Qg& access to the parcel is from a@pns Resort Drive. @@

condary access should be from@g d Summit Drive.

Public Transit  \/ 1. A bus/shuttle stop should be installed along the west side of Canyons Resort Drive 4
é\ with an existing stop onG Summlt Drive. f\%i 2 <
ey

<]
The Canyon Master Plan sets forth the overa %ﬂgn principals and parcel by parc k&/ans intended to @
gener st possible four season experien res:dents and guests of Cany ,, as a whole. The @@
pa el ific design goals outlined in these ¢ ut@h

es are intended to generate clari a ore consistent
i etation of the Canyons Village Mast rRlan for the benefit of developers, archi the CYMA / DRC and @%

erville Basin Planning Commtss:o :, ¢ guidelines are intended to positive ence, but not dictate the final @

@& et @3 i 0 54 Page 198 of 230 S County
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@@é& @
@ 20a

N N N PN

o O@\ ons Master Plan Am O@ o O@ o%@
@@g@%@Pro:osed“:eslrtzloreASi @}f‘itc Guidelines for Parczg%%@ﬁ {i{g&%@

©® Site: ®®@ RC15 @ ©®@

Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging

Site Area: 109,770 S%

Gross Bui ﬂrea (SF): 1@@1

Com | Area (SF): @ --

Accommodation Area (SF): X1 66,941 H/L X
f O ©

© imum Building Height (AgL 6,931

2©
@{ﬁ@% Applicable Guidelines: @ >
@@ e The Canyons SP@@

» The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) n Guidelines

. o - @
De5|g/ Yals Refqulred. ' @@
. Design Review Committee
oﬁ&ummit County Planning Depa@
%%%@ﬁo Snyderville Basin Plannin@\%é@uission

®@ General Intent: @
@ 1. RC15 and the aé@nt RC14 are important sites as t@orm the entrance to the Resort . The
primary goal for these two sites is to create a strang sense of arrival for the Canyons ¥illage. By
locatin ccess points directly off Canyo@?%or‘t Drive, the lobby, porte-co@e rrival court @
a %gpe of landscaping that is us I@ ciated the building entries @@a a much better @@
s of arrival to the resort gener to the property specifically. x
o the foreground of the parcebistention basin with a steep ba@k backdrop. This bank is o) @
0 @ very visible from Canyons @Drive and the bottom of the basi isible from the Cabriolet an O%@

{ﬁ@ from the properties that built on RC15 and RC14. Co al improvements to this detent@g

basin should incIudlng the banks and adding |and§@ and trees so the visual impact

@@ detention basin’ can be reduced. The botto asin should be modified to me
water with landscaped edges to resemble a small alpine’pond.

3. Asthe bui@i\gg on RC15 sits on a sloped site, t@guphill side is exposed to pedes?a)%walking

to/fro illage and the downhill side i @r best to EPRNE))
address the arrival by car. This entrangreat o \ ,

pportunity to welcome guests andarchitecturally create a
© @Sense of a more walkable and in fq} experience.

C\%i% . This parcel’s upper (west).bo (‘ ary is common to the

resort’s Ski Patrol and = !
o o L= 9

The Cany&% Master Plan sets forth the overarsign principals and parcel by parclans intended to <CD<>;

generg st possible four season experien; he residents and guests of Canyo s a whole. The @
parcel ific design goals outlined in thes uw@ves are intended to generate clari a@%nore consistent
in etation of the Canyons Village Mast n for the benefit of developers, archi the CYMA / DRC and @X
o . . . S Q C g , . R , O
erville Basin Planning Commtss(t)on guidelines are intended to positiv ence, but not dictate the final %
o

esign result. 1 ? O
K L design result S & 054 Page 199 of 230 S%County
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@@@ e @@@ »
N N H e
** Setbacs, Buter: © & TCFC.

o
o @ 3 @ O%@
@%&% 1. The minimum building s %t shall be 10 ft. from all plat bo %es.
O 2.

There is a building set from the Cabriolet along the@@property line of 43.75' as depi%{@n

@@ the RC14 & RC@@’lvision Plat.

0}
Q

Building Heights and Massing: ﬂ Q&J
1. Orient arrival from Canyons Resort E@e important and using the slcéé@ ry the below @
arking are the two key princip laying out this building. © @@
2. itding should step up from Canygns Résort Drive to the access road rand Summit Lodge. X
O arking must be placed under where possible, with the eéce of drop off and short term & @

parking at entrances. O

@)

N .

the parking levels may
®@ with the same style

because of topography an
osed and/or above grade. W posed these areas must be tre
aterials as the rest of the bujldi approved by the CVMA Desg’

Committee. A ion of the above grade parkin , because of topography and st ope, is

treated as if it were underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical,
storage, .fa% of house and service areas dount against Max Gross Buildin.
= @ @

O
Lip\k@g , —
. S@fgail 1. Aski back trgil ntly exists on the north side of roperty. o &
N 2. rtal is walkable via the propos il and escalators at RC5 at the, 39%
2

5 2. The closest
{ﬁ@% | weste dary along Grand Summit Drive:\
@ Pedestrian 1. Existing-sidewalks along Grand Summit Drive'shall be maintained. @
@ 2. ~Newsidewalks should connect RC14.afdiRC15 to the Forum. S
@ Vehicular 1@&%5 to the parcel is from Cany@?esort Drive. \)

1 2. Driveway access should be from Canyons Resort Drive. o . .
Public Transi 1. A bus/shuttle stop should, bejnstalled along the west side of -anyons Resort Drive
/@ with an existing stop.o rand Summit Drive. = &

&~ < ©
5 F\ F) S

& & & &
Qii%g @<§ @G%% @<§

@]

¢ ¢ S Sh
& & &
\© \© \©
& & & a8
@<§§3 @G%3 © ©
S S S Sh

The Canyons, Master Plan sets forth the overarsign principals and parcel by parce lans intended to @
generate t st possible four season experien @ Ae residents and guests of Canyo V as a whole. The @
parcel ic design goals outlined in theseg%ut es are intended to generate clari a@more consistent @

&
o

etation of the Canyons Village Maste n for the benefit of developers, archi the CYMA / DRC and @X
guidelines are intended to positive ence, but not dictate the final

esign result. = @ : & éﬁ%
g g reslt Q@% i Oé%é@m Page 200 of 230 Sﬁ«%&%ounty
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% %
X@@ X@@

yons Master Plan Amend R
@%@%roposed Resort Core Sﬁ@%}g@ Guidelines for Parceh@&g%\ &%@
©

Site: RC16-A @
@@ Parcel Use: @@ Hotel/Lodging@@ercial/Retail/Support @@
Site Area: 223,000 SF
Bulld Building B uilding C
Gross Bui é\\;\rea (SF): ’ 102,941 Qﬁ 77,506 @@
(a0

Cow rea (SF): 10,000 @
odation Area (SF): 9 588 H/L 92,941 77,506 H/L x
o imum Building Height (ASL); @ 6,991 6,g7@ 6,964 o @

@ng@%pplicable Guidelines: @@%%%@

¢ The Canyons SPA

@@ e The Canyons V%@;@anagement Association’s
(CVMA) Design delines

Design Apprggns Required:

. Review Committee é&
. ounty Planning Department @@
X vﬁ erville Basin Planning Commé
XCY
& &
General Intent:
@ . As the largest @@ment parcel in the Resort Cor: offers a unique opportunity ea
variety of producttypes and sizes. The parcel size also allows for a transition of scale between the

existing residential to the south and the tallerxﬁgldings in the Resort Core. A publi za is formed

ont ction of the two buildings that 16 A and has been sized suc it'can be an @
plaza with limited commercial/retail/support store fronts on the plaza.~This plaza is at @@
proximately an elevation of 6,9 nd the skier plaza described in R is at approximately an X
@@ elevation of 6,923. RC16 A | Is g cted to the new shopping st(ge @

ed by RC17 by a pedestnan @
Qg%% bridge crossing over th at services the Hilton and Hy erties. This creates an almo%%%
@ level (2-3%) 650 foot om RC16 A to the Sunrise Lift west end of RC17. In order to

@ facilitate better v and pedestrian circulation withinhe Resort Core, Canyons Reso
@ C16 A and on RC20 will front t reet

should be exte to Red Pine Road. One buildin
extension helping to complete the streetscapeg&thm the Resort Core. é&
1% mlmum building setback sh% ft. from all plat boundaries. X@ X@
X 2 & XS
o uilding Heights and Massi

o & &
@x 1. Building forms should b@%p ulated and facades articulated %gh the use of materials, color, sg%

plane changes and v @ roof lines. This encourages vvarlety and intimacy and reduc @
@@ effective mass @ e. @ @

Setbers @@

The Canyon@ e Master Plan sets forth the overa é@eﬂgn principals and parcel by parcé é&ulans intended to @
gener, est possible four season experie e residents and guests of Canyo . ge as a whole. The @
ccf ¢ design goals outlined in thes z@nes are intended to generate clarity a more consistent @
égretatzon of the Canyons Village Mas n for the benefit of developers, archi the CYMA / DRC and @X
derville Basin Planning Commzssz @e guidelines are mtended to positivi uence, but not dictate the final

@x@ design result. @% O% %@
01087254 Page 201 of 230 Summit Count
© O J ﬁ i Courty

S S S S




@@@* %@@@Q@ @@@* S

D TCFC @x

@@ Upper Hotel/Lodging floors s@be set back over retail and pu@%*as so as to buffer privacy and
655%% provide for snow manag ”(.u as per the guidelines. @%@
The plaza level shall h commercial/retail/support preci |th a variety of retail shops,
entertainment v (; d/or anchor restaurants, all the public. This retail enviro %g@
@ serve as a key attraction and shall link to the @e retail plaza on RC17 via the pedestrian

bridge. "
4. ing-must be placed underground wherg?%ible, with the exception of dropoff-and short term
2 @, at entrances. On this site ber?% opography and steep sIop @v Q) nh|II and sides of @@<)§

he parking levels may be exposed-a r above grade. When exposed areas must be treated %
5 X\/ith the same style and matelggal he rest of the building as apm;oy the DRC. Any portion of @

0 @ the above grade parkmg cause of topography and ste , is treated as if it were o @
{ﬁ@x underground - meanm%@ e footage for parking, eIevato%@ mechanical, storage, back of h@@
and service areas do ount against Max Gross Bunld@‘ @

©
®® Linkages: @ ©®

ki Trail Q\X 1. A ski back trail currently behlnd the Hilton and Hyatt pr es The trail will
@ ‘ be extended to the f RC16 A & B allowing guw back to their units. @Cﬁ

%@@ Th|s 24’ wide s& d 8’ wide soft trail will be de or winter and summer X

property is ski-back with easy ¢ O to the ski lift via the new

o (F
%%%@ | ommercral plaza located on RC1Z %9

. Connectlon to the plaza for from the shared ski trail sho
@ @ incorporated for easy cess. This trail will be used w

@ @ pedestrian trail outsi ski season and will be maintain a

connection to the plaza and new village retail.

Pedestrian . The plaza level should ho following height at pedestrian bfidge crossing

@ (across High Mountai ) at approximately 6,914, Q @
@ Mountain Road should be {Cmﬂmum of 6. @@

2. Sidewalk widths al

g
cu ar 1. Access to the parcel is from High Mountain Ro%gnd the future extension of x
° @ Canyons R rive. (0 3%@
{ﬁ%%@ ublic Transit 1. A bg@{ﬂé stop should be installed alogg%{i&@mountain Road. B (%Q =

@@ Other Design Crit@@ @@ @@
1. Retail frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the pedestrian plaza.
%pecial attention should be paigd torefronts terraces, signage, I@g landscape and

C@@ hardscape. Q C@@
x b. Streetscape elementsxc@ﬁconsnder seating opportumtlx the plaza. x@
© o © o & ©

g@z ©
%

The Canyonﬁe Master Plan sets forth the overa ﬂeﬂgn principals and parcel by par @plans intended to &

gener est possible four season expenf@ e residents and guests of Cany

as a whole. The @
parc af” c design goals outlined in the nes are intended to generate clar more consistent X
retation of the Canyons Village Mas n for the benefit of developers, aéc , the CVMA / DRC and @
derville Basin Planning Commlssz &e guidelines are mtended to posm@ uence, but not dictate the fmal @

@@@{ﬁ@%@ design result. @@@{ﬁ@ @ @054 Page 202 of 2%8@ County
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@@ﬁﬁ @@Qﬁ

@nyons Master Plan Amend
Proposed Resort Core Si ecific Guidelines for Parce

PNCC

TCFC5§<g
%

&P

@%@@
S

@@
@@

@%
SN

O

@@

@@
S

O

@@

B

&

C%%@ﬁxetbacks Buffers:
©

b

@%@deﬂgn result.
©

© ©

Site: © RC16-B
Parcel Use: @@ Residential M ily ©®
Site Area: 155,500 SF
Gross Bui ﬂrea (SF): é& 106,000 %
Com@a%ma (SF): @@ n@ @ @@@
odation Area (SF): X 106, ooo R% X
mum Building Height (ASL); @ stories for 95’setback) @

Varied (2 stories for 50’ set&

o

Applicable Guidelines:

o %@
S8

The Canyons SPA
The Canyons VWanagement Association’s

(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design App

rovals Required:
CVMA@)’ Review Committee
unty Planning Department
Xervllle Basin Planning Commt
General Intent:

N
Q%%@ SN
As the largest ent parcel in the Resort Co

r@@A & B offers a unique oppor@
create a variety roduct types and sizes. The parcel-size also allows for a transition of scate

between %emsting low-rise residential to th th and east, and the taller buildi in the Resort

gtiu
Core. | is designated as the portion @@e ite for residential/multi-family; %is to the future
nriing between A & B

@ aza located on RC16 A shoul dinated with the developm

els of RC16. X
&E O&& O%@@ @@

Pine Road right-of-way, withi h no building may occur. This<§%

ed and its design may include onal storm water detention. @
ontinue into the right-of-way t ack of the curb of the existing

@Q@

O

A 50-ft. setback from t
buffer should be la
landscaping sh

Road. Landscaping adjacent to Red Pine Road should be low profile and be able to accommodate
snow st %) g;
2 Afu etback of 50-ft. within which bs cannot exceed a maxim two stories. @@
dlngs cannot exceed a maX|

@
N

o%@
S8

er setback of 95-ft within wh |c
Il other setbacks shall be 10 ft f
No more than two entrance§ ;’

elght of three stories.

the plat boundaries.

y from the Red Pine Road @t@é ay are permitted.
o S

t Master Plan sets forth the overar@sign principals and parcel by parc é&lans intended to
st possible four season experie @ residents and guests of Canyo as a whole. The
1f ic design goals outlined in theseg u@%es are intended to generate clari more consistent

etation of the Canyons Village Masn for the benefit of developers, ar&h' the CVMA / DRC and o @
derville Basin Planning CommlSSlo@ ese guidelines are intended to posiotiv uence, but not dictate the final o %

S s \
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e

O%&ing Heights and Massing:

@@@ 2804 @@@
@X TCFC @X
e use of materials, color, plan %@

@» timacy and reduces effective
els of the Resort Core from @

uilding forms should be m

®

Gg% changes and varied roof li

®@ and scale and will cr @ ffer between the higher den -(
@ neighborhoods to @ast. @

Linkages: @é& OQ% @é& @

Ski T@U 1. A 24 ski back trall be extended along the boun of RC16 A & B and @@
X should termm&§ e extension of Canyons Resorf.Drive. %
o @ 2. The closest rtal is walkable via the propos ic plaza to be built on RC-16 3%@
O%@ A and ng to RC 17 where the new ift will be located. Walking (- 9
@{ﬁ% dista approximately 850' +.

Pedestrian @trall connection linking RC16 B 16 A's retail plaza would sup @@
@@ ‘ estrian circulation all the way. orum at a consistent elevatk@ ge of
| ess than 3% (retail plaza to Forumy:

Sidewalk widths along the fufure extension of Canyons Resort Drive should be 6'.

Access to the parcel is fr*ﬁényons Resort Drive and Red P| RAad. @

Driveway access sh,éﬁ rom Canyons Resort Drive or?R@ e Road. @@
A bus/shuttle %\sﬁouw be installed along the%\th/ﬂde of Canyons Resort
Drive at thed ction with Red Pine Road. 0. (O

Vehlcular @\\)

=N =N

. %(%\&ﬁ}ansn

o % Q C@X © C@X R &
¢ @ @
S SN S S

@@X 0 ©
Qgg% @gﬁ@
S S S ®®

The Canyon Master Plan sets forth the overa ﬂeﬂgn principals and parcel by pa lans intended to @
gener @st possible four season experi residents and guests of Cany - ge as a whole. The @
p ce@aftc design goals outlined in thes L/@nes are intended to generate clari a more consistent @
retation of the Canyons Village Mast, n for the benefit of developers, archi the CYMA / DRC and C@X
erville Basin Planning Commtssw @ guidelines are mtended to positiv Uence, but not dictate the final @

@@@%@deﬂgn result. {ﬁ@ @054 Page 204 of 230 S@ County
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@@Q% B @@@Q% @@Qv

@@ & &
@ s
NN ) o @ TCFC.
o anyons Master Plan Am n 0. (BN o
Q%%Cﬁzosedﬁestoﬂzore‘\smf:c Guidelines for Parceﬁ%% <79 gi%%@
© © © ©

& Site: S RC17 & g@
@ Parcel Use: @ Hotel/Lodging mercial/Retail/Support/Skier ices
Site Area: % 91,500 SFﬂ

A Building B Q(\é ilding C @Qﬂ\l
oo M e e o0
mercial Area (SF): ©X 12,618 15,6 10,125 %©

< ommodation Area (SF): . < 59,436 H/L 93, L 74,834 H/L o é
gggx@ aximum Building Heighb\%\{éﬁﬁ 6,998’ {%%’ 8’ 6,998 {%
o) ) ] i O/
@O Applicable Guidelin O S R =l : @Q
@ e The Canyons S : @
» The Canyons Village Management Q ﬂ 4

Association's

5©
S
&

O

@@

o%ﬁ A Design Review Committee
Summit County Planning Dep t

O%
Ggé%@o Snyderville Basin Planni ission
©

N

@@Q% @@@
& »

@Q%
&

o 9 @X < < @
o ‘- eneral Intent: o N o @ o%®
éi%% 1. Parcel RC17 is conceptu %mprised of three buildings tha form a single development. T
@ development is situ @entrally within the Resort Core

d’dompletes the link between the@@ng
@@ southern edge @\ northern edge of the Resort dditionally, it has been desi ink
lo

the future deve ent of the eastern edge making this parcel's development vital to success of the
overall re% core experience. As conceptuall;égsigned, RC17’s buildings form an-extended Resort 4
Core fé%ri g a skier plaza, added retail staurant opportunities, a new veRjeular drop-off, and C@ég

a

1@ ing stalls reserved for publi¢parking. As a natural people magnét; the skier lift and the @

commercial plaza provide an eng@g setting for day and evening attractions. It's the festive X
O%@neighborhood where events aﬁ% ditions will be celebrated. It is ant the developer/architecg é ©
O%@ is familiar with the Cany Od@@ter Plan and Design Guidelin O% N
@Q%E 2. This development is pI& as a significant extension of t@mercial village and plaza netw ok
&

for the resort. ©® ©® ©®

e residents and guests of Canyo as a whole. The
s are intended to generate clarity a more consistent
mre ation of the Canyons Village Master.Plan for the benefit of developers, arch% the CVMA / DRC and
Q ervii[e Basin Planning Commission), guidelines are intended to positiv& ence, but not dictate the final < @

9 @esi n result. < @ > O @
@%@ e g{@ : <§é§§%54 Page 205 of 230 %Atgg(%%County
S S W) W)

esign principals and parcel by parc@%lans intended to




GV

57
X@ﬁ@ XQO Tcl:‘
%etbacks Buffers: ® ®@ @O &@
{g@x The minimum building %( shall be 10 ft. along the exm(t@@gh Mountain Road (south S|de)<§é

5 ft. from all other undarles.

@ Building Heights an a@Massing ©® @

1. The plaz&g&el should maintain finish elevat| t the ski lift of approximately 6,92§<Xand at the

pede idge crossing (High Mountaij of approximately 6,915,
2. Building forms should be modulated @g@cades articulated through the @@materials, color, @

x?lane changes and varied roof lin is encourages 'village’ variety intimacy and reduces X
O§ effective mass and scale. C

i&\g%% . Upper hotel/lodging flo
provide for snow man
®@ 4. The plaza level s
@ open to the puﬁ@
programming within the site are as follows:
a. An horrestaurants should be located in -”\ primary locations as illustratew. Solar ﬁ
atlon for winter outdoor dln)gg@ es) was the primary driver fo;gcg@g the locations. O@

@9 Approximate Ioca%)

X ) O
%%@@ ' Plaza Level 6 @@ scalators

@QQ @O@

N
2 @d be set back over retail and ‘\ ic’areas so as to buffer privacy @(3@@
nt as per the CVMA Design Gui 6@

ve a retail precinct with a vga@ tail shops and anchor restagll

his retail environment would s as a key resort attraction. Speci

&
O
o %@

@@%‘

@@

Restaurant Locations Bridge Elevatlon% 915’
0 <®

0) , (©
e opening between the pro |Id|ngs of A & C should be & d in such a way that @

allows for solar penetratlon é ep into the plaza as possible. o (5 5 C&
@’The skier plaza at westernszd : is-designed to support a new %%nr@% Lift and its operation. {% @
The Canyon@e Master Plan sets forth the overar, égéeﬂgn principals and parcel by par: ﬁ%plans intended to @
€.

generg finest possible four season experience. e residents and guests of Canyo, as a whole. The @
parce ific design goals outlined in these g es are intended to generate clari o@a more consistent @
&retanon of the Canyons Village M@an for the benefit of developers, archi the CVYMA / DRC and

erville Basin Planning Commissiory. guidelines are intended to posmv% ence, but not dictate the fmal %@

eSl n result. @
@%& e {%%& 2 54 Page 206 of 230 S County
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o

%O%@. Parking must be placed tﬁé&@éﬁ)und where possible, with t @tlon of drop off and short t %

parking at entrances. site because of topography a ep slopes, the downhill and si

the parking levels exposed and/or above grade. ‘@en exposed these areas must b @ted
@@ with the same @d materials as the rest of the@g as approved by the DRC. @ion of

the above grade—parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is treated as’if it were

undergro@g - meaning square footage for p%’lng, elevator core, mechanical, stoége, back of house
and s reas do not count against M Building area. @@

a@e@é % @O‘
Link: H
5 | N N
ablic/pedestrian key routes and one linkages that impact the
O o} @

oS site is characterized by varlo
@\%@% development. As noted, th Q aster Plan has created pedestrian ar, bike and trail links that i
this development. It is impaortant that RC17 facilitate these Iin@% turn them into featured stre e
Ski Trail - 1. —The retreat ski trail is via the skier pl/za along the southern boundary.

2. e, the Sunrise Lift will provide easy aregss to/from RC17.
Pedestria @ 1. As asignificant extensi
©

nsi ‘ the commercial village and pIa ‘ work for the
@ c a should hold these two key grades—1) 6915 at the
edge closestt Sunrise Lift.

) @ 2. The Fo is via a proposed public rom RC17's retail plaza to a@ﬁ
Cg%% with age opening between Westga@@ Sundial. {%
@ 3. Ped rlan circulation through the Su .orte cochere is at grade. @
@@ 0 €16 should be linked via a ped ridge crossing over High Mo@@d.
o

/from RC17.
Q(\\ 5. A minimum of 133 public p ing spaces must be incorporated irto the
<o)

development.

2. The developm s a vehicular drop-off com jith the building located on
X RC22. ©
%Ilc Transit | 1. A bus/sl@]t(t@s\t/p should be at the drop- oficquéen RC17 and RC22. o (BN

@“@ k& &
@ Other Design Criteri ®@ ®@ ®@
@ 1. A prominent bﬁng feature signaling the new re@alaza access is proposed to be I@ed across

the open from Westgate and Sundial. Fro@g‘e Forum, pedestrians should beé; n to this portal
itectural elements. This C|rc is critical to the

nt feature like a clock tower
§§E the overall village expenen@ @
il frontage should be varied overhangs, and should animate.the pedestrian plaza.
(Og% a. Special attention ?%‘ be paid to storefronts, terrac@%@ nage, lighting, landscape and © @

o% hardscape. Q@,\ % Q@
@ b. Streetscap %9 ents should consider seating .@.‘.“. unities along the plaza. Q@
The Canyon@e Master Plan sets forth the overar@es:gn principals and parcel by p& lans intended to

generg firiest possible four season experience e residents and guests of Canyo, as a whole. The

erville Basin Planning Commission.

O
parce ific design goals outlined in thes gt@% are intended to generate clari more consistent @O
&retaﬁon of the Canyons Village M@an for the benefit of developers, archi , the CYMA / DRC and @x

guidelines are intended to positiv% ence, but not dictate the final %

Qo

eStgn result. 3 % @
fg@x Qg@% 54 Page 207 of 230 S -- County
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pedestrian briﬁa ding across High Mountain Ro%a 2) 6925’ at the plaza @X

Q) @
Vehic@ 1. Access to the parcw}ﬁthe future location of High « untain Road. @@

o

@@@

@




O

@@

V)

@@

V)

0 &
o
@

©

Q . . .
o 3" portion of the site (RC20B) is

@%&%iyons Master Plan Ar&g@%
©

)
@
& \

@@@

e

o o%@
Proposed Resort Core S ecific Guidelines for Parce@% OA & RC20B Qﬁg@
o) o) S
Site: @U RC20A & RC20B-. @U
Parcel Use: @ Hotel/Lodging idential Multi-Family/ @

Site Area:

G osing Area (SF):

Setbacks, Buffers:

Q

®

The Canyon

i

o)
éé\z%@design result.
S

E&n Approvals Required:
CVMA Design Review Commi

@

Commercial/Retail/Support
180,00 é&
R@Z@ ilding A RC20A Buildin@(@@ RC20B

5,623 96,05 32,398 (5
mercial Area (SF): @X 5,000 s,oo& - . @%
ommodation Area (SF): . O% 70,623 H/L 93 ,@L 32,398 R/MF o @
aximum Building Height%ié:g 6,931’ 5,931 6,920° - 6,913@\%3%
©

©)
Applicable Guideli@®

The Canyons SPA

The C n's Village Management Associati
( l@ esign Guidelines

e
Summit County PIanning@ﬂment

Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

V)

General ét& @ @
1. velopment proposed on RC20 een separated into three de el@ent sites. Two of the

otel/lodging buildings whiIe(’gh
ed for multi-family residential
ential to the east.

%onceptual buildings are plan%e

complement the adjace

©

The minimum

@@

@from Red Pine Road shall be

=

elopment on the lower 5 @x

pment with lower heights t@%@

©

> e o

35 hom

road right-of-way. This bu

separation between the higher density of the Resort Core and its neighboring rural developments and

may inc
etbacks shall be 10 ft. from

ﬁgl@ﬁ Heights and Massing: %

he residential multi-family
height. The portion of th&}

closest to the norther
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