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SUMMIT COUNTY UTAH
ORDINANCE NO. 334-C

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AND ADOPTING THE AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA

WHEREAS, the Utah State Code, Sections 17-27-101 et. seq. grants to counties the
authority to regulate land use, and Section 10-3-11 of the Summit County Code sets
forth the mechanism to create a Specially Planned Area sets forth the authority for the
County to enter into Development Agreements within the Snyderville Basin; and

WHEREAS, the Summit County Council approved the Canyons Specially Planned Area
Rezone on July 6, 1998 by ordinance 333 and was later amended by ordinance 333-A;

WHEREAS, the associated Development Agreement was approved on November 15,
1999, through adoption of ordinance 334-A; and

WHEREAS, the Snyderville Basin Planning Commission considered the application for a
major amendment to the Canyons Development Agreement to re-distribute the
currently allowed square footage, use and modification of the allowed heights and how
height would be defined; and

WHEREAS, the Snyderville Basin Planning Commission held multiple work sessions and
legally noticed and held five public hearings on April 18, 2017, May 23, 2017, June 27,
2017, July 25, 2017 and October 3, 2017; and

WHEREAS, the Snyderville Basin Planning Commission considered the public input and
forwarded a unanimous positive recommendation to the Summit County Council; and

WHEREAS, public hearings have been legally noticed and held before the Summit
County Council on November 8, 2017, November 29, 2017 and December 13, 2017; and

WHEREAS, the Summit County Council reviewed the Amended Development Agreement
for the Canyons Specially Planned Area specific to the Lower Village Development Area,
including the Land Use and Zoning Chart before the proposed LV6 transaction and after
the proposed LV6 transaction; and

WHEREAS, the Summit County Council reviewed the Amended Development Agreement
for the Canyons Specially Planned Area specific to the Resort Core Development Area;
and



NOW, THEREFORE, pursuant to the authority granted to the Summit County Council as
the County Legislative Body of the County of Summit, State of Utah, the Council hereby
ordains as follows:

Section 1. Adoption. The Development Agreement Amendment for the Canyons
Development Agreement for the Lower Village Development Area — pre LV6 transaction
(EXHIBIT A), the Development Agreement Amendment for the Canyons Development
Agreement for the Lower Village Development Area — post LV6 transaction (EXHIBIT B),
and the Development Agreement Amendment for the Canyons Development
Agreement for the Resort Core Development Area (EXHIBIT C) (together, the
“Amendment”) are hereby adopted by Summit County, and the Council Chair is
authorized to sign and execute the Amendment.

Section 2.  No Rights Created in Third Parties. This Ordinance is not intended to, nor
shall it be construed to create any rights, claims, or causes of action in third parties
other than as specifically defined in the Development Agreement.

Section 3. Savings Clause. In the event one or more of the provisions of this
Ordinance shall, for any reason, be held to be unenforceable or invalid in any respect
under any applicable laws, such unenforceability or invalidity shall not affect any other
provision; and in such an event, this Ordinance shall be construed as if such
unenforceable or invalid provision had never been contained herein.

Section 4. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect 15 days after passage by
the Summit County Council of Summit County and subsequent publication in a
newspaper of general circulation in Summit County, Utah.

APPROVED, ADOPTED, AND PASSED and ordered published by the Summit County
Council, this 28" day of February, 2018.

SUMMIT COUNTY COUNCIL
SUMMIT COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

By:

Kim Carson
Chair

Councilor Robinson voted Aye

Councilor Carson voted Aye
Councilor Armstrong voted Aye
Councilor Clyde voted Avye

Councilor Wright voted Aye
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ATTEST:

Jones
ty Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DaVId L. Thomas
Chief Civil Deputy
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EXHIBIT A
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WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:

Summit County Clerk
Summit County Courthouse
60 North Main
Coalville, Utah 84017
Tax Parcel ID Nos.:

AMENDMENT
TO
AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA

SNYDERVILLE BASIN, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH

[Lower Village Development Area]

THIS AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA (“Amendment”), dated
2D Telicuagy , 2018 (“Effective Date”), is between TCFC PropCo LLC, a Delaware limited
liability compé"ny (“TCFC”), Summit County, a political subdivision of the State of Utah
(“County”), and The Canyons Resort Village Association, Inc., a Utah non-profit corporation
doing business as The Canyons Village Management Association) (“CVMA”), which is joining
this Amendment for the limited purposes set forth in Section 5(d)below (TCFC and the County
are referred to individually as a “Party” and collectively as the “Parties”), with reference to the
following:

A. The Parties (or their predecessors-in-interest) and certain other individuals and
entities are parties to an Amended and Restated Development Agreement for The Canyons
Specially Planned Area, dated November 15, 1999, and recorded with the Summit County, Utah
Recorder’s Office on July 29, 1998, as Entry No. 513500, in Book 1168, Beginning at Page 82, as
amended (collectively, the “SPA Development Agreement”). Capitalized terms used but not
defined in this Amendment have the meanings assigned in the SPA Development Agreement.

B. As confirmed by that certain letter agreement, dated December 5, 2014
(“Confirmation Letter”), executed by the County, CVMA, and other parties, the Term of the SPA
Development Agreement has been extended pursuant to Section 5.9.2 of the SPA Development
Agreement through a date after the Effective Date and is in full force and effect as of the Effective
Date.

C. Pursuant to Section 5.13 of the SPA Development Agreement, TCFC and the
County desire to amend the SPA Development Agreement as set forth in this Amendment.

FOR GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the Parties agree as follows:
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1. Amendment to Section 5.9.2. Section 5.9.2 of the SPA Development Agreement
is amended in its entirety to read as follows:

Renewal. Notwithstanding anything set forth in the SPA Development Agreement or the
Confirmation Letter to the contrary, effective as of the Effective Date, this SPA
Development Agreement is renewed upon identical terms and conditions as set forth in the
SPA Development Agreement for a period beginning on the Effective Date and ending at
midnight on the date that is 25 years after the Effective Date. Thereafter, the Developers
or RVMA, without any consent or action of the Developers, will be entitled to renew this
SPA Development Agreement for up to three additional five-year terms. This SPA
Development Agreement will automatically continue unless all of the Developers and
RVMA notify the County in writing to the contrary at least one year prior to the
commencement of the continuation term. Without the prior written consent of RVMA, the
Master Developer will not give any notice described in the preceding sentence, or oppose,
or otherwise take any action contrary to or inconsistent with, the automatic continuation of
this SPA Development Agreement for either of the additional S5-year terms.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, if, at the time of a renewal the County has taken action to
enforce this SPA Development Agreement in connection with pursing the remedies or
enforcement rights provided to the County in this SPA Development Agreement, this SPA
Development Agreement will continue on upon identical terms and conditions as set forth
in the SPA Development Agreement for a period sufficient to (i) allow the County to pursue
its remedies or enforcement rights provided in this SPA Development Agreement,
whereupon this SPA Development Agreement will continue or not continue based upon
the final determination of the County’s remedies or enforcement rights; or (ii) allow the
party seeking to cure the Alleged Breach to complete that cure, whereupon this SPA
Development Agreement will continue for the full term of the renewal.

2. Amendment to Exhibits. The following Exhibits to the SPA Development
Agreement are replaced in the manner described below:

(a) Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart); Reference
Corrections. Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart, consisting of a three-page chart entitled “Land
Use & Zoning” and two additional pages entitled “The Canyons Resort — Land Use and Zoning /
Notes to Density and Use Charts: Pages 1-3”) (collectively, “Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning
Chart”) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 1 to this Amendment as to, but only as to, the
LV Project Sites (defined below). This Land Use & Zoning Chart will be referred to as “Exhibit
B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart)” for the LV Project Sites on and after the Effective
Date. Project Sites referenced on Schedule 1 that are not LV Project Sites are not affected by this
Amendment and the version of Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached to the SPA
Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date will continue to apply to all Project Sites in
the Lower Village Development Area that are not included within the LV Project Sites. For ease
in administering the SPA Development Agreement, Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning
Chart) lists all Project Sites and includes the amendments to Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart)
made as to the L'V Project Sites pursuant to this Amendment.

The Parties acknowledge that the Land Use & Zoning Chart attached to the SPA Development
Agreement prior to the Effective Date is labeled as “Exhibit B” even though the body of the SPA

2
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Development Agreement at times references the Land Use & Zoning Chart as “Exhibit B.2” (see
the definition of “Density” in Article 1, Definitions; the definition of “Residential Unit(s)” in
Article 1, Definitions; and Section 2.5.3). The Parties acknowledge and agree that, solely as to the
Resort Core Project Sites on and after the Effective Date, (a) any reference to the Land Use &
Zoning Chart in the SPA Development Agreement will be deemed a reference to Exhibit B-A
(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached as Schedule 1, and (b) any reference to “Exhibit
B.2” in the definition of “Density” in Article 1, Definitions; the definition of “Residential Unit(s)”
in Article 1, Definitions; and Section 2.5.3 of the SPA Development Agreement will be deemed a
reference to Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached as Schedule 1.

(b) Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map). Exhibit B.1 (Land Use
Zoning Map) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 2 to this Amendment as to, but only as to,
the Project Sites referenced on Schedule 1 as LV1-A and LV1-B, which Project Sites are owned
by TCFC as of the Effective Date (“LV Project Sites”). This Land Use Zoning Map will be
referred to as “Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map)” for the LV Project Sites on
and after the Effective Date. The legal description for the LV Project Sites is set forth on Exhibit
A to this Amendment. All Project Sites in the Lower Village Development Area that are not
included within the LV Project Sites will continue to be controlled by the version of Exhibit B.1
(Land Use Zoning Map) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date.

(©) Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map). As to, but only as to,
the LV Project Sites, Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights Map) is deleted in its entirety and replaced
with Schedule 3 to this Amendment. The Building Heights Map will be referred to as “Exhibit
B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map)” for the LV Project Sites on and after the Effective
Date. All Project Sites that are not included within the LV Project Sites in the Lower Village
Development Area will continue to be controlled by the version of Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights
Map) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date. To the extent that
there is any conflict between the Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map) and Exhibit B-
A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) as to the LV Project Sites, Exhibit B-A (Amended Land
Use & Zoning Chart) will control Maximum Building Height.

(d) Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map). Exhibit B.4
(Illustrative Plan Map) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 4 to this Amendment as to, but
only as to, the LV Project Sites. The Illustrative Plan Map will be referred to as “Exhibit B.4-A
(Amended Illustrative Plan Map)” for the LV Project Sites on and after the Effective Date. All
Project Sites that are not included within the LV Project Sites in the Lower Village Development
Area will continue to be controlled by the version of Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan Map) attached
to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date. Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan
Map) is not referenced in the body of the SPA Development Agreement and the Parties
acknowledge that Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map) is for illustrative purposes only.

(e) Exhibit B.5.6-A (Amended Lower Village Design Conditions and
Planning Area Map). Exhibit B.5.6 (Lower Village — Development Area Illustrative Plan:
Design Conditions) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 5 to this Amendment as to, but only
as to, the LV Project Sites. The Lower Village — Development Area Illustrative Plan: Design
Conditions will be referred to as “Exhibit B.5.6-A (Amended Lower Village Design Conditions
and Planning Area Map)” for the LV Project Sites on and after the Effective Date. All Project

3
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Sites that are not included within the L'V Project Sites in the Lower Village Development Area
will continue to be controlled by the version of Exhibit B.5.6 (Lower Village — Development Area
Ilustrative Plan: Design Conditions) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the
Effective Date.

3. Submittals. As part of the entitlement review of this Amendment, TCFC submitted
to the County for review The Canyons Traffic Study attached as Exhibit B, the Canyons Master
Plan Amendment Proposed Lower Village Site Specific Guidelines attached as Exhibit C, and the
Connectivity Studies titled TCFC — Canyons Master Plan November, 2017 attached as Exhibit D
(“TCFC Submittals”). The TCFC Submittals were used in the review and approval process for
this Amendment in order to evaluate TCFC’s amendment application and are attached to this
Amendment to provide context to the approval of this Amendment and to be used by CVMA and
the County as guidelines for evaluating future development applications under the SPA
Development Agreement. The TCFC Submittals may be updated or revised with the consent of
the County, CVMA, and the Master Developer, with or without public hearing, and no other
consents to such updates or revisions shall be required.

4. TCFC Development. In connection with the approval of this Amendment by the
County, TCFC agreed with the County as to the following matters:

(a) Parking and Transportation. In furtherance of TCFC’s contribution to
the County to acquire property for and develop park and ride transportation facilities outside of
the SPA Development Area, TCFC will continue to collaborate with the County, CVMA, and VR
CPC Holdings, Inc. to seek parking and transportation solutions, and will coordinate with the
CVMA to provide information about the availability of those facilities to, and encourage the use
of those facilities by, all CVMA members, guests, and employees within the SPA Development
Area,

(b) Sustainability. One year after the issuance of an occupancy permit for a
building in excess of 25,000 square feet developed on any TCFC owned LV Project Sites, the
developer will submit to the County’s Sustainability Department and the CVMA a report of that
building’s energy consumption calculated on an annual basis. The report will be prepared based
upon the EPA’s Energy Star Portfolio Manager software or other criteria reasonably acceptable to
TCFC, CVMA and Summit County Staff.

5. Miscellaneous.

(a) Effect of Amendment on Agreement. The amendments to the SPA
Development Agreement contemplated by this Amendment are limited precisely as written and
will not be deemed to be an amendment to any other provision of the SPA Development
Agreement. The SPA Development Agreement will continue in full force and effect as amended
by this Amendment with respect to the LV Project Sites. From and after the Effective Date, all
references to the SPA Development Agreement as to the LV Project Sites will be deemed to mean
the SPA Development Agreement as amended by this Amendment. If any amendment to the SPA
Development Agreement set forth in this Amendment is found to be unenforceable, the original
provision of the SPA Development Agreement will automatically be reinstated; provided,
however, in all instances the use, height, and density approved on the replacement Exhibit B-A
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(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) and the amendment set forth in paragraph 1will remain
valid and enforceable. The amendments set forth in paragraphs 2 through 5 of this Amendment
affect only the L'V Project Sites of TCFC and its respective successors and assigns. The properties
of other Developers which are not parties to this Amendment are not the subject of this
Amendment, and paragraphs 2 through 5 of this Amendment will not be construed to impact the
properties of those other Developers.

(b)  Headings. The section headings in this Amendment are intended solely for
convenience and will be given no effect in its construction and interpretation.

(c) Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in counterparts.

(d) Rights of CVMA as a Joining Party. CVMA was not an original signatory
to the SPA Development Agreement and is joining in this Amendment solely in its capacity as a
master association in the Canyons SPA, for purposes of becoming a party to the amendments set
forth in paragraph 1 and this paragraph 5(d) of this Amendment and receiving the rights granted,
and undertaking any obligations set forth, therein and herein, and agreeing to be bound by such
amendments, but for no other purposes. The Parties agree that CVMA, which is referred to as the
“RVMA? in paragraph 1 of this Amendment, shall have all of the rights granted to CVMA under
Section 5.9.2 of the SPA Development Agreement as amended pursuant to paragraph 1 of this
Amendment (“Amended Section 5.9.2”). Notwithstanding anything set forth in this Amendment
to the contrary, CVMA will not be deemed to have been granted, and will not have, any right to
enforce the SPA Development Agreement except, as a joining party, CVMA is hereby granted,
and will be entitled to enforce, the rights granted to CVMA under such Amended Section 5.9.2 of
the SPA Development Agreement.

The undersigned have executed this Amendment as of the Effective Date.

[Signature Pages and Notary Certificates Follow]
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[Summit County Signature Page]

COUNTY:

Summit County,
a political subdivision of the State of Utah

%%/z&ww

Kim C Carson
Chair

ATTHST:

T Jone\lg/
County Cl

[seal]

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

T D) T o

David L. Thomas
Chief Civil Deputy
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[TCFC Signature Page]

TCFC:

TCFC PropCo LLC,
a Delaware limited liability Company

By: TCFC Finance Co LLC,
a Delaware limited liability Company
Its: Sole Member

By:%a.@%
Print Name: M A é///;o

Title:

STATE OF \J'm‘(\ )
:sS

COUNTY OFB\\N\W\R/

The foregomg instrument was acknowledged, hefore me _this

s 2ANAT . 2018, by | mﬂﬂm[fﬂoﬁh\i@the

TCFC Fmanoe’ Co LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, the Sole Member'of TCFC"Prop

LLC, a Delaware limited liability company.

NOT Y PUBLIC
Remdmg at: (440 Sin P{M( prive 449%

My Commission Expires:

Gbl‘\bl’)/ﬁ’lzb

» TARA LINDA MIFFLIN
2\ NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF UTAH
My Comm, Exp. 06/13/2020
Commission # 688997
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[CYMA Signature Page]

CVMA:

The Canyons Resort Village Association, Inc.,
a Utah non-profit corporation

By: _g,&’\/‘

Its: ExEcutr=vE DIABCTOR

stareor AN )
counTy or_) | M \‘ )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this Zglm’day 7f
ey 2015, by (BABIRON. i M ada Sy, JilelAXor

The Canyond Resort Village Association, Inc., a Utah non-profit corporation.

AN D —

\p NS
Residng ac |G SnJen e gy 4409

My Commission Expires:

u[12{2220

2% TARA LINDA MIFFLIN
\ NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF UTAH
¥ 5/ My Comm. Exp. 06/13/2020
Commission # 688997
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EXHIBIT A
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Legal Description of LV Project Sites
LV1-A

A parcel of land located in the southwest quarter of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°0029" East 1010.29 feet coincident with the section line and
East 294.75 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southwest corner of Section 31, Township 1 South,
Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the easterly boundary of the Lower
Village Development Area Master Plat, LV3 Amended plat, recorded August 7, 2013, as Entry
No. 976614 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence coincident
with the easterly boundary of said LV3 Amended the following four (4) courses: 1) North
00°11'36" West 75.20 feet; thence 2) East 8.85 feet to a point on a non tangent curve to the right
having a radius of 330.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 81°17'40" East; thence 3)
northerly along the arc of said curve 66.79 feet through a central angle of 11°35'49"; thence 4)
North 02°53'29" East 46.44 feet to a point on Lower Village Parcel 1 Amended Plat, recorded
August 7, 2013, as Entry No. 976613 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; thence
coincident with said Parcel 1 Amended Plat the following three (3) courses: 1) continuing North
02°53°29” East 181.40 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 150.00 feet, of which
the radius point bears North 87°06'31" West; thence 2) northerly along the arc of said curve 116.08
feet through a central angle of 44°20'26"; thence 3) North 41°26'57" West 46.22 feet to a point on
the boundary of Lower Village Development Area Master Plat, recorded July 28, 2011, as Entry
No. 927089 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah, and on a non tangent curve to
the left having a radius of 90.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 09°39'05" East; thence
along the boundary of said Master Plat the following six (6) courses: 1) easterly along the arc of
said curve 38.33 feet through a central angle of 24°24'10" to a point of reverse curve to the right
having a radius of 35.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 14°45'05" East; thence 2)
easterly along the arc of said curve 38.09 feet through a central angle of 62°20'49"; thence 3) South
42°24'16" East 352.95 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 270.00 feet, of
which the radius point bears South 47°35'44" West; thence 4) along the arc of said curve 199.83
feet through a central angle of 42°24'21"; thence 5) South 00°00'05" West 59.61 feet; thence 6)
West 330.13 feet to the point of beginning.

Description contains 2.53 acres.
LV1B

A parcel of land located in the southwest quarter of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

A-1
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Beginning at a point that is North 00°00'29" East 1014.83 feet coincident with the section line and
East 684.88 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southwest corner of Section 31, Township 1 South,
Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the eastern boundary of LV11
(Lower Village Road), Lower Village Development Area Master Plat, recorded July 28, 2011, as
Entry No. 927089 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence
coincident with said eastern boundary the following three (3) courses: 1) North 00°00'05" East
55.07 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 330.00 feet, of which the radius point
bears North 89°59'55" West; thence 2) along the arc of said curve 244.24 feet through a central
angle of 42°24'21"; thence 3) North 42°24'16" West 174.88 feet to a point on that certain Special
Warranty Deed, recorded September 29, 2014, as Entry No. 1003970 in the Office of the Recorder,
Summit County, Utah; thence coincident with said Special Warranty Deed the following eleven
(11) courses: 1) North 23°39'56" West 8.57 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of
115.50 feet, of which the radius point bears South 66°20'04" West; thence 2) along the arc of said
curve 38.58 feet through a central angle of 19°08'12" to a point of reverse curve to the right having
a radius of 271.50 feet, of which the radius”f)gint bears North 47°11'52" East; thence 3)
northwesterly along the arc of said curve 59.84 feet through a central angle of 12°37'39" to a point
of reverse curve to the left having a radius of 162.50 feet, of which the radius point bears South
59°49'31" West; thence 4) northwesterly along the arc of said curve 40.03 feet through a central
angle of 14°06'51" to a point of reverse curve to the right having a radius of 91.50 feet, of which
the radius point bears North 45°42'40" East; thence 5) northerly along the arc of said curve 116.95
feet through a central angle of 73°13'49"; thence 6) North 28°56'29" East 27.33 feet; thence 7)
North 47°40'33" East 14.60 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 358.00 feet,
of which the radius point bears South 42°19'27" East; thence 8) along the arc of said curve 110.62
feet through a central angle of 17°42'17"; thence 9) North 65°22'50" East 94.92 feet to a point on
a non tangent curve to the right having a radius of 1877.29 feet, of which the radius point bears
South 21°43'21" East; thence 10) easterly along the arc of said curve 48.69 feet through a central
angle of 01°29'10"; thence 11) North 71°06'52" East 109.64 feet to a point on that certain Quit
Claim Deed, recorded October 21, 2009, as Entry No. 884812 in the Office of the Recorder,
Summit County, Utah, said point also being on a non tangent curve to the right having a radius of
900.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 12°14'12" East; thence coincident with said Quit
Claim Deed easterly along the arc of said curve 176.01 feet through a central angle of 11°12'18°
to a point on a non tangent curve to the right having a radius of 196.93 feet, of which the radius
point bears South 00°46'13” East; thence along the arc of said curve 81.76 feet through a central
angle of 23°47'17" to a point on the westerly boundary of LV2A of said Lower Village
Development Area Master Plat; thence South 270.19 feet; thence South 33°07'08” East 32.27 feet;
thence West 295.23 feet; thence South 151.33 feet; thence West 30.00 feet; thence South 138.54
feet; thence East 169.96 feet; thence South 239.22 feet; thence West 165.00 feet to the point of
beginning

Less and excepting the following;:
Beginning at a point on the West line of Lot 13, Park City West, Plat No, 1, said point being North

along the section line 1836.89 feet and East 957.35 feet from the Southwest corner of Section 31,
Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake base and Meridian; and running thence South 144.0

A-2
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feet; thence West 100.00 feet; thence North 144.00 feet; thence East 100.00 feet to the point of
beginning.

Description contains 5.49 acres.

A-3
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SCHEDULE 1
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart)

[See Attached]

1-1
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Exhibit B-A
The Canyons SPA Development Agreement

Land Use & Zoning (12/13/2017) Before LV6 Acquisition

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING | MAX GROSS| ACCOM- [COMMERCIAL/

PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) |(ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
(8) 8

RESORT CENTER

FROST WOOD
AL . . oo LT . S-S B T . - ... Golf Course Uses/Open Space
B - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
C - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
F1 3to4 210,000 200,000 10,000 Hotel/Lodging/Relail
FRA__ o ].3t3s 82,500 72,500 10,000 Hotel/Lodging/Retail
F2B 3to3.5 72,000 72,000 - HotellLodging
FaC - , 31035 | _ 75000 7000t - __ HolellLodging "
F3A 3 104,000 104,000 - Residential-Multi Family/Hotel/Lodging
FB . 3 | fo8s00] 88500 20000 _ Residential-Multi Family/HoteVLodging/Retail
F4 25 38,000 38,000 - Residential-Multi Family
F5 2.5 87,500 87,500 - Residential-Multi Family
Fé 25 50,000 50,000 - Residential-Multi Family
F7. o 25 20,000 20,000 - Residential-Multi Family
F8 2.5 10,000 10,000 - Residential-Multi Family
857,500 817,500 40,000
THE COVE
Osguthorpe 1 2 32,000 32,000 - Hotel/Lodging Units
[Osguthorpe2 | 23 75,200 75,200 - Residential-Muiti Family B
Osguthorpe 3 2-3 109,000 | 104,000 5,000 Hote/Lodging Units
216,200 211,200 5,000
RED PINE ROAD
Baker | 25 | 87,500 | 87,500 | - | Residential-Single Family Detached |
Spoor | 25 [ 22,500 | 22,500 | - Residential-Single Family Detached |
110,000 110,000 -
WILLOW DRAW
WWD1 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
WWD2 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
W 1-35/MWWD3 2.5 227,500 227,500 - Residential-Single Family Detached
W. 36/\WWD4 3.5 - - -1 Resornt Operations and Maintenance Facility with
Associated Storage and Surface Parking
W. 37/ WWD5 3 159,000 159,000 Residential-Multi Family
WWD7 - - - - Open Space
EWD1 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
EWD2 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
EWD4 - - - - Resort Amenity
EWD5 - - - - Open Space
EWD6 - - - - Frostwood Dnve ROW
EWD7 - - - - Canyons Resort Drive ROW
EWDS8 - - - - Open Space
386,500 386,500 -
LOWER VILLAGE
LV1A-1 - 6,798 - - - Resort Operations with Associated Storage and
Surface Parking
LV1A-2 - 6,793 25,000 - 25,000 Parking/Commercial/Retail/Support
LV1B - 6,780 100,000 - 100,000 Parking/Parking
Garage/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
LV2A & LV2B 0 - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
Lv3 e .0 - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
LVv4 3 185,000 185,000 - | HotelLodging/Retail/ResMuiti-Family/Commercial
LV5 25 128,700 128,700 - Employee Housing-Multi Family
Lvé 25103 405,000 377,550 27,450 Hotel/Lodging/Retail/Office/Medical/Employee
(see note 3.4) Housing
LVv7 0 - - - Open Space
LVv8 2.5 25,000 - 25,000 Commercial/Retail/Office
LV10 2.5 80,000 80,000 - Residential-Multi Family
Lvi1i R 1 0 R & - - - Lower Village Road R.O.W o
LV12 Q 7,284 7,284 - Residential-Single Family Detached
LV13 0 - - - Private Road ROW
LV Parcel 1 2.5 11,000 - 11,000 Fire Station
LV14, (Osg. 1) 2.5 93,300 83,300 10,000 Hotel/Lodging
L.V. Osg. 2 1.5 43,716 43,718 - Residential-Singfe Family Detached
1,104,000 905,550 198,450
484627182491 v5 01132524 Page 17 of 475 Summit County
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement

Land Use & Zoning (12/13/2017) efore Lv6 Acquisition

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING | MAX GROSS| ACCOM- |COMMERCIAL/

PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) | (ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
(8) (8)

RESORT CORE
RC.1 39 360,405 244,000 116,405 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC.2 e 6,966 14,000 14,000 Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC.5 6,973 48,089 27,525 20,564 Residential Multi-
e Family/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC. 6 6,966 25,000 25,000 Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC.7/WWD6 - Building A | 7,067 202,937 165,312 37,625 | Hotel/l.odging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support

Building B - Conference Center 6,950 48,171 - 48,171 Conference Center/Commercial/Retail/Support
_BuildingC b 7016 | 304378 254,503 49,875 | HotelLodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
RC.8 5.5 114,523 94,025 20,498 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC.O | o 82,880 68,883 13907 [ Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 10 3.5 64,234 53,429 10,805 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC, tta ) 38 | 99,451 93,331 6,120 HotelLodging Units
RC. 14 6,925 73,554 73,554 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC.15_ o I 5] 166,941 166,941 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 16A - Building A 6,991 159,588 149,588 10,000 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support

BuildingB ] 6,977 102,941 92,941 10,000 | Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support

Building C [ 6,964 77,506 77,506 - Hotel/Lodging Units
RC.16B 2-3 106,000 106,000 . Residential-Multi Family .
RC. 17* - Building A 6,998 72,054 59,436 12,618 Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
] Services

Building B 6,998 110,102 94,405 15697 | HotelLodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
e Services

Building C 6,998 84,959 74,834 10,125 Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
it it o ¢ et i e e i 2t A 2a w4 o - Se’vjces
RC. 19 55 255,607 243,407 | 12,200 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 20A - Building A 1 6,931 75,623 70,623 5,000 Hotel/l odging/Commercial/Retail/Support

Building B 6,931 96,054 91,054 5,000 HotelLodging/Commercial/Retail/Support
RC.20B ‘,, o ls9136,920 32,398 32,398 - Residential-Multi Family
RC. 21 - Building A 6,875 47,800 47,900 - Hotel/Lodging Units

Building B 6,886 69,400 69,400 - Hotel/Lodging Units

Building C 6,881 58,700 58,700 - Hotel/L odging Units
RC.22 TR T TA14,000 [T 114,000 S HotellLodging Units "~
RC. 24A B 3 24,000 24,000 - - Residential-Multi Family
RC.24B 3 | 26000 26,000 -1 Residential-Multi Family, TDR Site
RC. 25 ) 25 ~ 181,000 161,000 - Residential-Multi Family
FoumRetait ] 1| . 24,000 - 24,000 Retail/Skier Services
T1 - 15 3,629 - 3,629 Service
T2 1.5 2,625 - 2,625 Service
Escala/E1 3-5 285,467 202,200 83,267 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail
Friedman 1/F1 23 | 67,200 67,200 - Residential-Multi Family
Friedman 2/F2 a3 52,800 52,800 - Hotel/Lodging Units
Silverado/d1 45 | 66,770 59,325 7.445 Hotel/Lodging Units
Silverado/J2 245 ) 63,230 63,230 - Hotel/Lodging Units
Sunrise/E2 2-5 177,000 139,000 38,000 HotelLodging Units

4,021,116 3,418,450 602,666

*RC17 combines the density of RC17 & RC18 into one Parcel Ref # - to now be identified as RC17

48627151491 v5 01132524 Page 18 of 475 Summit County
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement
Land Use & Zoning (12/13/2017) Before Lv6 Acquisition

MAXIMUM | MAXIMUM
BUILDING | BUILDING |MAX GROSS| ACCOM- [COMMERCIAL/
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING | MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) | (ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
$8) 8)
RED PINE VILLAGE
R.P. 1 2.5 106,000 80,664 25336 Hotel/Lodging Units
RP.2 2 70,050 35,991 34,059 Hotel/Lodging Units/Amphitheater
R.P.3 3 272,875 207,654 65,221 HoteVLodging Units
RP.4 15-2.75 _ 86,500 | - 66,500 Skier services
RP.5 3 109,850 72,065 37,885 Hotel/Lodging Units
RP.6 - 3 147,600 123,373 24,227 Hotel/Lodging Units
RP.7 3 105,975 80,646 25,329 Hotel/Lodging Units
RP. 8 1 6,000 - 6,000 Chapel
RP.9 B 25 193,000 146,870 46,130 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P. 10 - 23 232,250 176,737 55,513 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P. LAKE a/b 2 60,000 60,000 - Hotel/Lodging Units
1,370,200 984,000 386,200
TOMBSTONE
Tmb. 1 2 15,000 - 15,000 Commercial
Tmb. Osg. 1 3 74,500 67,500 7,000 Hotel/Lodging Units/retail
Tmb. Osg.2* o 2 30,500 | 30,500 - o Residential-Multi Family
Tmb. Osg. 3 - - - - Hotel/Lodging Units
120,000 98,000 22,000
ON MOUNTAIN
[SILVER KING MINES |
i | - | | 26,000 | 26,000 | - | Hotel/Lodging Units |
MINES VENTURE
See note 3.7.5 | - | n/a | n/a | - | Residential-Single Family Detached ]
26,000 26,000 -
|THE COLONY ] 240 Lots | | Residential-Single Family Detached |
Totals Net Change From 04-23-2009 Entitlements
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 - -l®)
WILLOW DRAW 386,500 386,500 - (210,900)
LOWER VILLAGE 1,104,000 905,550 198,450 (84,200)[(1)
RED PINE VILLAGE 1,370,200 984,000 386,200 -
TOMBSTONE 120,000 98,000 22,000 -
ON MOUNTAIN 26,000 26,000 - -
TOTAL 8,211,516 6,957,200 1,254,316 (213,67D|(M
Notes:

(1) Lower Village increase is 59,700 for new TDR site + 3,500 increase at fire station site (from 7,500 to 11,000) - 15,000 transferred to WWD4,

(4) 25,000 sq ft added to Escala and Weight from Fogg density transfer.

(5) 11,000 sq ft added to RC24B to supplement County TDR site.

(8) Reduction of 12,500 sq ft due to change in use of Baker parcel from Residential Multi-Family to Single Family + 7,500 to correct density for Spoor Parcel (3 sites
*7.500 each)

(7) To the extent there is any conflict between pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart and the other pages of Exhibit B, including maps, illustrative plans and
tables, pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart control.

(8) To the extent there is any conflict between the calculations in the Maximum Building Height (Stories) Column and the Maximum Building Height (Elevation) Column,
the Maximum Building Height (Elevation) Column controls.

04-23-2009 Original Entittements

MGBA Res Comm
3,939,687 3,252,435 687,252
857,500 817,500 40,000
216,200 211,200 5,000
110,000 110,000
597,400 597,400 |
1,188,200 1,034,750 153,450
1,370,200 984,000 386,200
120,000 98,000 22,000
26,000 26,000
8,425,187 7,131,285 1,293,902
484627187491 15 s 01132524 Page 19 of 475 Summit County
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THE CANYONS RESORT - LAND USE AND ZONING
Notes to Density and Use Charts: Pages 4-8
[Before LV6 Acquisition]

1.0 DEFINITIONS SUMMARY (refer to Development Agreement for additional details)

1.1 Building Height: Building Height is established as either Maximum Building Height
(Stories) or Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) and which criteria applies is
determined by the applicable designation on Pages 1 to 3 of this Land Use and Zoning
Chart. If no Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) is designated for a Parcel,
then Maximum Building Height (Stories) will be used to determine Building Height.

a) Maximum Building Height (Stories) means the maximum number of stories
allowed to be built above grade measured from the finished grade at any building
facade.

b) Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) means the maximum elevation

above sea level (ASL) specified on Pages 1, 2, or 3.

1. The following exceptions to Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL)
are allowed:

(i) Antennas, chimneys, flues, vents and similar Structures may
extend up to five feet (5°-0") above the allowed Maximum
Building Height to comply with requirements of the Intemational
Building Code (IBC).

(i) Appurtenances for mechanical equipment and associated
screening, when enclosed or screened, may extend up to eight
feet (8°-0") above the allowed maximum Building Height.

(iii) An Elevator Penthouse may extend up to eight feet (8°-0") above
the allowed Maximum Building Height to comply with
requirements of the International Building Code (IBC).

(iv) Roof top equipment for the purposes of ‘Green Initiatives’ such
as solar panels, rain water harvesting tanks, etc. may extend
beyond the allowed Maximum Building Height if approved by
the CVMA Design Review Committee. Equipment locations
that exceed the allowed Maximum Building Height shall respect
a 2:1 setback from the Building’s outer edges and shall not
exceed 30% of the overall roof area.

1.2 Maximum Gross Building Area: The maximum total area measured in square feet
constructed above finished grade - no exclusions except restricted employee housing (as
defined by and restricted elsewhere in this Amended Agreement) may be included in and
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1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.8

for a Parcel provided that the employee housing does not compromise the open space as
generally described in Exhibit C.

Accommodation Area: Means that portion of the Gross Building Area located on a
Parcel that may be used for hotel, lodging and residential uses, together with additional
space constructed above finished grade that is used for corridors, lobbies, services and
support uses associated with the primary Accommodation Area.

Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services Area: Means the area located in a building
and primarily designed for the following Principle Uses:

a) Commercial:
e Office, maintenance, storage and similar uses
b) Retail;
e Shops and stores (including, but not limited to, the sale of grocery, personal,
household, soft goods, and hardware items, and fresh, processed, and prepared
food for onsite and offsite consumption), cafes, restaurants, and similar uses

c) Support:
e Kitchen, meeting, conference and related uses; health, Spa, fitness and similar
uses

d) Skier Services:
o Lockers, storage, equipment maintenance, lifts and transportation, training,
gathering, warming, and similar uses related to servicing skiers, boarders, and
resort owners and guests

All Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services Area located below finished grade will not
be included in the calculation of Maximum Gross Building Area for that Parcel.

Residential Single Family - Detached: Means building lots upon which Residential
Single Family — Detached accommodations will be developed. See Note 3.5 for further
detail.

Principle Use(s): Means the primary use or uses allowed on a Parcel. For ancillary
allowed uses refer to the Architectural Guidelines.

Residential Multi-Family: Means attached (including attachment along a horizontal
plain (wall-to-wall) or along a vertical plain (ceiling-to-floor)) dwelling units located in
one or more buildings designed primarily for a Principle Use of providing housing to
more than one individual, family or group of unrelated individuals. Subject to design
review and site plan review, allowed parking for a Residential Multi-Family development
may include up to one attached Parking Garage per unit not to exceed 600 square feet or
one or more shared Parking Garages for some or all of the units. When allowed, the
Parking Garage area is in addition to, and will not be calculated as part of, the
Accommodation Area.

Resort Operations: Means all operations and activities reasonably necessary for or
related to the operation, development, management or maintenance of an all-season

5
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1.9

1.10

23

3.0

3.1

32

resort, including Commercial, Retail, Support, Skier Services and amenities provided by,
for, or at the direction of the CVMA,

Parking Garage(s): Means an above ground or below ground, attached, detached or
integrated structure that is designed primarily for a Principle Use of parking, access,
circulation, and related uses.

Employee Housing: Means dwelling units located in one or more buildings and
primarily designed for employees and workers, together with additional space used to
provide amenities and services for employees and workers, and space used for
administrative, office and support functions related to the operation of the Employee
Housing. There is no density allocated for Employee Housing.

Hotel Lodging Unit: Means attached dwelling units located in one or more buildings
primarily designed for a Principle Use of hotel, lodging, and accommodation.

GENERAL NOTES

All densities indicated are maximums, and development on each site including use is
subject to this Land Use and Zoning Chart and the approval process outlined in the SPA
Development Agreement.

Conversion of Commercial Uses to Accommodation Uses is prohibited. Conversion of
Gross Building Area designated Hotel Lodging Uses may be converted to Gross Building
Area for Commercial/Retail/Support Uses.

Surface parking is allowed as a temporary use on vacant lots, subject to appropriate
buffering and a Low Impact Permit.

SITE SPECIFIC NOTES

Groutage/Jaffa Parcels 1 and 2: - Refer to Development Agreement and Exhibit C2.1
Resort Core - Development Area Illustrative Plan & Design Conditions for the site
planning requirements. Maximum density is 120,000 square feet, except an additional
10,000 square feet may be allowed for this site subject to a recommendation from the
Architectural Review Committee, and review and discretionary approval of the Director
and the Planning Commission.

Parcel RC16-B must meet the following criteria to provide an adequate buffer to Red
Pine Road:

a) A 50-foot setback from the Red Pine Road right-of-way, within which no building
may occur. It is required that this buffer be extensively landscaped and the
landscaping must continue into the right-of-way to the back of curb or sidewalk of
the existing (and/or improved) Red Pine Road. Landscaping immediately
adjacent to Red Pine Road must be low profile and accommodate snow storage.
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b) A further setback of 50 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum
height of two stories.

c) A further setback of 95 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum
height of three stories.

d) No more than two entrances directly from the Red Pine Road right-of-way are
permitted.

3.3 A Parking Garage is an allowed use on Parcels LVI-B and LV5. On these Parcels
building height is measured as Maximum Building Height (Elevation — ASL).

34  IHC: A medical facility of up to 45,000 gross square feet providing the following uses is
allowed: out-patient surgery/diagnostic and treatment/clinic, and including services
complementary to the resort.

3.5(A) On lots where Residential Single-Family — Detached uses are permitted, the following
conditions apply with respect to density and all square footage numbers shown below are
gross square footages per home including a garage and basement for each.

Spoor: 3 Lots, 7,500 square foot / home.

Osguthorpe: 6 Lots, 8,500 square foot / home.

W-35: 35 Lots, 6,500 square foot / home.

Mines Ventures: 9 Lots (including one (1) TDR lot for the County, house
size and design subject to Colony Guidelines.

el e

3.5(B) On lots within the Aspen Creek Crossing Subdivision (Baker Parcel), the following
conditions apply with respect to density and all square footage numbers. The following
areas are exempt from Floor Area calculations:

a. Garage area up to 600 square feet.
b. Entire room areas with floor levels that are six (6) feet or more below
Final Grade and do not have a doorway to the outside.

3.6 Tombstone - Osguthorpe 2 Parcel: In addition to the permitted 26,500 square feet, two

(2) single family detached dwellings are permitted with up to a maximum of 2,000 gross
square feet for each dwelling unit.
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3.7  The Colony Lot distribution by owner:

IMALLC 164

Ski Land LLC 45

TDR Owners
Summit County 5
Hansen LC 16
Babcock 6
Barnard 1
Dean 1
Parkway 1
DVM 1
TOTAL 240

The transfer of Lot 11 in White Pine Ranches shall satisfy the Hansen/Snyderville West TDR
transfer obligation in Phase 1. Hansen has reserved the right to change this arrangement and
select a Homestead in The Colony instead of Lot 11. If the Homestead in The Colony is
selected, the development rights shall be deemed stripped from Lot 11. If Lot 11 is selected,
IMA shall be entitled to one less Homestead in The Colony, bringing the total to 239 instead of
240. (See Exhibit G of the TDR Agreement.)
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SCHEDULE 2
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map)

[See Attached]

2-1
4817-6571-7301v12 01132524 Page 25 of 475 Summit County



ey e i
et iidne? y gy '1:--‘6/ L
il ARG B S
K7 b a (‘3:://7 d \ . ~ . ;;( ;
7 A \«,__\»}’éb e S e V" O
i
¥
EXHIBIT # B1-A
SPA AMENDMENT /7 LAND USE ZONING MAP // DECEMBER 13, 2017 ) LA}*IGVARDT DES]?T, ?lfoup A

01132524 Page 26 of 475 Summit County




SCHEDULE 3
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map)

[See Attached]

3-1
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SCHEDULE 4
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map)

[See Attached]

4-1
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FROSTWOOD

WILLOW DRAW

EXHIBIT # B4-A
SPA AMENDMENT //iLLUSTRATIVE PLAN MAP // DECEMBER 13, 2017

LANGVARDT DESIGN GROUP
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SCHEDULE $§
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.5.6-A

Exhibit B.5.6-A (Amended Lower Village Design Conditions and Planning Area Map)

These notes reference and further describe the drawing. The drawing is for illustrative purposes
and intended to be used to guide site planning and plat design for Project Sites. It does not
constitute final approval.

1. As a condition of plat or site plan approval, the Developer shall convey to the Village
Management Association or its designee all easements and other rights necessary for the
approval, development, construction, and use of a golf course to be located within the
Resort Center.

2. At time of the development of a fire station on the designated site, the site and architectural
plans are subject to design review of the Village Management Association Design Review
Board. If the property is transferred prior to such time, a deed restriction (or similar
condition) providing for this condition shall be incorporated in the transfer documents

5-1
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EXHIBIT # B5.6-A
SFAAMENDMENT // LOWER VILLAGE PLANNING AREA // DECEMBER 13, 2017
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EXHIBIT B
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

[Traffic Study]

B-1
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative fransportation solutions

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This study addresses the traffic impacts associated with the proposed future development of The
Canyons resort in Summit County, Utah. Future development at The Canyons will occur adjacent
to the existing hotels and lodges currently at the resort, as well as around the Cabriolet parking
lot adjacent to SR-224.

Included within the analyses for this study are the traffic operations and recommended mitigation
measures for existing conditions and plus project conditions (conditions after development of the
proposed project) at key intersections and roadways in the vicinity of the site. Future 2030
conditions are also analyzed. In addition, two alternate plus project scenarios were analyzed
(2017 and 2030) including trips generated by the Red Pine Village resort hotel consisting of 1,100
rooms.

TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology,
the Saturday peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The results of this
analysis are reported in Table ES-1 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports). Multiple runs
of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of each intersection. Where the LOS
was calculated to be C or lower, the calculated delay for all approaches is included.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study i
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

TABLE ES-1
Saturday Peak Hour
Suimmit County - The Canyons TS
Existing 2017 Existing 2017 Future 2030 l Future 2030 Plus Existing 2017 Future 2030 Plus
P ) | Plus Project

Background Plus Project Background | Project N Project Altemate

Intersection | Alternate
Descnption LOS (Sec/Veh') . LOS (Sec/Veh') | LOS (Sec/Veh') " LOS (Sec/veh') LOS (Sec/Veh') LOS (Sec/Veh')

SR-224 | D (35.4) D (54.2) E (57.1) F (>80.0) F (>80.0) E (69.5)

. NB C(283),88C(29.2), [ NBE(552),8i 9.9). B D (38.3), SB E (77.5). 5 3), 8B 0), F(>800), 8B F(>800), | nBD472),58 ).

Canyons Resort Drive EB D (S,s). we D((Z«sgefn)) EEé i((57.1),WEEDD((‘52.9) '::e D (5:.2)),5\15 E((57?) ,\‘Es%((sfsg), WEFEP(GG?B.?I; NEBB D (49%).\255 D (53.00)) ga F (gz.?). mEu«Z:as.%

7-Eleven East / F (>50.0)/ NB C(155)/NB | F(>60.0)/NB | F (>50.0)/NB

Canyons Resort Drive A (9.8)/ NB A(18)] EB,D (27.)/ WB A(@.1)/NB A(12)/EB,A (65 /WB | A(15)/EB,F(>50.0)/WB | A(8.4)/EB,A (70)/W8

Ca:;iff;e‘s";is%w B(13.2)/NB | A(56)/WB A (10.0)} / NB A(2.1)/ EB A@0/we | B(3.1)/WB

Aspen Diie / F (>50.0)/ SB F (>50.0)/SB | F (>50.0)/SB | F (>50.0)/SB

Canyons Resort Drive B (14.2)/ SB A(55)] EB,B (2.7)/ WB B (10.8)/ SB A(16)/E8.A(09)/WB | AasiEB. C(R8)/WB | B(132)/EB.A (12)/WB

Frostwood Drive / D (29.4)
4. . ' . :

Canyons Resort Drive A(48) € (19.0) A (4.6) A1) Nz:/(:ﬁ(:g));ig o B (12.3)

Chalet Drive / Fo50.0)/B | E(88)/SB

Canyons Resort Die AeoisB | casarss | Buosise | Bu2gise | FERNIEE | ceoasaunie

Navajo Trail /
Canyons R et Drive A(4.8)/ NB A(5.6)/NB A(4.5)/NB A@ning | DEENINS 1 F50.0)n8
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive A(8.3)15B A(9.3)/5B A(7.6)1SB Aoy | ,CHEMISE 1 A6 isB
Red Pine Road /

Canyons Resort Drive A(2.3)/NB A(58)/NB A(2.9)/NB A3yiNe [, CUEGINE 1 B0 INB
RC 21/ Red Pine Road? - A(4.3)/EB . A (4.0)/ EB A(QU(IZ!.:)A{DE)BISB A(6.4) 1 EB
RC 20/ Red Pine Road? . A (5.0)/ EB . A(3.8)/EB A(fﬁ](,t':l{ofsss A(4.8) /EB

RC 20/ Chalet Drive / A{48)/EB

. . . 4.2) ] EB 4.5) | EB
ced Pine Road A (1.9)/ WB A(4.3)/EB A(2.1)/ WB AW@2)! seayite A0 e, A{45) !

Canézzspif;':z;‘e ! . A(2.6)INB - A(2.5)/ NB A(2.7)INB A(8.2) / NB

RC 15 / Canyons Resort Drive? - A(3.5)/EB - A(.2)/ EB AGA)EB A(53) /EB
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SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The following is a summary of key findings and recommendations:

e Hales Engineering collected turning movement count data on Saturday, April 2, 2016,
and on Saturday, October 29, 2016. The CVMA collected turning movement count
data at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection on February 18, 2017.

o The CVMA data, as well as data from a UDOT-maintained ATR on SR-224
were used to scale the data collected in 2016 to represent peak ski season
conditions.

o This data was also used to derive a Saturday peak-hour trip generation rate for
the resort hotel land uses.

e Each analysis was performed assuming an 85% occupancy rate for the hotel,
townhome, and single-family home land uses (see body of report for further
explanation).

e The SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is currently operating at LOS D. With
projected background growth on SR-224, the intersection is anticipated to deteriorate
to LOS E by 2030. With project traffic added, the intersection is anticipated to operate
at LOS D and LOS F in 2017 and 2030, respectively.

o Additional capacity for left-turning vehicles, especially eastbound left-turning
vehicles, is needed at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection.

» This could be accomplished with adding an additional left-turn lane,
using an innovative intersection design, or creating grade-separated
left-turn movements.

e Additional left-turn lanes are recommended, as cost and
required right-of-way for the other options is prohibitive. It is
recommended that additional left-turn lanes be added to the
east- and northbound approaches. This improvement will
require that an additional northbound lane be added to SR-224
north of Canyons Resort Drive for approximately 550 feet. A
reconfiguration of the westbound approach may also be
necessary.

» It is recommended that left-turn queue storage be maximized on the
eastbound approach, allowing more vehicles to queue onsite. It is also
recommended that guide signs (white on green) be added along the
southside of Canyons Resort Drive to guide drivers to the correct lanes
on the eastbound approach. This will improve lane utilization on the
approach allowing more vehicles to queue efficiently.

= |tis anticipated that with future (2030) plus project traffic conditions that
dual left-turn lanes will be warranted on the northbound approach. It is
recommended that this be implemented when warrants are met. This
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will prevent left-turn queues from obstructing northbound through
traffic. This improvement will also require that an additional westbound
lane be added to Canyons Resort Drive to receive two lanes of left-
turning traffic from the northbound approach. A second westbound lane
on Canyons Resort Drive could also be used to receive a combination
of a single northbound left-turn lane and a single southbound right-turn
lane.

o The Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to continue to
operate at an acceptable level of service with project traffic added.

e ltis anticipated that some intersections and accesses on Canyons Resort Drive in the
vicinity of the SR-224 and Frostwood Drive intersections will operate at substandard
levels of service during the Saturday peak hour. This can be attributed to queueing at
downstream intersections, and the generally expected difficulty of executing a left-turn
movement from a stop controlled approach onto a busy roadway. It is recommended
that an additional lane be added to the roundabout at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection to mitigate queueing when queues at the intersection are
determined to be excessive.

The following is a summary of key findings and recommendations based on the alternate

plus project analyses (including the Red Pine Village):

o The alternate plus project analyses examine the impacts of the traffic generated by
the proposed projects at The Canyons resort, as well as the construction of the 1,100
room Red Pine Village resort hotel.

e With 2017 alternate plus project conditions, the SR-224, 7-Eleven East, Aspen Drive,
Chalet Drive, and Navajo Trail intersections on Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated
to operate at unacceptable LOS with project traffic added. The Frostwood Drive and
Navajo Trail intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS
D. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS C or better with
project traffic added.

o It is recommended that additional lefi-turn lanes be added to the north- and
eastbound approaches.

» These improvements will require that an additional lane be added to
westbound Canyons Resort Drive and northbound SR-224. This will
result in three northbound lanes on SR-224 for a distance of
approximately 550 feet, after which traffic would merge back into the
existing two northbound lanes.

o It is recommended that Canyons Resort Drive be widened to five lanes
between SR-224 and Frostwood Drive.

» This improvement will allow for additional queue storage on the
eastbound approach to the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study iv ]
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intersection, provide an additional receiving lane to accommodate the
recommended dual left-turn lanes on the northbound approach to the
SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive infersection, and accommodate the
recommended improvements at the Frostwood Drive roundabout.

o It is recommended that the roundabout at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection be upgraded by converting the existing one-lane
roundabout to a two-lane roundabout, including two approach lanes on the
eastbound approach. It is anticipated that these improvements will provide the
capacity necessary to accommodate the projected traffic.

o Future 2030 alternate plus project traffic was analyzed assuming that the previously
recommended mitigation measures had been implemented.

o With future 2030 alternate plus project conditions, the SR-224 and Chalet Drive
intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS E. The 7-
Eleven East and Aspen Drive intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated
fo operate at LOS F. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at
LOS B or better

o lItis anticipated that additional capacity will be needed at the SR-224 / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection. It is possible that fine tuning of the signal timing at
the intersection could mitigate the anticipated poor level of service.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study v
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Purpose

This study addresses the traffic impacts associated with the proposed future development of The
Canyons resort in Summit County, Utah. Future development at The Canyons will occur adjacent
to the existing hotels and lodges currently at the resort, as well as around the Cabriolet parking
lot adjacent to SR-224. Figure 1 shows a vicinity map of the proposed development.

Included within the analyses for this study are the traffic operations and recommended mitigation
measures for existing conditions and plus project conditions (conditions after development of the
proposed project) at key intersections and roadways in the vicinity of the site. Future 2030
conditions with and without the proposed development are also analyzed.

Figure 1 Vicinity map showing the project location in Summit County, Utah

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 1
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B. Scope

The study area was defined based on conversations with the development team, following general
guidelines for traffic impact studies. This study was scoped to evaluate the traffic operational
performance impacts of the project on the following intersections:

s Escala Court / High Mountain Road

¢ High Mountain Road / Canyons Resort Drive

e Grand Summit Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

¢ Red Pine Road / Canyons Resort Drive

e Chalet Drive / Red Pine Road

e Cedar Lane / Canyons Resort Drive

¢ Navajo Trail / Canyons Resort Drive

e Chalet Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

¢ Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Bus Loop / 7-Eleven Access / Canyons Resort Drive

e SR-224/ Canyons Resort Drive

C. Analysis Methodology

Level of service (LOS) is a term that describes the operating performance of an intersection or
roadway. LOS is measured quantitatively and reported on a scale from A to F, with A representing
the best performance and F the worst. Table 1 provides a brief description of each LOS letter
designation and an accompanying average delay per vehicle for both signalized and unsignalized
intersections.

The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology was used in this study to remain
consistent with “state-of-the-practice” professional standards. This methodology has different
quantitative evaluations for signalized and unsignalized intersections. For signalized and all-way
stop intersections, the LOS is provided for the overall intersection (weighted average of all
approach delays). For all other unsignalized intersections LOS is reported based on the worst
approach.

D. Level of Service Standards

For the purposes of this study, a minimum overall intersection performance for each of the study
intersections was set at LOS C. However, if LOS D, E, or F conditions exist, an explanation and/or
mitigation measures will be presented. An LOS D threshold is consistent with “state-of-the-
practice” traffic engineering principles for urbanized areas. The current Snyderville Basin

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 2
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Transportation Master Plan (2009) has established a LOS C threshold for County roads, and LOS
D for State roads.
Table 1 Level of Service Descriptions

Average Delay
{seconds/vehicle)

Level of
Service

Description of Traffic Conditions

Signalized Intersections Overall Intersection

Extremely favorable progression and a very low level of
A control delay. Individual users are virtually unaffected 0<10.0
by others in the traffic stream.
Good progression and a low level of control delay. The

B presence of other users in the traffic stream becomes >10.0and £ 20.0
noticeable.
Fair progression and a moderate level of control delay.

C The operation of individual users becomes somewhat >20.0 and < 35.0

affected by interactions with others in the traffic stream.
Marginal progression with relatively high levels of
D control delay. Operating conditions are noticeably more > 35.0 and < 55.0
constrained.
Poor progression with unacceptably high levels of

E control delay. Operating conditions are at or near > 55.0 and < 80.0
capacity.

F Unacceptable progression with forced or breakdown > 800
operating conditions. '

Unsignalized Intersections Worst Approach

A Free Flow / Insignificant Delay 0<10.0

B Stable Operations / Minimum Delays >10.0 and < 15.0

C Stable Operations / Acceptable Delays >15.0 and < 25.0

D Approaching Unstable Flows / Tolerable Delays >25.0and £ 35.0

E Unstable Operations / Significant Delays >35.0 and < 50.0

F Forced Flows / Unpredictable Flows / Excessive Delays > 50.0

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

(Transportation Research Board, 2010)

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 3
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Il. EXISTING (2017) BACKGROUND CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the existing (2017) background analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day with background traffic and geometric conditions.
Through this analysis, background traffic operational deficiencies can be identified, and potential
mitigation measures recommended. This analysis will provide a baseline condition that may be
compared to the build conditions to identify the impacts of the development.

B. Roadway System
The primary roadways that will provide access to the project site are described below:

Canyons Resort Drive — is a two-lane roadway connecting The Canyons resort to SR-224. This
roadway has a landscaped center median with openings at major accesses and intersections
west of the Frostwood Drive roundabout, and the posted speed limit on this segment is 15 mph.
Between the Frostwood Drive roundabout and SR-224 the roadway consists of one travel lane in
each direction and a center two-way left-turn lane (TWLTL). The posted speed limit on this
segment is 25 mph. Canyons Resort Drive serves as the primary access for The Canyons Resort.

Cooper Lane — connects Frostwood Drive to Sun Peak Drive. There is no lane striping on this
roadway, but the pavement width is sufficient to accommodate one lane of traffic in both
directions. The posted speed limit on this segment is 25 mph. Cooper Lane, via Sun Peak Drive,
serves as a secondary access for The Canyons resort.

Red Pine Road — is a two-lane roadway, providing access to various residential communities
adjacent to The Canyons resort. The posted speed limit on this roadway is 15 mph.

C. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering performed Saturday morning (8:00 to 10:00 a.m.) and afternoon (3:00 to 5:00
p.m.) peak period traffic counts at the following intersections:

e Escala Court / High Mountain Road

e High Mountain Road / Canyons Resort Drive

e Grand Summit Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

¢ Red Pine Road / Canyons Resort Drive

e Chalet Drive / Red Pine Road

e Cedar Lane / Canyons Resort Drive

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 4
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¢ Navajo Trail / Canyons Resort Drive

¢ Chalet Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Bus Loop / 7-Eleven Access / Canyons Resort Drive
e SR-224/ Canyons Resort Drive

These counts were performed on Saturday, April 2, 2016 and Saturday, October 29, 2016. The
CVMA also collected peak hour count data at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive
intersection on Saturday, February 18, 2017. Detailed count data are included in Appendix A. The
a.m. peak hour was determined to be between the hours 0f 8:15 and 9:15 a.m. and the p.m. peak
hour was determined to be between the hours of 4:00 and 5:00 p.m. The data collected in
February, as well as hourly data from a UDOT maintained automatic traffic recorder (ATR) on SR-
224, were used to scale the data collected in April and October to estimate peak hour traffic
conditions on a peak season ski day. The traffic volumes in the study area were significantly
higher during the p.m. peak hour than during the a.m. peak hour. Therefore, the p.m. peak hour
was chosen for detailed analysis as this represents the worst-case scenario.

Trip generation rates published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), Trip Generation
Manual, 9th Edition, 2012, were used to calculate the number of trips generated by retail,
townhomes, and single-family homes portion of each development. Since there is no Saturday
Peak Hour ITE Trip Generation rate for Specialty Retail Center (826) land use, a ratio of Saturday
Peak Hour trips to Daily Saturday trips was estimated based on ITE Trip Generation rates for a
related land use, Shopping Center (820). It was estimated that approximately 0.094 of all Saturday
trips would occur during the peak hour. This ratio was used to estimate the Saturday Peak Hour
Trip Generation rate for the Specialty Retail Center (826) land use. The Canyons Specially
Planned Area (SPA) Transportation Master Plan (TMP) Report (December 2015) reports that
95% of patrons at the retail establishments at each of the resort hotels are guests/tenant at the
resort, especially during the winter months. Therefore, a 95% internal capture reduction was
assumed for each of these land uses.

Hales Engineering utilized the data collected on February 18, 2017, to calculate a trip generation
rate for the resort hotel land use. This was done by taking the known volume on Canyons Resort
Drive west of the Frostwood Drive Roundabout, subtracting the traffic generated (using ITE Trip
Generation Rates) by the retail portion of the resort, adjacent residential communities, and traffic
generated by the day skier/lemployee parking lots in the upper village, and using the remaining
trips to calculate trips per occupied hotel room as shown below. Based on information provided
to Hales Engineering by TCFC and the CVMA, and after discussions with Summit County
Engineering staff, it was assumed that an 85% occupancy rate would accurately represent the
resort hotel land use during the peak ski season.

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 5
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Total Trips Generated in Upper Village

- Trips Generated by Retail

- Trips Generated by Single-Family Homes and Townhomes/Condos

- Trips Generated by Day Skiers

- Trips Generated by Employees

Trips Generated by Hotels

The Canyons SPA TMP Report (December 2015) estimates that the number of trips currently
generated by The Canyons has been reduced by approximately 16% due to various trip reduction
efforts. These trip reduction efforts include (see The Canyons SPA TMP Report for further details):
e Cooperation and creation of a regional transportation system
e Linkages to the Salt Lake City area, including the airport via various forms of transit for
employees and guests
 Internal transportation system within the Resort and Resort Community, including valet
service, shuttle buses, and a people mover
e Comprehensive pedestrian trail system
e Incentives to encourage the implementation of these policies

These trips were distributed and assigned to the transportation network based on the turning
movement counts that were previously discussed. Existing land uses in the upper village, along
with their corresponding trip generation calculations, are shown in Table 2. Table 2, is also
included in Appendix E.

A maijority of day skiers (ski resort patrons driving to the resort, but not staying overnight) will park
in the Cabriolet parking lot, just south of Canyons Resort Drive and west of SR-224. This parking
lot currently consists of 1,283 parking stalls, and is generally filled to capacity on Saturdays during
peak ski season. Traffic generated by this parking lot is reflected in the data collected by the
CVMA on February 18, 2017.

Figure 2 shows the existing Saturday peak hour volumes during the peak season as well as
intersection geometry at the study intersections.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 6
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D. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for the study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 3 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the intersection. These
results serve as a baseline condition for the impact analysis of the proposed development during
existing (2017) conditions. As shown in Table 3, the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection
is estimated to operate at LOS D during the Saturday peak hour. It is estimated that the all other
study intersections currently operate at LOS A or B during the peak hour.

E. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for more than 300 feet on the north-,
south-, and eastbound approaches. No other significant queues were calculated at any of the

study intersections.

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 7
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Table 2
Summit County - The Canyons TS

Trip Generation (Existing Development)
Satu rday Peak Hour MNumber of Unit Trp g L Tops Tnps Mixed-Use CVMA  Net Tnps Net Tups Total Sat Pk Hr

Land Use’ Units Typc Generation  Entering  Exiting Entering Exiting Internal Capture  Reduction  Entering Exiting Trips
: Grand Summit Hotel :Resort Hotel (330) i 183 Occupied Rooms Jdoz2 o ; :

‘Specially Retail Center (826) | 116.405 _1,0008q.Ft.GLA | 462 _

__‘Resort Hote! (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 72 3
Specialty Retail Center (826) 44373 1,0008q.Ft.GLA : 176 . 50% I
Resort Hotel (330)__ 247 OccupledRooms ' 136 | 59%
:Speclalty Retail Center (826) 33.216 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 132 . 50% >
ResortHotel (830) i 158 OccupiedRooms 88 59% | -
. Specialty Retail Center (826) i 18.079 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA n 50%
imSunrise at Escala ‘Resort Hotel (330) ——bT Occupied Rooms 40 89% i m
. _...Specialty Retail Center (i 35 1,000Sq.Ft. GLA 14 50%
Biterado  Resort Hotel (330) R .83 OccupiedRooms 46 m
e :Specialty Retail Center (826) ¢ 7.005 1,0008q. Ft. GLA - 28 » :
o Vintage ‘Residential Condominium/Townhouse (23 15~ Occ.DwellingUnits = 48~ 64% | 48% 26 . 22 . 0%k _ . ..0%k & .. - 48 L ’
Red Pine Road__:Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 21 _Occ. Dwelling Units 28 - B4% . 15 13 28

‘Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips ]

. Land Ut oo toam the Trat it of tranzoartaten Engreets Trip Gonaraten Mamual (5 Eetan - 2012)

SOURCE: Mates Engineeting. August 2017
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Table 3 Existing (2017) Background Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection
- Aver. Delay Aver. Delay
1,3 1 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS
SR-224/ Sianal i ] ] 354 D
Canyons Resort Drive g NB C (28.3), SB C (29.2),
EB D (54.9), WB D (46.0)
7-Eleven East /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 9.8 A } ]
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 13.2 B j )
Aspen Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop 5B 14.2 B ) }
Frostwood Drive / Round- ) ) ) 48 A
Canyons Resort Drive about )
Chalet Drive / NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 10.0 A j ]
Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 4.8 A B )
Cedar Lane/
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 8.3 A } )
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 2.3 A j )
Chalet Drive / WB
Red Pine Road Stop WB 19 A - -
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop WB 3.1 A ] )
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 5.2 A B )
High Mountain Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NE Stop NE 4.0 A j )
Escala Cout/  Npgtop  NB 25 A . .

High Mountain Road

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

2. This represants the overall intersection LOS and delay (secands / vehicle) and is reported for ali-way stop, roundabout, and signalized intersections.

3. Southbound = Southbound approach, etc.

Source: Hales Engineering, August 2017

F. Mitigation Measures

The queuing at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection can be attributed to the high
number of vehicles turning left (eastbound) from Canyons Resort Drive onto northbound SR-224,

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 9
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as well as the high volume of vehicles traveling north and south on SR-224. Adding additional
capacity to these movements would likely mitigate the queueing at this intersection. However, an
additional left-turn lane on the eastbound approach would require that an additional receiving lane
be added to northbound SR-224 for approximately 550 feet north of Canyons Resort Drive.

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 10
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lll. PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The project conditions analysis explains the type and intensity of development. This provides the
basis for trip generation, distribution, and assignment of project trips to the surrounding study
intersections defined in the Introduction.

B. Project Description

This study addresses the traffic impacts associated with the proposed future development of The
Canyons resort in Summit County, Utah. This future development will include 12 new resort
hotels, as well as residential townhomes, single-family homes, and retail space in the upper and
lower villages. High Mountain Road will be realigned as part of this project, and Canyons Resort
Drive will extend to connect to Red Pine Road. The development will also include workforce
housing in the lower village, near the Cabriolet parking lot. A site plan for the proposed
development can be found in Appendix C.

The proposed land use for the development has been identified as follows:

¢ Resort Hotel 1,173 Rooms

¢ Residential Condominium/Townhouse 234 Dwelling Units
e Single-Family Homes 35 Dwelling Units

s Retail Space 240,504 sq. ft. GLA

The Cabriolet parking lot will be reconfigured, reducing the number of parking spaces from the
existing 1,283 spaces to 1,100 spaces. The Bus/7-Eleven Accesses will also be reconfigured
such that the west access will be ingress only and the east access will be egress only.

C. Trip Generation

Trip generation for the development was calculated using trip generation rates published in the
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation (9" Edition, 2012), as well as the
methods discussed in Chapter |1 of this report. Trip Generation for the proposed project is included
in Table 4. Table 4, is also included in Appendix E.

As discussed in Chapter I, The Canyons SPA TMP Report, prepared in December 2015,
indicates that the current trips generated onsite are reduced by 16% due to various trip reduction
efforts. As shown in Table 4, this 16% trip reduction was assumed for the 2017 trip generation

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 13
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calculations. In the same report, a 27% trip reduction is projected by 2030. These trip reduction
efforts include (see The Canyons SPA TMP Report for further details):

e Participate in Transportation Management Association

e Enhance Park City Transit

e Parking Management

e Guest Transportation Info Initiative

¢ Increase Ridership of PC — SLC Connect

e Car Share Program

¢ Bike Share Program

e Expanded Employee Shuttle

Therefore, a 27% trip reduction was assumed for the future trip generation scenario. Based on
information provided to Hales Engineering by TCFC and the CVMA, as well as discussions with
Summit County Engineering staff, it was assumed that an 85% occupancy rate would accurately
represent the resort hotel, townhomes, and detached single-family home land uses during the
peak ski season.

In discussions with Summit County Engineering staff, it was determined that trips from the
workforce housing portion of the project would be minimal, as it is anticipated that a majority of
the residents of these facilities will be employed at The Canyons, and will either walk to work, or
utilize alternative transportation modes (i.e., shuttles, public transportation, etc.) to commute to
and from work, and will commute to or from work during off-peak traffic periods. In all plus project
scenarios analyzed in this report, trips from the upper village that were generated by the employee
parking in the upper village were relocated to the Cabriolet parking lot and/or employee housing.

D. Trip Distribution and Assignment

Project traffic is assigned to the roadway network based on the type of trips and the proximity of
project access points to major streets, high population densities, and regional trip attractions.
Existing travel patterns observed during data collection also provide helpful guidance to
establishing these distribution percentages, especially in close proximity to the site.

These trip distribution assumptions and the prevailing movements at each intersection were used
to assign the Saturday peak hour generated traffic at the study intersections to create trip
assignment for the proposed development. Trip assignment for the development with 2017 trip
reductions is shown in Figure 3, and trip assignment for the development with future 2030 trip
reductions is shown in Figure 4. '

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 14
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Table 4
Summit County - The Canyons Resort TS
Trip Generation (Future Development)

Saturday Peak Hour E 2 : r g : s twiTeo: Tetal SatPkHr
. Trips
i RC25 Residential C. v .
[RC24  Residential Condormini (230} .
RCZ2 Resotolel 30} _ . ' 27
RC5 | IC ini (230) ¢ 39
RC5 ‘Specialty Retal Center (826) i 4
RC 17/18 "Specialty Retall Center (826) 76 [
RC 17/18 ‘Resort Hotel {330) i 22 45
RC 16 A ‘Resod Hotel (330) | 142 : OccupledRooms | 88 59% - 41% 52 36 0% 16% “ 30 74
RC 168 Residential C ini (230) 39 . Occ. Dwelling Units | 54 54%  46% 29 25 0% 16% 24 2 45
RC 16 A Specialty Retall Center (826) 20 . 1,000Sq.FLGLA | 80 50% . S0% 40 | 40 95% 6% 2 2 4
RC20A Resort Hotel (330) 119 | Occupied Rooms 2 59% | 41% 44 30 0% 1% a7 25 62
RC20A Specialty Retail Center (826) T 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 4 50% | 50% 20 ¢ 20 95% 16% 1 1 2
RC 208 Residential Condomini e(230) i 11 Occ, Dwelling Units § 46 54% | 46% 25 o2 0% 16% 21 18 39
RC 14 Resoit Hotel (330) i 128 - Occupied Rooms 80 59% . 41% 47 33 0% 16% 40 % . 67
RC 15 'Resart Hotel (330) _ i 81 ! OccupiedRooms | 50 5% | 41% 3 21 0% 8% 25 7 42
RC21 Resott Hotel (330) i 85 | OccupiedRooms | 52 50% . 41% 3 21 0% 18% 2% 18 ;| 44
W37 Residential C iniumiTownhouse (230) | 41 ° Occ. Dwelling Units | 56 54%  45% 30 2% 0% 16% F3 2 47
RC2 !Specialty Retall Center {826) H 14 i 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA | 56 50% | 50% 28 28 95% 16% 1 1 : 2
RC6 :Specialty Retal Center {826) i 25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA | 100 50% © 50% 50 50 95% 16% 2 2 4
- Resott Hotel (330) {102 | OccupiedRooms | 64 =~ 5% | 4i% s 26 0% 8% 32 2 . 54
Specialty Retal Center {825) | 376 | 1000Sq.FLGLA | 150 50% © 50% 5 175 95% 6% 3 3 s
"Resort Hotel (330) . . i 119 | Qccupied Rooms 74 59% . 41% M 30 0% 1v% 37 25 1 6
Speciaity Retail Center (826) 49.8 ' 1.000Sq Ft GLA 198 50%  50% 9 99 95% 16% 4 4 1 8
Single-Family Detached Housing (210) ;| 30 | Occ. Dwelling Urits | 36 S4% | 46% 19 17 0% 16% 16 u 30
‘Residential C i (230)i 26 ! Occ. Dwelling Units | 52 54% - 46% 28 24 0% 16% 24 20
Resort Hotel (330) ] ; 0% 16% 2 18 “
i Canter (826) - 0% A2
549 429 978

aturday Peak Hour Trips

RC 25 ‘Residential Condor house (230} ¢ 6
_RC24__Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) | 2
RC22 -Resait Hotel (330) : i 32
RC5 idential C ini (230) : Occ. Dwelling Units | 48
_ RCS__'Specialty Retail Center (826) i 20564 | 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 82 4
RC 17118 Specialty Retail Center (426) {3844 ¢ 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 152 76
RC 17118 Resort Hotel (330) .88 Occupied Rooms 54 2
RC 16 A Resos Hotel (330) P2 Occupied Rooms | 83 B 36 9 A
RC 168 _ Residential Condomini (230) 1 39 _‘ Occ. Dwelling Units | 54 54% | 46% 29 . 25 0% 27% 21 18 a9
RC 16 A ‘Specialty Retall Center (826) .20 1000Sq. FLGLA | 80 50%  50% 0 ¢ 40 95% 7% ;1 1 2
RC20A Resor Hotel (330) 19 | Occupied Rooms 74 58%  41% “ . 0% 27% 32 2 54
RC20A _Specialty Retall Center (826) 10 1000Sq.FLGLA | 40 50% . 50% 20 20 95% 2% 1 B 2
RC208 Residential C i (20 11 Occ. Dwelling Units | 46 54%  46% 3 o2 0% 7% 18 15 EE]
RC 14 _:Resort Hotel (330) 128 OccupiedRooms | 80 59% . 41% a7 03 % 27% 4 24 58
RC 15 Resott Hotel (330) Lost Occupied Rooms 50 59% - 41% 30 21 0% 7% 22 15 37
RC21 Resot Hotel(330) .18 OccupiedRooms | 52 So% - 4tk w1 A 0% L% 2 18 ..
war7 idential C: ini (230) i 408 , Occ. Dweiling Units | 56 S4%  45% % i 26 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC2 Speciaty Retal Center (826) {14, 1000SqFLGLA | 58 50%  50% 28 ;. 28 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC 6 Specialty Retall Center (826) P2 1,000 5q. FL. GLA | 100 50% ' 50% 50 . 5 0% 7% a7, 37 L
RC7 Resort Hotel (330) | 102 . OccupiedRooms | 64 58% | 41% 8 1 26 0% 27% 2 19 47
RC7 _!Specialty Retall Center (826} {376 : 100089 FLGLA | 150 50% | 50% 75 5 95% 7% 3 3 5
RC7 Resor Hotel (330) i 118 i Occupied Rooms K] 59% , 41% “4 3 . 0% 7% 22 54
_RC7 Specidty Retall Center (826) 488 1000SqFLGIA ;18 S0%  S0% 99 . e 9% LA 4 LT
W35  SingleFamily Detached Housing (210) f 30 i Occ. Dwelling Units B 54% )
LV 10 Residential C ini house (230) | 26 : Occ. Dwelling Units | 52 54%
Ve R el (330) 82 . OccupiedRooms | = 52 59%
LV6 Specialty Retal Center (826) {25 . 1,0008q.FLGLA | 100 50%

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

E. Access

Access for the proposed development will be gained at various locations on existing or newly
realigned roadways (see also site plan in Appendix C).
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IV. EXISTING (2017) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

This section of the report examines the traffic impacts of the proposed project at each of the study
intersections. The net trips generated by the proposed development were combined with the
existing background traffic volumes to create the existing plus project conditions. This scenario
provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the proposed project on background traffic
conditions.

B. Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic volumes were reassigned to the study intersections based on the new roadway
alignments. Project trips were assigned to the study intersections based on the trip distribution
methods discussed in Chapter Ill and permitted intersection turning movements. The existing
(2017) plus project p.m. peak hour volumes were generated for the study intersections and are
shown in Figure 5.

C. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 5 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 5, the 7-Eleven East / Canyons Resort Drive and Aspen
Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS F during the peak
hour with project traffic added. The SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to
operate at LOS D. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at acceptable levels
of service.

D. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95 percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
, south-, and eastbound approaches. The queues on the northeast- and southwest bound
approaches to the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection are also anticipated to
extend for approximately 265 feet and 365 feet, respectively. No other significant queuing is
anticipated.

Summit County —~ The Canyons Traffic Study 20
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Table 5 Existing (2017) Plus Project p.m. Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection
N 13 Aver. Delay 4 Aver. Delay 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS
SR-224 / Sianal ) ) 542 D
Canyons Resort Drive g ) NB E (55.2), SB D (49.9),
EBE (57.1), WB D (52.9)
7-Eleven East/ >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A (1.8)/EB, D (27.1) | WB B )
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Resort Drive N/A WB 5.6 A ) )
Aspen Drive / >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB A(5.5)/EB, B (12.7) | WB B B
Frostwood Drive / Round- 19.0 c
Canyons Resort Drive about i} ] ] :
Chalet Drive / NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 152 c ] )
Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 5.6 A ] ]
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 9.3 A ) j
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 5.8 A ) )
RC 21 /Red Pine Road EB Stop EB 5.2 A - -
RC 20 /Red Pine Road EB Stop EB 5.0 A - -
RC 20/ Chalet Drive / EB/WB
Red Pine Road Stop EB 4.3 A ) )
Canyons Resort Drive /
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.6 A - -
RC15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.5 A ] )
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop WB 26 A B )
RC 14/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 2.6 A ) )
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.5 A ) j
High Mountain Road / Round- ) ) ) 20 A
Canyons Resort Drive about )
RC16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 3.7 A j ]
Escala Court /
High Mountain Road ~ SF StoP SE 4.4 A - -
Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 21
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EsSaCI:;géurt NB Stop NB 2.3 A - }
focil Coyt  SBStop s 50 A : )

High ?/I%J:tgli /Rogd NE Stop NE 24 A - .
igh Mountain Rosd__ Stop N8 26 A : )
High Mountain Road B Stop NB 2.4 A ] )
Vintage E Street / NB Stop NB 25 A - :

High Mountain Road

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

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

3. Southround = Southcund approach, etc.

Source:; Hales Engineering, November 2017

E. Mitigation Measures

It is recommended that the length of the left-turn lanes on the eastbound approach to the SR-224
/ Canyons Resort Drive intersection be maximized to increase queuing capacity, allowing more
vehicles to queue onsite. With the restriction of left-turn ingress movements at the 7-Eleven East
access, more space will be available for eastbound left-turn lanes at SR-224. It is also
recommended that guide signs (white on green) be added along the southside of Canyons Resort
Drive to guide drivers to the correct lanes on the eastbound approach. This will improve lane
utilization on the approach allowing more vehicles to queue efficiently.

Although the overall delay at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is not
anticipated to be significant, some queuing on the northeast- and southwest bound approaches
is anticipated. Adding an additional lane to the roundabout is likely to help mitigate this anticipated
queuing. It is recommended that this improvement be implemented when queues at the
intersection are determined to be excessive.

Although the 7-Eleven East / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to operate at a poor
level of service, no mitigation measures are recommended. The delay at this intersection can be
attributed to the difficulty of executing a left-turn movement from a stop-controlled approach onto
a busy congested roadway, as well as queueing from downstream intersections.
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V. FUTURE (2030) BACKGROUND CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the future (2030) background analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day for future background traffic and geometric conditions.
The current Snyderville Basin Transportation Master Plan (2009) uses a planning horizon year of
2030. Therefore, 2030 was chosen as the future horizon year for this analysis to be consistent
with County planning efforts.

The future (2030) background analysis assumes no future development or improvements at The
Canyons or on Canyons Resort Drive, but does account for the anticipated background growth.
Through this analysis, future background traffic operational deficiencies can be identified, and
potential mitigation measures recommended.

B. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering used future (2030) forecasted volumes from the Snyderville Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period turning movement counts were estimated using
NCHRP 255 methodologies which utilize existing peak period turn volumes and future AWDT
volumes to project the future turn volumes at the major intersections. Future 2030 Saturday peak
hour turning movement volumes are shown in Figure 6.

C. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 6 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. These results serve as a baseline condition for the impact analysis of the
proposed development for future (2030) conditions. As shown in Table 6, the SR-224 / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to operate at LOS E during the Saturday peak hour. All
other study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS A or B, '
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Table 6 Future (2030) Background Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection

e Aver. Delay Aver. Delay
1,3 1 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS

SR-224/ Sianal i ) ] 57.1 e E
Canyons Resort Drive g Eg g gggg \?v ] E((7577. 51))
7-Eleven East /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 9.1 A - .
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 10.0 A - .
Aspen Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 10.8 B - .
Frostwood Drive / Round- ) _ ) 6 .
Canyons Resort Drive about .
Chalet Drive / NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 10.5 B - .
Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 4.5 A - -
Cedar Lane/
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 7.6 A . ]
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 2.9 A - -
Chalet Drive / WB
Red Pine Road Stop WB 2.1 A - .
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop wB 3.3 A - .
Grand Summiit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 5.3 A - .
High Mountain Road / NE Stop NE 40 N ] -

Canyons Resort Drive

Escala Court/
High Mountain Road N8 StoP NB 2.5

1. This represents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicte) and is cnly renarted for non-ali-way stop unsignalized intersections.

>

2. This represents the overall intersection LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is reporied for all-way stop and signal contralled intersections.

3. 8B = Southbeund appreach, ete.

Source: Hales Engineering, August 2017

D. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95t percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95% percentile queues at the SR-224 /
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Canyons Resort Drive intersection are anticipated to extend for over 400 feet on the north-, south-
, and eastbound approaches. No additional significant queueing is anticipated.

E. Mitigation Measures

Much of the delay at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection can be attributed to the left-
turn movements. This can be mitigated by increasing the number of left-turn lanes, using an
innovative intersection design, or constructing grade separated movements. Hales Engineering
recommends that a third left-turn lane be added to the eastbound approach. This mitigation
measure is preferred to the innovative intersection and grade separated movements because the
construction costs and right-of-way requirements are much smaller. This improvement would
require that an additional northbound lane be added to SR-224 for approximately 550 feet north
of Canyons Resort Drive to receive three lanes of left-turning vehicles, before transitioning back
to the existing two-lane configuration. The westbound approach to this intersection would also
need to be reconfigured to ensure safe turning movements from this approach.
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VI. FUTURE (2030) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the future (2030) plus project analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day for future background traffic and geometric conditions
plus the net trips generated by the proposed development, as well as the proposed improvements
to the roadway network. This scenario provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the
proposed project on future background traffic conditions.

B. Roadway Network

It was assumed that no changes or improvements had been made to the roadway network within
the study area for the future (2030) plus project analysis.

C. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering used future (2030) forecasted volumes from the Snyderville Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period turning movement counts were estimated using
NCHRP 255 methodologies which utilize existing peak period turn volumes and future AWDT
volumes to project the future turn volumes at the major intersections. Trips were assigned to the
study intersections based on the trip distribution percentages discussed in Chapter Il and
permitted intersection turning movements. The future (2030) plus project p.m. peak hour volumes
were generated for the study intersections and are shown in Figure 7.

D. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 7 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 7, the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is
anticipated to operate at LOS F with project traffic added, and the Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort
Drive intersection is anticipated to operate at LOS E. The remaining study intersections are
anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service.
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Table 7 Future (2030) Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection
- 13 Aver. Delay 4+ Aver. Delay 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)! LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS
SR-2241 Signal - - - NB E> (862.1(3)) SBF (>80F0)
Canyons Resort Drive EB D (49.5), WB E (66.7).
7-Eleven East / 15.5 C
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A (1.2)/EB, A (6.5) / WB ) B
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Resort Drive N/A EB 2.1 A ] j
Aspen Drive / >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB A (3.6)/ EB, A (0.9) / WB B "
Frostwood Drive / Round- } . - 71 A
Canyons Resort Drive about )
Chalet Drive / NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 12.8 B ) )
Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 47 A ] )
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 6.0 A ) i}
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 53 A ) )
RC 21 /Red Pine Road EB Stop EB 4.0 A - -
RC 20 /Red Pine Road EB Stop EB 3.8 A - -
RC 20 / Chalet Drive / EB/WB
Red Pine Road Stop EB 42 A ) )
Canyons Resort Drive /
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.5 A - -
RC 15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.2 A ) )
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop wB 2.6 A ] )
RC 14/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 2.3 vA ] i}
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 34 A ) )
High Mountain Road / Round- ) ) } 17 A
Canyons Resort Drive about )
RC 16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop NB 3.4 A ) )
Escala Court/ _
High Mountain Road ~ SF StoP SE 3.6 A - -
Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 31
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RC 16/

Escala Court NB Stop NB 2.2 A ; ]
Ezga:a7g§u/n SB Stop SB 2.9 A - .
High ?/IC:)J r?t/;iﬁ /Rogd NE Stop NE 2.2 A ] ]
R Nontain RodStop. N8 . A : )
High M%ﬁnztgié Road B Stop NB 2.3 A _ ]
Vintage E Street / NB Stop NB 05 N ] -

High Mountain Road

1. This represents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) 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. Sauthbound = Southbound approach, etc.

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

E. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95t percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
, south-, and eastbound approaches. No additional significant queuing is anticipated.

F. Mitigation Measures

It is anticipated that conditions at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection will meet the
minimum UDOT criteria for dual northbound left-turn lanes. This improvement will help to reduce
queuing and delay at the intersection, while preventing left-turn queues from obstructing
northbound through traffic. However, this improvement will necessitate that an additional
westbound lane be added to Canyons Resort Drive to receive two lanes of left-turning traffic.
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Vil. EXISTING (2017) ALTERNATE PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

This section of the report examines the traffic impacts of the proposed project at each of the study
intersections, including the traffic generated by the Red Pine Village resort hotel. The net trips
generated by the proposed development were combined with the existing background traffic
volumes to create the existing plus project conditions. This scenario provides valuable insight info
the potential impacts of the proposed project on background traffic conditions.

B. Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic volumes were reassigned to the study intersections based on the new roadway
alignments. Trip generation for the development was calculated using trip generation rates
published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation (9t Edition, 2012), as
well as the methods discussed in Chapter Il of this report. Trip Generation for the proposed
project, including Red Pine Village, is included in Table 8. Table 8, is also included in Appendix
E. Project trips were assigned to the study intersections based on the trip distribution methods
discussed in Chapter lll and permitted intersection turning movements. The existing (2017) plus
project p.m. peak hour volumes were generated for the study intersections and are shown in
Figure 8.

C. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter I, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 9 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 9, the SR-224, 7-Eleven East, Aspen Drive, and Chalet Drive
intersections on Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS F with project traffic
added. The Frostwood Drive, Navajo Trial, and Red Pine Road intersections on Canyons Resort
Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS D. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to
operate at LOS C or better with project traffic added.
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Table 8
Summit County - The Canyons Resort TS
Tnp Generation (Future elopment including Red Pine Village}

T Mive iz E Total Sat Pk Hr
Trips

¥ Red Pine Village Resort Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms

@3%0)_

RC25 Residential Condominium/Tewnhouse 54 . Occ. DwefingUrits & g . A
RC24 'Residential C: inium/Tc {230) 21 Oce. Dwelling Units 50 2 2 0% Soie% 23 b 19 42
RC22 Resoit Hotel (330) :o52 Occugied Rooms 0 18 12 0% Po1e% L1 100 25
RCS Residential Condominium/T (230) 765 | Occ. Dwelling Units 48 25 21 % R T L L 39
RCS Specialty Retall Center (826} . 20564 | 1,000Sq. Ft. GLA a2 | 501 4 ] 95% Ve 12 12 4
RC 17118 ‘Specialty Retall Center (826) {3344 | 1,000Sq Ft.GLA 152 | ! 76 76 95% Powe% fo3 3 ]
RC17118  Resort Hotel (330) . 88 Oceupied Rooms 50 30 21 0% io1e% 125 7 a2
RC16A  Resot Hotel (330) .42 Occupied Rooms 78 i S9% | A% 6 3 0% Cowew 139 27 66
RC16B  Residential C ium/Townhouse (230) ¢ 39 Oce. Dwelling Units 54 5% | 46% 2 25 0% Coie% 24 o2 45
RG16A  Specialty Retall Center (826) 5 1,000 5q. Ft. GLA 60 50% | 0% 30 30 95% HEET-72 A T A 2
RC20A Resort Hotel (330) i1 Occugied Rooms 6 . 58% | 41% 39 7 0% [T R I < B 55
RC20A  Specialty Retal Certer (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 | 50% ! 50% . 20 20 95% TS S I R 2
RC208 idential C inium/T (230) 1 Oce. Dwelling Units 4 54% | 4% 25 21 0% e |20 1w 39
RC14 Reso Hatel (330) 128 Oceugied Rooms 72 59% 4% 42 0 0% L% ¢ 3% 1 28 60
RC 15 Resort Hotel (330) at Oceupied Rooms 46 59% 4% 27 19 ! 0% {o1e% 123 | 18} 33
RC21  'Resort Hotel (330) ;85 Occupied Rooms 48 59% | 41% 28 20 0% |oie% i 24 7] 40
wa? IResidential ini 0 4 Occ. Dwelling Urits 56 S4% | 45% k] 2% 0% | 8% 25 2 ! 47
RG2 ‘Specially Retall Center (826) | 14 | 1000SqQFLGLA 56 50% | 50% 28 28 s Lo o1 i 2
RCS Specialty Retail Center (826) P25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 - 50% 50% 50 50 95% Poes fo2 12 !
RC7 Resort Hotel (330) 102 Occupied Rooms 56 9% i 41% 33 23 0% Po1e% 8 1 19 47
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) . 376  1,000Sq Ft. GLA 150 50% 50% s 75 5% Ce% L3 13 )
RC7 Resort Hotel (330} F ) Occugied Rooms 66 59% 41% 39 27 0% RSN - R < N 55
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 50 1,000 Sq. Ft, GLA 198 50% i 50% 5] 99 95% Po1e% 1 4 1 4 [
was Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 Oce. Dwelling Units % 54% | 45% 19 7 0% Loe% b 18 14 30
V10  Residential C @30} 26 ' Occ. Dwelling Units 52 54% | 46% 28 24 0% L% 1 24 0 | “
[ Resott Hotel (330) 82 Gccupied Rooms % 59% M%7 19 o% Po1e% | 23 1 18 39
we Specialty Retall Center (826} -1 1,0008q FLGLA 100 ' 50% ! . 1 P i 42 | 42 8

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

Red Pine Village Resort Hatel (330)
RC25 identi: il C i
RC24 idential C ini (230)

RC2 Resort Hotel (330) 52 Occupied Rooms . 13 ) 22
RCS _Residential C i 230} 8 Oce. Dweling Urits 2 2 0% otk i 18 1 15 33
RCS Specialty Retail Certer (826) 20.564 . 1,000Sq FL GLA 50% I LI | 95% i2T% 1 2
RC17/18  Specialty Retal Center (826) 33.44  1,000Sq Ft GLA 76 7% 95% 2% i 3 1 3 [
RC 17118 Resort Hotel (330) 88 Occupied Rooms 50  59% 1% 30 21 0% Lo o2 15 37
_RC16A  Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms 78 59% © M1% 45 32 % . % M 0B 57
RC 168 idential C inium/ T (230) 39 Oce. Dwelling Units 54 54% 46% 2 25 0% 7% 21 18 39
RC16A  Specialty Retall Center (826) A 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 80 50% | 50% 30 k] 95% i2% 1 1 2
RC20A  Resort Hotel (330) . 18 Occupied Rooms 6 59% 41% 39 27 0% 7% | 8 20 48
RC20A  Specialty Retail Center (626) ] 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 0 50%  50% 20 20 o 9% LM% 10 2
RC 208 idential C ini (230) # Occ. Dwalling Units % 54% 48% 25 21 0% % 8 . 15 33
RC 14 Resort Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 72 59% % 42 30 % 7+ S - T I 53
RC15 Resort Hotel (330) ] Occupied Rooms 46 59% 4% 27 19 0% 27% 20 14 34
RC21 Resoit Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Roams 48 59% 41% 28 20 0% 27% 21 0 4 EH
w37 idential C inium/Townhouse (230) 41 Occ.DwelingUrits . 56 - 54% = 40% 30 % (1S5 R - S R 4
RC2 Specialty Retall Center (826) P4 1,000 Sq. Ft GLA 56 50% 50% 28 28 95% 7% 1 i1 2
RCE  Specialty Retal Center (826) K 1,000 Sq, Ft. GLA 100 ¢ 50% 0% 50 50 95% L% 2 o2 4
RC7 Resort Hotel (330) 102 Occugpied Rooms 5 9% | 41% 33 23 0% 7% 24 1 A7 “
RC7 Specialty Retad Center (826) ;376 1,000 Sq. Ft GLA 150 50% | 50% 75 75 95% 27% A T 5
RC? Resort Hotel (330) Lo Occupied Rooms _ & 59% 4% 39 27 0% o2 o2 1 20 a8
RC7 Specialty Retall Center (826} 50 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 198 50% 50% 99 99 95% Voo 14 4 7
RC7 Single-Family Detached Housing (210} ¢ 30 Oce, Dweling Units ~ 36 19 17 0% 27% 94 0 12 26
V10 ‘Residential C iniur 230) i 26 | Occ Dwelling Usits 52 A 24 o% Lok o0 18 £}
wa Resort Hotel (330) Poa2 Occupied Rooms % b4 0% 7% ¢ 20 1 14 34
e “Specialty Retal Center (826) i 25 . 1,0008q FLGLA 100 50 i i 74

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

RCE Hales Erngreerna. No#n.0nr
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Worst Approach

Approach’?

Aver. Delay p
(Secivehy O3

Table 9 Existing (2017) Plus Project p.m. Peak Hour Level of Service

Overall Intersection

Aver. Delay 2
(secvehyr 0%

SR-224/ Signal - - - NB F>§gé% SBF (>8§0
Canyons Resort Drive o D( ; 49:7& A (53-b)L
7-Eleven East/ >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A (1.5)/EB, F (>50) / WB - -
7-Eleven West/
Canyons Resort Drive N/A WB 9.0 A j }
Aspen Drive / >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB A (4.5)/EB, C(19.6)/WB B )
Frostwood Drive / Round- ) ) ) 29.4 D
Canyons Resort Drive about Ng",‘:/ ég%.?)))' i’f/VAD(?éQ_'D—
Chalet Drive / NB/SB sB >50.0 F ) )
Canyons Resort Drive Stop A(2.9)/EB A (22)/WB
Navajo Trail / 26.1 D
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(4.4)/EB, A(0.1)/WB B °
Cedar Lane / 16.4 C
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB A(0.6)/EB, A (1.2) /WB - -
Red Pine Road / 16.6 C
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(2.2)/EB, A(0.9)/WB } j
. 7.5 A
RC 21/Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB A(2.1)/NB, A (0.3) /5B - -
. 4.9 A
RC 20/Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB A(0.3)/NB, A (0.4)/SB - -
RC 20/Chalet Drive /  EB/WB WB A0 f)' 8 5405 A ) )
Red Pine Road Stop A (2.9) /WB ’
Canyons Resort Drive /
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.7 A - -
RC15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 31 A j j
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop WB 3.4 A ) }
RC 14/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.8 A B j
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 4.5 A j j
High Mountain Road / Round- _ 34 A
Canyons Resort Drive about i ) '
RC 16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop NB 4.7 A ) .
37
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Escala Court/

High Mountain Road SE Stop SE 6.3 A - -
RC 16/
Escala Court NB Stop NB 24 A - .
RC 17/18/
Escala Court SB Stop SB 3.0 A - -
RC 17/18/
High Mountain Road NE Stop NE 3.6 A - ;
RC 17/18/22 / Sundial/  NB/SB NB 37 A - -
High Mountain Road Stop .
RC 22/
High Mountain Road "2 S0P NB 34 A ] ]
Vintage E Street/ NB Stop NB 31 A _ —

High Mountain Road
1. This recresents the worst approach LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignalized intersections
e overall intersection LOS and delay (seconds / vehicle) and is reported for all-way stop, roundabout, and signalized intersections

3. Scuthbaund = Scuthbound approach. etc.

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

D. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
, south-, and eastbound approaches. The queues on the eastbound approach are anticipated to
extend past Aspen Drive. The queues on the northeast- and southwest bound approaches to the
Erostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection are also anticipated to extend for several
hundred feet. No other significant queuing is anticipated.

E. Mitigation Measures

It is anticipated that dual left-furn lanes will be warranted on the northbound approach to the SR-
224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection. It is recommended that this improvement be
implemented to increase capacity and reduce queueing at the intersection, and to prevent left-
turn queues from obstructing northbound through traffic. It is also recommended that an additional
left-tum lane be added to the eastbound approach to the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive
intersection. Both of these improvements will require that an additional receiving lane be added
fo northbound SR-224 and westbound Canyons Resort Drive. The additional lane on SR-224
would result in three northbound lanes for approximately 550 feet north of the Canyons Resort
Drive intersection. It is recommended that the queueing space for eastbound left-turning vehicles
be maximized at the SR-224/ Canyons Resort Drive intersection by restriping the existing asphalt.
It is also recommended that guide signs (white on green) be added along the southside of
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Canyons Resort Drive to guide drivers to the correct lanes on the eastbound approach. This will
improve lane utilization on the approach allowing more vehicles to queue efficiently.

It is also recommended that Canyons Resort Drive be widened to five lanes between SR-224 and
Frostwood Drive. This will increase capacity on the roadway, allow for additional left-tum storage
at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection, as well as accommodate the recommended
improvements to the roundabout at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection.

The northeast bound approach to the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive is anticipated to
experience significant delay and queuing. It is recommended that the capacity of this intersection
be increased by converting the existing roundabout from a one-lane to a two-lane roundabout.

Although several intersections on Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at substandard
levels of service, no mitigation measures are recommended. The delay at these intersections can
be attributed to the difficulty of executing a left-turn movement from a stop-controlled approach
onto a busy congested roadway, as well as queueing from downstream intersections.
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VIIl. FUTURE (2030) ALTERNATE PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the future (2030) plus project analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day for future background traffic and geometric conditions
plus the net trips generated by the proposed development, including the traffic generated by the
Red Pine Village resort hotel, as well as the proposed improvements to the roadway network.
This scenario provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the proposed project on future
background traffic conditions.

B. Roadway Network

It was assumed that the previously recommended mitigation measures, including capacity
improvements to the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive and Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort
Drive intersections, as well as improvements to Canyons Resort Drive between these two
intersections, had been completed by 2030.

C. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering used future (2030) forecasted volumes from the Snyderville Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period turning movement counts were estimated using
NCHRP 255 methodologies which utilize existing peak period turn volumes and future AWDT
volumes to project the future turn volumes at the major intersections. Trips were assigned to the
study intersections pased on the trip distribution percentages discussed in Chapter lll and
permitted intersection turning movements. The future (2030) plus project p.m. peak hour volumes
were generated for the study intersections and are shown in Figure 9.

D. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter 1, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 10 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 10, the SR-224 and Chalet Drive intersections with Canyons
Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS E with project traffic added. The7-Eleven East,
Aspen Drive, and Navajo Trial intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate

at LOS F. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS B or better.
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Table 10 Future (2030) Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection

Aver. Delay LOS! Aver. Delay

2
(Sec/Veh)’ (Secvehz  FO3

Description Control  Approach®®

SR-224/ Sianal ) i 69.5 E
Canyons Resort Drive g éVBB I-P (fg)'?(;)’, ‘ls/{/BBED( ?236.)1')_
7-Eleven East/ >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A (8.4)/EB, A (7.0)/WB B B

7-Eleven West/

Canyons Resort Drive N/A EB 13.1 B B B
Aspen Drive / >50.0 F

Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB B(13.2)/EB, A(1.2)/WB ) B

Frostwood Drive / Round- } ‘ ) 123 B

Canyons Resort Drive about ] '

Chalet Drive / NB/SB B 368.6 E ) )

Canyons Resort Drive Stop C (20 qu/ (’;’_51') ’;‘V(Jg) /EB,

Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB >50.0 F ) j
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 9.6 A ) j
Red Pine Road/

Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 10.7 B J j
RC 21/Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 6.4 A - -
RC 20/ Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 4.8 A - -

RC 20/ Chalet Drive/  EB/WB

Red Pine Road Stop EB 49 A - -
Canyons Resort Drive / 3
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.8 A -
RC 15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 5.8 A ] ]
Silverado / wB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop wB 3.0 A j ]
RC 14/

Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 4.6 A ] )

Grand Summit Drive /

Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 4.8 A ] j

High Mountain Road / Round- ) ) ) 34 A

Canyons Resort Drive about ’

RC 16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop NB 4.3 A ] )
Escala Court/
High Mountain Road SE Stop SE 6.2 A } i}
Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 43
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RC 16/

Escala Court NB Stop NB 2.2 A - .
RC 17/18/

Escala Court SB Stop SB 3.2 A } ]
RC 17/18/

High Mountain Road NE Stop NE 2.4 A ) .

RC 17/18/22 / Sundial / NB/SB NB 16 A - j

High Mountain Road Stap .
RC 22/
High Mountain Road NB Stop NB 3.2 A - .
Vintage E Street/
High Mountain Road /B Sfop NB 3.0 A ) ]

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

3. Southbound = Southtound approach, ete.

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

E. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95t percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
. south-, and eastbound approaches. No additional significant queuing is anticipated.

F. Mitigation Measures

It is possible that delays at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive could be further reduced with fine
tuning the signal timing plan. The poor levels of service anticipated at the 7-Eleven East Access
and Aspen Drive intersections on Canyons Resort Drive can be attributed to queueing at
downstream intersections (SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive and Frostwood Drive / Canyons
Resort Drive). Delays are generally expected during peak traffic periods at these types of
intersections, and therefore no mitigations measures are recommended.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 44
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Summit County - The Canyons TS Saturday Peak
Future {2030) Plus Project {with Red Pine Village Figure 9a
- & T ¢ L . R

Hales Engineering o T 801.766.4343
1220 North 500 West, Ste. 202 Lehi, Utah 84043 11/03/2017
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Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Villae
e S PR

7y

rand Summit Drive
BN Sy ey
'Rod Pine Road -

801.766.4343
1110312017

Hales Engineering
1220 North 500 West, Ste. 202 Lehi, Utah 84043
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APPENDIX A

Turning Movement Counts

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 47

01132524 Page 89 of 475 Summit County



TrafhcCounts BRI

2364 North 1450 East

Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891
Intersection Tuming Movement Summary
Tntersection: SR 224 / Canyons Resort Dr Datm 10-29-164, Sat
JSouth: SR 224 Doy of Week Adjustment: 100,00
East/West: Canyons Resort Dr Month of Year Adjustmant: 92.5%
Juriediction Susnmit County Adjustment Station #: ‘0
Project Title: The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Projact No: UT16-878 fumber of Years: [ ]
Weathert
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:45-9:00 [Z5 ]
AM PHF: 0.78 v |
|56 |
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### _
1 ! 1 [} N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 [ 501 | T
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 i IS b
PM PHE: 0.81 [534 oz | 15 ] @
1 1 1 ]
—] (s 1 1] 2 | -
= ) 3 1 I
Canyons Resort Dr
Total Entering Vehicles t :'" [ ] e
20 65 = 5 3 P T +—
; = 2 =
129 53 ‘
Canyons Resort Dr
l [ l [ I 8 331 0 H !
Legend
0 925 13
E 510 397 Noon
& (o | [ |

[AM PERIOD COUNTS
[ e

Period A 2 [ [] E E ] H 1 H K L [} N ] |4 TOT,
7:00-7:15 0 0 0 o o [ 0 0 0 ] o 0 2] 0 o 0 0
7:15-7:30 0 0 0 o [ 0 0 0 0 o [ 0 0 0 o o 0
7:30-7:45 [ 4 0 0 [ 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 [ 0 0
7:45-8:00 [ [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 a ] 0 0 0 0
8:00-8:15 17 572973 0O 21622[1.0811 103.78 32432 0 [15135 21622 16216 0 21622 0 21622 1.0811]249.432432
8:15-8:30 13 684081 O 10811010811 92973 34595 0 (12973 0 54054 0 |21622 0 10811 0 (231.378378
8:30-8:45 15 886486 O 10811 © 1027 41081 O 18378 O 14054 0 1.0811 1.0811 32432 2.1622| 285.27027
8:45-9:00 21 116757 O (1] 0 15135 3027 0 |i8378 0 17297 ©0 10811 © 21622 0 |358.267297

(<]

Peried a 2 < 2 I3 E ] H 1 F) K i M B Q B JOIAL
11:30-11:45 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ [}
11:45-12:00 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o o 0 0 0 0 0 Q o o
12:00-12:15 0 o Q 0 0 0 a 0 1) 1] 0 0 [ [ 0 [ 0
12:15-12:30 o [ [ ] 0 a a 0 0 0 [ 4 0 0 0 [ 0
12:30-12:45 4 [ 0 0 [ [ 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0

00 o [ 0 0 0 0 0 [ o 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0
Q o 0 [ 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 [
9 0 0 1] Q Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 (] (] 0 0 (1]

Period a ] I3 H L N
16:00-16:15 17 187.027 10811 5.4054|4.3243 245.41 28.108 O |(36.757 2.1622 17297 0 21622 0 3.2432 54054 545
16:15-16:30 26 270.27 0 3.2432|21622 2227 34595 O [12973 1.0811 75676 O 32432 0 21622 43243 768
16:30-16:45 21 254,054 1.0811 2.1622|3.2432 235.68 30.27 0 |s1.892 1.0811 23784 0 0 0 5.4054 3.2432 627
16:45-17:00 26 214054 10.811 5.4054|5.4054 189.19 41081 0 |51.892 1.0811 11892 0 (21622 O 5.4054 3.2432 559
17:00-17:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 [ 1] ] 0
17:15-17:30 0 a ] 0 0 0 a 0 a 4 0 0 0 [ [ 0 0
17:30-17:45 Q o 0 0 [ a [ 0 0 o 0 '} 0 0 0 [ 0
17:45-18:00] © 0 Q 1] 0 (4 0 1] o 0 4] [ 0 0 [4] [1] 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

Trntersection: 7-11 East Access ] Canyons ResortOr Date; 10-29-16, Sat
North/South: 7-11 East Accass Day of Week Adjustment: 100.0%
East/West: Canyons Rasort Dr Month of Year Adjustment 925%
urisdiction: Summit County Adjustment Station #; L]
Project Thie The Canyons TS Growth Rate 0.0%
Project No: UT16-878 Humber of Years: ]
Waeathen

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 00-8:15
AM PHF: 0.78

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: 0.84

Canyons Resort Dr

7-11 East Acc

Total Entering Vehicles

Canyons Resort Dr

«— -
I [] I-"_l [] I 10 u ! !

m Legend
% . o | 32
] [Caa ]
g ‘:zs: 31 Noon
3 E
&

i

L—f:'

+

‘Canyons Resort
Eastbourd
[AM PERIOD COUNTS
Perjod, A B [4 2 [ E S H I ] K L M N Q B OTA
7:00-7:15 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 ] [} Q 0 ] 1] [¢] [} 1] "]
7:15-7:30 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢
7:30-7:45 0 0 ] Q ] 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 o Q0 0 0
7:45-8:00 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 o [} Q
8:00-8:15 4 [¢] 5.4054 3.2432[ 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 |86486 O 0 0 18.0540541
: 3 0 $.4054 216221 0 0 0 0 0 [ a 0 |75676 Q@ [¢] o 15972973
1 0 32432 32432 0 0 0 0 0 0 10811 0 (43243 O 0 0 [9.64864865)
2 Q 6.4865 0 0 0 [ 0 0 10811 0 l21622 O 0 0__111,7297297)
[) [] [ '] E E [ o 1 2 [ L M N Q B JIQTAL
[ 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 0 0
0 Q 0 ] [} 0 ] ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
[ 0 0 0 o 0 0 Q 0 o ] [ 0 ] ] 0 1)
0 [} [ 0 [} 0 0 o ] 0 [¢] Q 0 0 Q 0 0
0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 ) 0 ] 0 0 0
Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 Q 0 0 [ 0 0 0 Q
0 0 0 0 0 '] '] 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A ' E E [] H 1 F K L M N [ B TOTAL
0 0 10.811 0 0 [} 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0 0 [ o 0 11
1 0 6.4865 1.0811| 0O 0 o 0 0 0 10811 0 54054 O 0 ] 14
0 0 11892 O 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 |21622 0 1] 0 14
0 0 32432 O ] 0 0 0 0 0 10811 0 [43243 O 0 0 9
0 [} 0 [} 0 [+] ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0
e [ 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 o 1] ] 0 0 0 [
17:30-17:45 ] <] ] 0 0 [} 0 0 ) ] [ 0 ] 0 0 0 Q
17:45-18:00} 0O 0 [+] g Q 1] 0 '] 0 0 0 0 0 ] [ ] 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

Tntarsection: 7-11 West Access | Canyons Rasort Dr Datet 10-29-16, Sat
Day of Week Adjustment 100.0%
Month of Year Adjustment: 92.5%
Adjustment Station #1 o
Growth Rate: 0.0%
Mumber of Years: [}

AM PHF: 0.89

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45
PM PHF: 0.76

7-11 West Ac

=
[

Canyons Resort Dr

o e e i 4

-—r 30 39 1] 0

FZI I_LI< ) o m)
-

Total Entering Vehicles

Canyons Resort Or

|
3
+ HH
3

1

Legend

l
i
2

H
i

+

RAW 7-11 West Access 7-11 Wast Access ‘Canyons Rasort Dr Canyons Resort Dr
Northbound Souttbound Eastbound
SUMMARIES| Let Thu Peds | let Tt Peds | Left Thu Peds | Left Thru Peds
im EI.IODCOUNTI
B < b E E [ H I ] X L M N [] [3 ToTA
0 0 [] ] 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 Q 0 0 0 o
o 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 [} 0 ] 0
0 0 0 [} [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 bl 0 Q ] [+]
[} a 0 ] 0 1] 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 [ [ 0
Q 1.0811 3.2432| 0 0 0 0 0 0 75676 0 [2162 0O 0 0 113.8108108
o 0 10811 O 0 0 0 0 0 54054 0 |10811 O [ 0 |14.4864865
0 1.0811 4.3243] © 0 [ 0 0 0 43243 0 0 0 0 0 [9.40540541
[+] 10811 2.1622] 0 ] 0 0 0 0 32432 O 7.5676 O 0 1] 14.89169191
COUNTS
Period. A 2 < D £ £ § ) I 4 X L M .} 9 [ IOTAL
11:30-11:45 0 ] o 1] 0 0 [ 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 [}
11:45-12:00 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
: ] 0 0 1] [} 1] 0 0 0 0 [} [ 0 0 0 0 0
[¢] 0 0 ] ] 0 0 0 1] 0 [} 0 o 0 [} [} 0
0 ] 0 0 0 0 [ Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q0 0
0 [+] ] 0 o 0 0 0 0 [4 ] 0 0 0 0 o 1]
0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 1] 0
1] 0 0 [ 1] [ 0 0 0 0 "] 0 0 0 0 [] ]
A a < ['] E £ (] H 1 ] K L N Q E JOIAL
0 0 0 2162 Q 0 0 0 0 0 64865 0 |10811 O 0 0 8
2 0 1.0811 2.1622| © 0 0 0 0 0 6485 © 32432 O ] 0 13
3 0 43243 4.3243) 0 0 0 0 0 0 43243 0 (32432 O 0 0 15
1 0 10811 54054] O [ 0 0 0 0 6485 0 10811 0 0 0 10
Q0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
Q ] a 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 Q 0 0 0 0
17:30- 0 ] ] [} [ 0 0 0 0 4 Q 0 0 0 0 [ 0
17:45-18:00 | 0 0 ] 0 1] 0 0 a 0 ] 1] 0 0 0 1] 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

Intersection: Aspan Drive ] Canyons Resort O Data 10-29-16, Sat
North/South: Aspen Drive Day of Week Adjustment: 100.0%
East/West: Canyons Resort Dv Month of Year Adjustment: P25%
Jurisdiction: Summit County Adjustment Station #: [}
m Tha Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
UT16-878 Number of Yesrs:
Wasthen? o o
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00 I
AM PEAK 1S MINUTE PERIOD: 8:30-8:45 =
AM PHF: 0.79 1 {
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ##3# l 4 '
P
i 1 1 ! 'E N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 [ =] [
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 D B 2
PM PHF: 0.68 [+ 1 o [ 3 | 2
P 1 i 1
m [ T o 1 i ] R
] ) 3 (1 I G |
Canyons Resort Dr «—

:ﬁ.___
-

—=]1 :

14 | —

Total Entering Vehicles [ o 1 T _
0 L]
2 125 2 e T
0 0
Canyons Resort Or
— » 1T« I ]
=] s [ o[- o
Eﬂ Legend
b g 0 [}
5 T
§. [0 ] o Noon
2 [o_] o |
o]
H 1
RAW Aspen Drive Aspen Drive ‘Canyons Rasort Dr Canyons Resort Dr
Northbound Southbound Eastbound
SUMMARIES| Left  Thu Peds | Left  Thu Peds | tekt Thu Peds | Leit Peds
A 8 [4 [ I3 E <] H I 3 K L M N [ 2 JOTAL
[ 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 o 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [
o 0 ] 0 0 0 10811 0 0 19459 0 21622] 0 45405 O 0 |65.9459459
0 0 0 0 o 0 o 21622| 0 3459 0 [ 0 486499 O 0 |83.243243)
8:30-8:45 0 0 0 0 {10811 0 0 [ o 33514 O 0 0 7131 0 0 |105.945946|
8:45-9:00 0 0 0 0 [ 0 o 0 o 37838 O 0 0 42162 0 o
P
Period A [] [ D E E s -3 1 2 K 1 [ N 2] B IoTAL
11:30-11:45 | 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [ 0 0 ] 0 0
11:45-12:00 [ O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 [ 0 0
12:00-12:35 | 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 0
12:15-12:30 | 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
12:30-12:45 | © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 o 0 0
12:45-13:00 [ O 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0
13:00-13:15 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o o 0 0 [ 0 0
o [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0
Period A [4 R £ E [} H I K M 3
16:00-16:15 0 0 0 0 o § 10811 10811]10811 55135 O 32432| © 42162 10811 O 101
16:15-16:30 0 0 0 0 [t0811 O 0 0 0 18811 0 21622] 0 40 1081 0 230
16:30-16:45 0 0 0 0 |1o811 0 [ 0 0 11459 0 21622| 0 52973 2162 © 171
164517200 O 0 0 o [1o811 0 [ [ 0 69189 O 54054 O 58378 O 0 129
17:0017:15 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0 ] 0 [ [ ] 0 0 9 0 0
17:1517:30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0
17:30-17:45 0O 9 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
17:45-18:00| 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 0 o 0 4 0 0 0 o 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
£01.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

9 d Drive / Canyons Resort Dr Datat 10-19-16, Sat
North/South: Frostwood Drive Day of Week Adjustment 100.0%
East/West: Canvyons Resart Dv Month of Yeas Mjustments 92.5%
Jurisdiction: Sumemit County Adjustment Station #: ]
Project Thlat The Canyons TS Growth Rata: 0.0%
Project Moz UT16-878 Number of Years: [ ]
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:30-8:45
AM PHF: 0.86
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### [ &
1 1 L 1 ‘§ N
M PEAK HOLR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 [zl 3
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 e ]
PM PHF: 0.57 [ ] S
b 1 t 1
ot | e
=P AN
Canyons Resort Dr
Total Entering Vehicles

JIL | —

ﬂ * r EI! Canyons Resort Dr

| I N I s 1o [ -
III Legend
i = =
N R = =
© [z} T
[5e ]
1 i
[ =0 ]
RAW Frostwood Drve Frastwood Drive Canyons Resort Dr Canyons Resort Dr
COUNT Morthbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
SUMI let  Thu Pecs | Left Thu Peds | tet Thu Peds | Left Thu Peds
AM
Period A [ [4 B E E [] H 1 ] K k M [ ] 4 TOoTAl
7:00-7:15 0 0 Y 0 0 ] 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 [}
7:15-7:30 0 0 Q 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 1] 0 0
7:30-7:45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
7:45-8:00 [¢] 0 0 [¢] 1] ] 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 Q Q 0
8:00-8:15 0 216216 10811 0 21622 10811 21622 0 0 20541 21622 O [4.3243 28,108 11.892 1.0811 75.6756757
3 1 [} 32432 0 43243 0 10811 O o 10811 O 0 64865 37.838 75676 0 |723513514
[ 0 64865 O |[6.4865 21622 21622 O 0 18378 43243 47.568 9.7297 1.081197.2972973
4 108108 54054 0O Ml_oﬁl_l_l_ 1.0811 24865 21622 Q _MM_O__ 91.5675676|
A 2 < [ E E [] H I 1 X L M N Q B IOTAL,
0 0 0 0 [} [ 0 [ [ 0 0 0 [} [ 0 [ [
[} 0 Q 0 0 0 0 ] 0 ¢ ] ] [ 0 0 0 0
0 0 ] 0 0 ] [¢] 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0
Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 [ [ ] 0
0 0 0 [ 1] Y 0 0 [+] 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 Q [} [ 0 Q a 0 0 0 0 o] [}
0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 Q 0
] 0 1] 1] 2 0 0 0 [ 0 0 1] 0 '] '] 9 0
A 2 < D S d F K L ToTAL
16:00-16:15 1 1.08108 54054 O 3.2432 43243 O 0 21622 36757 21622 0O 21622 34595 5.4054 1.0811 98
16:15-16:30 3 1] 10811 O |14054 21622 32432 0 0 20324 64865 O |[4.3243 34.595 7.5676 10811 280
16:30-16:45 0 0 10811 0 [32432 0 10811 O 1.0811 57.297 2.1622 0 32432 43.243 75676 O 120
16:45-17:00 [} 108108 4.3243 1.0811|6.4865 5.4054 3.2432 0 [ 4973 43243 0 54054 40 16216 O 136
17:00-17:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] ] Q 0 0 0 [ 0
17:15-17:30 0 Y 0 o 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
17:30-17:45 g 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 ] [
17:45-18:00 | O 0 0 0 Q Q 0 0 0 [ [ 1] ] '] 0 0 0
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2364 Notth 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

Tntersection: Navajo Trad ] Canyons Resort Dr . Date: 10-25-16, 8at
North/South: Navajo Trall Day of Week Adjustments 100.0%
East/West: Canyons Resost Dy Month of Year Adjustments PL5%
Jurisdiction: Summit County Adjustment Station #: (]
Project Titlet The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Project No: UT16-878 Number of Yearss ]

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 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

[

JI4 «—

Canyons Resort Dr

— _— 3 °
34 ] |J_|< 351 7L

Canyons Resort Dr

|
4
» HE
:

FLE]

Legend

B
B

1 )
y
1 1
RAW Navajo Trail Navajo Trall ‘Canyons Resort Dr ‘Canyons Resort Dr
COUNT Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound
SUMI ek Thu Peds | Let  Thru peds | Let  Thu Peds | ek Thu Peds
| PERIOD COUNTS____
A B [4 [] [3 £ [] H 1 H K L M [ Q 2 TOTAL
100-7: ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 [} 0 0 o Q
g 0 0 o ] 0 ] 0 0 0 a Q 0 0 ] 0 0 0
g [} 0 0 0 0 ] [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0
G [] 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 [ 0 [} 0 a 0 0
: [} 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 18378 O 10811 O 2918 0 0 | 47.5675676)
: 0 0 0 Q 0 [ 0 Q 0 10811 O 43243 0 36757 0 0 | 47.5675676
. [} [ 0 0 0 0 0 '] 0 16216 0 43243 0 44324 O 0 | 60.5405405
8:45-9:00 [ [] 10811 0 4] 0 Q [} 0 25946 0 54054] 0 43243 0O 0 |70.27062703!
ROOM PERIY
Period. A [ < 2 E E ] H 1 2 K L M N Q [ IoTAL
b 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 o 0 [ 0 0 0 0 ] 0
145-12:00 1} ] o 0 [ 0 [ ] ] [ Q 1} 0 0 0 0 0
S . 0 0 [} ] [ 0 0 Q 0 0 0 Q 0 0 o ] [
[} 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 1] 0 [ ] 0 ] 0 0
12:30-12:45 0 0 ] 0 0 [*] 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0
12:45-13:00 Q Y 0 0 [ 0 4 0 [} 0 0 Q 0 0 0 1] 0
13:00-13:15 [¢] 0 0 ] ] 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 0
'1::15-13:30 0 ] 0 2] 0 0 0 '] '] 0 0 0 ] 0 9 o o]
A < o I3 E [ J] 1 K L M Q B
0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 21622 77838 0 10811 O 36757 1.0811 @ 118
0 0 1] L] 0 0 0 Q a0 18703 0  86486/10811 38919 10811 O 228
0 0 0 0 [43243 O 0 0 10811 45405 0 54054] 0 32432 32432 0 86
0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 41081 0 21622 O 47568 21622 O 9
0 Q 0 0 0 [ 0 [} [ 0 ¢} 0 0 0 a o0 0
0 [} [¢] o [ ] o 0 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0 [
] [} 0 ] 0 0 <] 0 0 0 0 1) 0 0 0 0 ]
0 0 1) 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0 '] 0 g 0
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2364 North 1450 East

Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891
Intersection Turning Movement Summary
Tntersection: Red Pine Road ] Canyons Resort Dr Daite: 10-29-16, Sat
North/South: Red Pine Road Day of Week Adjustment: 100.0%
East/West: Canyons Resort Dr Month of Year Adjustment 22.5%
Jurisdiction: Summit County Adjustment Station #1 L]
Project Tihe: The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Project No: UT16-878 Number of Years: o
Weather:
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:45-9:00
AM PHE: 0.50
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: _
NOON PHF: #### 3
[
& N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 'nE.
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 6:15-16:30 "u.
PM PHF: 0.52 4
Canyons Resort Dr
_____ Total Entering Vehicles ST T }
: 3 i T s s oy N W P
0 1 ) B - :
o : 2= =
10 0 ‘
Canyons Resort Dr
A “at+ ol
| S PR P -
é 1 ] 26
e/ = B
&
g -
* [ 10|
[ s ]
i i
TOUNTS
A B € b | E E & H 1 3 K L |H N © P| T
7:00-7:15 0 0 0 0 ° [ 0 0 o o ] 0 0 0 [] 0
745730 | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30-7:45 | © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45-8:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o © 0 0 0 0 0
8:00-815 | 0 0 10811 0 {10811 O 0 0 0 0 0 o [te811 © 0 0 |3.24324324)
8:15-830 | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0
:45 1 ] 21622 0 1.0811 0 0 ] 0 0 Q 0 0 L] 0 0 424324324
9 0 o 1oy o liosnn o 0 o lio81 0 0 0 |21622 0 10811 0 |6.48648640
A B ¢ DJ|E E£ & H|I 7 K L |84 N o B | IO
11:30-4145 | © [ 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [ 0 [ [ 0 [ 0
11:45-12:00 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:00-1215 | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
12151230 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12301245 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:45-13:00 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13:00-13:15 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ Q 0 0 0
13:45-13:30 |0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
PM PERIOD COUNTS
Peripd. A B ¢ b J]E E & 471 T K L | B N o B | Ioa
16:00-16:15 1 o 10811 0 0 0 0 0 la21622 0 43243 0 0 0 0 o 9
16:15-16:30 0 0 17297 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 32432 0 0 0 10811 0 22
16:30-16:45 0 0 43243 0 0 0 0 0 [1o811 0 2162 0 0 0 0 0 8
16:45-17:00 0 [} 3.2432 0 1.0811 [} 1.0811 0 21622 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 8
17:00-17:15 Q [ 0 ] 0 0 0 [] [ ] o ] 0 Q 0 0 [}
17:1547:30 0 0 0 0 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 0 0 0 0 0
17:45-18:00 | 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

Tntersection; Canyons Resort Driva ] Grand Summit i) a-3-16, 5at
wth/South: Canyons i Dy of Week Adjustments 100.0%
East/West: Grand Summit Month of Year Adjustment: 100.2%

Jurisdiction: Sussmit County AMjustmant [

Project Titlez Summit County - The Canyons T8 0.0%

Project No: UT16-878 o
Weather:

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:15-9:15

AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOI 0-8:45
AM PHF: 0.88
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHE: #4t#3 [ Tos ] 2% ]f 2
T T 1 1 f N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 [ ez | §
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 e z
PM PHF: 0.95 (& JTwos T o ) 3
= [ 78 | 104 ] o |
| 4+ 6
Grand Summit

14'<ITT """
-—r ' 144 I 119

41 * ( I Grand Summit
Culd [« 2 5 0 i ]
I : | Legend
] 1 185 9
a
g 61 b
8 [1s0 ] {206 |

% 2 & € D E E ©§ H# 3 KL ] ¥ ® O F | TomA
8:00-8:15 1 10.1664 0 0 0 34.196 83179 55453 0 2.7726 1] [] 0 [} [ 61.9981516
8:15-8:30 [} 12939 0 0 0 39.741 13.863 5.5453(2.7726 0 1.8484 0 ] [} ] 0 71.1645102
B:30-8:45 1 14.7874 0 Q 0 31.423 18.484 1.8484(14.787 0 0 0 0 ] 1] 0 80.4824399
8:45-9:00 1 739372 0 o 0 16.636 24.03 0.9242|11.091 0 1.8484 3.696% [} [ 1] 0 61.9981516
9:00-9:15 0 240296 [} Q 0 16.636 21.257 3.69694.6211 0 1.8484 0 Q 0 0 0 68.3918669
9:15-9:30 2 11.0906 0 0 [ 1756 12939 1.8484|12.939 0 27726 0 ) 0 0 0 59.3012939
9:30-9:45 3 21.2569 [ 0 ] 30.499 5.5453 4.6211|4.6211 [} 3.6969 1.8484 0 0 0 0 68.6192237
9:45-10:00 3 21.2569 0 0 ] 22181 8.3179 2.7726(11.09% 0 0 '] 0 0 0 0 65.8465804

5 r_eg EA g: e~ BTt [ § #]1 3 K L[| H ® o ¢ mom
11:30-11:45 [ 0 0 0 Q [ 0 0 [ 0 [} [ 0 0 0 [ 0
11:45-12:00 0 0 0 [} 0 ] 0 0 0 0 Q 1] 0 0 0 0 0
12:00-12:15 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 1] ] ] 0
12:15-32:30 0 0 0 0 [} ] 0 0 ] 0 0 [} Q [ 0 0 ]
12:30-12:45 o] 0 0 0 0 [+] 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 ] 0 0 0
12:45-13:00 0 0 0 0 [ 0 ] 0 0 [} ] Q 0 0 0 0 0
13:00-13:15 0 [ [ 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 L] 0 0 Q
13:15-13:30 1] ['] '] Q 1] 0 0 ] 0 [ 1] 0 0 ] '] '] 0

Bl ) = T & DE "] I 3 K ¥ N © ¢ | LA
15:00-15:15 i 20.3327 0 0 0 21.257 20.333 1.8484|18.484 [ 3.6969 0.9242 0 0 0 0 85
15:15-15:30 5 28.6506 0 1] 0 21.257 20,333 8.3179]16.636 0 2.7726 0 0 [ 0 0 95
15:30-15:45 1 32,3475 Q 1] 0 18.484 13.863 1] 9.2421 0 46211 0.9242 0 0 [ 0 80
15:45-16:00 2 9686 0 [ 0 31.423 18.484 0 9.2421 0 4.6211 2.7726 ] [ [ [ 103
16:00-16:15 2 34.1959 0 0 [} 36044 20.333 4.6211(21.257 0 2.7726 0.9242 [+ ] 0 0 17
16:15-16:30 1 49.9076 0 1.8484 0 28.651 18.484 [] 14.787 0 1.8484 0 0 ] 0 0 115
16:30-16:45 2 48.9834 [ 0 45,287 12.939 0.9242|9.2421 [ 3.6969 10.166 ] 0 Q 0 122

' 16:45-17:00 [ 51.756 [] 0.9242 0 24.954 11.091 0 10.166 0 6.4695 0 0 0 [ 1] 110
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

Trtersechon: Canyons Resort Orive ] High Mountatn Road Datar 215 6t
North/South: Canyons Resort Drive Duy of Week Adjustments 100.0%
East/West: High Mountain Rosd Month of Year Adjustment: 108.2%
Surisdiction: Summit County Adjustment Station # 605
Project Tite: Summit County - The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Project Nos UT16-878 Number of Years: )
Weather:
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9: t
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 9:30-9: -
AM PHF: 0.76
ez ]
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### [ | [z} 38
§ 1 ] ] = N
@
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 [ 5 | 5
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 Dt z
PM PHF: 0.81 [ | 2= | 7 ] 8
P e | & | a1 ]
Hil|ld 3 6 =
High Mountain Road

Total Entering Vehicles

High Mountain Road

il
«—| a1TC

- 1+ |
o § a4 | 1 lI' Legend

Hw

A PERIOD COUNTE
e T & —% € B E . & B]1i 3 K L |H N 0" &] 00
< B [} 0 [ [ 55453 7.3937 10166 0 11.091 0.9242 1.8484 0 55453 18484 7.3937 0 51.7560074
3 3 ] 1.84843 0.9242 0 27726 22.181 20.333 0 14.787 0 0.9242 ] 0 ] 0 0 63.7707948
0 0.92421 0 0 1.8484 10,166 19.409 1.8484(12.939 0 ] ] 0 Q ] 0 45.2865065
Q 0.92421 0 0 0.9242 7.3937 14.787 0.9242|13.863 [} 0 ] ] Q ] 0 37.8927911
0 0.92421 0 0 [0.9242 09242 16636 O 20.333 0 0 0 ] 0 0 ] 3974122
1 2.77264 0 0 1.8484 5.5453 11.091 3.6969|12.939 0 1.8484 0 [} [ 0 0 37.0443623
2 X 27726 0 3.6969 7.3937 24.954 1.8484]20.333 ] 0.9242 0 0 0 0 1] 65.7707948
0 . )] 0 36959 3.6969 16.636 1.8484]20.333 0.9242 0.9242 0 0 Q ] 0 49.9075786
e 1 R % —<¢ D] E f € H®[|I 3 kK L[T¥ E o E]IOA
11:30-11:45 0 [] [] 0 [} 0 0 ] 0 Q [] 0 0 [1] 0 0 0
11:45-12:00 [} [ ] [ 0 0 0 [} 0 o [ 0 0 [+] 0 [ 0
12:00-12:15 0 0 0 [} [] [ 0 Q 0 Q0 [ 0 ] ] 0 0 [}
12:15-12:30 ] Q 0 [+] 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 ] 0 [
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 Q0 0 0 [ 1] o] o] 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0
12:45-13:00 0 0 0 0 ] 0 1] ] 0 [} 0 ] [} 0 ] 0 0
13:00-13:15 0 1] 1] ] 0 ] 0 0 0 0 [ Q 0 0 Q0 ] 0
13:15-13:30 0 ] a [ ] 0 0 Q 0 0 0 '] 0 0 o 0 ]
period | A B & B | E_ I H 7K 1] ¥ H§ @ E | oA
15:00-15:15 0 277264 0 ] 5.5453 2.7726 25.878 0 22181 [] [1] 0 0 [ [ Q 59
15:15-15:30 1 6.46595 [ 0 |7.3537 5.5453 20.333 5.5453}25.878 0 0 ¢ 0 ] ] 0 67
15:30-15:45 1 14.7874 1] ] 0.9242 5.5453 16.636 0 24.954 ] 0.9242 0 0 0 0 Q 65
15:45-16:00 ] 12939 0 0 0.9242 6.4695 29.575 2.7726|21.257 0 1.8484 0 0 Q 0 0 73
16:00-16:15 1 9.24214 0 0 2.7726 3.6969 33.272 1.8484|27.726 0 0.9242 0 0 [ 0 [ 79
16:15-16:30 1 16.6359 Q 0 3.6569 83179 23,105 0.9242)37.893 0 2.7726 [ [ ] 0 [] 93
16:30-16:45 1 27.7264 ] 0 0.9242 3.6969 43.438 5.5453|39.741 0 1.8484 0 0 0 0 0 118
16:45-17:00 ] 24.0296 0 0 1.8484 2.7726 26.802_6.4695| 36.969 0 1.8484 0 0 0 ] Q 94
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tumning Movement Summary

East/West: Mountain Road 108,2%
Juriscictiont Summit County 605
mmnﬁmq-mmmn 0.09%

o

Project No: UT16-878
Weathen

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:15-9:15
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 9:00-9:15
AM PHF: 0.88

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### [6 ] [ & ]

€
| 1 h 113 N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 = | =l
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 D D a
PM PHF: 0.87 4

High Mountain Road

High Mountain Road

—| AT

H

Legend

B
Fi

(AN PERIOD COUNTS
Period A [] & B £ £ [] H 1 1 X L M N [] [ TOTAL
8:00-8:15 0 ¢ 36%9 0 |83179 0 0 0 [1848¢ O [ 0 27726 0 73937 0 |24.0295749
8:15-8:30 0 0 4621 0 |11001 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {27726 © 12939 0 |31.4232%02
8:30-8:45 0 0 7397 0 |15712 0 0 a 0 0 0 o |27726 0 64695 0 (32347504
8:45-9:00 0 0 46211 0 |6.4695 0 0 0 [ o [ 0 18484 0 92421 0 | 22181146
9:00-9:15 0 0 64695 0 11091 O Q 0 4 0 0 0 36969 0 12939 0 [34.1959335
9:15-9:30 0 0 36969 0 |64695 0O 0 o 0 ] 0 o |27726 © 73937 0 1203327172
9:30-9:4 0 0 36%9 0 (55453 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4621 0 1756 0 (314232902
9: : 0 O 18484 O J15712 0 0 0 [} [ 1] 0 18484 O 31091 O [30.4990758
Period, A 2 [4 [ E 3 [ H 1 ] K Iy M. KN ] [ TOTAL
11:30-11:45 | 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 [ [ 0 [ 0 0 0 [ 0
1:45-12:00 | 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 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q 0 0 0 9 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 [ [ 0 [} 0 0 0 0 ¢ 1] Q 0 0
0 9 9 0 0 0 9 0 0 )] 0 9 0 0 0 0 0
OUNTE
i A ) < 2 £ E [ H 1 2 K i M ] o 2 JOTAL
15:00-15:15 | 0 092421 09242 O [14787 09242 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 (4621 0 12015 O EX]
51530 | 0 092421 46211 0 (16636 09242 O 0 [ [ [ 0 [os242 0 73937 O 3
15:30-15:45 | 0 184843 18484 0 [15712 0 0 18484/09242 O 0 0 |18484 0 73937 0 30
15:45-16:00 ] 0 277264 48211 0 (20333 18484 0 [ [ 0 0 0o j27726 0 12015 0 4“4
16:00-16:15 | 0 092421 09242 0 [11031 O 0 0 0 0 [ 0 |27726 0 16636 O 32
[ 0 0942 0 (27726 0 0 0 [ [ 0 0 |27726 0 20333 O 52
16:30-1 Q0 092421 55453 0 15712 O 0 ] 0 0 0 0 [83179 0 22188 0 53
16:4517:00 | 0 092421 46211 0 12939 09242 O i 0 0 ) 0 {73937 0 20333 0 47
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

Datet 43155
North/South: Red Pine Road Day of Week Adjustment: 100.0%
East/Waest: Chalet Drive Month of Year Adjustment: 108.2%
Jurisdiction: Summit County station #: 608
Tiles Summit County - The Canyons TS 0.0%
Project Mo: UT16-878 Number of Years: )

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 9:00-10:00

AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 9:00-9:15 =]
AM PHF: 0.66
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### [1s ] [ s _J] 2
h 1 h "% N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 15:30-16:30 s | ‘Ij £
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 15:00-15:15 e 3
PM PHF: 0.89 T s 15 ] &
< Lo 1 s 131
il 6
Chalet Drive «——

Total Entering Vehicles

H (1

HH

BR

B ﬁ * r> E] Chalet Drive
: : S i':ej Legend
& ] : o
& [ 71 E=H

) T Db f f & H# 1 1 kK t|H § "8°F

0 [ [] [} 27726 0 [} [} ] 0 [} [] 0 0.9242 [] 462107209

0 [ ] 0.9242 1] [ 0 0 [} 0 0 ] 0 ] [ 2.77264325

0 3.65686 0 0.9242 0 0 0 0 [ [ 0 27726 0 [} 0 0 3.69685767

] 0.92421 0 0 0.9242 0.9242 0 0 0 [} [ [} [} 0 0 3.6969 | 2.77264325

Q 462107 O 0 1.8484 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 [} 0 0.9242 | 6.46950092

Q 0.92421 0 Q 0.9242 0.9242 ] ¢ Q 0 0 Q 0 Q 0 0.9242] 2.77264325

0 84843 0 0 [} 13 [ 0 ] 0 0 0 0 ] [ 1.84842884

Q 184843 O 0 Q 3.6969 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 [)] 0 0 5.54528651

3 —F ¢ D] Ef [ ¢ EJ]1 1 E t|H@ N O £l

0 0 0 [] [1] Q 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 [] 0 Q 0

[} [ 0 0 [+] 0 o ] 1] 0 0 0 0 0 [ Q0 1]

0 o ] 0 Q 0 1] 0 0 0 0 /] ] 0 0 0 0
12:15-12:30 0 [] [ 0 0 1] [ 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
12:45-13:00 0 0 0 [} 0 ] 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [} 0 ] 0
13:00-13:15 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 [1] 0 0 0 [} 0 0
13:15-13:30 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Beed T A —B € Bl E £ & H[I 1 E LTH N 2 ¢ IJA
15:00-15:15 0 277264 [+] 0 1.8484 1.8484 0 0 0 [ 0 0.9242 0 0 0 1.8484 6
15:15-15:30 [} 0.92421 0 0.9242 0 0.9242 0 0 0 ] 0 ] ] 0 Q0 0 2

0 1.84843 [} [] 2.7726 0.9242 1] 0 0 0 Q 0 [ 0 0.9242 ] 6

0 277264 0 0 0.9242 1.8484 0 0 0 0 0 ] Q 0 0 6

] 1.84843 [} 0 0.9242 1.8484 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 09242 0 6

0 0.92421 0 0 Q 4.6211 0 Q [1] ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
16:30-16:45 0 369686 0 27726 [} 27726 o 0 0 ] ] [ 0 [} ] 4.6211 6
16:45-17:00 | O 0.92421 Q 0 1] 0.5242 0 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 0 2
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L.2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

Study: CANY0003A File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood Site Code : 00000000
City: Canyons, Utah Start Date : 2/18/2017
Control: Yields - RDBT Page No :1
Groups Printed- General Traffic - Turns
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest : From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap 7ou | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | agprom | Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | apTont | Right [ Thra | Left | Peds | apptost | 1ot Tout |
08:15 AM 5 2 9 0 16 7 105 46 8 166 6 3 6 3 18] 20 31 3 0 54| 254
08:30AM | 10 4 6 0 20| 10 67 69 2 148 12 2 11 2 46| 21 64 3 0 88 | 302
08:45 AM 5 3 5 0 13 4 86 74 1 165 | 14 2 16 12 44| 12 34 6 0 52| 274
Total | 20 9 20 0 49| 21 258 189 11 479 | 32 7 33 36 108 53 129 12 0 194] 830
09:00 AM 5 5 9 0 19 8 62 66 9 145| 15 1 4 13 33 13 63 7 0 83| 280
09:15 AM 4 2 6 0 12] 13 45 42 3 103| 11 0 119 31 8 44 2 0 54| 200
09:30 AM 6 6 14 0 26| 14 55 53 0o 122} 10 3 6 11 30 9 46 4 0 59| 237
09:45 AM 1 2 9 0 12] 14 39 54 3 110 16 1 7 21 45 7 51 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
1000AM| 5 3 10 0 18] 7 s6 48 3 114] 16 5 9 11 41| 10 53 3 0 66| 239

10 0 18] 7 56 48 3 114] 16 5 9 11 a1 10 53 3 0 66| 239

Total | 5 3
03:30 PM 8 4 11 0 7| 17 2 101| 57 1 12 1 81| 12 105 4 0 121 326
03:45 PM 8 2 11 0 21 17 61 13 4 101| 54 2 10 14 g0] 12 102 5 0 19| 32
Total | 16 6 22 0 44| 28 138 30 6 202 111 3 22 25 161 24 207 9 0 240] 647
04:00 PM 7 0 9 0 16| 20 74 21 6 121] 74 5 14 20 13| 16 8 4 0 103] 353
04:15PM 5 315 2 25 13 74 17 7 111]| 65 3 15 11 941 10 114 4 0 128| 358
04:30 PM 7 216 0 25| 13 75 14 6 108 83 6 13 28 130 13 137 4 0 154| 417
04:45 PM 8 110 0 9] 16 7115 5 107] 59 3 5 19 86| 12 134 7 0 153 | 365
Total | 27 6 50 2 e | 62 294 671 24 447 281 17 47 78 43| 51 468 19 0 538 1493
05:00 PM 6 2 18 3 29| 10 8 10 3 109 32 1 10 1 54 8 129 4 0 141| 333
05:15 PM 3 0 25 0 28| 19 6l 9 1 90| 33 3 5 12 53 6 126 10 0 142| 313
GrandTotal | 93 41 183 s 32| 196 1094 568 63 1921 | 557 41 144 237 979 189 1316 74 0 1579 | 4801
Apprch % | 289 127 568 16 102 569 296 33 569 42 147 242 12 833 47 0
Total% | 19 09 38 0l 671 41 228 118 13 40116 09 3 49 204 39 274 15 0 329
General Traffic 03 a1 182 5 i | 16 1094 564 63 1917 | 557 41 140 237 975 |.189 1316 72 0 1577 | 4790
G T | 100100 99.5 100 997 | 100 100 993 100 9981 100 100 97.2 100 99.6 | 100 100 97.3 0 999 | 99.8
U-Turns 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 4 0 ) 2 0 2 11
% U-Turns 0 0 05 0 03 0 0 07 0 02 0 0 28 0 04 0 0 27 0 0l 0.2
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L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

Study: CANYO0003A

Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000

Start Date : 2/18/2017

PageNo :2

Frostwood Drive

North

2/18/2017 08:15 AM
2/18/2017 05:15 PM

General Traffic
U-Turns

Canyons Resort Driv
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L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017

Study: CANY0003A
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood

City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT PageNo :3
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest

Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | agp o | Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | app1om | Right [ Thru | Left | Peds | agptom | Right | Thru | Left [ Peds | approm | toc ot |
Peak Hour Analysis From 08:15 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1

Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 08:15 AM

08:15 AM 5 2 9 0 16 7 105 46 8 166 6 3 6 3 18 20 31 3 0 54 254
08:30 AM 10 4 6 0 20 10 67 69 2 148 12 2 il 21 46 21 64 3 0 88 302
08:45 AM 5 3 5 0 13 4 86 74 1 165 14 2 16 12 44 12 34 6 0 52 274
09:00 AM 5 5 9 0 19 8 62 66 9 145 15 1 4 13 33 i3 63 7 0 83 280
Total Volume 25 14 29 0 68 29 320 255 20 624 47 8 37 49 141 66 192 19 0 277 | 1110

% App. Total | 36.8 20.6 42.6 0 46 513 409 3.2 333 57 262 348 238 693 69 0
PHF | .625 .700 .806 .000 850 | 725 762 861 .556 940 | 783 667 578 .583 766 | 786 750 679 .000 787 919

Peak Hour Data

s

North

Peak Hour Begins at 08:15 Al

General Traffic
U-Turns
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Study: CANYQ0003A
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017

Control: Yields - RDBT Page No :4
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest
Start Time | Right | Thru | Leﬁl Peds | App. Toral | Right | Thru | Left l Peds | app.Tow | Right | Thru | Leﬁ| Peds | app. Toul \&ght | Thru | Leﬁl Peds I App. Total | Int. Tmﬁ

Peak Hour Analysis From 08:15 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1

Peak Hour for Each Approach Begins at:

08:15 AM

08:30 AM

08:15 AM

08:45 AM

+0 mins. 5 3 5 0 13 7 105 46 8 166 12 2 11 21 46 20 31 3 0 54
+15 mins. 5 5 9 0 19 10 67 69 2 148 14 2 16 12 44 21 64 3 0 88
+30 mins. 4 2 6 0 12 4 86 74 1 165 15 1 4 13 33 12 34 6 0 52
+45 mins. 6 6 14 0 26 8 62 66 9 145 il 0 1 19 31 13 63 7 0 83
Total Volume 20 16 34 0 70 29 320 255 20 624 52 5 32 65 154 66 192 19 0 277

9% App. Total | 28.6 229 48.6 0 46 513 409 32 33.8 3.2 208 422 238 693 6.9 0
PHF | .833 .667 _.607 .000 673 | 725 762 861 _.556 940 | .867 625 500 774 837 | .786 750 679 _ .000 187

Frostwood Drive | ¥
Peak Hour Data
North

General Traffic
U-Turns
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L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000

Start Date : 2/18/2017

15

Study: CANYO003A
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood

City: Canyons, Utah
Control: Yields - RDBT Page No

Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest

Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.Tow | Right Thru | Left | Peds | app Towl | Int Total

Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap.tom | Right Thru | Left | Peds | app. Tol

Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 05:15 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:00 PM

04:00 PM 7 0 9 0 16 20 74 21 [ 121 74 5 14 20 113 16 83 4 0 103 353
04:15 PM 5 3 15 2 25 13 74 17 7 1 65 3 15 11 94 10 114 4 0 128 358
04:30 PM 7 2 16 0 25 13 75 14 6 108 83 6 13 28 130 13 137 4 0 154 417
04:45 PM 8 1 10 0 19 16 71 15 5 107 59 3 S 19 86 12 134 7 1] 153 365
Total Volume 27 6 50 2 85 62 294 67 24 447 | 281 17 47 78 423 51 468 19 0 538 | 1493

% App.Total | 318 7.1 588 24 139 658 15 54 66.4 4 111 184 9.5 87 35 0
PHF | 844 500 .781 250 850 | 775 .980 798 .857 924 | 846 708 783  .696 813 | 797 854 679 .000 873 .895

Frostwood Drive A Canyons Resort Driveg

Peak Hour Data

North

Peak Hour Begins at 04:00 PM

General Traffic
U-Turns
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L.2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017

Study: CANYO003A
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT PageNo :6
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest

Left | Peds | ap.tow | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.Tow | Int. Total

Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.mow | Right Thru | Left | Peds | app.Tota | Right | Thru

Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 05:15 PM - Peak 1 of |

Peak Hour for Each Approach Begins at:
04:30 PM 04:00 PM 04:00 PM

04:30 PM

+0 mins. 7 2 16 0 25 20 74 21 6 121 74 5 14 20 113 13 137 4 0 154
+15 mins. 8 1 10 0 19 13 74 17 7 111 65 3 15 11 94 12 134 7 0 153
+30 mins. 6 2 18 3 29 13 75 14 6 108 83 6 13 28 130 8 129 4 0 141
+45 mins. 3 0 25 0 28 16 71 15 S 107 59 3 5 19 86 6 126 10 0 142

Total Volume 24 5 69 3 101 62 294 67 24 447 | 281 17 47 78 423 39 526 25 0 590
% App. Total_| 23.8 5 683 3 139 658 15 54 66.4 4 11.1 184 6.6 89.2 4.2 0
PHF | .750 625 .690 .250 871 | .775 980 .798 .857 924 | .846 708 7183 696 813 | .750 960 .625 .000 958
Canyons Resort Drivi

Peak Hour Data

3

North

General Traffic
U-Turns
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L.2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017

Study: CANYQ003A
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT PageNo :7
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"~ innovative transportation sefutions

APPENDIX B

| evel of Service Results

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 48

01132524 Page 108 of 475 Summit County



HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Existing (2017) Background

Project:
Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

e —

; Approach Movement

Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village

Signalized
Demand
Volume

Volume Served

Avg

%

Avg

Delay/Veh (sec)

LOS

199 201 74.3 E

NB T 1,001 989 99 19.3 B

R 13 13 102 6.2 A

Subtotal 1,213 1,203 99 28.3 C

L 17 17 101 85.2 F

SB T 1,026 1,017 99 334 c

R 200 207 99 4.2 A

Subtotal 1,252 1,241 99 20.2 C

L 651 659 101 62.2 E

EB T 6 7 117 415 D

R 114 116 102 14.5 B

Subtotal 771 782 101 54.9 D

L 8 8 97 84.9 F

T 5 4 76 63.9 E

wB R 17 15 90 20.5 C

Subtotal 30 27 90 46.0 D

Total 3,266 3,253 100 35.4 D

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized I

e Movemeny Demand  VolumeSered - DelayiVen (seo
: PP Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L

NB R 34 105
Subtotal 33 34 103 9.8 A
T 738 752 102 0.6 A
EB R 2 2 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 740 754 102 0.6 A
L 12 10 82 8.9 A
WB T 401 404 101 46 A
Subtotal 413 414 100 4.7 A
Total 1,187 1,202 101 2.3 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized

‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
‘Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS

Subtotal 12 13 108 13.2 B

T 734 747 102 0.8 A

EB R 24 24 100 0.3 A

Subtotal 758 771 102 0.8 A

L 9 9 97 4.8 A

WB T 393 396 101 0.4 A

Subtotal 402 405 101 0.5 A

Total 1,173 1,189 101 0.8 A

Intersection:

Type:__

Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive
Unsgnalized

rooach Movement  DeMaNd Volume Served  DelayiVeh (sec)
: PP Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L 3
SB R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 4 4 100 14.2 B
L 1 0 0
EB T 755 769 102 1.8 A
Subtotal 756 769 . 102 1.8 A
T 396 399 101 0.5 A
WB "R 4 5 125 0.2 A
Subtotal 400 404 101 0.5 A
Total 1,160 1977 101 1.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

HALES J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

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

42 . A

T 17 15 90 7.5 A

NW R 281 288 103 36 A

Subtotal 340 342 101 4.1 A

L 50 50 100 33 A

SE T 6 6 96 40 A

R 24 26 108 31 A

Subtotal 80 82 103 33 A

L 17 16 96 52 A

NE T 425 430 101 52 A

R 46 46 100 4.8 A

Subtotal 488 492 101 52 A

L 67 66 99 4.9 A

SW T 268 274 102 52 A

R 62 62 100 46 A

Subtotal 397 402 101 5.1 A

‘Total 1,303 1,318 101 4.8 A
Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Unsignalized

" B;EyIVeh {sec)
Avg LOS

Deman& Volkljméiserved“
Volume Avg %

NB R 40 103
Subtotal 45 46 102 6.5 A
L 20 22 111 10.0 A

SB

Subtotal 20 22 110 10.0 A
L 5 4 76 28 A
EB T 428 430 101 0.4 A
Subtotal 433 434 100 0.4 A
L 40 39 98 4.8 A
WB T 274 279 102 1.3 A
R 20 22 111 0.8 A
Subtotal 334 340 102 1.7 A
Total 831 842 101 1.5 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
{Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 20 19 95 4.8 A
T 413 416 101 0.6 A
EB R 2 3 150 0.6 A
Subtotal 415 419 101 0.6 A
T 278 284 102 0.1 A
WB
Subtotal 278 284 . 102 0.1 A
Total 713 122 101 0.5 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane

" Volume Served  Delay/Veh (sec) |
Avg % Avg LOS

B R 1 1 100 3.7 ﬁ\\
Subtotal 11 11 100 8.3 A

L 5 5 3 15 A

5 T 406 410 101 0.2 A
Subtotal 411 415 101 0.2 A

T 268 572 107 0.4 A

WE R 10 12 17 02 A
Subtotal 278 284 102 0.4 A

ol 700 710 o 03 x
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized

e
Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec) ’
PP Volume Avg % LOS |
A
T 9 1 119 . A
NB R 10 11 107 45 A
Subtotal 20 23 115 2.3 A
T 400 404 101 1.0 A
EB R 10 11 107 0.7 A
Subtotal 410 415 101 1.0 A
L 35 37 105 22 A
WB T 234 236 101 0.2 A
Subtotal 269 273 101 05 A
Total 700 711 102 0.8 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & Chalet Drive
Type: _ Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
‘ Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg L.OS

NB
Subtotal 10 11 110 0.1 A
L 15 13 88 0.4 A
SB T 31 34 111 0.1 A
Subtotal 46 47 102 0.2 A
R 10 12 117 1.9 A

ws
Subtotal 10 12 120 1.9 A
Total 66 70 106 0.5 A
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HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transporiation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: Unsignalized
| Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 241 248 103 0.6 A
L 25 24 96 26 A
SB T 260 261 100 1.4 A
Subtotal 285 285 100 1.5 A
R 20 18 91 3.1 A
wB
Subtotal 20 18 90 3.1 A
lotal 546 551 101 1.1 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Type B ___

Demand ~ Volume Servedﬂi #—(lDéEWVéﬂ (séc)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB T 166 173 104
Subtotal 186 192 103 1.0 A
T 145 139 96 11 A
SB R 115 120 105 0.9 A
Subtotal 260 259 100 1.0 A
L 75 76 101 56 A
EB R 20 20 101 38 A
Subtotal 95 96 101 5.2 A
Total 540 o947 101 1.7 A
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Existing (2017} Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized
Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS
Subtotal 55 60 109 0.1 A
T 20 18 91 1.1 A
SE R 145 142 98 08 A
Subtotal 165 160 97 0.8 A
L 135 137 102 4.4 A
NE R 10 11 107 27 A
Subtotal 145 148 102 4.0 A
Total 365 368 101 2.0 A
Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: ______ Unsignalized _________________ E——
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
4.0 A
NB R 30 30 23 A
Subtotal 35 34 97 2.5 A
L 45 42 93 1.4 A
T 40 46 114 0.6 A
w8 R 65 61 94 0.9 A
Subtotal 150 149 99 0.9 A
L 50 49 98 0.1 A
SE R 5 6 114 0.1 A
Subtotal 55 55 100 0.1 A
Total 241 238 99 1.0 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:

Approach Movement

HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village
Signalized
Demand
Volume

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

" Volume Served '

L 403 385 96 132.8 F

NB T 1,001 984 98 255 C
R 13 14 110 9.5 A

Subtotal 1,417 1,383 98 55.2 E

L 17 16 94 130.2 F

SB T 1,026 1,038 101 65.6 E
R 514 534 104 16.9 B

Subtotal 1,557 1,688 102 49.9 D

L 931 915 98 67.0 E

EB T 6 6 100 411 D
R 234 235 101 18.8 B

Subtotal 1,171 1,156 99 57.1 E

L 8 8 97 84.4 F

T 5 5 95 89.8 F

w8 R 17 18 106 286 C
Subtotal 30 31 103 52.9 D

Total 4175 4,158 100 54.2 D

Intersection:

Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized

) qu'eliay‘IVéh kséc)

A roacf; Moverr;ent Demand lefuimgSAéEé-d
PP Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L
NB R 38 34 89 175.4 F
Subtotal 45 40 89 194.7 F
T T132 1121 99 18 A
EB
Subtotal 1,132 1,121 99 18 A
T 523 922 700 571 D
WB
Subtotal 923 922 100 27.1 D
Total 5700 5083 55 73 T
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

1’ Approach Movement

HALES ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Project #: UT16-878

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh~(sec)

Volume

Avg LOS

T . A

EB R 26 26 99 2.0 A

Subtotal 1,158 1,147 99 3.3 A

L 21 20 95 26.7 D

wB T 908 906 100 5.1 A

Subtotal 929 926 100 5.6 A

Total 2,088 2,073 99 4.3 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Driv

Type: _ Unsignalized - __

Approach Movement

~ Demand

Volume

Volume Served

%

Avg

 Delay/Veh (sec)

LOS

L 193.1 F

SB R 1 2 200 125.9 F
Subtotal 4 5 125 166.2 F

L 1 1 100 8.7 A

EB T 1,156 1,146 99 55 A
Subtotal 1,157 1,147 99 55 A

T 904 899 99 12.7 B

WB R 4 4 94 11.4 B
Subtotal 908 903 99 12.7 B

Total 2,069 2,055 99 9.1 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

X —

HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

. Roundabout

AIES/IVeh {sec)
Avg LOS

Volume Serv?er
Avg %

Demand
Volume

" Approach Movement

42 45 107 B

NW T 17 18 106 13.1 B
R 633 636 100 6.9 A

Subtotal 692 699 101 7.5 A

L 117 115 98 59 A

SE T 6 6 96 56 A
R 24 26 107 6.0 A

Subtotal 147 147 100 5.9 A

L 17 15 88 26.9 D

NE T 406 397 98 252 D
R 46 46 99 19.7 C

Subtotal 469 458 98 247 C

L 347 350 101 271 D

SW T 399 388 97 27.3 D
R 160 158 99 266 D

Subtotal 906 896 99 271 D

Total 2,215 2,200 99 19.0 C

Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

I " Delay/Veh (sec)
% Avg LOS

Avg

SB
Subtotal 20 19 95 15.2 c
L 5 2 76 34 A
EB T 449 440 08 07 A
Subtotal 454 444 98 0.7 A
T 464 458 99 19 A

WB
Subtotal 464 458 99 1.9 A
Total 539 021 58 15 A
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HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized

“Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R 20 24 56 A
NB
Subtotal 20 24 120 5.6 A
T 434 420 97 0.6 A
EB R 2 2 100 1.3 A
Subtotal 436 422 97 0.6 A
T 464 457 98 0.1 A
wB
Subtotal 464 457 98 0.1 A
Total 920 903 98 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane
nsigalized -

“Demand " Delay/Veh (sec)

| Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

L 9.1 A

SB R 1 1 100 10.6 B
Subtotal 11 9 82 9.3 A

L 5 4 76 20 A

EB T 427 416 97 04 A
Subtotal 432 420 97 0.4 A

T 454 447 98 09 A

WB R 10 10 103 0.4 A
Subtotal 464 457 98 0.9 A

Total 90/ 886 98 0.7 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

i Approach Movement

HALES ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Unsignalized o
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec) ‘
Volume Avg LOS

T 4 4 107 0.6 A

NB R 245 242 99 59 A
Subtotal 250 246 98 5.8 A

T 189 181 96 1.1 A

EB R 10 10 103 0.7 A
Subtotal 199 191 96 1.1 A

L 199 198 100 1.3 A

WB T 256 249 97 0.1 A
Subtotal 455 447 98 0.6 A

Total 904 384 98 2.2 A

Intersection:

Type: ____

! Approach Movement
|

Red Pine Road & RC 21

Unsignalized _____________ R
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

T 229 100 0.6 A

NB
Subtotal 229 229 100 0.6 A
T 188 188 100 0.2 A
SB R 24 22 92 0.2 A
Subtotal 212 210 99 0.2 A
L 17 13 78 52 A

EB
Subtotal 17 13 76 5.2 A
Total 453 452 99 0.5 A
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Project:
Analysis Period.
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & RC 20
Unsignali 7 _

Volume Served "Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg % LOS
NB
Subtotal 218 216 99 0.2 A
T 163 162 99 0.4 A
SB R 23 23 100 0.4 A
Subtotal 186 185 99 04 A
L 11 12 107 5.0 A
EB
Subtotal 11 12 109 5.0 A
Total 416 413 99 0.5 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive
______ Unsignalized __

Approach Movement

" Demand

“Volume Served  Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume % Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 191 190 99 0.2 A
L 15 15 102 1.5 A
SB T 128 126 99 0.3 A
R 20 21 106 0.3 A
Subtotal 163 162 99 0.4 A
L 17 17 101 4.3 A

EB
Subtotal 17 17 100 4.3 A
R 10 10 98 2.7 A

WB
Subtotal 10 10 100 27 A
Total 380 379 100 0.5 A
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized -

Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T 1 2 200 0.0 A
NB R 30 29 97 2.8 A
Subtotal 31 31 100 2.6 A
T 161 161 100 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 161 161 100 0.1 A
L 32 31 96 1.1 A
WB T 96 94 98 0.2 A
Subtotal 128 125 98 0.4 A
Total 320 31/ 99 0.5 A

Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15
__Unsignalized

Demand ~ Volume Served
Volume Avg

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

 Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

NB
Subtotal 196 189 96 0.3 A
T 246 238 97 0.6 A
SB R 14 14 102 0.4 A
Subtotal 260 252 97 0.6 A
R 5 5 95 35 A

EB
Subtotal 5 5 100 3.5 A
Total 462 446 9/ 0.5 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type.

Unsignalized _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T 176 169 96 0.1 A
NB
Subtotal 176 169 96 0.1 A
L 25 25 100 1.5 A
SB T 224 216 96 05 A
Subtotal 249 241 97 0.6 A
R 20 20 101 2.6 A
wB
Subtotal 20 20 100 2.6 A
Total 445 430 9/ 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14
Type: Unsignalied _

D ~ Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand "Volume Served

Approach Movement Volume Avg %

EB
Subtotal 9 9 100 2.6 A
T 176 169 96 0.1 A

NE
Subtotal 176 169 96 0.1 A
T 199 194 97 03 A
SW R 24 21 88 0.3 A
Subtotal 223 215 . 96 0.3 A
Total 408 393 96 0.3 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

[ Approach Movement

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive

Unsialized _ _ -

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

L 26 25 96 1.5 A
NB T 176 169 96 0.2 A
Subtotal 202 194 96 0.4 A
T 167 162 97 05 A
SB R 42 41 98 0.4 A
Subtotal 209 203 97 0.5 A
R 146 146 100 35 A
EB
Subtotal 146 146 100 3.5 A
Total 557 543 98 1.2 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Type __Roundabout ___________________ I

Béléy—l\/éh (s‘éc)
Avg LOS

beniaﬁd 7Volri1me' Se?ved )

2.0 A
T 34 32 93 21 A
NW R 1 2 200 20 A
Subtotal 98 95 97 2.0 A
L 3 3 100 13 A
SE T 122 118 97 2.0 A
R 143 141 98 1.8 A
Subtotal 268 262 98 1.9 A
L 109 105 96 23 A
T 0 0 0
NE R 48 49 103 2.2 A
Subtotal 157 154 98 23 A
R 1 0 0
SW
Subtotal 1
Total 568 554 97 2.0 A

01132524 Page 124 of 475 Summit County



00—

HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Pilus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized _ _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS

L . A

NB R 4 5 125 25 A

Subtotal 14 15 107 3.4 A

L 2 2 100 50 A

SB R 1 2 200 23 A

Subtotal 3 4 133 3.7 A

L 2 2 100 1.1 A

EB T 155 154 99 0.3 A

R 13 12 91 0.2 A

Subtotal 170 168 99 0.3 A

L 6 7 112 1.6 A

T 87 84 96 0.2 A

w8 R 2 3 150 0.2 A

Subtotal 95 94 99 0.3 A

Total 283 231 99 0.5 A

Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road

Type: Unsignalized

i Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)
5Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS

L 45 A

SE R 5 6 114 33 A
Subtotal 88 86 98 4.4 A

L 5 5 95 1.5 A

NE T 74 74 100 0.1 A

Subtotal 79 79 100 0.2 A

T 112 110 98 0.3 A

SW R 94 92 98 0.3 A

Subtotal 206 202 98 0.3 A

Total 374 367 98 1.2 A
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HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 16 & Escala Court

Type: Unsignalized o
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg Y% Avg LOS

Approach Movement

NB
Subtotal 16 18 113 2.3 A
T 63 60 95 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 63 60 95 0.1 A
L 24 26 108 06 A
WB T 94 90 96 0.1 A
Subtotal 118 116 98 0.2 A
Total 196 194 99 0.4 A
Intersection: Escala Court & RC 17/18
____ Unsignalized

=

]
| Approach Movement

Demand ~ Volume Served ) D'élai/ﬁeiﬁﬂ(is'eci '
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

L 14 13 95 3.0 A

SB
Subtotal 14 13 93 3.0 A
T 37 37 99 00 A

EB
Subtotal 37 37 100 0.0 A
T 74 72 97 0.0 A
WB R 19 18 96 0.0 A
Subtotal 93 90 97 0.0 A
Total 144 140 97 0.3 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized

Approach Movement

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L 9 8 86 0.7 A
NW T 90 88 98 0.1 A
Subtotal 99 96 97 0.2 A
T 81 79 98 0.2 A
SE
Subtotal 81 79 98 0.2 A
R 7 6 83 24 A
NE
Subtotal 7 6 86 2.4 A
Total 188 181 96 0.2 A
Intersection: RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized

Aooroach Movement Demand ~ Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
; i Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R 1 1 100 26 A

NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 2.6 A
T 81 79 98 0.1 A

EB
Subtotal 81 79 98 0.1 A
L 2 1 50 0.8 A
WB T 88 88 100 0.2 A
Subtotal 90 89 99 0.2 A
Total 172 169 93 0.2 A
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 22 & High Mountain Road
Unsignalized _ - . _
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 9 9 100 2.4 A
L 13 12 91 0.7 A
NW T 76 76 100 0.2 A
Subtotal 89 88 99 0.3 A
T 72 70 98 0.2 A
SE
Subtotal 72 70 97 0.2 A
Total 170 167 98 0.3 A
Intersection: Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road
Type:  Unsignalized _______ ___ I —
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
[ Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R
NB
Subtotal 28 26 93 2.5 A
T 43 44 103 01 A
EB
Subtotal 43 44 102 0.1 A
L 25 25 100 0.6 A
WB T 50 51 102 0.3 A
Subtotal 75 76 101 0.4 A
Total 146 146 100 0.7 A
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HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village
Type: ___________Signalized I _______

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

191 87.2 F

NB T 1,765 1,770 100 334 C

R 15 15 102 207 C

Subtotal 1,971 1,968 100 38.3 D

L 20 18 91 130.3 F

SB T 1,810 1,721 95 83.9 F

R 214 195 91 16.1 B

Subtotal 2,044 1,934 95 77.5 E

L 682 674 99 56.5 E

EB T 6 6 100 359 D

R 113 110 98 29.9 C

Subtotal 801 790 99 52.6 D

L 10 9 88 727 E

T 5 5 95 823 F

w8 R 20 21 106 444 D

Subtotal 35 35 100 57.1 E

Total 4,850 4727 9/ 57.1 E
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive

Type Unsignalized

Demand  Volume Served " Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement ' Avg %, Avg LOS

i

L 1 100 17.0 C

NB R 35 37 105 8.9 A
Subtotal 36 38 106 9.1 A

T 766 757 99 0.5 A

EB R 5 5 95 0.1 A
Subtotal 771 762 99 0.5 A

L 15 13 88 9.7 A

WB T 395 371 94 45 A
Subtotal 410 384 94 4.7 A

Total 1,217 1,184 9/ 2.1 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background

Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized _ 7

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

- Approach Movement

Volume % Avg LOS
L 5 5 95 124 B
NB R 10 9 88 8.7 A
Subtotal 15 14 93 10.0 A
T 760 752 99 0.8 A
EB R 25 25 100 0.3 A
Subtotal 785 777 99 0.8 A
L 10 11 107 7.4 A
WB T 387 363 94 0.5 A
Subtotal 397 374 94 0.7 A
Total 1,198 1,165 97 0.9 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive
Type:

' Approach Movement

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

 Volume Served
%

L 5 121 B
SB R 1 1 100 4.4 A
Subtotal 6 100 10.8 B

L 1 0 0
EB T 781 774 99 1.8 A
Subtotal 782 774 99 1.8 A
T 386 363 94 0.5 A
WB R 5 5 95 0.3 A
Subtotal 391 368 94 0.5 A
Total 1,180 1,148 97 1.9 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive
Type: Roundabout

Demand Volume Served Delszeh (sec)
Volume Avg Yo Avg LOS

Approach Movement

48 49 ; A

T 20 17 86 8.1 A

NW R 300 298 99 3.8 A

Subtotal 368 364 99 4.5 A

L 60 56 93 35 A

SE T 5 7 133 35 A

R 30 31 102 3.0 A

Subtotal 95 94 99 3.3 A

L 17 17 101 4.3 A

NE T 422 421 100 438 A

R 50 50 100 47 A

Subtotal 489 488 100 4.8 A

L 70 64 91 42 A

SW T 256 243 95 50 A

R 62 59 96 4.6 A

Subtotal 388 366 94 4.8 A

Total 1,339 1,312 98 4.6 A
Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Volume Served " Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

Type: __________Unsignalized

76 13.0 B
NB R 40 40 101 6.0 A
Subtotal 45 44 98 6.6 A
L 20 19 96 10.5 B

SB
Subtotal 20 19 95 10.5 B
L 5 5 a5 2.2 A
EB T 428 429 100 04 A
Subtotal 433 434 100 0.4 A
L 40 40 101 4.4 A
WB T 274 263 96 1.3 A
R 20 20 101 0.7 A
Subtotal 334 323 97 1.6 A
Total 832 820 99 1.5 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project # UT16-878

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
____Unsignalized I
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o Avg LOS
Subtotal 20 20 100 4.5 A
T 413 415 100 0.6 A
EB R 2 2 100 0.7 A
Subtotal 415 417 100 0.6 A
T 278 266 96 0.1 A
WB
Subtotal 278 266 96 0.1 A
Total 713 103 99 0.5 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane

Unsignalized L
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume % Avg LOS

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

L 87 A

SB R 1 2 200 27 A
Subtotal 11 11 100 7.6 A

L 5 4 76 1.9 A

EB T 406 409 101 0.3 A
Subtotal 411 413 100 0.3 A

T 268 256 96 0.3 A

WB R 10 10 98 04 A

l Subtotal 278 266 96 0.3 A
Total 700 690 99 0.4 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
L0 V11|11 S —
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
(Appm“h Movement —y1ume Avg % Avg LOS
A
A
. A
Subtotal 20 21 105 2.9 A
T 400 403 101 1.1 A
EB R 10 10 98 0.9 A
Subtotal 410 413 101 1.4 A
L 35 30 85 27 A
WB T 234 228 98 0.1 A
Subtotal 269 258 96 0.4 A
Total 700 692 99 0.9 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & Chalet Drive

Type: o ) sinalie o
Demand Volume Served
Volume Avg % Avg

Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

NB
Subtotal 10 10 100 0.0 A
L 15 14 95 0.4 A
SB T 31 26 85 0.1 A
Subtotal 46 40 87 0.2 : A
R 10 11 107 21 A

wB
Subtotal 10 11 110 2.1 A
Total 66 61 92 0.5 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec) ‘
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 241 243 101 0.5 A
L 25 23 92 2.3 A
SB T 260 254 98 1.4 A
Subtotal 285 277 97 1.5 A
R 20 20 101 33 A
wB
Subtotal 20 20 100 3.3 A
Total 546 540 99 1.1 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive

Delay/Veh (sec)

7 Ugalized

B Volaﬁége'rved

Avg Avg LOS
NB T 166 165 100
Subtotal 186 183 98 1.0 A
T 145 145 100 1.1 A
SB R 115 108 94 1.0 A
Subtotal 260 253 97 1.1 A
L 75 77 103 56 A
EB R 20 18 91 39 A
Subtotal 95 95 : 100 5.3 A
Total 540 531 98 1.8 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: ____ i L — ____
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS
L .
NW T 50 54 108 0.0 A
Subtotal 55 59 107 0.1 A
T 20 20 101 1.0 A
SE R 145 143 99 0.8 A
Subtotal 165 163 99 0.8 A
L 135 128 95 4.0 A
NE R 10 9 88 3.4 A
Subtotal 145 137 94 4.0 A
Total 365 359 98 19 A

Intersection:

ype-

Approach Movement

Escala Court & High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive
nsilzed

Demand ~ Volume Served ‘Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

L 42 A

NB R 30 28 93 22 A
Subtotal 35 33 94 2.5 A

L 45 43 96 1.4 A

T 40 42 104 0.6 A

w8 R 65 65 100 0.9 A
Subtotal 150 150 100 1.0 A

L 50 48 96 0.1 A

SE R 5 6 114 0.0 A
Subtotal 55 54 98 0.1 A

Total 241 237 98 1.0 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS

L 367 360 98 113.6 F
NB T 1,765 1,721 98 59.1 E
R 15 14 95 357 D
Subtotal 2,147 2,095 98 68.3 E
L 20 13 65 206.2 F
SB T 1,810 1,199 66 161.4 F
R 478 316 66 295 C
Subtotal 2,308 1,528 66 134.5 F
L 924 932 101 56.6 E
EB T 6 7 112 395 D
R 217 211 97 18.4 B
Subtotal 1,147 1,150 100 49.5 D
L 10 10 103 74.5 E
T 5 5 95 84.1 F
we R 20 24 120 59.8 E
Subtotal 35 39 111 66.7 E
Total 5,637 4,812 85 85.5 r
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
L AL UL et — ——
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
t
| Approach Movement Volume Avg %, Avg LOS
L 6 5 80 67.4 F
NB R 45 48 106 10.1 B
Subtotal 51 53 104 15.5 C
T 1,101 1,093 99 1.2 A
EB
Subtotal 1,101 1,093 99 1.2 A
T 850 683 80 6.5 A
WB
Subtotal 850 683 80 6.5 A
Total 2,002 1,829 91 3.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
- _ Unsilized _ ]
: Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T . A
EB R 30 31 104 14 A
Subtotal 1,132 1,127 100 2.1 A
L 25 20 79 19.0 C
WB T 831 669 81 06 A
Subtotal 856 689 80 1.1 A
Total 1,988 1,816 91 1.7 A

Intersection:

Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive

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

SB R 1 1 100 42.8 E
Subtotal 6 6 100 105.0 F

L 1 1 100 58 A

EB T 1,127 1,122 100 36 A
Subtotal 1,128 1,123 100 3.6 A

T 826 667 81 09 A

WB R 5 4 76 05 A
Subtotal 831 671 81 0.9 A

Total 1,965 1,800 92 2.9 A
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HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report
Project. Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive
Type: Roundabout
= S

§Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg Y% Avg LOS
L 50 45 90 9.3 A
NW T 20 20 100 9.8 A
R 688 689 100 6.2 A
Subtotal 758 754 99 6.5 A
L 118 125 106 55 A
SE T 5 5 95 52 A
R 30 31 104 52 A
Subtotal 153 161 105 5.4 A
L 20 19 95 6.8 A
NE T 322 300 96 7.7 A
R 50 50 101 7.8 A
Subtotal 392 378 96 7.7 A
L 253 209 83 7.6 A
SW T 427 343 80 8.0 A
R 147 121 82 7.5 A
Subtotal 827 673 81 7.8 A
Total 2,130 1,966 92 7.1 A
Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: ___________Unsignalized

~ Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg % Avg LOS

10.9 B
NB R 15 17 115 42 A
Subtotal 17 19 112 4.9 A
L 5 5 95 12.8 B

SB
Subtotal 5 5 100 12.8 B
L 5 5 95 1.7 A
EB T 371 356 96 0.3 A
R 1 1 100 0.0 A
Subtotal 377 362 96 0.3 A
T 498 411 83 1.4 A
WB R 10 9 92 1.0 A
Subtotal 508 420 83 1.4 A
Total 907 806 89 1.1 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
r _ Demand N Volume Servedw—' Delay/Veh—(;;)WJﬁ
! Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 5 5 100 4.7 A
T 372 357 96 03 A
EB
Subtotal 372 357 96 0.3 A
T 499 412 83 0.1 A
WB
Subtotal 499 412 83 0.1 A
Total 8/6 114 88 0.2 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane
Type: D ——
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
‘ Approach Movement Volume % Avg LOS
A
sB A
Subtotal 2 2 100 6.0 A
L 5 4 76 33 A
EB T 371 356 96 0.3 A
Subtotal 376 360 96 0.3 A
T 498 410 82 0.8 A
WB R 1 1 100 06 A
Subtotal 499 411 82 0.8 A
Total 877 K 38 0.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized ____________ ______ ______

| Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
‘Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS

A
A
. A
Subtotal 212 205 97 5.3 A
T 169 160 95 1.0 A
EB R 10 8 82 0.6 A
Subtotal 179 168 94 1.0 A
L 170 136 80 1.3 A
WB T 329 275 84 0.2 A
Subtotal 499 411 82 0.6 A
Total 891 184 88 1.9 A

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

Red Pine Road & RC 21
Unsignalized

~ Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand " Volume Served
Volume Avg %

NB
Subtotal 195 188 96 0.5 A
T 162 131 81 02 A
SB R 21 16 77 02 A
Subtotal 183 147 80 0.2 A
L 15 15 102 40 A

EB
Subtotal 15 15 100 4.0 A
Total 392 350 89 0.5 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period.

Intersection:

HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & RC 20

Type: Unsignalized _ _ _
: Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
 Approach Movement o me Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 187 179 96 0.2 A
T 139 112 80 04 A
SB R 20 17 86 0.2 A
Subtotal 159 129 81 0.4 A
L 9 9 97 3.8 A
EB
Subtotal 9 9 100 3.8 A
Total 355 317 89 0.4 A

Intersection:

Type:

f Approach Movement

Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive

Volume Sérvea ~DékEI\léh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

95 0.1 A

NB
Subtoftal 167 158 95 0.1 A
L 5 3 57 1.2 A
SB T 118 96 81 03 A
R 17 14 84 0.1 A
Subtotal 140 113 81 0.3 A
L 15 15 102 4.2 A

EB
Subtotal 15 15 100 4.2 A
R 5 6 114 2.9 A

WwB
Subtotal 5 6 120 2.9 A
Total 32/ 292 89 0.5 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: ' Unsignalized _ .
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg Y% Avg L.OS
T A
NB R 27 A
Subtotal 28 27 96 2.5 A
T 139 132 95 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 139 132 95 0.1 A
L 35 28 79 1.0 A
WB T 83 68 82 0.2 A
Subtotal 118 96 81 0.4 A
Total 285 255 89 0.5 A

Intersection:

Type.

_Approach Movement

Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15

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

NB
Subtotal 177 165 93 0.2 A
T 322 267 83 07 A
SB R 12 1" 90 0.8 A
Subtotal 334 278 83 0.7 A
R 4 5 125 32 A

EB
Subtotal 4 5 125 3.2 A
Total 515 448 87 0.6 A
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HALES D ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: _ Unsignalized _____________ ___ _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
3 Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 157 143 91 0.1 A
L 25 20 80 1.3 A
SB T 297 249 84 05 A
Subtotal 322 269 84 0.6 A
R 20 22 111 26 A
wB
Subtotal 20 22 110 2.6 A
Total 493 434 87 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14
Ty Unsignalized ____

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

" Demand  Volume Served

Approach Movement Volume Avg %

EB
Subtotal 8 8 100 2.3 A
T 157 143 91 0.1 A

NE
Subtotal 157 143 91 0.1 A
T 278 230 83 0.4 A
SW R 20 20 101 0.3 A
Subtotal 298 250 84 0.4 A
Total 463 401 8/ 0.3 A
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HALES D ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
| Approach Movement % Avg LOS
L .
NB T 157 143 91 02 A
Subtotal 178 162 91 0.4 A
T 134 108 80 0.7 A
SB R 152 130 86 0.5 A
Subtotal - 286 238 83 0.6 A
R 139 137 99 3.4 A
EB
Subtotal 139 137 99 3.4 A
Total 603 53/ 89 1.2 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: ____ Roundabout

Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
| APP Volume Avg % Avg LOS

1.7 A

T 32 88 2.1 A

NW R 1 1 100 0.9 A

Subtotal 86 71 83 1.8 A

L 3 3 100 16 A

SE T 106 95 90 1.8 A

R 126 113 90 1.5 A

Subtotal 235 211 90 1.6 A

L 96 89 93 20 A

NE T 2 1 67 07 A

R 41 43 106 1.7 A

Subtotal 139 133 96 1.9 A

R 2 2 100 1.4 A

SW
Subtotal 2 2 100 1.4 A
Total 498 451 9N 1.7 A
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Project:

HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

|
i Approach Movement

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
3 Unsignalized

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

e e -

A

NB R 3 A

Subtotal 12 13 108 3.4 A

L 2 2 100 26 A

SB R 1 1 100 2.8 A

Subtotal 3 3 100 2.7 A

L 2 2 100 05 A

EB T 134 126 94 0.2 A

R 11 11 98 0.2 A

Subtotal 147 139 95 0.2 A

L 5 4 76 0.7 A

T 76 62 82 0.1 A

w8 R 2 2 100 0.1 A

Subtotal 83 68 82 0.1 A

Total 246 223 91 0.4 A

Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road

Unsignalized

[ Demand
iApproach Movement Volume Avg % Avg L.OS
L
T 0
SE R 4 5 125 26 A
Subtotal 76 77 101 3.6 A
L 5 5 95 11 A
NE T 65 61 93 0.1 A
Subtotal 70 66 94 0.2 A
T 98 84 86 0.3 A
SW R 82 73 89 0.2 A
Subtotal 180 157 87 0.3 A
Total 326 300 92 1.1 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation sofutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 16 & Escala Court
Type: _ Unsignalized _____ ___ ______
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
i Approach Movement Volume Avg % LOS
Subtotal 13 11 85 2.2 A
T 57 55 96 0.2 A
EB
Subtotal 57 55 96 0.2 A
L 20 18 91 0.5 A
WB T 81 69 85 0.1 A
Subtotal 101 87 86 0.2 A
Total 171 153 89 0.3 A
Intersection: Escala Court & RC 17/18

Type: ______ Unsignalized

Deménd

" Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
SB
Subtotal 12 13 108 2.9 A
T 35 34 96 0.0 A
EB
Subtotal 35 34 97 0.0 A
T 65 55 84 0.1 A
WB R 16 14 89 0.1 A
Subtotal 81 69 85 0.1 A
Total 128 116 90 0.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road

Type: Unsignalized _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L .
NW T 78 70 90 0.1 A
Subtotal 87 78 90 0.1 A
T 70 71 102 0.1 A
SE
Subtotal 70 71 101 0.1 A
R 6 6 96 22 A
NE
Subtotal 6 6 100 2.2 A
Total 163 155 95 0.2 A

Intersection:

Type.

- Approach Movement

RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Volume Avg %

NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 1.4 A
T 70 72 103 0.1 A

EB
Subtotal 70 72 103 0.1 A
L 2 1 50 . 05 A
WE T 77 70 91 0.1 A
Subtotal 79 71 90 0.1 A
Total 150 144 96 0.1 A
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HALES (J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 22 & High Mountain Road

Type: Unsignalized _ #l _
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
}Approach Movement Volume Avg %o Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 8 8 100 2.3 A
L 11 9 80 1.0 A
NW T 66 60 92 0.1 A
Subtotal 77 69 90 0.2 A
T 62 64 104 0.1 A
SE
Subtotal 62 64 103 0.1 A
Total 146 141 96 0.3 A
Intersection: Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road
Type: _______ ~ Unsignalized
a Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
:Approach Movement Volume Avg o/ Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 24 25 104 2.5 A
T 37 39 105 0.1 A

EB
Subtotal 37 39 105 0.1 A
L 22 19 87 0.6 A
WB T 44 40 92 0.2 A
Subtotal 66 59 89 0.3 A
Total 126 123 9/ 0.7 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village

Type: i g nzed o _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement ., ¢ Avg % Avg LOS

L 515 298 58 486.7 F
NB T 1,001 616 62 36.1 D
R 13 7 55 11.4 B
Subtotal 1,529 921 60 181.7 F
L 17 16 94 178.7 F
SB T 1,026 908 97 125.3 F
R 657 634 97 63.6 E
Subtotal 1,700 1,648 97 102.1 F
L 1,073 1,021 95 57.8 E
EB T 6 6 100 46.1 D
R 269 252 94 16.8 B
Subtotal 1,348 1,279 95 49.7 D
L 8 7 85 747 E
T 5 5 95 106.9 F
w8 R 17 19 112 308 C
Subtotal 30 31 103 53.0 D
Total 4,607 3,879 84 108.4 F
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized . . _ .
, Approach Movement 3?)7:;:‘: A\\//golume Se(VG;Z gslsyIVeh (Sicc))s

L F
NB R 38 11 29 1014.7 F
Subtotal 45 14 31 1147.7 F
T 1,309 1,264 97 15 A

EB
Subtotal 1,309 1,264 97 1.5 A
T 1,177 937 80 53.3 F

WwB
Subtotal 1,177 937 80 53.3 F
Total 2,531 2,219 88 35.3 E
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized

Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)

Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 1,336 1,293 97 25 A
L 21 18 86 329 D
wB T 1,163 922 79 8.5 A
Subtotal 1,184 940 79 9.0 A
Total 2,520 2,233 89 5.2 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive

signalizd

Demand
Volume

Avg

Volume Served

Avg

Delay/Veh (sec)

LOS

SB R 1 1 100 307.2
Subtotal 4 3 75 232.4 F
L 1 1 100 5.1 A
EB T 1,332 1,292 97 45 A
Subtotal 1,333 1,293 97 4.5 A
T 1,159 918 79 19.6 C
WB R 4 4 94 16.5 C
Subtotal 1,163 922 79 19.6 C
Total 2,501 2,218 89 11.0 B
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HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #. UT16-878
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

Type: Roundabout

Demand Volume Served 7 DeTaylVeh (éa:)
Volume Avg %o Avg LOS

~Approach Movement

42 45 107 B

17 19 112 B

NW R 633 641 101 48 A

Subtotal 692 705 102 5.6 A

L 117 117 100 71 A

SE T 6 6 96 7.8 A

R 24 22 91 6.7 A

Subtotal 147 145 99 7.1 A

L 17 15 88 49.2 E

NE T 583 539 92 55.4 F

R 46 49 106 53.3 F

Subtotal 646 603 93 55.1 F

L 347 277 80 334 D

SW T 654 510 78 345 D

R 160 130 81 33.7 D

Subtotal 1,161 917 79 34.1 D

Total 2,646 2,370 90 29.4 D

Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized ]

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

M\lloliﬂn}ea Served
Avg %

Demand
Volume

Approach Movement

SB
Subtotal 20 19 95 87.8 F
L 5 4 76 54 A
EB T 626 587 94 29 A
Subtotal 631 591 94 2.9 A
T 720 579 80 22 A

wB
Subtotal 720 579 80 22 _ A
Total 1,372 1,189 87 4.0 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES PDENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive

Type:  Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS
Subtotal 20 22 110 26.1 D
T 611 571 93 4.4 A
EB R 2 2 100 06 A
Subtotal 613 573 93 4.4 A
T 719 577 80 0.1 A
wB
Subtotal 719 577 80 0.1 A
Total 1,352 1,172 87 2./ A

Intersection:

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane

biel'e;;IVeh'(sec)
Avg LOS

%

B R 1 1 100 73
Subtotal 11 9 82 16.4 c

L 5 4 76 2.7 A

EB T 604 566 94 0.6 A
Subtotal 609 570 94 0.6 A

T 710 570 80 1.2 A

WB R 10 8 82 0.8 A
Subtotal 720 578 80 12 A

Total 1,340 1,157 86 1.0 A
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HALES J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized .
Demand Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS
. A
T 4 5 111 04 A
NB R 298 270 9 16.9 C
Subtotal 303 276 91 16.6 C
T 314 304 97 22 A
EB R 10 10 103 1.1 A
Subtotal 324 314 97 2.2 A
L 275 219 80 1.9 A
WB T 436 352 81 0.2 A
Subtotal 711 571 80 0.9 A
Total 1,338 1,161 8/ 5.0 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 21
Type: ____________ Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

21 A

NB
Subtotal 282 254 90 2.1 A
T 265 210 79 0.3 A
SB R 24 21 88 0.2 A
Subtotal 289 231 80 0.3 A
L 17 17 101 75 A

EB
Subtotal 17 17 100 7.5 A
Total 588 502 89 1.5 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Red Pine Road & RC 20

Type: ] Unsignalized _ _ _ .
: Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 271 245 90 0.3 A
T 238 187 79 0.4 A
SB R 23 21 91 0.5 A
Subtotal 261 208 80 0.4 A
L 11 10 89 4.9 A
EB
Subtotal 11 10 91 4.9 A
Total 543 463 85 0.4 A

Intersection:

Approach Movemen

Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive

Demand _ VolumeServed  Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg % Avg LOS
0.2 A
NB
Subtotal 244 220 90 0.2 A
L 15 1 75 17 A
SB T 204 160 79 0.3 A
R 20 16 81 02 A
Subtotal | . 239 187 78 0.4 A
L 17 16 % 48 A
EB
Subtotal 17 16 94 4.8 A
R ) 1 — 107 29 A
WB
Subtotal 10 11 110 29 A
Total 500 254 55 05 A
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HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized v 7 _
j Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
' Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T . A
NB R 30 28 93 2.9 A
Subtotal 31 30 97 2.7 A
T 214 192 90 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 214 192 90 0.1 A
L 32 24 74 1.3 A
WB T 171 136 79 0.3 A
Subtotal 203 160 79 0.5 A
Total 448 382 85 0.4 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15
Type: _ _ Unsignalized _ _ _

Demand ) Vqun\éiSeir\}ed .IDTE-I:;yIVéh {sec)

| Approach Movement Avg LOS
T
NB
Subtotal 320 311 97 0.5 A
T 427 345 81 0.8 A
SB R 14 12 87 0.6 A
Subtotal 441 357 81 0.8 A
R 5 5 95 31 A
EB
Subtotal 5 5 100 3.1 A
Total /66 673 88 0.6 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transpertation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: _ Ugnalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o Avg LOS
Subtotal 300 289 96 0.2 A
L 25 20 80 23 A
SB T 402 326 81 0.7 A
Subtotal 427 346 81 0.8 A
R 20 21 106 34 A
wB
Subtotal 20 21 105 3.4 A
Total (47 656 88 0.6 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14

~ Volume Served " Delay/Veh (sec)

LOS
EB
Subtotal 9 8 89 3.8 A
T 300 289 96 0.2 A
NE
Subtotal 300 289 96 0.2 A
T 379 306 81 04 A
SW R 24 20 83 0.3 A
Subtotal 403 326 81 0.4 A
Total 112 623 88 0.4 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive

_Unsignalized _________________ _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement Volume Avg o Avg LOS

L .
NB T 301 291 97 0.3 A
Subtotal 327 315 96 0.5 A
T 346 284 82 06 A
SB R 42 31 74 0.5 A
Subtotal 388 315 81 0.6 A
R 146 146 100 45 A

EB
Subtotal 146 146 100 4.5 A
Total 862 (/6 90 1.3 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Roundabout

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

3.8 A
T 35 29 83 4.1 A
NW R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 175 142 81 3.9 A
L 3 2 67 29 A
SE T 122 106 87 34 A
R 322 283 88 2.9 A
Subtotal 447 391 87 3.0 A
L 233 233 100 3.5 A

T 0 0 0
NE R 101 96 95 3.8 A
Subtotal 334 329 99 3.6 A
R 1 1 100 2.0 A

SW

Subtotal 1 1 100 2.0 A
Total 1,001 901 90 3.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

i

i Approach Movement

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive

Unsignalized
Demand

Volume Served

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

Project #: UT16-878

'Delayl\/e.h'(sec)

Volume Avg Yo Avg LOS
L 10 10 98 53 A
NB R 4 3 75 238 A
Subtotal 14 13 93 4.7 A
L 2 2 100 27 A
SB R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 3 3 100 2.9 A
L 2 1 50 0.9 A
EB T 208 187 90 0.4 A
R 13 14 106 0.3 A
Subtotal 223 202 91 0.4 A
L 6 6 96 15 A
T 163 129 79 0.2 A
wB R 2 2 100 02 A
Subtotal 171 137 80 0.3 A
Total 412 355 86 0.5 A

Intersection:

i

Type. ___

i Approach Movement

Escala Court & High Mountain Road
Unsignalized

Demand
Volume

! leﬁhie 'Sefiléd

Avg

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg

LOS

260 254 98 6.3 A

SE R 5 6 114 54 A
Subtotal 265 260 98 6.3 A

L 5 4 76 28 A

NE T 74 76 103 0.1 A
Subtotal 79 80 101 0.2 A

T 112 95 85 07 A

SW R 349 299 86 0.6 A
Subtotal 461 394 85 0.6 A

Total 805 734 91 2.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

RC 16 & Escala Court

Type: e —
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS
Subtotal 16 16 100 2.4 A
T 63 63 100 0.2 A
EB
Subtotal 63 63 100 0.2 A
L 24 21 88 0.7 A
WB T 94 81 87 0.2 A
Subtotal 118 102 86 0.3 A
Total 196 181 92 0.4 A

Intersection:

Type:

“Approach Movement

Escala Court & RC 17/18

bemand _ VolumeServed  Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg % Avg LOS

30 A
SB

Subtotal 14 13 93 3.0 A
T 37 38 102 0.0 A

EB '
Subtotal 37 38 103 0.0 A
T 74 65 87 0.1 A
WB R 19 16 85 0.1 A
Subtotal 93 81 87 0.1 A
Total 144 132 92 0.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES (pENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road

Type: ____ Unsignalized __ __ __ __
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS
L .
NW T 345 293 85 0.2 A
Subtotal 354 302 85 0.2 A
T 258 253 98 0.7 A
SE
Subtotal 258 253 98 0.7 A
R 7 6 83 36 A
NE
Subtotal 7 6 86 3.6 A
Total 619 561 91 0.5 A
Intersection: RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road

Type:

Approach Movement

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand B 7\76]11;;Serve’6
Volume Avg %

NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 3.7 A
T 258 254 99 0.5 A

EB
Subtotal 258 254 98 0.5 A
L 2 2 100 1.7 A
WB T 343 292 85 05 A
Subtotal 345 294 85 0.5 A
Total 603 549 91 0.5 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

RC 22 & High Mountain Road

Type: Unsignalized o
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS
Subtotal 9 8 89 3.4 A
L 13 10 75 24 A
NW T 331 283 85 0.6 A
Subtotal 344 293 85 0.7 A
T 248 245 99 0.7 A
SE
Subtotal 248 245 99 0.7 A
Total 602 546 91 0.7 A
Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road

Intersection:

“Volume Served  Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 28 29 104 3.1 A
T 220 216 98 0.5 A

EB
Subtotal 220 216 98 0.5 A
L 25 21 84 16 A
WB T 306 261 85 0.8 A
Subtotal 331 282 85 0.9 A
Total 5/8 527 91 0.9 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

| Approach Movement

HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village

Signalized

o N St
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg Avg LOS

463 F

NB T 1,765 1,773 C
R 15 14 95 17.9 B

Subtotal 2,243 2,238 100 A7.2 D

L 20 18 90 163.0 F

SB T 1,810 1,698 94 785 E
R 603 574 95 20.2 C

Subtotal 2,433 2,290 94 64.6 E

L 1,047 999 95 134.9 F

EB T 5 5 95 61.0 E
R 248 246 99 443 D

Subtotal 1,300 1,250 96 116.8 F

L 10 9 92 747 E

T 5 5 95 99.0 F

we R 20 22 110 17.5 B
Subtotal 35 36 103 43.1 D

Total 6,011 5,814 9/ 69.5 E

Intersection:
Type:

Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsigalz i

‘A roach Movement Demand " Volume SérVéd ' 'bglwaiylv\/eh (sec)
 APP Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L
NB R 45
Subtotal 51 45 88 186.0 F
T 1,255 1,238 99 8.4 A
EB
Subtotal 1,255 1,238 99 8.4 A
T 1,071 1,029 96 7.0 A
wB
Subtotal 1,071 1,029 96 7.0 A
Total 2,378 2,312 9/ 1.7 B
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HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized

Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement Avg Avg LOS

T 13.1 B

EB R 30 33 11 11.4 B
Subtotal 1,286 1,276 99 13.1 B

L 25 22 87 176 C

WB T 1,052 1,013 96 0.8 A
Subtotal 1,077 1,035 96 1.2 A

Total 2,364 2,311 98 1.{ A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive
Type: Unsignalized

Demand Volume Served #Bélﬂé-yT\'/éwhi(sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

Approach Movement

-

L
SB R 1 1 100 197.1 F
Subtotal 6 6 100 411.7 F
L 1 1 100 48.0 E
T 1,280 1,275 100 13.2 B

EB

Subtotal 1,281 1,276 100 13.2 B
T 1,047 1,009 96 1.2 A
WB R 5 5 95 1.0 A
Subtotal 1,062 1,014 96 1.2 A
Total 2,340 2,296 98 9.2 A
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive
Type: Roundabout

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

Approach Movement

50 50 B

NW T 20 21 105 13.6 B

R 688 687 100 12.8 B

Subtotal 758 758 100 12.9 B

L 118 124 105 10.1 B

SE T 5 4 76 12.8 B

R 30 32 108 10.0 A

Subtotal 153 160 105 10.1 B

L 20 19 95 222 C

NE T 476 467 98 26.1 D

R 50 48 96 226 o

Subtotal 546 534 98 25.6 D

L 253 237 94 34 A

SW T 648 629 97 57 A

R 147 144 98 5.4 A

Subtotal 1,048 1,010 96 51 A

Total 2,504 2,462 98 12.3 B
Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized

Aooroach Movement Demand "~ Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
PP Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB R 15 14 95 20.8 C
Subtotal 17 16 94 20.2 C
L 5 6 114 386 E

SB
Subtotal 5 6 120 38.6 E
L 5 6 114 11.8 B
EB T 526 518 99 16 A
R 1 1 100 0.5 A
Subtotal 532 525 99 1.7 A
T 718 700 97 21 A
WB R 10 10 103 1.3 A
Subtotal 728 710 98 21 A
Total 1,282 1,257 98 2.3 A
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HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine \IEL[2)]
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized _
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
i Approach Movement Volume Avg %, Avg LOS
Subtotal 5 5 100 57.9 F
T 526 522 99 1.9 A
EB
Subtotal 526 522 99 1.9 A
T 720 702 98 0.4 A
WB
Subtotal 720 702 98 0.4 A
‘Total 1,252 1,229 98 1.2 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane
Unsignalized

Vgl?mevServed“ﬁit
%

Intersection:

-”-WbéEyIVeh (sec)
Avg LOS

SB R 1 1 100 1é.9 B
Subtotal 2 2 100 9.6 A

L 5 4 76 52 A

EB T 526 520 99 05 A
Subtotal 531 524 99 0.5 A

T 719 699 97 24 A

WB R 1 2 200 26 A
Subtotal 720 701 97 24 A

Total 1,253 1,227 98 1.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized

[ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)
gApproach Movement Volume Avg LOS

A

B

Subtotal 259 255 98 10.7 B

T 279 276 . 99 1.9 A

EB R 10 10 103 0.8 A

Subtotal 289 286 99 1.9 A

L 236 230 98 1.9 A

WB T 485 471 97 0.2 A

Subtotal 721 701 97 0.8 A

Total 1,268 1,242 98 31 A

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

Red Pine Road & RC 21

Demand _ VolumeServed  Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 242 240 99 0.7 A
T 228 224 98 03 A
SB R 21 20 96 0.2 A
Subtotal 249 244 o8 0.3 A
L 15 1 % 6.4 A
Subtotal 15 14 93 6.4 A
Total 506 4938 98 0.7 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 20
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
‘ Approach Movement v o 1ume Avg % Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 232 232 100 0.2 A
T 206 201 98 0.5 A
SB R 20 19 96 0.3 A
Subtotal 226 220 97 0.5 A
L 9 9 97 4.8 A
EB
Subtotal 9 9 100 4.8 A
Total 466 461 99 0.4 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive
Unsignalized _____________ _______

Demand “Volume Served e wBéEi/N& (sec)

' Approach Movement

Volume Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 213 213 100 0.2 A
L 5 5 95 15 A
SB T 183 179 98 0.4 A
R 17 16 96 0.2 A
Subtotal 205 200 98 04 . A
L 15 14 95 45 A
EB
Subtotal 15 14 93 4.5 A
R 5 6 114 32 A
WB
Subtotal 5 6 120 3.2 A
Total 438 433 99 0.5 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES PJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type:
Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T . A
NB R 27 27 100 3.0 A
Subtotal 28 29 104 2.8 A
T 186 187 101 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 186 187 101 0.1 A
L 35 35 99 1.2 A
WB T 148 144 97 04 A
Subtotal 183 179 98 0.6 A
Total 397 395 99 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15

Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement /), me Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 285 283 99 0.5 A

T 479 464 97 1.1 A

SB R ‘ 12 13 106 1.1 A
Subtotal 491 477 97 1.1 A

R 4 3 75 5.8 A

EB

Subtotal 4 3 75 5.8 A

Total 780 163 93 0.9 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Unsignalized

' Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
| APP Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T 265 264 100 0.2 A
NB
Subtotal 265 264 100 0.2 A
L 25 23 92 2.5 A
SB T 452 437 97 0.9 A
Subtotal 477 460 96 1.0 A
R 20 19 96 3.0 A
wB
Subtotal 20 19 95 3.0 A
Total /61 743 98 0.8 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14

" Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

Volume Servéd
% AVg

EB
Subtotal 8 7 88 4.6 A
T 265 264 100 02 A

NE
Subtotal 265 264 100 0.2 A
T 433 417 96 0.6 A
SW R 20 21 106 0.4 A
Subtotal 453 438 97 0.6 A
Total 126 709 98 0.5 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)

Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sgc—) )
| Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 286 287 100 0.5 A
T 290 281 97 1.0 A
SB R 152 143 94 0.9 A
Subtotal 442 424 96 1.0 A
R 139 143 103 438 A
EB
Subtotal 139 143 103 4.8 A
Total 866 854 99 1.5 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Type:_ Roundabout __

e ‘Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

" Volume Served
%

Demand

Approach Movement Volume Avg

36 A
T 32 33 105 36 A
NW R 1 1 100 6.1 A
Subtotal 152 148 97 3.6 A
L 3 3 100 33 A
SE T 106 107 101 36 A
R 281 274 97 33 A
Subtotal 390 384 98 3.4 A
L 204 206 101 33 A
NE T 2 1 67 0.7 A
R 87 86 99 35 A
Subtotal 293 293 100 3.3 A
R 2 2 100 3.1 A
sSwW
Subtotal 2 2 100 31 A
Total 874 863 99 3.4 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection: RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume o, Avg LOS
L .
NB R 3 3 100 2.8 A
Subtotal 12 12 100 4.3 A
L 2 2 100 2.9 A
SB R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 3 3 100 3.1 A
L 2 1 50 1.1 A
EB T 181 183 101 0.4 A
R 11 11 98 0.3 A
Subtotal 194 195 101 0.4 A
L 5 4 76 0.9 A
T 141 138 98 0.3 A
w8 R 2 2 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 148 144 97 0.3 A
Total 358 354 99 0.5 A

Escala Court & High Mountain Road
____________Unsignalized
Demand

Intersection:

riﬁeTa)}IVeh (sec)

~ Volume Serveaﬂ"

[Approach Movement
\

Volume Avg % Avg LOS

T 0 0 0
SE R 4 4 100 52 A
Subtotal 230 231 100 6.2 A
L 5 4 76 44 A
NE T 65 65 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 70 69 99 0.3 A
T 98 95 97 08 A
SW R 303 294 97 0.6 A
Subtotal 401 389 97 0.6 A
Total /02 689 98 2.5 A
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Project:
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

HALES J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Intersection: RC 16 & Escala Court
Type: Unsignalized
| N Demand e Voiume Served Delay/Veh (sec)——#
! Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS
Subtotal 13 13 100 2.2 A
T 57 56 98 0.2 A
EB
Subtotal 57 56 98 0.2 A
L 20 20 101 0.7 A
WB T 81 77 95 0.2 A
Subtotal 101 97 96 0.3 A
Total 171 166 9/ 0.4 A
Intersection: Escala Court & RC 17/18
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
[ Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L
SB
Subtotal 12 13 108 3.2 A
T 35 33 94 0.0 A
EB
Subtotal 35 33 94 0.0 A
T 65 61 93 0.1 A
WB R 16 16 102 0.0 A
Subtotal 81 77 95 0.1 A
Total 128 123 96 0.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Project #: UT16-878

RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road

Type: _ Unsignalized _ _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o Avg LOS
L .
NW T 299 289 97 0.2 A
Subtotal 308 298 97 0.2 A
T 224 226 101 07 A
SE
Subtotal 224 226 101 0.7 A
R 6 5 80 24 A
NE
Subtotal 6 5 83 2.4 A
Total 539 529 98 0.4 A

Intersection:

Tye: 7_4

RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road

_Unsignalized

Approach Movement 32?11?3 " Volume Served gggy/?/eh(sel_c())s
NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 1.6 A
T 223 226 101 05 A
EB
Subtotal 223 226 101 05 A
L 2 1 50 14 A
WB T 297 288 97 05 A
Subtotal 299 289 97 05 A
Total 523 516 5 05 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 22 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized ,
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg LOS
R 8 8 97 32 A
NB .
Subtotal 8 8 100 3.2 A
L 11 9 80 1.9 A
NW T 286 280 98 0.6 A
Subtotal 297 289 97 0.6 A
T 215 218 101 0.6 A
SE
Subtotal 215 218 101 0.6 A
Total 520 515 99 0.7 A
Intersection: Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized

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

| Approach Movement

R 24 25 104 3.0 A

NB
Subtotal 24 25 104 3.0 A
T 191 193 101 0.5 A

EB
Subtotal 191 193 101 0.5 A
L 22 21 97 1.6 A
WB T 265 260 98 0.8 A
Subtotal 287 281 98 0.9 A
Total 502 499 100 0.8 A
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APPENDIX C

Site Plan

Summit County -~ The Canyons Traffic Study 49
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Canyons Masterplan { 04.11.2017

ARCHITECTURE
URBAN DESIGN
ITERIOK DESIGN
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95t Percentile Queue Length Reports

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 50
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Trip Generation Tables
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Table 2
Summit County - The Canyons T8
Trip Generation (Existing Development)

Saturday Peak Hour Mumter ¢f . . o . NetTnps Tota! Sat Pk Hr
t a1 i o x Trips
Grand Summit Hotel Resort Hote! (330; Occupied Rooms
Specialty Retail Center (826) 116.405 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 462 50%
Sundial Lodge  Resort Hotel (330} 128 Occupied Rooms 72 59% 41% 42 30 0% 16% 6 25 &0
Specialty Retail Center (826) 44.373 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 176 50% 50% 88 88 95% 16% 4 4 8
Westgate Resort ~ Resort Hotel (330) 247 Occupied Reoms 136 59% 41% 80 56 0% 16% 67 47 114
Specialty Retail Center (826) 33216 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 132 50% 50% 66 66 95% 16% 3 3 6
Escala Resort Hotel (330) 158 Occupied Rooms 88 59% 41% 52 36 0% 16% 44 30 74
Specialty Retail Center (826) 18.079 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 72 50% 50% 36 36 95% 16% 2 2 4
Sunrise at Escala  Resort Hotel (330) " Occupied Rooms 40 59% 41% 24 16 0% 16% 20 14 34
Specialty Retail Center (826) 35 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 14 50% 50% 7 7 95% 16% 0 o 0
Silverado Resort Hote! (330) 83 Occupied Rooms 46 59% 41% 27 19 0% 16% 23 16 39
Specialty Retail Center (826) 7.005 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 28 50% 50% 14 14 95% 16% 1 1 2
Vintage Residential Condominium/Townhouse (23C 15 Occ. Dwelling Units 48 54% 46% 26 22 0% 0% 26 22 48
Red Pine Road  Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 21 Occ. Dwelling Units 28 54% 46% 15 13 0% 0% 15 13 28
301 222 523

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips
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ble 4

Saturday Peak Hour b LorTes. NetTegs  Total SatPkHr

L - £xtra
RC25 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) Occ. Dwelling Uriks 24 3
RG24 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) Occ. Dwelling Urits 19 42
RG22 Reson Hotel (330) 52 Occupied Rooms. 32 59% " 27
RC5 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) [ Oce. Dwelling Units % 54% 6% 25 2 0% 16% 21 18 39
RCS5  Specialty Retail Center (826) 20564 1000 Sq. Ft. GLA 82 50% 50% 41 a 95% 16% 2 2 4
RC 17/18 Specialty Retail Center (826} 3844 1,000 Sq. Ft GLA 152 50% 50% 7% 76 95% 16% E) 3 6
RC 1718 Resart Hotel (330) 88 Oceupied Rooms 54 59% A% 32 2 0% 16% 27 18 45
RC16A Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms 88 59% 1% 52 36 0% 16% 44 30 74
RC16B Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 39 Oce. Dwelling Units 54 54% 6% 29 % 0% 16% 24 21 45
RC16A Specialty Retail Center (826) 20 1,000 Sg. Ft. GLA 80 50% 50% 0 a0 95% 16% 2 2 s
RC20A Resort Hotet (330) 119 Occupied Rooms 74 59% 41% 44 30 0% 16% 37 25 62
RC20A Specialty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50% 50% 20 20 95% 16% 1 1 2
RC208 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 1 Oce. Dwelling Units % 54% 46% 2% 2 0% 16% 21 18 39
RC 14 Resort Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 80 59% 41% 47 33 0% 16% 40 2 7
RC 15  Resort Hote! (330} B1 Occupied Roams 50 59% a4% 30 21 0% 16% 25 17 42
RC 21 Resort Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms 52 59% 41% 3 2 0% 16% 26 18 a4
W37  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230} a Occ. Dwelling Units 56 54% 6% 30 % 0% 16% 25 2 a7
RC2  Specialty Retad Center (326) 14 1.000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50% 50% 28 28 95% 16% 1 1 2
RC6  Speciatty Retail Center (826) % 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 95% 16% 2 2 4
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 102 Occupied Rooms 64 59% 4% 38 2% 0% 16% 32 22 54
RC7  Speciatty Retail Center (826} 76 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 150 50% 50% 75 75 95% 16% 3 3 [
RC7  Resort Hotel (330} 119 Occupied Rooms 74 59% 4% 44 30 0% 16% 37 25 62
RC7  Speciatly Retail Center (826) 498 1.000 Sq. Ft. GLA 198 50% 50% 99 %9 95% 16% 4 4 8
W35 Single-Family Detached Housing (210} 0 Oce. Dwelling Units k' 54% %% 19 17 0% 16% 16 14 30
LV10  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) % Oce. Dwelling Units 52 54% 6% 28 2 0% 16% 24 20 4“
LV4  Resort Hatel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms 52 59% 4% 3 21 0% 16% % 18 4
Lv6  Specialty Retail Center (826} 5 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 0% 16% a2 42 84
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips 549 429 978
Saturday Peak Hour wa e 5t t Trpe  TotaiSat Pk
1

Tups

- [T - farry  Ee . . . =

Lend e - . LeZln B
RC 25 Reskiential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 54 Occ. Dwelling Urits ) 54% 46% 20 43
RG24 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 2 Occ. Dwelling Units 50 54% 6% 27 23 0% 7% 20 17 a7
RC22 Resort Hotel (330) 52 Occupied Rooms 32 59% 1% 19 13 0% 27% 14 10 23
RCS Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 8 Oce. Dwelling Units ' 54% 6% 2 21 0% 27% 18 15 33
RCS  Specialty Retail Center (826) 20564 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 82 50% 50% a1 a 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC 1718 Specialty Retail Center (826) 3844 1,000 Sq.Ft GLA 152 50% 50% 76 7% 95% 27% 3 3 s
RC 17/18 Resort Hotel (330) ] Occupied Rooms 54 59% 4% 32 2 0% 2% 23 16 39
RC 16A Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms 88 59% 41% 52 36 0% 27% 38 % 64
RC 16 B Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) k] Oce. Dwelling Units 54 54% 6% 2 25 o% 27% 2 18 39
RC16A Specialty Retail Center (826) 20 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 80 50% 50% 'y 40 5% 27% 1 1 2
RC20A Resort Hotel (330) 19 Oceupied Rooms 74 59% 1% 44 30 0% 7% 32 2 54
RC2DA Speciaty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50% 50% 2 5% 2% 1 1 2
RC 208 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 1 Oce. Dwelling Units 4 54% 46% % 21 0% 27% 18 15 33
RC14 Resort Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 80 59% 41% a7 3 0% 2% 34 24 58
RC15 Resort Hotel (330) 81 Oceupied Rooms 50 59% H% 30 21 0% 2% 22 15 37
RG21  Resort Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms 52 59% 1% 31 21 0% 27% 22 18 38
W37 Residentia CondominiunyTownhouse {230) a1 Occ. Dwelling Urits 56 54% 6% 0 % 0% 27% 22 18 “
RC2  Specialty Retail Center (826) 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50% 50% 28 2 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC6  Speciatty Retadl Center (826) 25 1,000 Sq, Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 95% 27% 2 2 4
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 102 Occupied Rooms. 64 59% M% 38 2% 0% 27% 28 19 47
RC7  Specialty Retad Center (825) 376 1,000 Sq. FL GLA 150 50% 50% 7 7 95% 27% 3 3 5
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) ne Occupied Rooms 74 59% 41% 44 30 0% 27% 32 2 54
RC7  Specitty Retail Center (826) 49.8 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 198 50% 50% % %9 95% 27% 4 4 7
W35 Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 Oce. Dweling Units % 54% 46% 19 7 0% 27% 14 12 26
LV10  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 26 Oce. Dwelling Units 52 54% 46% 28 24 0% 21% 20 18 38
LV4  Resort Hotel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms 52 59% 7% 3 2 % 2% 2 16 38
Lv6  Specialty Retail Center (826) 2 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 0% 27% a7 37 74
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips 1,060 918 475 372 847
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Saturday Peak Hour

Red Pine Villaga  Resort Hotel (330)

RC25
RC 24
RC22
RCS
RCS
RC 1718
RC 1718
RC16A
RC 168
RC16A
RC20A
RC20A
RC208B
RC 14
RC 15
RC21
wWa7
RC2
RCE
RC7
RC7
RC7
RC7
W35
Lv1o
A
e

Saturday Peak Hour .

RC25
RC24
RC22
RCS
RCS
RC 17118
RC 1718
RC16A
RC16B
RC16A
RC20A
RC20A
RC20B
RC 14
RC15
RC21
w37
RC2
RCE
RC7
RC7
RC7
RC7
RC7
w10
wa
e

Red Pine Village Resort Hote! (330)

Residential Candorminium/Townhouse (230)
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230}
Resoit Hotel (330)

Residential Condorniniurm/Townhouse (230}
Specialty Retail Center (826)

Specialty Retail Center (826)

Resort Hotel (330)

Resort Hotel (330)

Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Specialty Retail Center (826)

Resort Hote! (330}

Specialty Retail Center (326)

Residertial Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Resort Hotel (330)

Resort Hotel (330}

Resort Hotel (330)

Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Speciatty Retail Center (826)

Speciatty Retail Center (826)

Resart 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 Condorminium/Townhause (230)
Residential Condeminium/Townhouse (230)
Resort Hotel (330)

Residential Condorminium/Townhouse (230}
Specialty Retail Center (826)

Specialty Retail Center (826)

Resont Hotel (330)

Resort Hate! (330}

Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230)
Specialty Retail Center (826)

Resat Hotel (330)

Specialty Retail Center (826)

Residential CondominiumyTownhouse (230)
Resort Hotel (330)

Resont Hotel (330)

Resant Hotel (330)

Residential Condaminium/Townhouse (230}
Specialty Retait Center (826)

‘Speciatty Retail Center (826)

Resort Hotel (330)

Specialty Retail Center (826}

Resort Hotel (330)

Specialty Retail Center (626)

Single-Family Detached Housing (210)
Residential CondaminiumyTownhouse (230)
Resort Hotel (330)

Speciatty Retail Center (826)

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

18

119

1
128

L3

14

25
102
376
119

TrpGer

Occupled Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
Occ. Dweliing Units
Oxcupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
1,000 8q. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms
Occupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Oce. Dweliing Units
Oceupied Rooms
Occupied Rooms.
Occupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
1,000 8q. 1. GLA
1,000 Sq. FL. GLA
Oceupied Rooms
1,000 $q. Ft. GLA
Occupied Roorms.
1,000 $q. R GLA
Oce. Dweliing Units
Oce. Dwelling Units
Oceupied Rooms
1,000 $q. Ft. GLA

Oceupled Rooms
Oce. Dweling Units
Occ. Dwelling Urits
Occupied Rooms
Occ. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
1,000 Sq. Rt. GLA
Occupied Rooms
Occupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Oceupied Rooms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Oce. Dwelling Units
Occupied Rooms
Occupied Rooms
Occupied Rooms
Oce. Dwelling Units
1,000 Sq. R GLA
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms.
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Occupied Rooms.
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA
Oce. Dwelling Units
Occ. Dweliing Units
Occupied Rooms
1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA

Summit Count:
aniFuture ©

152

198

41%

41%

50%
41%

4%

50%
41%
41%

50%
41%
50%

41%
41%
1%

50%
1%
50%
41%

NN
»3

aReENARBEEBsEIANANRY

38

88

28
27

50
1,317

50
1,093

Total Sat P HE

Trips

16%
16%
16%

Totar Sat Pic s

Trps

375
43
0% 37
0% 27% 22
% 27% 33
95% 2% 1 1 2
95% 2% 3 3 6
0% 27% 22 15 7
o% 27% 4 23 57
0% 27% 21 18 39
95% 27% 1 1 2
0% 27% 28 20 48
95% 27% 1 1 2
0% 2% 18 15 33
% 27% 31 2 L5
0% 27% 20 14 34
% 27% 21 14 35
0% 7% 2 19 41
95% 27% 1 1 2
95% 27% 2 2 4
0% 27% 24 17 41
95% 27% 3 3 5
0% 27% 28 20 48
95% 7% 4 4 7
0% 27% 14 12 26
% 27% 20 18 a8
0% 27% 20 14 M
0% 27% 37 37 74
670 507 1,177
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EXHIBIT C
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

[Site Specific Guidelines]
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Lower Village Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel LV1A-1

Site: LV1A-1

Parcel Use: Resort Operations with Associated Storage and Surface
Parking/Skier Services

Site Area: 77,536 SF

Gross Building Area (SF): 12,932 (Exempt)

Commercial Area (SF): 12,932 (Exempt)

Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,798’

Applicable Guidelines:
¢ The Canyons SPA

» The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

e CVMA Design Review Committee

»  Summit County Planning Department
¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. This proposed building should serve as the employee hub for the resort’s operations staff. The intent is to
capture the employees at the entrance to the resort to better manage resort vehicular circulation.

2. Current operations are housed in four separate buildings on RC16 in the Resort Core. The proposed
building will replace those temporary structures.

3. The new building will consolidate employees into one central location with easy access to parking, transit,
the Cabriolet Lift and the proposed Employee Housing.

Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all boundaries.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. The proposed building should be designed to be limited in scale and profile and reflect the local agricultural
vernacular for working barns and outbuildings found throughout the Snyderville Basin. It should be similar
in design, form, and color to the existing golf maintenance building.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

1
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Linkages:

SkiTrail 1. Viathe Cabriolet Lift located next to the transit center. R
Pedestrian 1. Sidewalks along the building and parking area to connect to the Millennium Trail

; . and the Cabriolet Lift.

L | 2. Afuture sidewalk along LV13 road to connect to the Employee Housing Parcel. ?
L\_/ghjcﬁulgrm 1. Access to the parcel is from Lower Village Road. ‘

| Public Transit i 1. The transit center is located across the street with direct pedestrian access. ]

Other Design Criteria:

1. Conceptual perspectives below:

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

2
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Lower Village Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel LV1A-2

Site: LV1A-2

Parcel Use: Parking/Commercial/Retail/Support
Site Area: 32,670 SF

Gross Building Area (SF): 25,000

Commercial Area (SF): 25,000

Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,793’

Applicable Guidelines:

e The Canyons SPA

e The Canyons Village Management Association's
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

e CVMA Design Review Committee

e  Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

. ——— e —

T )

General Intent:
1. Should be comprised of one or more buildings that are at a visually significant corner of Canyons Resort
Drive and Lower Village Road.
. Other uses include surface parking to support resort operations.
3. Itis important that the developer/architect is familiar with the Canyons Master Plan and Design Guidelines.

Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all boundaries.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. The proposed building should be designed to be limited in scale and profile and sit within the context of the
Fire Station, Golf Maintenance and proposed Operations building on the adjacent parcel.

2. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color, plane
changes and varied roof lines.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

1
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Linkages:

SkiTrail 1. Viathe Cabriolet Liftlocated next to the transit center.
' Pedestrian . 1. Sidewalks along the building and parking area to connect to the Millennium Trail
; | and the Cabriolet Lift across Lower Village Road.
L 1 2. Provide direct connection to the existing sidewalk along Canyons Resort Drive. i
| Vehicular | 1. Access to the parcel is from Lower Village Road. "
| Public Transit | 1. The transit center is located across the street with direct pedestrian access.

Other Design Criteria:

1. Commercial frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the pedestrian areas.
a. Special attention should be paid to storefronts, terraces, signage, lighting, landscape and
hardscape.
b. Streetscape elements should consider seating opportunities.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Lower Village Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel LV1B
Site: LV1B
Parcel Use: Parking/Parking Garage/Commercial/Retail/Support/
Skier Services
Site Area: 200,000 SF
Gross Building Area (SF): 100,000
Commercial Area (SF): 100,000
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,780’

Applicable Guidelines:

e The Canyons SPA

e The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CYMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

e CVMA Design Review Committee

e Summit County Planning Department

e Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. This parcel’s proposed concept is to provide day skier parking adjacent to the Cabriolet.

2. The intent is to capture vehicles at the entrance to the Resort, thus reducing traffic on Canyons Resort Drive
into the Resort Core.

Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 5 ft. from all boundaries.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. Buildings should not exceed 3-levels in height or elevation 6,780° ASL.

2. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color, plane
changes and varied roof lines.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.
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EXHIBIT D
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

[Connectivity Study]
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WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:

Summit County Clerk
Summit County Courthouse
60 North Main
Coalville, Utah 84017
Tax Parcel ID No.:
AMENDMENT
TO

AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA

SNYDERVILLE BASIN, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH

[Lower Village Development Area — LV6]

THIS AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA (“Amendment”), dated
, 2018 (“Effective Date™), is between Summit County, a political subdivision of
the State of Utah (“County”), Canyons Village, LLC, a Utah limited liability company (“CV”),
and TCFC PropCo LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (“TCFC”) (the County, CV, and
TCFC are referred to individually as a “Party” and collectively as the “Parties”), with reference
to the following:

A. The County and certain other individuals and entities are parties to an Amended
and Restated Development Agreement for The Canyons Specially Planned Area, dated November
15, 1999, and recorded with the Summit County, Utah Recorder’s Office on July 29, 1998, as
Entry No. 513500, in Book 1168, Beginning at Page 82, as amended (collectively, the “SPA
Development Agreement”). Capitalized terms used but not defined in this Amendment have the
meanings assigned in the SPA Development Agreement.

B. CV, while not an original signatory to the SPA Development Agreement, is
entering into this Amendment in its capacity as the fee owner of Parcel LV6-B of The Canyons
Lower Village Development Area.

C. Pursuant to Section 5.13 of the SPA Development Agreement, the Parties desire to
amend the SPA Development Agreement as set forth in this Amendment.

FOR GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the Parties agree as follows:

1. Amendment to Exhibits. The following Exhibits to the SPA Development
Agreement are replaced in the manner described below:

(a) Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart); Reference
Corrections. Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart, consisting of a three-page chart entitled “Land

4847-3278-4217v5
01132524 Page 216 of 475 Summit County



Use & Zoning” and two additional pages entitled “The Canyons Resort — Land Use and Zoning /
Notes to Density and Use Charts: Pages 1-3”) (collectively, “Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning
Chart”) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 1 to this Amendment as to, but only as to, the
LV Parcels (defined below). This Land Use & Zoning Chart will be referred to as “Exhibit B-A
(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart)” for the LV Parcels on and after the Effective Date.
Project Sites referenced on Schedule 1 that are not the LV Parcels are not affected by this
Amendment and the version of Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached to the SPA
Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date will continue to apply to all Project Sites that
are not included within the LV Parcels. For ease in administering the SPA Development
Agreement, Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) lists all Project Sites and includes
the amendments to Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart) made as to the LV Parcels pursuant to
this Amendment.

The Parties acknowledge that the Land Use & Zoning Chart attached to the SPA Development
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 “Exhibit B.2” (see
the definition of “Density” in Article 1, Definitions; the definition of “Residential Unit(s)” in
Article 1, Definitions; and Section 2.5.3). The Parties acknowledge and agree that, solely as to the
Resort Core Project Sites on and after the Effective Date, (a) any reference to the Land Use &
Zoning Chart in the SPA Development Agreement will be deemed a reference to Exhibit B-A
(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached as Schedule 1, and (b) any reference to “Exhibit
B.2” in the definition of “Density” in Article 1, Definitions; the definition of “Residential Unit(s)”
in Article 1, Definitions; and Section 2.5.3 of the SPA Development Agreement will be deemed a
reference to Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached as Schedule 1.

(b) Amendment to Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map - With
LV6-A Employee Housing). Exhibit B.1 (Land Use Zoning Map), is replaced in its entirety with
Schedule 2 to this Amendment, as to, but only as to, Parcels LV5, LV6-A, and LV6-B of The
Canyons Lower Village Development Area (“LV Parcels”). The Land Use Zoning Map will be
referred to as Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Chart) for the LV Parcels on and after
the Effective Date. The legal description for the LV Parcels are set forth on Exhibit A to this
Amendment. All other Project Sites in the Lower Village Development Area will continue to be
controlled by the version of Exhibit B.1 (Land Use Zoning Map) attached to the SPA Development
Agreement prior to the Effective Date.

(c) Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map). As to, but only as to,
the LV Parcels, Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights Map) is deleted in its entirety and replaced with
Schedule 3 to this Amendment. The Building Heights Map will be referred to as “Exhibit B.3-A
(Amended Building Heights Map)” for the LV Parcels on and after the Effective Date. All other
Project Sites in the Lower Village Development Area will continue to be controlled by the version
of Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights Map) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the
Effective Date. To the extent that there is any conflict between the Exhibit B.3-A (Amended
Building Heights Map) and Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) as to the LV
Parcels, Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) will control Maximum Building
Height.

4847-3278-4217v5
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(d)  Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map). Exhibit B.4
(Illustrative Plan Map) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 4 to this Amendment as to, but
only as to, the LV Parcels. The Illustrative Plan Map will be referred to as “Exhibit B.4-A
(Amended Illustrative Plan Map)” for the LV Parcels on and after the Effective Date. All other
Project Sites in the Lower Village Development Area will continue to be controlled by the version
of Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan Map) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the
Effective Date. Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan Map) is not referenced in the body of the SPA
Development Agreement and the Parties acknowledge that Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative
Plan Map) is for illustrative purposes only.

2. Submittals. As part of the entitlement review of this Amendment, TCFC submitted
to the County for review the Canyons Master Plan Amendment Proposed Lower Village Site
Specific Guidelines for Parcel LV5 and Parcel LV6A & LVé6B attached as Exhibit B (“TCFC
Submittals”). The TCFC Submittals were used in the review and approval process for this
Amendment in order to evaluate TCFC’s amendment application and are attached to this
Amendment to provide context to the approval of this Amendment and to be used by CVMA and
the County as guidelines for evaluating future development applications under the SPA
Development Agreement. The TCFC Submittals may be updated or revised with the consent of
the County, CVMA, and the Master Developer, with or without public hearing, and no other
consents to such updates or revisions shall be required.

3. Miscellaneous.

(a) Effect of Amendment on Agreement. The amendment to the SPA
Development Agreement contemplated by this Amendment is limited precisely as written and will
not be deemed to be an amendment to any other provision of the SPA Development Agreement.
The SPA Development Agreement will continue in full force and effect as amended by this
Amendment with respect to the LV Parcels. From and after the Effective Date, all references to
the SPA Development Agreement as to the LV Parcels will be deemed to mean the SPA
Development Agreement as amended by this Amendment. If the amendment to the SPA
Development Agreement set forth in this Amendment is found to be unenforceable, the original
provision of the SPA Development Agreement will automatically be reinstated; provided,
however, in all instances the use, height, and density approved on the replacement Exhibit B.1-A
(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) will remain valid and enforceable. This Amendment affects
only CV and its respective successors and assigns. The properties of other Developers which are
not parties to this Amendment are not the subject of this Amendment, and this Amendment will
not be construed to impact the properties of those other Developers.

(b)  Headings. The section headings in this Amendment are intended solely for
convenience and will be given no effect in its construction and interpretation.

(c) Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in counterparts.
THE undersigned have executed this Amendment as of the Effective Date.

[Signature Pages and Notary Certificates Follow}
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ATTEST:

[Summit County Signature Page]

COUNTY:
COUNTY:

Summit County,
a political subdivision of the State of Utah

Kim Carson
Chair

Kent Jones
County Clerk

[seal]

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

David L. Thomas
Chief Civil Deputy

4847-3278-4217v5
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[CV Signature Page]

CV:
Canyons Village, LLC,
a Utah limited liability company

By: The Canyons Resort Village Association, Inc.,
a Utah non-profit corporation
Its: Manager

By:

Brian Madacsi, Executive Director

STATE OF )
. SS.
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of

, 2018, by Brian Madacsi, the Executive Director of The Canyons
Resort Village Association, Inc., a Utah non-profit corporation, the Manager of Canyons Village,
LLC, a Utah limited liability company.

NOTARY PUBLIC
Residing at:

My Commission Expires:
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[TCFC Signature Page]

TCFC:

TCFC PropCo LLC,
a Delaware limited liability Company

By: TCFC Finance Co LLC,
a Delaware limited liability Company
Its: Sole Member

By:
Print Name:
Title:
STATE OF )
) . Ss.
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
, 2018, by , the of

TCEFC Finance Co LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, the Sole Member of TCFC PropCo
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company.

NOTARY PUBLIC
Residing at:

My Commission Expires:
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EXHIBIT A
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Legal Description of the LV Parcels
Parcel LVS

A parcel of land located in the southwest quarter of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°0029" East 1014.83 feet coincident with the section line and
East 684.88 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southwest corner of Section 31, Township 1 South,
Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the eastern boundary of LV11
(Lower Village Road), Lower Village Development Area Master Plat, recorded July 28, 2011, as
Entry No. 927089 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence East
165.00 feet; thence North 239.22 feet; thence West 169.96 feet; thence North 138.54 feet; thence
East 30.00 feet; thence North 151.33 feet; thence East 295.23 feet; thence South 18°38'53" East
212.44 feet; thence South 46°39'14" East 563.18 feet to a point on the northerly boundary of LV13
(LV13 Road) of said Lower Village Development Area Master Plat; thence coincident with said
northerly boundary North 89°59'55" West 797.75 feet; thence North 00°00'05" East 58.75 feet to
the point of beginning.

Description contains 5.92 acres.
Parcel LV6-A

A parcel of land located in the southwest quarter of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°00'29" East 657.08 feet coincident with the section line and
East 684.92 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southwest corner of Section 31, Township 1 South,
Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the westerly boundary of LV6,
Lower Village Development Area Master Plat, recorded July 28, 2011, as Entry No. 927089 in the
Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence South 89°59'55" East 150.00
feet; thence North 00°00'05" East 255.00 feet to a point on the northerly boundary of said LV6;
thence coincident with LV6 the following eleven (11) courses: 1) South 89°59'55" East 647.75
feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 78.00 feet, of which the radius point bears
South 00°00'05" West; thence 2) along the arc of said curve 53.13 feet through a central angle of
39°01'47"; thence 3) South 50°58'08" East 137.11 feet; thence 4) South 19°04'30" West 68.19 feet;
thence 5) South 88°20'01" West 299.77 feet; thence 6) South 36°32'26" West 323.42 feet; thence
7) South 48°36'23" West 213.62 feet; thence 8) South 45°00'55" West 101.69 feet; thence 9) South
72°21'53" West 218.64 feet to a point on a non tangent curve to the left having a radius of 430.00
feet, of which the radius point bears North 85°00'26" West; thence 10) northerly along the arc of

A-1
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said curve 37.46 feet through a central angle of 04°59'28"; thence 11) North 00°00'05" East 423.74
feet to the point of beginning.

Description contains 7.70 acres.
Parcel LV6-B

A parcel of land located in the southwest quarter of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°00'29" East 912.08 feet coincident with the section line and
East 684.89 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southwest corner of Section 31, Township 1 South,
Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being the northwesterly corner of LV6,
Lower Village Development Area Master Plat, recorded July 28, 2011, as Entry No. 927089 in the
Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence coincident with the northerly
boundary of said LV6 South 89°59'55" East 150.00 feet; thence South 00°00'05" West 255.00 feet;
thence North 89°59'55" West 150.00 feet to a point on said LV6; thence coincident with the
westerly boundary of LV6 North 00°00'05" East 255.00 feet to the point of beginning.

Description contains 0.88 acres.
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SCHEDULE 1
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

4847-3278-4217v5

Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart)

[See Attached]

1-1
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement
Land Use & Zoning ¢213r2017)

Exhibit B-A

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING § MAX GROSS ACCOM- |COMMERCIAL/
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING | MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) |(ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
(8) (8)
RESORT CENTER
[FROST WOOD
- - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
- - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
- - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
......200,000 W0000|  HoteodgingRetall
72,500 10,000 HoteWLodging/Relail
... 720001 .. v ...Hotelodgng . .
000 | T Hotellodging ...
104,000 - Residential-Muli Family/Hotetd.odging
88,500 20,000 | Residentisl-Muli Family/Hotet odging/Rotsil
38,000 - Residential-Multi Family
87,500 - Residential-Multi Family
50,000 - Residentis!-Mufti Family
20000 YT Residential-Mui Famiy
10,000 - Residential-Multi Family
817,500 40,000
THE COVE
QOsguthorpe 1 2 32,000 32,000 - Hotel.odging Unils
Osguthorpe2 | PE I I 752001 75,200, " Residentiel-Muli Famity |
Qsguthorpe 3 2-3 109,000 104,000 5,000 Hotelodging Units
216,200 211,200 $,000
|RED PINE ROAD
Baker 2.5 | 87,500 | 87,500 | -1 Residential-Single Family Detached |
Spoor 25 ] 22,500 | 22,500 | -1 Residential-Single Family Detached |
110,000 110,000 -
WILLOW DRAW
WWD1 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
WWD2 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
W 1-35AMVWVD3 2.5 227,500 227,500 - Residential-Single Family Detached
W. 36/WWD4 3.5 - - =1 "Resornt Operations and Maintenance Fachity with
Associated Storage and Surface Perking |
W. 37/ WWD5 3 159,000 159,000 Residential-Multi Family
WWO7 . N - Open Space
ewoi T e " Golf Course Uses/Open Spece .
EWD2 - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
EWD4 - - Resort Amenity
[EWDS - - Open Space
|Ewns - - - - Frostwood Drive ROW
lewn? - B - - Canyons Resort Drive ROW
JEwDs - . - - Opan Space
386,500 386,500 -
LOWER VILLAGE
LViA-1 - 6,798 - - 3" "Resort Operations with Associated Storage and
[PV RURUPRRUUPY SR i ... SurfaceParking .. __ . _.
LV1A-2 - 6,793 25,000 -] 25,000 Parking/Ci ial/Relail/Suppoi
LV1B - 6,760 100,000 -] 100,000 Parking/Parking
Garage/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
LV2A & LV28B 0 - - - Golf Course Usespen Space
LV3 0 - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
LV4 3 185,000 185,000 - HoteVLodgingRolalVRasMulti—Family/Commewial
LV5 6,780 - - - Parking/Parking Garage
LV6A 6,817 Employee Housing
ves ] 6817 | 25000
L7 . . o e L OpenSpace . . ..
LVv8 25 25,000 - 25,000 Commercial/Relail/Office
LV10 2.5 80,000 80,000 . - Residential-Multi Family
LV11 0 - - - Lower Village Road R.O.W
LVi2 0 7.284 7,284 - Residential-Single Family Detached
LV13 0 - - - Private Road ROW
LV Parcet 1 2.5 11,000 - 11,000 Fire Station
LV14, (Osg. 1) 2.5 93,300 83,300 10,000 Hotel.odging
LV.Osg. 2 1.5 43,716 43,716 - Residential-Single Family Detached
595,300 399,300 186,000
4846-2718-149L v§
00263080 1
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement
Land Use & Zoning (1213/2017)

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING | MAXGROSS| ACCOM- |COMMERCIAU/|
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING | MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) | (ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
(8) (8)
RESORT CORE
RC. 1 . 39 360,405 244,000 K] ’1'6'59’36'"—" HotelLodging Units
RC.2 6,966 14,000 14,0 Commercial/Relail/Support/Skier Services
RC. 5 6,973 48,089 27,525 20,564 Residential Multi-
Fa __Z/CommofdaI/RethSuMgkier Services
RC.6 6,966 25,000 25,000 ial/Relail/Support/Sider Services
RC. 77WWODS - Building A 7,067 202,937 165,312 37,625 HolcVLodgng Units/Commercial/Relail/Support
Building B - Conference Center 6,950 48,171 - 48,171 Conference Center/Commercial/Relail/Support
Building C _ 7.016 304,378 254,503 49,876 | HotelALodging Units/C ial/Retail/Support |
RC. 8 5.5 114,523 94,025 20,498 HotelLodging Units
IRC.9 4.5 82,880 68,883 13,997 i
RC.10 . | S . 64,234 53420|  10805)
RC. 14 6,925 73,554 73,554 HoteULoM
RC. 16 6,931 166,941 166,941 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 16A - Building A 6,991 159,588 149,588 10,000 Hotelodging Units/Cc ial/Retail/'Support
Building B 6.977 102,941 92,941 10,000 HotelAodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
Building C 6,964 77,506 77,508 - Hotel/Lodging Units
RG.v68 [ 23 .. .} . .106000] 106000} . ___ 1. .. .} Residential-Multi Family .
RC. 17 - Buldlng A 6,998 72, 054 59,436 12,613 HotelA.odging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
Services
Building 8 6,998 110,102 94,405 15,697 | MHotelLodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
Services
Bullding C 6,998 84,959 74,834 10,125 HoleVLodang/CommerdaVRowVSupporf/Sider
Services
RC. 19 5.5 255,607 243,407 12.200 Hotol/Lodgng Units
RC. 20A - Bullding A 6,931 75,823 70,623 5,000 HotelLodging/Commercial/Retail/Support
Building 8 6,934 96,054 91,054 5,000 Hotel/odging/Commercial/Relail/Support
RC. 208 6,913-6, 920 32,398 32,398 - Residential-Multi Femily
RC. 21 - Buiiding A €875 47.900 47,900 o HotelA odging Units
_BuildingB . 6,886 69,400 69,400 - HotelLodging Units
Building C - 6,881 58,700 58,700 - HotelLodging Units
RC. 22 38 114,000 114,000 - Hotel.odging Units
24000) 24,000 - _____Residential-Mutti Family
N 26000 ...29000) 4,__~__Stdenhal-MultFam”y,TDRSl_<
161,000 181,000 - Residential-Multi Family
| 24000] . RetsitSkierServices . . .
- 3,629 Service
- 2625 Service
202,200 83,267 HotelLodging Units/C vial/Retail
67,200 . . _ Residontial-Muli Femily
N OO IO Y.} 52800 | YT HotedModging Unies |
Silverado/J1 4.5 59,325 7,445 Hotel/Lodging Units
Silverado/J2 2-4.5 63,23 - Hotel/Lodging Units
Sunrise/E2 2-5 139,000 38,000 Hotel/Lodging Units
4,021,116 3,418,450 602,666
4846-2718-7491 v§
00263.080 2
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement
LLand Use & Zoning (12/1312017)

MAXIMUM [ MAXIMUM
BUILDING | BUILDING | MAXGROSS| ACCOM- [COMMERCIAL/
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING | MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) |(ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
8) (8)
RED PINE VILLAGE
R.P. 1 L 25 106,000 80,664 25,336 HotelAodging Units
RP.2 2 70,050 35,991 34,059 Holel.odging Units/Amphitheater
RP.3 o 3 R 272,875 207,654 65,221 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P. 4 1.5-2.75 66,600 - 68,500 Skier services
RP.5 3 109,950 72,065 37,885 HotelLodging Units
RP.6 3 147,600 123,373 242271 HoteVLodging Units
RP.7 3 105,975 80,646 25,329 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P.8 1 6,000 - 6,000 Chapel
R.P.9 2.5 193,000 146,870 46,130 HotelLodging Units
R.P. 10 23 ] 232,250 176,737 55,513 Hote.odging Units
R.P. LAKE a/b 2 60,000 60,000 - HolelLodging Units
1,370,200 964,000 386,200
TOMBSTONE
Tmb. 1 2 15,000 - 15,000 Commercial
Tmb. Osg. 1 3 74,600 67,500 7,000 Hotel/Lodging Units/retail
Tmb. Osg. 2* 2 30,500 30,500 - Residential-Multi Family
Tmb. Osg. 3 - - - - HotelLodging Units
120,000 98,000 22,000
ON MOUNTAIN
[SILVER KING MINES
& { - ] 26,000 | 26,000 | -1 HoteVLodging Units ]|
IMINES VENTURE
[See note 3.7.5 1 - | wa | n/a | - Residential-Single Family Detached |
26,000 26,000 -
[THE COLONY ] 240 Lots [ [ Residential-Single Family Detached ]
Totals Net Change From 04-23-2009 Entitlements
RESORT CORE 4,021,118 3,418,450 602,666 81,428 |(4) (5)
FROSTWOOD 857,500 617,500 40,000 -
THE COVE 216,200 211,200 5000 -
RED PINE ROAD 110,000 110,000 - - @)
IWILLOW DRAW ~ ] 386,500 386,500 - (210,900)
LOWERVILLAGE | .l ... 5953004  399300] 196000 | .. (89280000
RED PINE VILLAGE 1,370,200 984,000 386,200 -
TOMBSTONE 120,000 98,000 22,000 -
(ON MOUNTAIN 26,000 26,000 - -
TOTAL 7,702,818 6,450,950 1,251,866 (7223710
Notes:

(1) Lower Village increase is 59,700 for new TDR site + 3,500 increase at fire station site (from 7,500 to 11,000) - 15,000 transferred to WWD4.

(4) 25,000 sq ft added to Escala and Weight from Fogg density transfer.

(5) 11,000 sq ft added to RC24B to supplement County TOR site.

(6) Reduction of 12,500 sq ft due to change in use of Baker parcel from Residential Multi-Family to Single Family + 7,500 to correct density for Spoor Parcel (3 sites

(7) To the extent there is any conflict between pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart and the other pages of Exhibit B, including maps, Hllustrative plans and
tables, pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart control.

(8) To the extent there s any conflict between the caicuiations in the Maximum Building Height (Stories) Column and the Maximum Buil ding Height (Elevation) Column,
the Maximum Building Height (Elevation) Column controls.

04-23-2009 Original Entilements

MGBA Res Comm
3,939,687 3,262,435 687,252
_______ 857,500 817,500 40,000
216,200 211,200 5,000
110,000 110,000
597,400 597,400
1,188,200 1,034,750 153,450
984,000 386,200
98,000 22,000
26,000
8,425,187 7,131,285 1,293,802
4846-2718-71491 v§
00263 .080 3
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THE CANYONS RESORT - LAND USE AND ZONING
Notes to Density and Use Charts: Pages 4-8

1.0 DEFINITIONS SUMMARY (reter to Development Agreement for additional details)

1.1 Building Height: Building Height is established as either Maximum Building Height
(Stories) or Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) and which criteria applies is
determined by the applicable designation on Pages 1 to 3 of this Land Use and Zoning
Chart. If no Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) is designated for a Parcel, then
Maximum Building Height (Stories) will be used to determine Building Height.

a) Maximum Building Height (Stories) means the maximum number of stories
allowed to be built above grade measured from the finished grade at any building
fagade.

b) Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) means the maximum elevation above

sea level (ASL) specified on Pages 1, 2, or 3.

1. The following cxceptions to Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL)
are allowed:

(i) Antennas, chimneys, flues, vents and similar Structures may
extend up to five feet (5'-0") above the allowed Maximum
Building Height to comply with requirements of the International
Building Code (IBC).

(i) Appurtenances for mechanical equipment and associated
screening, when enclosed or screened, may extend up to eight feet
(8°-0") above the allowed maximum Building Height.

(iii) An Elevator Penthouse may extend up to eight feet (8’-0") above
the allowed Maximum Building Height to comply with
requirements of the International Building Code (IBC).

(iv) Roof'top equipment for the purposes of ‘Green Initiatives’ such as
solar panels, rain water harvesting tanks, ctc. may extend beyond
the allowed Maximum Building Height if approved by the CVMA
Design Review Committee. Equipment locations that exceed the
allowed Maximum Building Height shall respect a 2:1 setback
from the Building’s outer edges and shall not exceed 30% of the
overall roof area.

1.2 Maximum Gross Building Area: The maximum total arca measured in square feet
constructed above finished grade - no exclusions except restricted employee housing (as
defined by and restricted elsewhere in this Amended Agreement) may be included in and
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1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

for a Parcel provided that the employee housing does not compromise the open space as
generally described in Exhibit C.

Accommodation Area: Means that portion of the Gross Building Area located on a
Parcel that may be used for hotel, lodging and residential uses, together with additional
space constructed above finished grade that is used for corridors, lobbies, services and
support uses associated with the primary Accommodation Area.

Commercial/Retail/Support/Skicr Services Area: Means the area located in a building
and primarily designed for the following Principle Uses:

a) Commercial:
o Office, maintenance, storage and similar uses
b) Retail:

e Shops and stores (including, but not limited to, the sale of grocery, personal,
household, soft goods, and hardware items, and fresh, processed, and prepared food
for onsite and offsite consumption), cafes, restaurants, and similar uses

c) Support:
¢ Kitchen, meeting, conference and related uses; health, Spa, fitness and similar uscs
d) Skier Services:

o Lockers, storage, equipment maintenance, lifts and transportation, training,
gathering, warming, and similar uses related to servicing skiers, boarders, and resort
owners and guests

All Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services Area located below finished grade will not
be included in the calculation of Maximum Gross Building Area for that Parcel.

Residential Single Family - Detached: Means building lots upon which Residential
Single Family — Detached accommodations will be developed. See Note 3.4 for further
detail.

Principle Use(s): Means the primary use or uses allowed on a Parcel. For ancillary
allowed uses refer to the Architectural Guidelines.

Residential Multi-Family: Means attached (including attachment along a horizontal
plain (wall-to-wall) or along a vertical plain (ceiling-to-floor)) dwelling units located in
one or more buildings designed primarily for a Principle Use of providing housing to more
than one individual, family or group of unrelated individuals. Subject to design review
and site plan review, allowed parking for a Residential Multi-Family development may
include up to one attached Parking Garage per unit not to exceed 600 square feet or one
or more shared Parking Garages for some or all of the units. When allowed, the Parking
Garage area is in addition to, and will not be calculated as part of, the Accommodation
Area.

Resort Operations: Means all operations and activities reasonably necessary for or
related to the operation, development, management or maintenance of an all-season resort,
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including Commercial, Retail, Support, Skier Services and amenities provided by, for, or
at the direction of the CVMA.

1.9  Parking Garage(s): Means an above ground or below ground, attached, detached or
integrated structure that is designed primarily for a Principle Use of parking, access,
circulation, and related uses.

1.10 Employee Housing: Means dwelling units located in one or more buildings and primarily
designed for employees and workers, together with additional space used to provide
amenities and services for employees and workers, and space used for administrative,
office and support functions related to the operation of the Employee Housing. There is
no density allocated for Employee Housing.

1.11  Hotel Lodging Unit: Means attached dwelling units located in one or more buildings
primarily designed for a Principle Use of hotel, lodging, and accommodation.

2.0 GENERAL NOTES

2.1 All densitics indicated are maximums, and development on each site including use is
subject to this Land Use and Zoning Chart and the approval process outlined in the SPA
Development Agreement.

2.2 Conversion of Commercial Uses to Accommodation Uses is prohibited. Conversion of
Gross Building Area designated Hotel Lodging Uses may be converted to Gross Building
Area for Commercial/Retail/Support Uses.

2.3 Surface parking is allowed as a temporary use on vacant lots, subject to appropriate
buffering and a Low Impact Permit,

w
=

SITE SPECIFIC NOTES

3.1 Groutage/Jaffa Parcels 1 and 2: - Refer to Development Agreement and Exhibit C2.1
Resort Core - Development Area Illustrative Plan & Design Conditions for the site
planning requirements. Maximum density is 120,000 square feet, except an additional
10,000 square feet may be allowed for this site subject to a recommendation from the
Architectural Review Committee, and review and discretionary approval of the Director
and the Planning Commission.

3.2 Parcel RC16-B must meet the following criteria to provide an adequate buffer to Red Pine
Road:

a) A 50-foot setback from the Red Pine Road right-of-way, within which no building
may occur. It is required that this buffer be extensively landscaped and the
landscaping must continue into the right-of-way to the back of curb or sidewalk of
the existing (and/or improved) Red Pine Road. Landscaping immediately adjacent
to Red Pine Road must be low profile and accommodate snow storage.
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b) A further setback of 50 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum
height of two stories.

c) A further setback of 95 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum
height of three stories.

d) No more than two entrances directly from the Red Pine Road right-of-way are
permitted.

3.3 A Parking Garage is an allowed use on Parcels LV1-B and LV5. On these Parcels
building height is measured as Maximum Building Height (Elevation — ASL).

3.4(A) On lots where Residential Single-Family — Detached uses are permitted, the following
conditions apply with respcct to density and all square footage numbers shown below are
gross square footages per home including a garage and basement for each.

Spoor: 3 Lots, 7,500 square foot / home.

Osguthorpe: 6 Lots, 8,500 square foot / home.

W-35: 35 Lots, 6,500 square foot / home.

Mines Ventures: 9 Lots (including one (1) TDR lot for the County, house
size and design subject to Colony Guidelines.

LN -

3.4(B) On lots within the Aspen Creek Crossing Subdivision (Baker Parcel), the following
conditions apply with respect to density and all square footage numbers. The following
areas are exempt from Floor Area calculations:

a. Garage area up to 600 square feet.
b. Entire room areas with floor levels that are six (6) feet or more below Final
Grade and do not have a doorway to the outside.

3.5  Tombstone - Osguthorpe 2 Parcel: In addition to the permitted 26,500 square feet, two
(2) single family detached dwellings are permitted with up to a maximum of 2,000 gross
square feet for each dwelling unit.

3.6  The Colony Lot distribution by owner:

IMA LLC 164

Ski Land LLC 45

TDR Owners
Summit County 5
Hansen LC 16
Babcock 0
Barnard 1
Dean 1
Parkway 1
DVM 1
TOTAL 240
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The transfer of Lot 11 in White Pine Ranches shall satisfy the Hansen/Snyderville West TDR
transfer obligation in Phase 1. Hansen has reserved the right to change this arrangement and select
a Homestead in The Colony instead of Lot 11. If the Homestead in The Colony is selected, the
development rights shall be deemed stripped from Lot 11. If Lot 11 is selected, IMA shall be
entitled to one less Homestead in The Colony, bringing the total to 239 instead of 240. (See Exhibit
G of the TDR Agreement.)

01132524 Page 232 of 475 Summit County



SCHEDULE 2
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map)

[See Attached]

4847-3278-4217v5
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SCHEDULE 3
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map)

[See Attached]

3-1
4847-3278-4217v5
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EXHIBIT #B3-A
SPA AMENDMENT //_BUILDING HEIGHTS MAP // DECEMBER 13, 2017 ) o ) LANGVARDT DESIGN GROUP
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SCHEDULE 4
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map)

[See Attached]

4-1
4847-3278-4217v5
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EXHIBIT B
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

[Site Specific Guidelines]

4847-3278-4217v5
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sa
TCFC
Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Lower Village Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel LV5

Site: LVS

Parcel Use: Parking/Parking Garage
Site Area: 349,000 SF

Gross Building Area (SF): -

Commercial Area (SF): -

Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,780’

Applicable Guidelines:

e The Canyons SPA

e The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

¢ CVMA Design Review Committee

+  Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. This parcel's proposed concept is to provide day skier parking adjacent to the Cabriolet.

2. Theintent is to capture vehicles at the entrance to the Resort, thus reducing traffic on Canyons Resort Drive
into the Resort Core.

Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 5 ft. from all boundaries.

Building Helghts and Massing:

1. Buildings should not exceed 3-levels in height or elevation 6,780 ASL.

2. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color, plane
changes and varied roof lines,

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission, These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

1
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Linkages:

1. A lighted improved walkway is required through the parking area linking the future Workforce Housing
development located on Parcel LV6 to the transit center area located at the north end of the parcel. The
walkway should be well landscaped and provide benches and/or shelter at the mid-point.

SkiTrail |1, Thitvrgngl_tge_n,ter ls_ located at the north end oftheparcel. |
Pedestrian 1. Located adjacent to the transit center.
2. Millennium Trail is on the west edge of the parcel.
L 3. _Existing sidewalk along Canyons Resort Drive,. e
, Vehucu!ar _ . 1Y Access to the parcel is from Lower Vlllage Road and LV13 Road :
| Public Transut NEA .__The transit center is located at the north end of the parcel ]

PARKING : * ‘ DRive LANE

SECTION
[ PR I

-uut FATH

.

LGuy

Drive LaNe

ﬂ FARKING

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

2
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Lower Village Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel LV6A & LV6B

Site: LV6A & LV6B
Parcel Use: Employee Housing/Commercial/Retail/Support
Site Area: 373,750 SF
LV6A LvV6B
Gross Building Area (SF): 275,000 (Exempt) 25,000
Commercial Area (SF): . 25,000
Employee Housing (SF): 275,000 (Exempt) -
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,817 6,817

Applicable Guidelines:

¢ The Canyons SPA

« The Canyons Village Management Association's
{CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

+ CVMA Design Review Committee

e Summit County Planning Department

e Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:
1. LV6A will accommodate a multiple of employee housing buildings that will be adjacent to the main day skier
parking and Holes 14 & 15 of the Canyons Golf Course.
a. Townhomes are proposed along the north and west boundaries.
b. Larger attached buildings make up the balance of the proposed plan.
2. LV6B will have a commercial building and its associated parking on the northwest corner of the parcel.
3. Buildings will be within walking distance of the Cabriolet Lift, the transit center and the Canyons Village
Team Building.
4. The location promotes convenient living that is not car dependent, has walkable amenities and will have
direct linkage to the trail system.
5. The development can provide an area for the Lower Village Planning Area neighborhood park.

Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all boundaries.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

1
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Building Heights and Massing:

1. The maximum building height is 6,817' ASL.

2. Buildings over 3 stories should step down at each end or use some other architectural feature to help reduce
mass.

3. Many of the units will have golf course views.

Linkages:
Ski Trail _L.1. Via the Cabriolet Lift. o e
Pedestrian 1. Located adjacent to the resort’s transit center.
2. Sidewalks in front of each building to connect to the transit center.
3. Lighted walkway through the adjacent day skier parking lot with landscaping,
benches and/or shelter at the mid-point to connect to the Cabriolet and transit
i) center, e o e e
Vehicular ) 1. Access to the parcel is from LVi3Road.
| Public Transit 1. Located adjacent to the resort's transit center. o

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

2
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EXHIBIT C
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WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:

Summit County Clerk
Summit County Courthouse
60 North Main
Coalville, Utah 84017
Tax Parcel ID Nos.:
AMENDMENT
TO

AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA

SNYDERVILLE BASIN, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH

[Resort Core Development Areal

THIS AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT FOR THE CANYONS SPECIALLY PLANNED AREA (“Amendment”), dated
28 Teicaory |, 2018 (“Effective Date”), is between TCFC PropCo LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company (“TCFC”), and Summit County, a political subdivision of the State of Utah
(the “County”) (TCFC and the County are referred to individually as a “Party” and collectively
as the “Parties™), with reference to the following:

A. The Parties (or their predecessors-in-interest) and certain other individuals and
entities are parties to an Amended and Restated Development Agreement for The Canyons
Specially Planned Area, dated November 15, 1999, and recorded with the Summit County, Utah
Recorder’s Office on July 29, 1998, as Entry No. 513500, in Book 1168, Beginning at Page 82,
as amended (collectively, the “SPA Development Agreement”). Capitalized terms used but not
defined in this Amendment have the meanings assigned in the SPA Development Agreement.

B. Pursuant to Section 5.13 of the SPA Development Agreement, TCFC, in its
capacity as the fee owner of the Resort Core Project Sites (defined below), and the County desire
to amend the SPA Development Agreement as set forth in this Amendment.

FOR GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the Parties agree as follows:

1. Amendment to Exhibits. The following Exhibits to the SPA Development
Agreement are replaced in the manner described below:

(a) Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart); Reference
Corrections. Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart, consisting of a three-page chart entitled
“Land Use & Zoning” and two additional pages entitled “The Canyons Resort — Land Use and
Zoning / Notes to Density and Use Charts: Pages 1-37) (collectively, “Exhibit B (Land Use &
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Zoning Chart”) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 1 to this Amendment as to, but only as
to, the Resort Core Project Sites (defined below). This Land Use & Zoning Chart will be referred
to as “Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart)” for the Resort Core Project Sites
on and after the Effective Date. Project Sites referenced on Schedule 1 that are not Resort Core
Project Sites are not affected by this Amendment and the version of Exhibit B (Land Use &
Zoning Chart) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date will
continue to apply to all Project Sites in the Resort Core that are not included within the Resort
Core Project Sites. For ease in administering the SPA Development Agreement, Exhibit B-A
(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) lists all Project Sites and includes the amendments to
Exhibit B (Land Use & Zoning Chart) made as to the Resort Core Project Sites pursuant to this
Amendment.

The Parties acknowledge that the Land Use & Zoning Chart attached to the SPA Development
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 “Exhibit B.2” (see
the definition of “Density” in Article 1, Definitions; the definition of “Residential Unit(s)” in
Article 1, Definitions; and Section 2.5.3). The Parties acknowledge and agree that, solely as to
the Resort Core Project Sites on and after the Effective Date, (a) any reference to the Land Use
& Zoning Chart in the SPA Development Agreement will be deemed a reference to Exhibit B-A
(Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached as Schedule 1, and (b) any reference to “Exhibit
B.2” in the definition of “Density” in Article 1, Definitions; the definition of “Residential
Unit(s)” in Article 1, Definitions; and Section 2.5.3 of the SPA Development Agreement will be
deemed a reference to Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) attached as Schedule
1.

(b) Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map). Exhibit B.1 (Land
Use Zoning Map) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 2 to this Amendment as to, but only as
to, the Project Sites referenced on Schedule 1 to this Amendment as RC2, RC5, RC6, RC7,
RC14, RC15, RC16-A, RC16-B, RC17, RC20-A, RC20-B, RC21, and W37, which Project Sites
are owned by TCFC as of the Effective Date (“Resort Core Project Sites”). This Land Use
Zoning Map will be referred to as “Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map)” for the
Resort Core Project Sites on and after the Effective Date. The legal descriptions for the Resort
Core Project Sites are set forth on Exhibit A to this Amendment. All Project Sites in the Resort
Core Development Area that are not included within the Resort Core Project Sites will continue
to be controlled by the version of Exhibit B.1 (Land Use Zoning Map) attached to the SPA
Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date.

Note that RC2 and RC6 have density as shown on Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning
Chart), but because specific locations have not yet been determined, they are not shown on
Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map). In addition, Site Specific Guidelines have not
yet been designated for these parcels.

© Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map). As to, but only as to,
the Resort Core Project Sites, Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights Map) is deleted in its entirety and
replaced with Schedule 3 to this Amendment. The Building Heights Map will be referred to as
“Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map)” for the Resort Core Project Sites on and
after the Effective Date. All Project Sites in the Resort Core Development Area that are not
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included within the Resort Core Project Sites will continue to be controlled by the version of
Exhibit B.3 (Building Heights Map) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the
Effective Date. To the extent that there is any conflict between the Exhibit B.3-A (Amended
Building Heights Map) and Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) as to the Resort
Core Project Sites, Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) will control Maximum
Building Height.

(d Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map). Exhibit B.4
(Illustrative Plan Map) is replaced in its entirety with Schedule 4 to this Amendment as to, but
only as to, the Resort Core Project Sites. The Illustrative Plan Map will be referred to as
“Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map)” for the Resort Core Project Sites on and
after the Effective Date. All Project Sites in the Resort Core Development Area that are not
included within the Resort Core Project Sites will continue to be controlled by the version of
Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan Map) attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the
Effective Date. Exhibit B.4 (Illustrative Plan Map) is not referenced in the body of the SPA
Development Agreement, and the Parties acknowledge that Exhibit B.4 (Amended Illustrative
Plan Map) is for illustrative purposes only.

(e) Exhibit B.5.1-A (Amended Resort Core Design Conditions and
Planning Area Map). Exhibit B.5.1, comprised of the “Resort Core — Development Area
Tllustrative Plan: Design Conditions” and a “Resort Core Planning Area” map, is replaced in its
entirety with Schedule 5 to this Amendment and will be referred to as “Exhibit B.5.1-A
(Amended Resort Core Design Conditions and Planning Area Map)” for the Resort Core
Project Sites on and after the Effective Date.  All Project Sites in the Resort Core Development
Area that are not included within the Resort Core Project Sites will continue to be controlled by
the version of Exhibit B.5.1 attached to the SPA Development Agreement prior to the Effective
Date.

® Exhibit B.5.2-A (Amended Willow Draw Planning Area Map).
Exhibit B.5.2 (Willow Draw Planning Area Map (map only) is replaced in its entirety by
Schedule 6 to this Amendment and will be referred to as “Exhibit B.5.2-A (Amended Willow
Draw Planning Area Map)” for the Resort Core Project Sites” on and after the Effective Date.
All Project Sites in the Resort Core Development Area that are not included within the Resort
Core Project Sites will continue to be controlled by the version of Exhibit B.5.2 attached to the
SPA Development Agreement prior to the Effective Date.

2. Submittals. As part of the entitlement review of this Amendment, TCFC
submitted to the County for review The Canyons Traffic Study attached as Exhibit B, the
Canyons Master Plan Amendment Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines attached as
Exhibit C, and the Connectivity Studies titled TCFC — Canyons Master Plan November, 2017
attached as Exhibit D (“TCFC Submittals”). The TCFC Submittals were used in the review
and approval process for this Amendment in order to evaluate TCFC’s amendment application
and are attached to this Amendment to provide context to the approval of this Amendment and to
be used by CVMA and the County as guidelines for evaluating future development applications
under the SPA Development Agreement. The TCFC Submittals may be updated or revised with
the consent of the County, CVMA, and the Master Developer, with or without public hearing,
and no other consents to such updates or revisions shall be required.
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3. TCFC Development. In connection with the approval of this Amendment by the
County, TCFC agreed with the County as to the following matters:

(a) Parking and Transportation. In furtherance of TCFC’s contribution to
the County to acquire property for and develop park and ride transportation facilities outside of
the SPA Development Area, TCFC will continue to collaborate with the County, The Canyons
Resort Village Association, Inc., a Utah non-profit corporation doing business as The Canyons
Village Management Association) (“CVMA”), and VR CPC Holdings, Inc. to seek parking and
transportation solutions, and will coordinate with the CVMA to provide information about the
availability of those facilities to, and encourage the use of those facilities by, all CVMA
members, guests, and employees within the SPA Development Area.

(b) Sustainability. One year after the issuance of an occupancy permit for a
building in excess of 25,000 square feet developed on any TCFC owned Resort Core Project
Sites, the developer will submit to the County’s Sustainability Department and the CVMA a
report of that building’s energy consumption calculated on an annual basis. The report will be
prepared based upon the EPA’s Energy Star Portfolio Manager software or other criteria
reasonably acceptable to TCFC, CVMA and Summit County Staff.

4, Miscellaneous.

() Effect of Amendment on Agreement. The amendments to the SPA
Development Agreement contemplated by this Amendment are limited precisely as written and
will not be deemed to be an amendment to any other provision of the SPA Development
Agreement. The SPA Development Agreement will continue in full force and effect as amended
by this Amendment with respect to the Resort Core Project Sites. From and after the Effective
Date, all references to the SPA Development Agreement as to the Resort Core Project Sites will
be deemed to mean the SPA Development Agreement as amended by this Amendment. If any
amendment to the SPA Development Agreement set forth in this Amendment is found to be
unenforceable, the original provision of the SPA Development Agreement will automatically be
reinstated; provided, however, in all instances the use, height, and density approved on the
replacement Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart) will remain valid and
enforceable. The amendments set forth in this Amendment affect only the Resort Core Project
Sites of TCFC and its successors and assigns. The properties of other Developers which are not
parties to this Amendment are not the subject of this Amendment, and this Amendment will not
be construed to impact the properties of those other Developers.

(b) Headings. The section headings in this Amendment are intended solely
for convenience and will be given no effect in its construction and interpretation.

(c) Counterparts. This Amendment may be executed in counterparts.
The Parties have executed this Amendment as of the Effective Date.

[Signature Pages and Notary Certificates Follow]
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[Summit County Signature Page]

COUNTY:

Summit County,
a political subdivision of the State of Utah

KiffrCarson
Chair

KenLJones u
County Clerk

[seal]

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

N o D0 I

David L. Thomas
Chief Civil Deputy
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[TCFC Signature Page]

TCFC:

TCFC PropCo LLC,
a Delaware limited liability Company

By: TCFC Finance Co LLC,
a Delaware limited liability Company
Its: Sole Member

Prifit Name: . . K S
Title: .

STATE OF \J’\’”\\/‘\ ‘ )
COUNTY OF(S\\“\“\\JV ) SS'

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _/ day of
Febyary 2018, by LINN(£N 1 i One forhon f
TCFC Finande Co LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, the Sole Membervof TCFC

PropCo LLC, a Delaware limited liability company.

AN

VAN
NOTARY PUBLIC NN T
Residing at: |40 Son Peadc prive. 84098

My Commission Expires:

D) 12[7520

. TARA LINDA MIFFLIN
*} NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF UTAH

J My Comm. Exp. 06/13/2020
5 Commission # 688997
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EXHIBIT A
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Legal Description of Resort Core Project Sites

PARCEL RC7
Consisting of the following:

Building A

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°0029" East 1688.25 feet coincident with the section line
and West 2277.12 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the southerly boundary of
Exception Parcel 2, West Willow Draw Development Area Master Plat, recorded December 30,
2010, as Entry No. 914098 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running
thence coincident with said Exception Parcel 2 the following eleven (11) courses: 1) North
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) North 58°49'24" West 230.87 feet; thence 5) North
00°13'26" West 52.08 feet; thence 6) East 201.51 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a
radius of 225.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North; thence 7) along the arc of said curve
68.98 feet through a central angle of 17°33'57"; thence 8) North 72°26'03" East 35.47 feet to a
point on a curve to the right having a radius of 175.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South
17°33'57" East; thence 9) along the arc of said curve 108.63 feet through a central angle of
35°33'57"; thence 10) South 72°00'00" East 20.84 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a
radius of 525.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 18°00'00" East; thence 11) along the
arc of said curve 43.97 feet through a central angle of 04°47'55"; thence South 24°05'00" West
256.25 feet to the point of beginning. (Within all or portions of PP-74-D, PP-74-G, WWDDAM-
WWD2, WWDDAM-WWDR8)

Description contains 1.61 acres.
Building B

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°0029" East 1659.12 feet coincident with the section line
and West 2056.53 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the south boundary of
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Exception Parcel 2, West Willow Draw Development Area Master Plat, recorded December 30,
2010, as Entry No. 914098 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running
thence coincident with the south boundary of said Exception Parcel 2 the following (2) courses:
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 boundary of Exception Parcel 2 and having a radius of 525.00 feet, of which the radius
point bears North 13°12'04" East; thence coincident with the north boundary of said Exception
Parcel 2 the following (2) courses: 1) easterly along the arc of said curve 20.17 feet through a
central angle of 02°12'05"; thence 2) South 79°00'00" East 198.70 feet; thence South 24°05'00"
West 241.99 feet to the point of beginning. (Within all or portions of PP-74-D, PP-74-G,
WWDDAM-WWD2, WWDDAM-WWDS$)

Description contains 1.27 acres.
Building C

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°0029" East 1807.82 feet coincident with the section line
and West 1586.22 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corher of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the easternmost corner of
Exception Parcel 2, West Willow Draw Development Area Master Plat, recorded December 30,
2010, as Entry No. 914098 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running
thence coincident with said Exception Parcel 2 the following four (4) courses: 1) South
29°04'15" West 39.83 feet; thence 2) South 62°43'34" West 147.77 feet; thence 3) South
71°58'23" West 138.22 feet; thence 4) South 88°58'01" West 188.23 feet; thence North
24°05'00" East 241.99 feet to a point on the north boundary of said Exception Parcel 2; thence
coincident with the north boundary of said Exception Parcel 2 South 79°00'00" East 378.54 feet
to the point of beginning. (Within all or portions of PP-74-D, PP-74-G, WWDDAM-WWD?2,
WWDDAM-WWD8)

Description contains 1.45 acres.
PARCEL RC14

A parcel of land located in the south half of the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°00°29” East 879.29 feet coincident with the section line and
West 1245.93 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point also being on the northerly line of
that portion of the Access Road known as “Canyons Resort Drive” as described in that certain
Nonexclusive Access Easement Roadway Access and Utilities, recorded October 25, 2004, as
Entry No. 714878 in Book 1655 at Page 1 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah,
said point also being on a curve to the right having a radius of 230.00 feet, of which the radius
point bears North 60°04'53" West; and running thence coincident with said northerly line of
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Canyons Resort Drive the following three (3) courses: 1) Southwesterly along the arc of said
curve 28.09 feet through a central angle of 06°59'52"; thence 2) South 36°54'59" West 147.38
feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 220.00 feet, of which the radius point
bears South 53°05'01" East; thence 3) along the arc of said curve 94.19 feet through a central
angle of 24°31'50"; thence North 81°34'44" West 32.29 feet to a point on a curve to the right
having a radius of 85.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 08°25'16" East; thence along
the arc of said curve 121.04 feet through a central angle of 81°35'31"; thence North 00°00'48"
East 126.34 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 190.00 feet, of which the
radius point bears North 89°59'12" West; thence along the arc of said curve 103.03 feet through
a central angle of 31°04'06"; thence North 31°03'19" West 18.58 feet to a point on a curve to the
left having a radius of 60.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 58°56'41" West; thence
along the arc of said curve 12.25 feet through a central angle of 11°41'52"; thence North
68°15'00" East 193.39 feet; thence South 21°15'59" East 165.86 feet; thence South 60°05'53"
East 59.78 feet to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 00°0029" East 2639.24 feet between the
southeast corner and the east quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt
Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-75-A-1-A, PP-75-A-4, PP-75-F-2, PP-75-
K-A)

Description contains 1.53 acres.

PARCEL RC15

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°00°29” East 1326.62 feet coincident with the section line
- and West 1107.20 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point also being on the northerly
boundary of that portion of the Access Road known as “Canyons Resort Drive” as described in
that certain Nonexclusive Access Easement Roadway Access and Utilities, recorded October 25,
2004, as Entry No. 714878 in Book 1655 at Page 1 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit
County, Utah, said point also being on a curve to the right having a radius of 225.00 feet, of
which the radius point bears South 32°39'16" East; and running thence southwesterly along the
arc of said curve 173.68 feet through a central angle of 44°13'35"; thence North 48°40'56" West
66.25 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 53.00 feet, of which the radius point
bears South 41°19'04" West; thence along the arc of said curve 72.83 feet through a central angle
of 78°43'41"; thence South 52°3524" West 26.42 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a
radius of 50.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 37°24'36" East; thence along the arc
of said curve 40.15 feet through a central angle of 46°00'45"; thence South 06°34'38" West 85.31
feet; thence South 21°15'59" East 38.45 feet; thence South 68°15'00" West 193.39 feet to a point
on a non tangent curve to the left having a radius of 60.00 feet, of which the radius point bears
South 47°14'49" West; thence northwesterly along the arc of said curve 31.23 feet through a
central angle of 29°49'23"; thence North 14°50'26" West 24.50 feet; thence North 65°07'29" East
37.50 feet; thence North 07°13'56" West 130.18 feet; thence North 00°24'48" East 76.16 feet;
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thence North 14°4524" West 105.90; thence North 83°31'15" East 121.47 feet to a point on the
southerly boundary of West Willow Draw Development Area Master Plat, recorded December
30, 2010, as Entry No. 914098 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; thence
coincident with said West Willow Draw Master Plat the following two (2) courses: 1) North
72°00'15" East 201.17 feet; thence 2) North 82°01'24" East 85.565 feet; thence South 32°37'51"
East 138.70 feet to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 00°0029" East 2639.24 feet between the
southeast corner and the east quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt
Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-74-E, PP-74-H, PP-74-G-1, PP-75-A-4,
PP-75-F-2)

Description contains 2.52 acres.
PARCEL RC16-A

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
and the northeast quarter of Section 1, Township 2 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and
Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 89°59'45" West 886.07 feet coincident with the section line
and North 154.76 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian; and running

thence South 15°01'00" West 148.19 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of
410.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 74°59'00" West; thence along the arc of said
curve 444.00 feet through a central angle of 62°02'50" to a point of compound curve to the right
having a radius of 807.26 feet, of which the radius point bears North 12°56'11" West; thence
westerly along the arc of said curve 182.26 feet through a central angle of 12°56'11"; thence
West 68.17 feet to a point on the easterly boundary of Escala Lodges Condominiums Amended
& Restated, recorded January 28, 2009, as Entry No. 863831 in the Office of the Recorder,
Summit County, Utah; thence coincident with the easterly boundary of said Escala Lodges North
303.36 feet; thence South 89°59'45" East 17.58 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a
radius of 155.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 00°00'15" East; thence along the arc
of said curve 128.57 feet through a central angle of 47°31'31"; thence North 42°28'44" East
132.59 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 1000.00 feet, of which the radius
point bears South 47°31'16" East; thence along the arc of said curve 91.82 feet through a central
angle of 05°15'39"; thence North 47°4423" East 66.79 feet to a point on a curve to the right
having a radius of 30.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 42°15'37" East; thence along
the arc of said curve 37.17 feet through a central angle of 70°59'15"; thence South 61°1622"
East 143.04 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 475.00 feet, of which the
radius point bears North 28°43'38" East; thence along the arc of said curve 103.62 feet through a
central angle of 12°29'58" to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 89°59'45" West 2667.02 feet between the
southeast corner and the south quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
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Salt Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-2-H, PP-2-K, PP-75-K, PP-75-L, PP-
75-5)

Description contains 4.99 acres.
PARCEL RC16-B

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
and the northeast quarter of Section 1, Township 2 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and
Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 89°59'45" West 744.11 feet coincident with the section line
and North 134.92 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point also being on a curve to the right
having a radius of 571.62 feet, of which the radius point bears South 87°43'32" West; and
running thence southerly along the arc of said curve 68.57 feet through a central angle of
06°52'24" to a point of compound curve to the right having a radius of 571.43 feet, of which the
radius point bears North 85°24'04" West; thence southwesterly along the arc of said curve
851.74 feet through a central angle of 85°24'04"; thence West 162.48 feet to a point on the
easterly boundary of Escala Lodges Condominiums Amended & Restated, recorded January 28,
2009, as Entry No. 863831 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; thence
coincident with the easterly boundary of said Escala Lodges North 156.99 feet; thence East 68.17
feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 807.26 feet, of which the radius point
bears North; thence along the arc of said curve 182.26 feet through a central angle of 12°56'11"
to a point of compound curve to the left having a radius of 410.00 feet, of which the radius point
bears North 12°56'11" West; thence northeasterly along the arc of said curve 444.00 feet through
a central angle of 62°02'50"; thence North 15°01'00" East 148.19 feet to a point on a non tangent
curve to the left having a radius of 475.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 16°13'41"
East; thence Easterly along the arc of said curve 112.77 feet through a central angle of
13°36'10"; thence South 87°22'29" East 31.01 feet to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 89°59'45" West 2667.02 feet between the
southeast corner and the south quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-2-H, PP-2-K, PP-75-L)

Description contains 3.64 acres.

PARCEL RC17

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 89°59'45" West 1459.98 feet coincident with the section line and
North 41.09 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1 South,
Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, and running thence North 89°59'45" West 406.93 feet
to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 272.10 feet, of which the radius point bears
South 00°00'15" West; thence along the arc of said curve 23.37 feet through a central angle of
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04°55'15" to a point of reverse curve to the right having a radius of 26.14 feet, of which the
radius point bears North 04°55'00" West; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve 12.52 feet
through a central angle of 27°26'14"; thence North 14°14'22" West 27.45 feet to a point on a
curve to the right having a radius of 125.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 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°00'06" West 27.91 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of 225.00 feet,
of which the radius point bears South 89°59'54" West; thence along the arc of said curve 98.31
feet through a central angle of 25°02'02" to a point of reverse curve to the right having a radius
of 42.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 64°57'52" East; thence Northeasterly along
the arc of said curve 72.47 feet through a central angle of 98°51'44" to a point of reverse curve to
the left having a radius of 199.21 feet, of which the radius point bears North 16°10'24" West;
thence Easterly along the arc of said curve 24.28 feet through a central angle of 06°59'07";
thence North 66°50'30" East 91.06 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 74.82
feet, of which the radius point bears South 23°09'30" East; thence along the arc of said curve
89.17 feet through a central angle of 68°17'12"; thence South 44°52'18" East 32.41 feet to a point
on a curve to the left having a radius of 51.13 feet, of which the radius point bears North
45°07'42" East; thence along the arc of said curve 28.14 feet through a central angle of
31°31'55"; thence South 76°24'13" East 107.37 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a
radius of 82.50 feet, of which the radius point bears South 13°35'47" West; thence along the arc
of said curve 41.63 feet through a central angle of 28°54'35"; thence South 47°29'38" East
188.21 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 25.00 feet, of which the radius
point bears South 42°30'22" West; thence along the arc of said curve 45.01 feet through a central
angle of 103°09'13" to a point of compound curve to the right having a radius of 115.00 feet, of
which the radius point bears North 34°2025" West; thence Westerly along the arc of said curve
68.93 feet through a central angle of 34°20'40" to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 89°59'45" West 2667.02 feet between the
southeast corner and the south quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-75-K, PP-75-4, PP-75-5)

Description contains 2.58 acres.

PARCEL RC20-A

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is South 89°59'45" East 1361.20 feet coincident with the section line
and North 572.35 feet from an aluminum pipe and cap at the south quarter corner of Section 36,
Township 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the southerly
boundary of Silverado Lodge Condominium Amended, recorded January 5, 2006, as Entry No.
764172 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence coincident with
said southerly boundary of Silverado Lodge Condominium Amended East 418.77 feet; thence
South 10°00'00" East 386.92 feet to a point on a non tangent curve to the right having a radius of
425.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 09°06'34" East; thence westerly along the arc
of said curve 133.68 feet through a central angle of 18°01'18" to a point of compound curve to
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the right having a radius of 450.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North 27°07'52" East;
thence northwesterly along the arc of said curve 120.54 feet through a central angle of 15°20'52";
thence North 47°31'16" West 42.07 feet to a point on a non tangent curve to the left having a
radius of 59.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 86°11'52" West; thence northwesterly
along the arc of said curve 90.04 feet through a central angle of 87°26'16"; thence North
47°31'16" West 172.10 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 145.04 feet, of
which the radius point bears North 42°28'44" East; thence along the arc of said curve 84.29 feet
through a central angle of 33°17'52" to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is South 89°59'45" East 2667.02 feet between the
south quarter corner and the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-75-K, PP-75-L)

Description contains 2.34 acres.
PARCEL RC20-B

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 89°59'45" West 887.05 feet coincident with the section line
and North 572.38 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1
South, Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point being on the southerly boundary of
Silverado Lodge Condominium Amended, recorded January 5, 2006, as Entry No. 764172 in the
Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence coincident with said southerly
boundary of Silverado Lodge Condominium Amended East 112.08 feet; thence South 2.19 feet;
thence South 10°00'00" East 354.32 feet to a point on a non tangent curve to the right having a
radius of 50.52 feet, of which the radius point bears North 72°18'31" West; thence southwesterly
along the arc of said curve 64.97 feet through a central angle of 73°41'05" to a point of
compound curve to the right having a radius of 425.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North
01°22'34" East; thence westerly along the arc of said curve 57.36 feet through a central angle of
07°43'59"; thence North 10°00'00" West 386.92 feet to the point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 89°59'45" West 2667.02 feet between the
southeast corner and the south quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-75-L)

Description contains 0.98 acres.
PARCEL RC21

A parcel of land located in the southeast quarter of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East,
Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said parcel being described as follows:

Beginning at a point that is North 00°00°29” East 742.45 feet coincident with the section line and
West 780.08 feet from a GLO brass cap at the southeast corner of Section 36, Township 1 South,
Range 3 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, said point also being on Silverado Lodge
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Condominium Amended, recorded January 5, 2006, as Entry No. 764172 in the Office of the
Recorder, Summit County, Utah; and running thence coincident with said Silverado Lodge the
following four (4) courses: 1) West 278.90 feet; thence 2) North 36°54'59" East 83.08 feet;
thence 3) North 50°00'00" West 142.43 feet to a point on a curve to the left having a radius of
19.00 feet, of which the radius point bears South 40°00'00" West; thence 4) along the arc of said
curve 36.83 feet through a central angle of 111°03'12" to a point on a non tangent curve to the
left having a radius of 224.60 feet, of which the radius point bears North 71°03'12" West; thence
northerly along the arc of said curve 67.47 feet through a central angle of 17°12'41"; thence
North 01°44'07" East 26.46 feet to a point on the easterly boundary of that portion of the Access
Road known as “Canyons Resort Drive” as described in that certain Nonexclusive Access
Easement Roadway Access and Utilities, recorded October 25, 2004, as Entry No. 714878 in
Book 1655 at Page 1 in the Office of the Recorder, Summit County, Utah; thence coincident with
said easterly boundary of Canyons Resort Drive the following two (2) courses: 1) continuing
North 01°44'07" East 157.02 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a radius of 145.00 feet,
of which the radius point bears South 88°15'53" East; thence 2) along the arc of said curve
247.83 feet through a central angle of 97°55'43"; thence South 80°20'10" East 19.56 feet to a
point on a curve to the left having a radius of 188.00 feet, of which the radius point bears North
09°39'50" East; thence along the arc of said curve 91.66 feet through a central angle of
27°56'08"; thence North 71°43'42" East 56.19 feet to a point on a curve to the right having a
radius of 13.89 feet, of which the radius point bears South 18°16'18" East; thence along the arc
of said curve 26.25 feet through a central angle of 108°16'18"; thence South 545.61 feet to the
point of beginning.

The basis of bearing for the above description is North 00°00'29" East 2639.24 feet between the
southeast corner and the east quarter corner of Section 36, Township 1 South, Range 3 East, Salt
Lake Base and Meridian. (Within all or portions of PP-74-H, PP-75-A-4)

Description contains 3.98 acres.

PARCEL W37

Commencing at the west quarter corner of Section 31, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, 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" West a distance of
1575.68 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence North 79°00'00" West a distance of 578.27
feet to a point on a 475.00 foot radius curve to the right, center bears North 11°00'00" East;
thence along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 7°00'00", a distance of 58.03 feet;
thence North 72°00'00" West a distance of 20.84 feet to a point on a 225.00 foot radius curve to
the left, center bears South 18°00'00" West; thence along the arc of said curve through a central
angle of 35°33'57", a distance of 139.67 feet; thence South 72°26'03" West a distance of 35.47
feet; to a point on a 175.00 foot radius curve to the right, center bears North 17°33'57" West;
thence along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 5°45'19", a distance of 17.58 feet to
a point on a 57.00 foot radius curve to the right, center bears North 11°48'39" West; thence along
the arc of said curve through a central angle of 91°48'39", a distance of 91.34 feet; thence North
10°00'00" West a distance of 34.53 feet to a point on a 175.00 foot radius curve to the left, center
bears South 80°00'00" West; thence along the arc of said curve through a central angle of

A-8
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11°31'49", a distance of 35.22 feet; thence North 26°00'00" East a distance of 104.99 feet; thence
North 74°30'52" East a distance of 306.99 feet; thence North 85°02'48" East a distance of 224.36
feet; thence North 71°36'34" East a distance of 207.92 feet; thence North 89°37'40" East a
distance of 136.72 feet; thence South 83°26'14" East 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, PP-75-A-2, WWDDAM-WWD1)

Contains 8.07 acres.

A9
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SCHEDULE 1
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B-A (Amended Land Use & Zoning Chart)

[See Attached]
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Exhibit B-A
The Canyons SPA Development Agreement
Land Use & Zoning (12/1312017) Before LV6 Acquisition

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING | MAX GROSS ACCOM- |COMMERCIAL/
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) | (ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
(8) 8
RESORT CENTER
FROST WOOD
A . . . IR o . et el Lt . Golf Course Uses/Open Space .
B - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
[ - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
F1 3to4 210,000 200,000 10,000 Hotel/Lodging/Retail
F2A 31035 __...82500 72,500 10,000 Hotel/Lodging/Retail
F2B 31035 72,000 72,000 - HotelLodging ~
FaC 31035 L 75000 75000| -\ Hofellodging .
F3A 3 104,000 104,000 - Residential-Multi Family/Hotel/Lodging
F3B o R | tos500| . 88500 20,000  Residential-Muli Family/Hote/Lodging/Retail
F4 25 38,000 38,000 - Residential-Multi Family
F5 2.5 87,500 87,600 - Residential-Multi Family
F6 2.5 50,000 50,000 - Residential-Multi Family
FT o — 2.5 20,000 20,000 - Residential-Mulfi Family o
F8 2.5 10,000 10,000 - Residential-Multi Family
857,500 817,500 40,000
THE COVE
|Osguthorpe 1 2 32,000 32,000 - Hotel/Lodging Units
Osguthorpe2 4 23 | 75,200 75,200 - o Residential-Multi Family R
Osguthorpe 3 2-3 109,000 104,000 5000 HotellLodging Units B
216,200 211,200 5,000
RED PINE ROAD
Baker ] 25 | 87,500 | 87,500 | -1 Residential-Single Family Detached 1
Spoor | 2.5 | 22,500 | 22,500 | - Residential-Single Family Detached |
110,000 110,000 -
WILLOW DRAW
WWD1 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
WWD2 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
W 1-35/WWD3 2.5 227,500 227,500 - Residential-Single Family Detached
W, 36/AVWWD4 3.5 - - _|Resort Operations and Maintenance Facility with
Associated Storage and Surface Parking
W. 37/WWWWD5 3 159,000 159,000 Residential-Multi Family
WWD7 - - - - Open Space
EWD1 - - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
EWD2 - - - - Golf Course UUses/Open Space
EWD4 - - - - Resort Amenity
EWD5 - - - - Open Space
EWD6 - - - - Frostwood Drive ROW
EWD?7 - - - - Canyons Resort Drive ROW
EWD8 - - - - Open Space
386,500 386,500 -
LOWER VILLAGE
LV1A-1 - 6,798 - - - Resort Operations with Associated Storage and
Surface Parking
LV1A-2 - 6,793 25,000 - 25,000 Parking/Commercial/RetailV'Support
LV1B - 6,780 100,000 - 100,000 Parking/Parking
Garage/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
LV2A & LV2B 0 - - - Golf Course Uses/Open Space
LV3 e L - - -1 Golf Course Uses/Open Space
Lv4 3 185,000 185,000 - HoteI/Lodging/Retail/ResMuIti—Family/CommerciaI
LV5 2.5 128,700 128,700 - Employee Housing-Multi Family
LVE 25t03 405,000 377,550 27,450 Hotel/Lodging/Retail/Office/Medical/Employee
(see note 3.4) Housing
LV7 4 - - - Open Space
LV8 25 25,000 - 25,000 Commercial/Retail/Office
LV10 2.5 80,000 80,000 - Residential-Multi Family
i e B - ® - _ Lower Village Road R.O.W e
LV12 0 7,284 7,284 - Residential-Single Family Detached
LV13 0 - - - Private Road ROW
LV Parcel 1 25 11,000 - 14,000 Fire Station
LV14, (Osg. 1) 2.5 93,300 83,300 10,000 Hotel/Lodging
L.V. Osg. 2 1.5 43,716 43,716 - Residential-Single Family Detached
1,104,000 905,550 198,450
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement
Land Use & Zoning (12/13/2017) Before LV6 Acqguisition

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING | MAX GROSS ACCOM- |COMMERCIAL/
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) | (ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
(8) (8)
RESORT CORE
RC. 1 3-9 360,405 244,000 116,405 Hotel/lLodging Units
RC.2 A e 6,966 14,000 14,000 Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC.5 6,973 48,089 27,525 20,564 Residential Multi-
o i Family/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC.6 6,966 25,000 25,000 Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
RC. 7/WWDS - Building A 7.067 202,937 165,312 37,625 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
Building B - Conference Center 6,850 48,171 - 48,171 Conference Center/Commercial/Retail/Support
Building C N 7,018 304,378 254,503 49,875 | Hotell.odging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
RC. 8 5.5 114,523 94,025 20,498 Hotel/Lodging Units ~
RC.9 45 ... 82880 68,883 13,997 HotelLodging Units
RC. 10 3.5 64,234 53,429 10,805 Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 11ahb TV es i 99,451 93,331 6,120 Hotel/Lodging Units _“
RC. 14 6,925 73,554 73,554 Hotel/Lodging Units
R B 6,931 166,941 166,941 HotelLodging Units
RC. 6,991 159,588 149,588 10,000 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
' BuildingB o I 6977 102,941 92,941 10,000 |  Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail/Support
BuidingC |~ | 6,964 77.506 77,506 - HotellLodging Units
RC. 168 23 106,000 108,000 Residential-Multi Family
RC. 17* - Building A 6,998 72,054 59,436 12,618 Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
Services
Building B i T 6,998 110102 94,405 15697 | HotelLodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
. e Services o
Building C 6,998 84,959 74,834 10,125 | Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier
Services .
RC. 19 i |55 255,607 243,407 12,200 HotelLodging Units
RC. 20A - Building A R 6,931 75,623 70,623 5,000 Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support
Building B 6,931 96,054 91,054 5,000 Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/RetaiVSupport
RC. 208 _ o 69136920 | 32,398 32,398 - Residential-Multi Family
RC. 21 - Building A 6,875 ) 47,800 47,900 - Hotel/Lodging Units
Building B 6,886 69,400 69,400 - Hotel/lLodging Units
Building C 6,881 58,700 58,700 - Hotel/Lodging Units
RC.22 .36 114,000 114,000 - Hotel/Lodging Units
RC. 24A T3 ) 24,000 24,000 - Residential-Multi Family
RC. 248 1.3 o 26,000 26,000 - Residential-Multi Family, TOR Site
RC. 25 T 25 161,000 161,000 - Residential-Multi Family
FoumRetail 1 1 | 24000 - 24,000 ______Retail/Skier Services N
T 1.6 3,629 - 3,629 Service
T2 1.5 2,625 - 2,625 Service
Escala/E1 3-5 285,467 202,200 83,267 Hotel/Lodging Units/Commercial/Retail
Friedman 1/F1 23 67,200 67,200 - Residential-Multi Family -
Friedman 2/F2 1 23 52,800 52,800 - Hotel/Lodging Units
Silverado/J1 A5 L 66,770 59,325 7,445 Hotel/Lodging Units o
Silverado/J2 245 63,230 63,230 - Hotel/Lodging Unils
Sunrise/E2 2-5 177,000 139,000 38,000 Hotel/Lodging Units
4,021,116 3,418,450 602,666

*RC17 combines the density of RC17 & RC18 into one Parcel Ref # - to now be identified as RC17
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The Canyons SPA Development Agreement

Land Use & Zoning (12/13/2017) Before LV6 Acquisition

MAXIMUM MAXIMUM
BUILDING BUILDING | MAX GROSS ACCOM- |COMMERCIAL/
PARCEL REF # HEIGHT HEIGHT BUILDING MODATION RETAIL PRINCIPLE USE
(STORIES) |(ELEVATION) AREA AREA SUPPORT
8) @)
RED PINE VILLAGE
R.P.1 2.5 106,000 80,664 25,336 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P.2 2 70,050 35,991 34,059 Hotel/Lodging Units/Amphitheater
R.P.3 3 272,875 207,654 65,221 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P. 4 1.5-2.75 66,500 - 66,500 Skier services
R.P.5 3 109,950 72,065 37,885 Hotel/Lodging Units
RP.6 . o 3 . 147,600 123,373 24,227 - Hotel/Lodging Units
RP.7 3 105,975 80,646 25,329 Hotel/Lodging Units
RP.8 L 1 6,000 - 6,000 Chapel
R.P.9 2,5 193,000 146,870 46,130 HotelLodging Units
R.P. 10 2-3 232,250 176,737 55,513 Hotel/Lodging Units
R.P. LAKE a/b 2 60,000 60,000 - Hotel/Lodging Units
1,370,200 984,000 386,200
TOMBSTONE
Tmb. 1 2 15,000 - 156,000 Commercial
Tmb. Osg. 1 3 74,500 67,500 7,000 Hotel/Lodging Units/retail
Tmb. Osg. 2 * 2 30,500 30,500 - Residential-Multi Family
Tmb. Osg. 3 - - - - Hotel/Lodging Units
120,000 98,000 22,000
ON MOUNTAIN
SILVER KING MINES
- | - | 26,000 | 26,000 | -1 Hotel/Lodging Units ]
MINES VENTURE
See note 3.7.5 | - | n/a | nfa | - | Residential-Single Family Detached ]
26,000 26,000 -
|THE COLONY | 240 Lots | | Residential-Single Family Detached ]
Totals Net Change From 04-23-2009 Entitlements
RESORT CORE 4,021,116 3,418,450 602,666 81,429 |(4) (5)
FROSTWQOD 857,500 817,500 40,000 -
THE COVE 216,200 211,200 5,000 -
RED PINE ROAD 110,000 110,000 - - |
WILLOW DRAW 386,500 386,500 - (210,900)
LOWER VILLAGE 1,104,000 905,550 198,450 (84,200)[(1)
RED PINE VILLAGE 1,370,200 984,000 386,200 -
TOMBSTONE 120,000 98,000 22,000 -
ON MOUNTAIN 26,000 26,000 - -
TOTAL 8,211,516 6,957,200 1,254,316 (213,671 (")
Notes:

(1) Lower Village increase is 59,700 for new TDR site + 3,500 increase at fire station site (from 7,500 to 11,000) - 15,000 transferred to WWD4.
(4) 25,000 sq ft added to Escala and Weight from Fogg density transfer.
(5) 11,000 sq ft added to RC24B to supplement County TDR site.
(6) Reduction of 12,500 sq ft due to change in use of Baker parcel from Residential Multi-Family to Single Family + 7,500 to correct density for Spoor Parcel (3 sites

*7,500 each}

(7) To the extent there is any conflict between pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart and the other pages of Exhibit B, including maps, illustrative plans and
tables, pages 1 to 8 of this Land Use and Zoning Chart control.
(8) To the extent there is any conflict between the calculations in the Maximum Building Height (Stories) Column and the Maximum Building Height (Elevation) Column,
the Maximum Building Height (Elevation) Column controls,

4846-2718-7491 v5
00263.080

04-23-2009 Original Entitlements

MGBA Res Comm
3,939,687 3,252,435 687,252
857,500 817,500 40,000
216,200 211,200 5,000
110,000 110,000
597,400 597,400 ]
1,188,200 1,034,750 153,450
1,370,200 984,000 386,200 |
120,000 98,000 22,000
26,000 26,000
8,425,187 7,131,285 1,293,902
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THE CANYONS RESORT — LAND USE AND ZONING
Notes to Density and Use Charts: Pages 4-8
[Before LV6 Acquisition]

1.0 DEFINITIONS SUMMARY (refer to Development Agreement for additional details)

1.1  Building Height: Building Height is established as either Maximum Building Height
(Stories) or Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) and which criteria applies is
determined by the applicable designation on Pages 1 to 3 of this Land Use and Zoning
Chart. If no Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) is designated for a Parcel,
then Maximum Building Height (Stories) will be used to determine Building Height.

a) Maximum Building Height (Stories) means the maximum number of stories
allowed to be built above grade measured from the finished grade at any building
fagade.

b) Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL) means the maximum elevation

above sea level (ASL) specified on Pages 1, 2, or 3.

1. The following exceptions to Maximum Building Height (Elevation - ASL)
are allowed:

(i) Antennas, chimneys, flues, vents and similar Structures may
extend up to five feet (5°-0”) above the allowed Maximum
Building Height to comply with requirements of the International
Building Code (IBC).

(i) Appurtenances for mechanical equipment and associated
screening, when enclosed or screened, may extend up to eight
feet (87-0") above the allowed maximum Building Height.

(iii) An Elevator Penthouse may extend up to eight feet (8°-0”) above
the allowed Maximum Building Height to comply with
requirements of the [nternational Building Code (IBC).

(iv) Roof top equipment for the purposes of ‘Green Initiatives’ such
as solar panels, rain water harvesting tanks, etc. may extend
beyond the allowed Maximum Building Height if approved by
the CVMA Design Review Committee. Equipment locations
that exceed the allowed Maximum Building Height shall respect
a 2:1 setback from the Building’s outer edges and shall not
exceed 30% of the overall roof area.

12 Maximum Gross Building Area: The maximum total area measured in square feet
constructed above finished grade - no exclusions except restricted employee housing (as
defined by and restricted elsewhere in this Amended Agreement) may be included in and
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1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

for a Parcel provided that the employee housing does not compromise the open space as
generally described in Exhibit C.

Accommodation Area: Means that portion of the Gross Building Area located on a
Parcel that may be used for hotel, lodging and residential uses, together with additional
space constructed above finished grade that is used for corridors, lobbies, services and
support uses associated with the primary Accommodation Area.

Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services Area: Means the area located in a building
and primarily designed for the following Principle Uses:

a) Commercial:
¢ Office, maintenance, storage and similar uses
b) Retail:
e Shops and stores (including, but not limited to, the sale of grocery, personal,
household, soft goods, and hardware items, and fresh, processed, and prepared
food for onsite and offsite consumption), cafes, restaurants, and similar uses

c) Support:
¢ Kitchen, meeting, conference and related uses; health, Spa, fitness and similar
uses

d) Skier Services:
e Lockers, storage, equipment maintenance, lifts and transportation, training,
gathering, warming, and similar uses related to servicing skiers, boarders, and
resort owners and guests

All Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services Area located below finished grade will not
be included in the calculation of Maximum Gross Building Area for that Parcel.

Residential Single Family - Detached: Means building lots upon which Residential
Single Family — Detached accommodations will be developed. See Note 3.5 for further
detail.

Principle Use(s): Means the primary use or uses allowed on a Parcel. For ancillary
allowed uses refer to the Architectural Guidelines.

Residential Multi-Family: Means attached (including attachment along a horizontal
plain (wall-to-wall) or along a vertical plain (ceiling-to-floor)) dwelling units located in
one or more buildings designed primarily for a Principle Use of providing housing to
more than one individual, family or group of unrelated individuals. Subject to design
review and site plan review, allowed parking for a Residential Multi-Family development
may include up to one attached Parking Garage per unit not to exceed 600 square feet or
one or more shared Parking Garages for some or all of the units. When allowed, the
Parking Garage area is in addition to, and will not be calculated as part of, the
Accommodation Area.

Resort Operations: Means all operations and activities reasonably necessary for or
related to the operation, development, management or maintenance of an all-season

5
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1.9

1.10

[.11

2.0

2.1

23

3.0

3.1

3.2

resort, including Commercial, Retail, Support, Skier Services and amenities provided by,
for, or at the direction of the CVMA.

Parking Garage(s): Means an above ground or below ground, attached, detached or
integrated structure that is designed primarily for a Principle Use of parking, access,
circulation, and related uses.

Employee Housing: Means dwelling units located in one or more buildings and
primarily designed for employees and workers, together with additional space used to
provide amenities and services for employees and workers, and space used for
administrative, office and support functions related to the operation of the Employee
Housing. There is no density allocated for Employee Housing.

Hotel Lodging Unit: Means attached dwelling units located in one or more buildings
primarily designed for a Principle Use of hotel, lodging, and accommodation.

GENERAL NOTES

All densities indicated are maximums, and development on each site including use is
subject to this Land Use and Zoning Chart and the approval process outlined in the SPA
Development Agreement.

Conversion of Commercial Uses to Accommodation Uses is prohibited. Conversion of
Gross Building Area designated Hotel Lodging Uses may be converted to Gross Building
Area for Commercial/Retail/Support Uses.

Surface parking is allowed as a temporary use on vacant lots, subject to appropriate
buffering and a Low Impact Permit.

SITE SPECIFIC NOTES

Groutage/Jaffa Parcels | and 2: - Refer to Development Agreement and Exhibit C2.1
Resort Core - Development Area Illustrative Plan & Design Conditions for the site
planning requirements. Maximum density is 120,000 square feet, except an additional
10,000 square feet may be allowed for this site subject to a recommendation from the
Architectural Review Committee, and review and discretionary approval of the Director
and the Planning Commission.

Parcel RC16-B must meet the following criteria to provide an adequate buffer to Red
Pine Road:

a) A 50-foot setback from the Red Pine Road right-of-way, within which no building
may occur. It is required that this buffer be extensively landscaped and the
landscaping must continue into the right-of-way to the back of curb or sidewalk of
the existing (and/or improved) Red Pine Road. Landscaping immediately
adjacent to Red Pine Road must be low profile and accommodate snow storage.
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b) A further setback of 50 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum
height of two stories.

c) A further setback of 95 feet within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum
height of three stories.

d) No more than two entrances directly from the Red Pine Road right-of-way are
permitted.

3.3 A Parking Garage is an allowed use on Parcels LVI-B and LV5. On these Parcels
building height is measured as Maximum Building Height (Elevation — ASL).

3.4  IHC: A medical facility of up to 45,000 gross square feet providing the following uses is
allowed: out-patient surgery/diagnostic and treatment/clinic, and including services
complementary to the resort.

3.5(A) On lots where Residential Single-Family — Detached uses are permitted, the following
conditions apply with respect to density and all square footage numbers shown below are
gross square footages per home including a garage and basement for each.

Spoor: 3 Lots, 7,500 square foot / home.

Osguthorpe: 6 Lots, 8,500 square foot / home.

W-35: 35 Lots, 6,500 square foot / home.

Mines Ventures: 9 Lots (including one (1) TDR lot for the County, house
size and design subject to Colony Guidelines.

HR

3.5(B) On lots within the Aspen Creek Crossing Subdivision (Baker Parcel), the following
conditions apply with respect to density and all square footage numbers. The following
areas are exempt from Floor Area calculations:

a. Garage area up to 600 square feet.
b. Entire room areas with floor levels that are six (6) feet or more below
Final Grade and do not have a doorway to the outside.

3.6  Tombstone - Osguthorpe 2 Parcel: In addition to the permitted 26,500 square feet, two

(2) single family detached dwellings are permitted with up to a maximum 0f 2,000 gross
square feet for each dwelling unit.
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3.7  The Colony Lot distribution by owner:

IMA LLC 164

Ski Land LLC 45

TDR Owners
Summit County 5
Hansen LC 16
Babcock 6
Barnard 1
Dean 1
Parkway 1
DVM 1
TOTAL 240

The transfer of Lot 11 in White Pine Ranches shall satisfy the Hansen/Snyderville West TDR
transfer obligation in Phase 1. Hansen has reserved the right to change this arrangement and
select a Homestead in The Colony instead of Lot 11. If the Homestead in The Colony is
selected, the development rights shall be deemed stripped from Lot 11. If Lot 11 is selected,
IMA shall be entitled to one less Homestead in The Colony, bringing the total to 239 instead of

240. (See Exhibit G of the TDR Agreement.)
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SCHEDULE 2
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.1-A (Amended Land Use Zoning Map)

[See Attached]

2
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SCHEDULE 3
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.3-A (Amended Building Heights Map)

[See Attached]

3-1
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SCHEDULE 4
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map)

[See Attached]

4341-00744512v10 41 01132524 Page 273 of 475 Summit County



SCHEDULE 4
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.4-A (Amended Illustrative Plan Map)

M [See Attached]

4-1
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SCHEDULE 5
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.5.1-A (Amended Resort Core Design Conditions and Planning Area Map)

These notes reference and further describe the drawing. The drawing is for illustrative purposes
and intended to be used to guide site planning and plat design for Project Sites. It does not
constitute approval.

1. As a condition of plat or site plan approval, the Developer shall convey to the Resort
Village Management Association or its designee all easements and other rights necessary
for the approval, development, construction, and use of a golf course to be located within
the Resort Center.

2. Generally, density and height should be greatest in the heart of the Core, with reductions
of height and density as development moves out toward the edges. Design standards for
the Resort Core transition along Red Pine Road are specified in an addendum to the
Design Guidelines.

[See attached map]

5-1 .
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SCHEDULE 6
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

Exhibit B.5.2-A (Amended Willow Draw Planning Area Map)

[See attached map]
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EXHIBIT B
TO
AMENDMENT TO AMENDED AND RESTATED
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

[Traffic Study]

B-1 ,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This study addresses the traffic impacts associated with the proposed future development of The
Canyons resort in Summit County, Utah. Future development at The Canyons will occur adjacent
to the existing hotels and lodges currently at the resort, as well as around the Cabriolet parking
lot adjacent to SR-224.

Included within the analyses for this study are the traffic operations and recommended mitigation
measures for existing conditions and plus project conditions (conditions after development of the
proposed project) at key intersections and roadways in the vicinity of the site. Future 2030
conditions are also analyzed. In addition, two alternate plus project scenarios were analyzed
(2017 and 2030) including trips generated by the Red Pine Village resort hotel consisting of 1,100
rooms.

TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology,
the Saturday peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The results of this
analysis are reported in Table ES-1 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports). Multiple runs
of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of each intersection. Where the LOS
was calculated to be C or lower, the calculated delay for all approaches is included.

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

Existing 2017

ture 2030 Plus Future 2030 Plus
s Plus Projact . N
Project Project Altemate
intersection Alternate
Description } LOS (SecVeh)  LOS (Secivenh') LOS (Sec/veh’)
SR-224/ D (35.4) F (>80.0) F (>80.0) E (69.5)
. N8 G (28.3), 8B C (29.2), B E (552), SB D (49.9), B 3), 5), 3). 0). 0), 0), X 8).
Canyons Resort Drive EB D (54.9). WB D (46.0) Zsi((m.t)).vvs%((‘&:)) ga 3@:5.:)),3;55%?1 NEBBED((GJEQ:.’S)),S\:;;GSOSEI; N:BFD(?:S.%.\?VZZ(:::;) :BBFo(ggf))),\SEBEESG(:;:)
7-Eleven East / F (>50.0) / NB C(5.5/NB | F(>50.0)/NB | F(>50.0)/NB
Canyons Resort Drive A(9.8)/NB A(18)/EB, D (27.0,/ WB A(9.1)/NB A{12)/EB.A(6.5/WB | A(15)/EB.F (-50.0)/ WB A (8.4) ] EB, A (7.0)/ WB
7-El ]
Cany o:fé‘e\;ﬁm’e B(3.2)/NB | A(E6)/WB | A(10.0)/NB A{2.4)] EB A(3.0)/WB | B(13.1)/WB
Aspen Drive / F (>50.0)/ SB F (>50.0)/SB | F(>50.0)/SB | F(>50.0)/SB
Canyons Resort Drive B(14.2)/ SB A (5.5 /ES, B (2.7)/ W8 B(10.8)/SB A(36)/EB.A(0.9)/WB | A(45)/EB,C(0.6)/Wa | B(13:2)/EB,A(12)/ W8
Frostwood Drive / D (29.4)
Canyons Resort Drive A € (19.0) A a6 A1) A B (12.3)
Chalet Drive / F 500158 | E0E6)ISE
Canyons Resort Drive A (10.0)/ SB C (15.2)/ SB B (10.5)/ SB B (12.8)/ SB A (291 EB.A (22) 1B C(20.2A)I(;!'1B),IA‘A(1;7)IEB.
Navajo Trail /
Canyons ‘Reso ! Drive A (4.8)I NB A (5.6)/ NB A (4.5)/ NB A (4.7)/ NB A34§?S£,11(£ .:ﬁa F (>50.0) / NB
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive A(8.3)/5B A(9.3)/SB A(7.6)/SB a@oyss |, CUSAISE | A@e)isB
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive A(2.3)INB A(5.8)INB A(2.9)/NB A(5.3)/NB Angjgﬁ)“{s’)‘m B (10.7)/ NB
. 2 j . A(7.5)/ EB
RC 21 / Red Pine Road A{4.3)] EB Apoyes | ATHIES | Aeaies
. 2 j R A (4.9)/EB
RC 20 / Red Pine Road A (5.0)/ EB Agees | AUNIER| Aus)EB
RC 20 / Chalet Drive / A8 EB
Fod Pine Road A (1.9)/ WB A(4.3) | EB A(2.1)/WB A@2)IEB | roamarcars A (4.5)/ EB
C Resort Drive /
anézzspme:;oa d';"e - A(2.6)/NB . A(2.5)/ NB A7)/ NB A(@8.2)/ NB
RC 15/ Canyons Resort Drive? - A(3.5)/ EB - A(3.2)/EB A1)/ EB A(5.8) /EB
Canyf’n“s"eergz r: Drive A (3.1)/ WB A (2.6)/ WB A{3.3)/ WB A{2.6)/ WB A(3.4)/ WB A(3.0)/ WB
RC 14 / Canyons Resort Drive? - A(2.6)/ EB - A(23)/EB A(3.8) EB A (4.6)/ EB
g;;‘i rfs“;‘e";gfg‘: ve’ A(5.2)/ EB A (3.5)/ EB A(5.3)/ EB A(3.4)/EB A(4.5)/EB A (4.8)/EB
High Mountain Road /
Cagnyons Resort Drive A(4.0)/ NE A0 A (4.0)/ NE A@T) A(3.4) A (3.4)
RC 167207
Canyons Resort Diive? . A(3.7)1S8B - A(3.4)INB A@.7)INB A(4.3)/ NB
Higisﬁfjmca‘?:% o A{2.5)/ NB A(4.4)1 SE A (2.5)I NB A(3.6)/ SE A(6.3)1 SE A(5.9)/ SE
RC 16 / Escala Court® - A(2.3)/NB - A(2.2)/NB A{2.4)/ NB A(2.2)iNB
RC 17 / 18 / Escala Court? s A{(3.0)/SB - A(2.9)/ SB A(3.0)/SB A(3.2)/SB
RC 177187
High Mountain Road? - A(2.4)/ NE . A(2.2)/ NE A (3.6)/ NE A (2.4)/ NE
RC 177187 221 Sundial /
High Mountain Road? - A{(2.6)/ NB - A{1.4)/ NB A@3.7)/NB A(1.6)/SB
RC 22 / High Mountain Road? 8 A(2.4)/NB - A{2.3)/ NB A(3.4)/ NB ABR.2)/NB
Vintage E Street /
intage © A (2.5)/ NB A(2.5)/NB A(3.1)INB A (3.0)/ NB

High Mountain Road?

ource Hzles Engineenng. November 2
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SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS/RECOMMENDATIONS

The following is a summary of key findings and recommendations:

e Hales Engineering collected turning movement count data on Saturday, April 2, 2016,
and on Saturday, October 29, 2016. The CVMA collected turning movement count
data at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection on February 18, 2017.

o The CVMA data, as well as data from a UDOT-maintained ATR on SR-224
were used to scale the data collected in 2016 to represent peak ski season
conditions.

o This data was also used to derive a Saturday peak-hour trip generation rate for
the resort hotel land uses.

e Each analysis was performed assuming an 85% occupancy rate for the hotel,
townhome, and single-family home land uses (see body of report for further
explanation).

e The SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is currently operating at LOS D. With
projected background growth on SR-224, the intersection is anticipated to deteriorate
to LOS E by 2030. With project traffic added, the intersection is. anticipated to operate
at LOS D and LOS F in 2017 and 2030, respectively.

o Additional capacity for left-turning vehicles, especially eastbound left-turning
vehicles, is needed at the SR-224 | Canyons Resort Drive intersection.

« This could be accomplished with adding an additional left-turn lane,
using an innovative intersection design, or creating grade-separated
left-turn movements.

e Additional left-turn lanes are recommended, as cost and
required right-of-way for the other options is prohibitive. It is
recommended that additional left-turn lanes be added to the
east- and northbound approaches. This improvement will
require that an additional northbound lane be added to SR-224
north of Canyons Resort Drive for approximately 550 feet. A
reconfiguration of the westbound approach may also be
necessary.

« It is recommended that left-turn queue storage be maximized on the
eastbound approach, allowing more vehicles to queue onsite. It is also
recommended that guide signs (white on green) be added along the
southside of Canyons Resort Drive to guide drivers to the correct lanes
on the eastbound approach. This will improve lane utilization on the
approach allowing more vehicles to queue efficiently.

= [tis anticipated that with future (2030) plus project traffic conditions that
dual left-turn lanes will be warranted on the northbound approach. It is
recommended that this be implemented when warrants are met. This

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study iii
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will prevent left-turn queues from obstructing northbound through
traffic. This improvement will also require that an additional westbound
lane be added to Canyons Resort Drive to receive two lanes of left-
turning traffic from the northbound approach. A second westbound lane
on Canyons Resort Drive could also be used to receive a combination
of a single northbound left-turn lane and a single southbound right-turn
lane.

e The Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to continue to
operate at an acceptable level of service with project traffic added.

e It is anticipated that some intersections and accesses on Canyons Resort Drive in the
vicinity of the SR-224 and Frostwood Drive intersections will operate at substandard
levels of service during the Saturday peak hour. This can be attributed to queueing at
downstream intersections, and the generally expected difficulty of executing a left-turn
movement from a stop controlled approach onto a busy roadway. It is recommended
that an additional lane be added to the roundabout at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection to mitigate queueing when queues at the intersection are
determined to be excessive.

The following is a summary of key findings and recommendations based on the alterate

plus project analyses (including the Red Pine Village):

e The alternate plus project analyses examine the impacts of the traffic generated by
the proposed projects at The Canyons resort, as well as the construction of the 1, 100
room Red Pine Village resort hotel.

e With 2017 alternate plus project conditions, the SR-224, 7-Eleven East, Aspen Drive,
Chalet Drive, and Navajo Trail intersections on Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated
to operate at unacceptable LOS with project traffic added. The Frostwood Drive and
Navajo Trail intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate atLOS
D. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS C or better with
project traffic added. '

o It is recommended that additional left-tum lanes be added to the north- and
eastbound approaches.
= These improvements will require that an additional lane be added to
westhound Canyons Resort Drive and northbound SR-224. This will
result in three northbound lanes on SR-224 for a distance of
approximately 550 feet, after which traffic would merge back into the
existing two northbound lanes.
o It is recommended that Canyons Resort Drive be widened to five lanes
petween SR-224 and Frostwood Drive.
« This improvement will allow for additional queue storage on the
eastbound approach to the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study iv
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intersection, provide an additional receiving lane to accommodate the
recommended dual left-turn lanes on the northbound approach to the
SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection, and accommodate the
recommended improvements at the Frostwood Drive roundabout.

o It is recommended that the roundabout at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection be upgraded by converting the existing one-lane
roundabout to a two-lane roundabout, including two approach lanes on the
eastbound approach. It is anticipated that these improvements will provide the
capacity necessary to accommodate the projected traffic.

e Future 2030 alternate plus project traffic was analyzed assuming that the previously
recommended mitigation measures had been implemented.

e With future 2030 alternate plus project conditions, the SR-224 and Chalet Drive
intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOSE. The 7-
Eleven East and Aspen Drive intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated
to operate at LOS F. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at
LOS B or better

o lItis anticipated that additional capacity will be needed at the SR-224 / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection. It is possible that fine tuning of the signal timing at
the intersection could mitigate the anticipated poor level of service.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study v
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Purpose

This study addresses the traffic impacts associated with the proposed future development of The
Canyons resort in Summit County, Utah. Future development at The Canyons will occur adjacent
to the existing hotels and lodges currently at the resort, as well as around the Cabriolet parking
lot adjacent to SR-224. Figure 1 shows a vicinity map of the proposed development.

Included within the analyses for this study are the traffic operations and recommended mitigation
measures for existing conditions and plus project conditions (conditions after development of the
proposed project) at key intersections and roadways in the vicinity of the site. Future 2030
conditions with and without the proposed development are also analyzed.

Figure 1 Vicinity map showing the project location in Summit County, Utah

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 1
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B. Scope

The study area was defined based on conversations with the development team, following general
guidelines for traffic impact studies. This study was scoped to evaluate the traffic operational
performance impacts of the project on the following intersections:

e Escala Court / High Mountain Road

« High Mountain Road / Canyons Resort Drive

e Grand Summit Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

o Red Pine Road / Canyons Resort Drive

e Chalet Drive / Red Pine Road

e Cedar Lane / Canyons Resort Drive

e Navajo Trail / Canyons Resort Drive

e Chalet Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

o Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Bus Loop / 7-Eleven Access / Canyons Resort Drive

e SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive

C. Analysis Methodology

Level of service (LOS) is a term that describes the operating performance of an intersection or
roadway. LOS is measured quantitatively and reported on a scale from Ato F, with A representing
the best performance and F the worst. Table 1 provides a brief description of each LOS letter
designation and an accompanying average delay per vehicle for both signalized and unsignalized
intersections.

The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology was used in this study to remain
consistent with “state-of-the-practice” professional standards. This methodology has different
quantitative evaluations for signalized and unsignalized intersections. For signalized and all-way
stop intersections, the LOS is provided for the overall intersection (weighted average of all
approach delays). For all other unsignalized intersections LOS is reported based on the worst
approach.

D. Level of Service Standards

For the purposes of this study, a minimum overall intersection performance for each of the study
intersections was set at LOS C. However, if LOS D, E, or F conditions exist, an explanation and/or
mitigation measures will be presented. An LOS D threshold is consistent with “state-of-the-
practice” traffic engineering principles for urbanized areas. The current Snyderville Basin
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Transportation Master Plan (2009) has established a LOS C threshold for County roads, and LOS
D for State roads.
Table 1 Level of Service Descriptions

Average Delay
(seconds/vehicle)

Level of
Service

Description of Traffic Conditions

Signalized Intersections Overall Intersection

Extremely favorable progression and a very low level of
A control delay. Individual users are virtually unaffected 0<10.0
by others in the traffic stream.
Good progression and a low level of control delay. The

B presence of other users in the traffic stream becomes >10.0 and <20.0
noticeable.
Fair progression and a moderate level of control delay.

Cc The operation of individual users becomes somewhat >20.0 and < 35.0

affected by interactions with others in the traffic stream.
Marginal progression with relatively high levels of
D control delay. Operating conditions are noticeably more > 35.0 and <55.0
constrained.
Poor progression with unacceptably high levels of

E contro! delay. Operating conditions are at or near > 55.0and < 80.0
capacity.
E Unacceptable progression with forced or breakdown - 80.0

nerating conditions.

0
Unsignalized Intersections Worst Approach

A Free Flow / Insignificant Delay 0<10.0

B Stable Operations / Minimum Delays >10.0 and £ 15.0
c Stable Operations / Acceptable Delays >15.0 and < 25.0
D Approaching Unstable Flows | Tolerable Delays >25.0 and < 35.0
E Unstable Operations / Significant Delays >35.0 and < 50.0
F Forced Flows / Unpredictable Flows / Excessive Delays > 50.0

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

(Transportation Research Board, 2010)

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 3

01132524 Page 292 of 475 Summit County



HALES{B ENGINEERING

" innovative transportation solutions

Il. EXISTING (2017) BACKGROUND CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the existing (2017) background analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day with background traffic and geometric conditions.
Through this analysis, background traffic operational deficiencies can be identified, and potential
mitigation measures recommended. This analysis will provide a baseline condition that may be
compared to the build conditions to identify the impacts of the development.

B. Roadway System
The primary roadways that will provide access to the project site are described below:

Canyons Resort Drive — is a two-lane roadway connecting The Canyons resort to SR-224. This
roadway has a landscaped center median with openings at major accesses and intersections
west of the Frostwood Drive roundabout, and the posted speed limit on this segment is 15 mph.
Between the Frostwood Drive roundabout and SR-224 the roadway consists of one travel lane in
each direction and a center two-way left-turn lane (TWLTL). The posted speed limit on this
segment is 25 mph. Canyons Resort Drive serves as the primary access for The Canyons Resort.

Cooper Lane — connects Frostwood Drive to Sun Peak Drive. There is no lane striping on this
roadway, but the pavement width is sufficient to accommodate one lane of traffic in both
directions. The posted speed limit on this segment is 25 mph. Cooper Lane, via Sun Peak Drive,
serves as a secondary access for The Canyons resort.

Red Pine Road — is a two-lane roadway, providing access to various residential communities
adjacent to The Canyons resort. The posted speed limit on this roadway is 15 mph.

C. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering performed Saturday morning (8:00 to 10:00 a.m.) and afternoon (3:00 to 5:00
p.m.) peak period traffic counts at the following intersections:

e Escala Court / High Mountain Road

¢ High Mountain Road / Canyons Resort Drive
Grand Summit Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Red Pine Road / Canyons Resort Drive
e Chalet Drive / Red Pine Road
e Cedar Lane / Canyons Resort Drive
Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 4
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e Navajo Trail / Canyons Resort Drive

e Chalet Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort Drive

e Bus Loop / 7-Eleven Access / Canyons Resort Drive
e SR-224/ Canyons Resort Drive

These counts were performed on Saturday, April 2, 2016 and Saturday, October 29, 2016. The
CVMA also collected peak hour count data at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive
intersection on Saturday, February 18, 2017. Detailed count data are included in Appendix A. The
a.m. peak hour was determined to be between the hours of 8:15 and 9:15 a.m. and the p.m. peak
hour was determined to be between the hours of 4:00 and 5:00 p.m. The data collected in
February, as well as hourly data from a UDOT maintained automatic traffic recorder (ATR) on SR-
224, were used to scale the data collected in April and October to estimate peak hour traffic
conditions on a peak season ski day. The traffic volumes in the study area were significantly
higher during the p.m. peak hour than during the a.m. peak hour. Therefore, the p.m. peak hour
was chosen for detailed analysis as this represents the worst-case scenario.

Trip generation rates published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), Trip Generation
Manual, 9th Edition, 2012, were used to calculate the number of trips generated by retalil,
townhomes, and single-family homes portion of each development. Since there is no Saturday
Peak Hour ITE Trip Generation rate for Specialty Retail Center (826) land use, a ratio of Saturday
Peak Hour trips to Daily Saturday trips was estimated based on ITE Trip Generation rates fora
related land use, Shopping Center (820). It was estimated that approximately 0.094 of all Saturday
trips would occur during the peak hour. This ratio was used to estimate the Saturday Peak Hour
Trip Generation rate for the Specialty Retail Center (826) land use. The Canyons Specially
Planned Area (SPA) Transportation Master Plan (TMP) Report (December 2015) reports that
95% of patrons at the retail establishments at each of the resort hotels are guests/tenant at the
resort, especially during the winter months. Therefore, a 95% internal capture reduction was
* assumed for each of these land uses.

Hales Engineering utilized the data collected on February 18, 2017, to calculate a trip generation
rate for the resort hotel land use. This was done by taking the known volume on Canyons Resort
Drive west of the Frostwood Drive Roundabout, subtracting the traffic generated (using ITE Trip
Generation Rates) by the retail portion of the resort, adjacent residential communities, and traffic
generated by the day skier/lemployee parking lots in the upper village, and using the remaining
trips to calculate trips per occupied hotel room as shown below. Based on information provided
to Hales Engineering by TCFC and the CVMA, and after discussions with Summit County
Engineering staff, it was assumed that an 85% occupancy rate would accurately represent the

resort hotel land use during the peak ski season.
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Total Trips Generated in Upper Village

- Trips Generated by Retail

- Trips Generated by Single-Family Homes and Townhomes/Condos

- Trips Generated by Day Skiers

- Trips Generated by Employees

Trips Generated by Hotels

The Canyons SPA TMP Report (December 2015) estimates that the number of trips currently
generated by The Canyons has been reduced by approximately 16% due to various trip reduction
efforts. These trip reduction efforts include (see The Canyons SPA TMP Report for further details):
e Cooperation and creation of a regional transportation system
« Linkages to the Salt Lake City area, including the airport via various forms of transit for
employees and guests
o Internal transportation system within the Resort and Resort Community, including valet
service, shuttle buses, and a people mover
e Comprehensive pedestrian trail system
e Incentives to encourage the implementation of these policies

These trips were distributed and assigned to the transportation network based on the turning
movement counts that were previously discussed. Existing land uses in the upper village, along
with their corresponding trip generation calculations, are shown in Table 2. Table 2, is also
included in Appendix E.

A majority of day skiers (ski resort patrons driving to the resort, but not staying overnight) will park
in the Cabriolet parking lot, just south of Canyons Resort Drive and west of SR-224. This parking
lot currently consists of 1,283 parking stalls, and is generally filled to capacity on Saturdays during
peak ski season. Traffic generated by this parking lot is reflected in the data collected by the

CVMA on February 18, 2017.

Figure 2 shows the existing Saturday peak hour volumes during the peak season as well as
intersection geometry at the study intersections.

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 6
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D. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for the study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 3 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the intersection. These
results serve as a baseline condition for the impact analysis of the proposed development during
existing (2017) conditions. As shown in Table 3, the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection
is estimated to operate at LOS D during the Saturday peak hour. It is estimated that the all other
study intersections currently operate at LOS A or B during the peak hour.

E. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95t percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for more than 300 feet on the north-,
south-, and eastbound approaches. No other significant queues were calculated at any of the
study intersections.

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 7
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Table 3 Existing (2017) Background Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection

Aver. Delay Aver. Delay

. 13 L 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LoS

SR-224/ Sianal ) ) 354 D
Canyons Resort Drive g B NB C (28.3), SB C (29.2),
EB D (54.9), WB D (46.0)
7-Eleven East /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB °.8 A j ]
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 13.2 B j j
Aspen Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 14.2 B j }
Frostwood Drive / Round- ) 48 A
Canyons Resort Drive about ] ] '
Chalet Drive / NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 10.0 A j ]
Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 4.8 A ] -
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 8.3 A j ]
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 23 A - )
Chalet Drive / WB
Red Pine Road Stop WB 1.9 A - j
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop WB 3.1 A ) j
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 5.2 A ) j
High Mountain Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NE Stop NE 4.0 A ) -
Escala Court/ NB Stop NB 25 A ) _

High Mountain Road

4s / vehicle) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignatized
congs /vehiclel and is reported for all-way stop, roundabeut, and signal.z

3. 82

Source: Hales Engineering, August 2017

F. Mitigation Measures

The queuing at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection can be attributed to the high
number of vehicles turning left (eastbound) from Canyons Resort Drive onto northbound SR-224,
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as well as the high volume of vehicles traveling north and south on SR-224. Adding additional
capacity to these movements would likely mitigate the queueing at this intersection. However, an
additional left-turn lane on the eastbound approach would require that an additional receiving lane
be added to northbound SR-224 for approximately 550 feet north of Canyons Resort Drive.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 10
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Ill. PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The project conditions analysis explains the type and intensity of development. This provides the
basis for trip generation, distribution, and assignment of project trips to the surrounding study
intersections defined in the Introduction.

B. Project Description

This study addresses the traffic impacts associated with the proposed future development of The
Canyons resort in Summit County, Utah. This future development will include 12 new resort
hotels, as well as residential townhomes, single-family homes, and retail space in the upper and
lower villages. High Mountain Road will be realigned as part of this project, and Canyons Resort
Drive will extend to connect to Red Pine Road. The development will also include workforce
housing in the lower village, near the Cabriolet parking lot. A site plan for the proposed
development can be found in Appendix C.

The proposed land use for the development has been identified as follows:

o Resort Hotel 1,173 Rooms

e Residential Condominium/Townhouse 234 Dwelling Units
¢ Single-Family Homes 35 Dwelling Units

¢ Retail Space 240,504 sq. ft. GLA

The Cabriolet parking lot will be reconfigured, reducing the number of parking spaces from the
existing 1,283 spaces to 1,100 spaces. The Bus/7-Eleven Accesses will also be reconfigured
such that the west access will be ingress only and the east access will be egress only.

C. Trip Generation

Trip generation for the development was calculated using trip generation rates published in the
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation (9" Edition, 2012), as well as the
methods discussed in Chapter Il of this report. Trip Generation for the proposed project is included
in Table 4. Table 4, is also included in Appendix E.

As discussed in Chapter I, The Canyons SPA TMP Report, prepared in December 2015,
indicates that the current trips generated onsite are reduced by 16% due to various trip reduction
efforts. As shown in Table 4, this 16% trip reduction was assumed for the 2017 trip generation

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 13
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calculations. In the same report, a 27% trip reduction is projected by 2030. These trip reduction
efforts include (see The Canyons SPA TMP Report for further details):

e Participate in Transportation Management Association

e Enhance Park City Transit

e Parking Management

e Guest Transportation Info Initiative

e Increase Ridership of PC — SLC Connect

e Car Share Program

¢ Bike Share Program

e Expanded Employee Shuttle

Therefore, a 27% trip reduction was assumed for the future trip generation scenario. Based on
information provided to Hales Engineering by TCFC and the CVMA, as well as discussions with
Summit County Engineering staff, it was assumed that an 85% occupancy rate would accurately
represent the resort hotel, townhomes, and detached single-family home land uses during the
peak ski season.

In discussions with Summit County Engineering staff, it was determined that trips from the
workforce housing portion of the project would be minimal, as it is anticipated that a majority of
the residents of these facilities will be employed at The Canyons, and will either walk to work, or
utilize alternative transportation modes (i.e., shuttles, public transportation, etc.) to commute to
and from work, and will commute to or from work during off-peak traffic periods. In all plus project
scenarios analyzed in this report, trips from the upper village that were generated by the employee
parking in the upper village were relocated to the Cabriolet parking lot and/or employee housing.

D. Trip Distribution and Assignment

Project traffic is assigned to the roadway network based on the type of trips and the proximity of
project access points to major streets, high population densities, and regional trip attractions.
Existing travel patterns observed during data collection also provide helpful guidance to
establishing these distribution percentages, especially in close proximity to the site.

These trip distribution assumptions and the prevailing movements at each intersection were used
to assign the Saturday peak hour generated traffic at the study intersections to create trip
assignment for the proposed development. Trip assignment for the development with 2017 trip
reductions is shown in Figure 3, and trip assignment for the development with future 2030 trip
reductions is shown in Figure 4.

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 14
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Table 4
Summit County - The Canyons Resort TS
Trip Generation (Future Development)

Saturday Peak Hour

Occ. Dwelling Units

60

RC24 Residential Condominium/Ton @0) " Occ. Dweling Units | 50

RC22 ResotHotel(d®0) 1 %2 | OccupledRoams | 32

RCS idential C ini (230} & . Oce. Dwelling Units % 38
_ RCS5 Speciaky Retal Center (826} | 20864 | 10008q FLGLA | 8 0% | 50% 41 59 “
_RC 17118 Specialty Retad Center (820) . i 3844 [ 1000Sq FLGLA | 152 - S0% . 50% % 7% 95% L.
RC 17/18 .Resort Hotel (330} {88 i OccupiedRooms | 54 5% o 41k 82 22 0% 45
RC 16 A 'Resort Hotel (330) 7 ! 142 ! Occupied Rooms 88 s9% | 41% 52 | 38 0% 74
RC 168 ntial C iniunvT (230)] 39 i Occ Dwelling Units | 54 54% | 46% 20 2 o% 45
RC16A 'Specialty Retal Center (826) [ 1000Sg FL GLA & 50% . 50% 4 ;.40 95% 4
RC20A Resor Hotel (330) {119 Occupied Rooms 7 59% - 41% “ 30 % 62
RC20A "Specialty Retai Center (826) {10 ! 1,0008qFLGLA | 40 50% : 50% 20 20 95% 2
'RC20B 'Residential Condomi (230) | 11 : Occ. Dweliing Units ; 46 54% 1 46% 25 21 0% 39

RC 14 Resait Hotel (330) IR} Occupied Rooms | 80 59% | 41% 4 33 0% 67

RC 15 Resort Hotel (330) 81 ' Occupied Rooms 50 59% | 41% 30 21 o% 4

RC21  Resott Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms 52 59%  41% 31 21 % “

wa? idential C inium/Townhouse (230) | 41 Occ. Dwelling Units | 56 5% 48% 30 2% % 47

RG2 Specialty Retall Center (426) 14 ¢ 1,000 Sq. FL GLA 56 50% . 50% 28 28 95% 2

RCG  Speciaity Retall Center (826) 25 1 1,0005q.FLGLA | 100 50% | 50% 50 50 95% 4
_RC7 Resoit Hotel (330) . _ i 102 OccupedRooms . &4 se% - 41 38 2 % 54_

RC7  Specialty Retadl Center (826) 376 | 1000SqFLGLA | 150 : 50% ' 50% s T8 95% [

RC7 Resont Hatel (330) . i 1s | OccupiedRooms @ 74 9% 1 4% 4430 0% 62

RC7 | Specialty Retail Center (826) {498  1000SqFLGLA | 198 . 50% : S0% 99 I 98 95% 8

W35 Single-Family Detached Housing {210) : 30 | Occ. Dwelling Units : PO5A% 46% 9 17 .

LV 10 'Residential C ium/Tc (30) 26 | Occ. Dweliing Units | 54% | 43% 28 1 24 44

: . ! “

LV4  Resort Hotel (330)

. Occupied Rooms
e Retal Center (826) _

RC25_‘Residen niuTVTo
RC24 inium/T

C 22 Resort Hotel {330)

RCS idential C inium/T (230} | 21 % 271% ] 15 3
_RC5__-Specialty Retal Center - [ 20564 | 1,000Sq.FLGLA | 82 A S5 21% L SO R
RC 17/18 Specialty Retail Center (82t 76 5% 7% 3 E [

RC 17/18 Resort Hotel (330) 5 o2 0% % B 6 i3
RC 16 A 'Resort Hotel {330) ; Occupied Rooms k 5 £ % 27% 38 2 .64
RC 168 Residential Condominiun/Townhouse (230) | _ 39 . Occ. Dwefing Uits | i 29 B % % o 1B .
RC16 A Specialty Retall Center (826) [ 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 40 95% 2% 1 1 2
RC20 A Resait Hotel (330) : 119 ! Occupied Rooms 74 44 30 0% 2% 32 22 54
RG20A Specialty Retal Center (826) _ |10 1000Se FLGLA [ 40 S0% | So% A 2 | 95% % A A2
RC208 sidential C iniun/T (230) ¢ 1 . Oce. Dwelling Units 46 54% 45% 25 21 % 27% 18 %5 3
 RC14_Resort Hotel (330) 128 ' Occupied Rooms 59% i 41% 47 3 % 2% k7 24 58

RC 15 '‘Resot Hotel (330) i 81 | Occupied Rooms 59% 41% 30 21 0% 7% 2 15 37
. RC21_ Resonlotel(330) ... ...} 3 1 OccupiedRooms : So% ;41 0ol 0% % o2 o B

wa? idential C iniumi T 230) 408 | Occ. Dwefling Units | 54% | 46% 3 ] 95% 2% 1 1 2

RC2 Specialty Retal Center (826) : 14 : 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA | 50% | 50% 28 28 95% 27% 1 1 2

RC6  Speciaity Retad Center (826) _ ER) 1,000 Sq. Ft GLA 50% - 50% 80 . % % 2% . 3 T4

RC7 .Resort Hotel (330) : Occupied Rooms | 59% | _41% 3 i 26 0% 27% 28 19 47

RC7  ‘Specialty Retal Center (826) 1.00059. Ft. GLA so% | s% 78 1 75 o% . T% 38 5

RC7 ‘Resott Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms 50% | 41% 44 30 [ 27% 32 2 54

RC7  Specialty Retoll Center (826) i 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA D S0% | s0% %9 .88 S5% % 4. .4 B A

W35 Single-Family Detached Housing (210 i Occ. Dwelling Units B4% | 46% 9 017 0% 27% “ 12 %
w10 idential C iU/ T (230) . 26 i Occ. Dwelling Units 54% ¢ 486% 23 24 0% 27% 20 18 s

LV4  Resot Hotel (330) i 82 i Occupied Rooms S% 1 A1 L % % -2 18 LB

50% | 50% 50 i 80 % 27% 37 37 7

LV Specisity Retall Center (826) | | 1,0005q Ft GLA |
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips i . H

E. Access

Access for the proposed development will be gained at various locations on existing or newly
realigned roadways (see also site plan in Appendix C).
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IV. EXISTING (2017) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

This section of the report examines the traffic impacts of the proposed project at each of the study
intersections. The net trips generated by the proposed development were combined with the
existing background traffic volumes to create the existing plus project conditions. This scenario
provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the proposed project on background traffic

conditions.
B. Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic volumes were reassigned to the study intersections based on the new roadway
alignments. Project trips were assigned to the study intersections based on the trip distribution
methods discussed in Chapter Il and permitted intersection turning movements. The existing
(2017) plus project p.m. peak hour volumes were generated for the study intersections and are
shown in Figure 5.

C.. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 5 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 5, the 7-Eleven East / Canyons Resort Drive and Aspen
Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS F during the peak
hour with project traffic added. The SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to
operate at LOS D. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at acceptable levels
of service.

D. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95™ percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
. south-, and eastbound approaches. The queues on the northeast- and southwest bound
approaches to the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection are also anticipated to
extend for approximately 265 feet and 365 feet, respectively. No other significant queuing is
anticipated.

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 20
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Table 5 Existing (2017) Plus Project p.m. Peak Hour Level of Service

01132524 Page 310 of 475 Summit County

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection
i Aver. Delay Aver. Delay
1,3 1 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS
SR-224 / Sianal ) ] 54.2 D
Canyons Resort Drive g NB E (55.2), SB D (49.9),
EB E (57.1), WB D (52.9)
7-Eleven East / >50.0 F

Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(1.8)/EB, D (27.1) /WB B -

7-Eleven West /

Canyons Resort Drive N/A WB 56 A ) )

Aspen Drive / >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB A (5.5)/ EB, B (12.7) | WB ) )
Frostwood Drive / Round- } ) 19.0 c
Canyons Resort Drive about ) ‘
Chalet Drive / NB/SB a
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 15.2 c J "
Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 5.6 A } )
Cedar Lane/
Canyons Resort Drive 5B Stop SB 9.3 A ] ]
Red Pine Road /

Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 58 A ) ]
RC 21 /Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 52 A - -
RC 20 / Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 5.0 A - -

RC 20 / Chalet Drive / EB/WB

Red Pine Road Stop EB 4.3 A ] )
Canyons Resort Drive /
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.6 A - -
RC15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.5 A } }
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop WB 26 A } )
RC 14/

Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 26 A - }

Grand Summit Drive /

Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.5 A B B

High Mountain Road / Round- ) ) 20 A
Canyons Resort Drive about ] :

RC16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 3.7 A j ]
Escala Court /
High Mountain Road SE Stop SE 4.4 A ) B
Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 21



HALES QENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

RC 16/

Escala Court NB Stop NB 2.3 A - -
Elzga:awgc?u/rt SB Stop SB 3.0 A - -
High?A%JZtQi?\ /Ro?d NE Stop NE 2.4 A ; ;
i ourtanRosd_Stop. NP 6 A : )
HiMF;ﬁnztiirc Road B Stop NB 24 A - -
\_/intage E Street / NB Stop NB o5 N ] -

3. Southbound

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

E. Mitigation Measures

It is recommended that the length of the left-turn lanes on the eastbound approach to the SR-224
/ Canyons Resort Drive intersection be maximized to increase queuing capacity, allowing more
vehicles to queue onsite. With the restriction of left-turn ingress movements at the 7-Eleven East
access, more space will be available for eastbound left-turn lanes at SR-224. It is also
recommended that guide signs (white on green) be added along the southside of Canyons Resort
Drive to guide drivers to the correct lanes on the eastbound approach. This will improve lane
utilization on the approach allowing more vehicles to queue efficiently.

Although the overall delay at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is not
anticipated to be significant, some queuing on the northeast- and southwest bound approaches
is anticipated. Adding an additional lane to the roundabout is likely to help mitigate this anticipated
queuing. It is recommended that this improvement be implemented when queues at the
intersection are determined to be excessive.

Although the 7-Eleven East/ Canyons Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to operate at a poor
level of service, no mitigation measures are recommended. The delay at this intersection can be
attributed to the difficulty of executing a left-turn movement from a stop-controlled approach onto
a busy congested roadway, as well as queueing from downstream intersections.
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V. FUTURE (2030) BACKGROUND CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the future (2030) background analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day for future background traffic and geometric conditions.
The current Snyderville Basin Transportation Master Plan (2009) uses a planning horizon year of
2030. Therefore, 2030 was chosen as the future horizon year for this analysis to be consistent

with County planning efforts.

The future (2030) background analysis assumes no future development or improvements at The
Canyons or on Canyons Resort Drive, but does account for the anticipated background growth.
Through this analysis, future background traffic operational deficiencies can be identified, and
potential mitigation measures recommended.

B. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering used future (2030) forecasted volumes from the Snyderville Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period turning movement counts were estimated using
NCHRP 255 methodologies which utilize existing peak period turn volumes and future AWDT
volumes to project the future turn volumes at the maijor intersections. Future 2030 Saturday peak
hour turning movement volumes are shown in Figure 6.

C. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter 1, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 6 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. These results serve as a baseline condition for the impact analysis of the
proposed development for future (2030) conditions. As shown in Table 6, the SR-224 / Canyons
Resort Drive intersection is anticipated to operate at LOS E during the Saturday peak hour. All
other study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS AorB.

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 25
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Table 6 Future (2030) Background Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection

o Aver. Delay Aver. Delay
1.3 1 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS

SR-224/ Signal - - - NB 05(73513) SBE (77Es)
Canyons Resort Drive , NB D (52:6): SBE (57_.1L
7-Eleven East /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 9.1 A . i
7-Eleven West /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 10.0 A . .
Aspen Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 10.8 B - .
Frostwood Drive / Round- _ ] ] e .
Canyons Resort Drive about .
Chalet Drive / NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop SB 10.5 B - -
Navaijo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 45 A ) _
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 7.6 A . _
Red Pine Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB 2.9 A - .
Chalet Drive / WB
Red Pine Road Stop WB 2.1 A - ]
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop WB 3.3 A . )
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 5.3 A - -
High Mountain Road /
Canyons Resort Drive NE Stop NE 4.0 A - -
Escala Court/ NB Stop NB o5 R ] _

High Mountain Road
S rst approach LOS and delay (se

~section LOS and dalay

Source: Hales Engineering, August 2017

D. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
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Canyons Resort Drive intersection are anticipated to extend for over 400 feet on the north-, south-
, and eastbound approaches. No additional significant queueing is anticipated.

E. Mitigation Measures

Much of the delay at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection can be attributed to the left-
turn movements. This can be mitigated by increasing the number of left-turn lanes, using an
innovative intersection design, or constructing grade separated movements. Hales Engineering
recommends that a third left-turn lane be added to the eastbound approach. This mitigation
measure is preferred to the innovative intersection and grade separated movements because the
construction costs and right-of-way requirements are much smaller. This improvement would
require that an additional northbound lane be added to SR-224 for approximately 550 feet north
of Canyons Resort Drive to receive three lanes of left-turning vehicles, before transitioning back
to the existing two-lane configuration. The westbound approach to this intersection would also
need to be reconfigured to ensure safe turning movements from this approach.
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VI. FUTURE (2030) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the future (2030) plus project analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day for future background traffic and geometric conditions
plus the net trips generated by the proposed development, as well as the proposed improvements
to the roadway network. This scenario provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the
proposed project on future background traffic conditions.

B. Roadway Network

It was assumed that no changes or improvements had been made to the roadway network within
the study area for the future (2030) plus project analysis.

C. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering used future (2030) forecasted volumes from the Snyderville Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period turning movement counts were estimated using
NCHRP 255 methodologies which utilize existing peak period turn volumes and future AWDT
volumes to project the future turn volumes at the major intersections. Trips were assigned to the
study intersections based on the trip distribution percentages discussed in Chapter Il and
permitted intersection turning movements. The future (2030) plus project p.m. peak hour volumes
were generated for the study intersections and are shown in Figure 7.

D. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter |, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 7 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 7, the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection is
anticipated to operate at LOS F with project traffic added, and the Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort
Drive intersection is anticipated to operate at LOS E. The remaining study intersections are
anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service.
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Table 7 Future (2030) Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall intersection

Aver. Delay LOS! Aver. Delay LOS?

e 1.3
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' (Sec/Veh)?

SR-224/ Signal i i ) >80.0 0F
Canyons Resort Drive 9 '\é?a%(asé?g)' %Fé?ge:gg'
7-Eleven East / NB Stop NB 15.5 C ) )

Canyons Resort Drive A(1.2)/EB, A (6.5)/WB

7-Eleven West /

Canyons Resort Drive N/A EB 2.1 A ) i}
Can?osr?: rl]ReDsrglr? I/Drive SB Stop SB A (;goll(E)B, A (0.9) II\jVB B B
Frostwood Drive{ Round- } ) } 71 A
Canyons Resgrt Drive about )
ooty e @ we o -
Can:/\i;\/sa{?oezgarltl I/Z)rive NB Stop NB 47 A ) )
Can)%?\dsélr?tsgg /Drive SB Stop SB 6.0 A ) j
Calr?;gnzlaee;orta g:ive NB Stop NB 5.3 A j j
RC 21/ Red Pine Road EB Stop EB 4.0 A - -
RC 20/ Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 3.8 A - -
i - R S
Canyons Resort DIVe ! NB stop NB 25 A - :
CanyoniCI;eg(J/rt Drive EB Stop EB 3.2 A ] )
Canyfr:glgzggr( Drive gIIon WB 26 A i ]
CanyonIzCRl:_cfrl Drive EB Stop EB 2.3 A j ]
e Resort Diive _ EB SR EB 34 A : :
High Mountain Roaq / Round- _ ) ) 17 A
Canyons Resort Drive about )
Canyigsﬁe/s%?t/Drive NgtiJSpB NB 3.4 A B ]
Higislc\:naclirg;ﬂnl?/oad SE Stop SE 3.6 A - -
Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 31
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RC 16/

Escala Court NB Stop NB 2.2 - .
RC 17/18/

Escala Court SB Stop SB 2.9 - .
RC 17/18 / \E Stop - "

High Mountain Road
RC 17/18/22 / Sundial/  NB/SB

> ||| >

High Mountain Road Stop NB 1.4 - -
RC 22/

High Mountain Road NB Stop NB 23 - -

Vintage E Street / NB Stop NB 05 ] -

High Mountain Road

Soutnbaund appreach, etc.

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

E. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The g5t percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
. south-, and eastbound approaches. No additional significant queuing is anticipated.

F. Mitigation Measures

It is anticipated that conditions at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection will meet the
minimum UDOT criteria for dual northbound left-turn lanes. This improvement will help to reduce
queuing and delay at the intersection, while preventing left-turn queues from obstructing
northbound through traffic. However, this improvement will necessitate that an additional
westbound lane be added to Canyons Resort Drive to receive two lanes of left-turning traffic.
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VII. EXISTING (2017) ALTERNATE PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

This section of the report examines the traffic impacts of the proposed project at each of the study
intersections, including the traffic generated by the Red Pine Village resort hotel. The net trips
generated by the proposed development were combined with the existing background traffic
volumes to create the existing plus project conditions. This scenario provides valuable insight info
the potential impacts of the proposed project on background traffic conditions.

B. Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic volumes were reassigned to the study intersections based on the new roadway
alignments. Trip generation for the development was calculated using trip generation rates
published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation (9" Edition, 2012), as
well as the methods discussed in Chapter Il of this report. Trip Generation for the proposed
project, including Red Pine Village, is included in Table 8. Table 8, is also included in Appendix
E. Project trips were assigned to the study intersections based on the trip distribution methods
discussed in Chapter lll and permitted intersection turning movements. The existing (2017) plus
project p.m. peak hour volumes were generated for the study intersections and are shown in

Figure 8.
C. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter I, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 9 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 9, the SR-224, 7-Eleven East, Aspen Drive, and Chalet Drive
intersections on Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS F with project traffic
added. The Frostwood Drive, Navajo Trial, and Red Pine Road intersections on Canyons Resort
Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS D. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to
operate at LOS C or better with project traffic added.
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Tabl2 8
a4ty - The Caryons Rasert TS

i mentincluding Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour i . : : T

* Red Pine Village Resort Hotel (330)

al Condominium/Townhouse (230) : &
RC24 Residential Condornini (230) 50 23 19 a2
RC22 _ Resort Hotl (330} decupied F 30 15 1w i 28
RC5  'Residential Condominiun @30), 765 | Occ. DwelingUnits 46 4 FYR T I 38
RCS  Specialty Retal Center (826} i 20564 | 1,000Sq Ft GLA 82 50% | 50% 41 “a i 2 12 .
RC17M8  ‘Specialty Retad Center (826) 3844 | 1,0008q FLGLA 182 5% | 50% 76 76 3 03 [
RC 1718 Resoit Hotd (330) [} Occupied Rooms 50 So% 1 A1% % ] 25 0 a2
RC16A  Resort Hotel (330) . i 142 : OcouiedRooms 78 5% 41% 3 2 3 7 ] 3
RC168 idential Condomirni @30)° 39 Occ DwelliogUnts 54 5% | 6% 24 2 )
RC16A _ Specialty Retal Center (826) 15 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 60 50% | 50% 20 k' 1 1 2
RC20A  Resott Hotel (330) 19 Occupied Rooms & 5% 1 4i% 39 3 023 55
RC20A  Specialty Retadl Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 0 50%  50% 20 20 9% | 16% LI I T 2
RC208 esidential Condominium/T @30) 11 Occ DeelingUrits 46 5% 45% 25 2 % | 16% 21 18 39
RC14  Resort Hotd (330) 128 Occugied Rooms 72 se% - 41% a2 2 0% Lo16% % P 60
RC15  Resort Hotel (330) 81 Occupied Roams. 48 sa% | 41% 7 19 % Pt |23 1 18 139
RC21  Resort Hotel (330) ) Occupied Rooms 48 59%  41% E) 20 % 6% | 24 1 &
w7 ‘Residential C i @30 4 Occ. Dwelling Units 56 4% | 46% 0 2% 0% 8% | 25 2 | 47
RC2  '‘Specialty Retal Center (826) “ 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50% | 50% ® | B 95% i 16% 1 1 2
RCS Specialty Retal Center (826) 25 1,0008q Ft GLA 100 50% : 50% 50 50 es% i 1% 1 2 | 4
RCT Resot Hotel (330) } 102 | OccupiedRooms 55 se% | 41% 3 2 0% 8% | 28 19 i 7
RC7  'Specialty Retall Center (826) 376  1,0005¢ AL.GLA 150 50% | 50% 75 75 os% 1 16% 3 ¢ 3 1
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 19 Occugied Rooms & se% i 41% 39 27 0% 16% 33 23 55
RC7 ‘Specialty Retal Center {826) 50 1,0008q FL GLA 198 S0% : 50% £ % 95% 18% 4 4 [}
W35 Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 | Occ. Dwelling Urits 36 S4% 1 46% 19 7 0% 6% | 16 2 2
w10 idential Condomini (230) 0 26 . Occ. DwellingUrits - 52 5% | 46% 28 u % 16% 24 20 “
w4 Resort Hotel (330) 82 Occuyied Rooms % 5% | 41% 16% 39
_e Specialty Retal Center (826) 25 L000SqFLGLA - 100 S0 So% 24
1,358

Project Total Saturday Peak Hous Tips
Saturday Peak Hour ..

Red Pine Vilage Resort Hatel (330)
e oE

@0

RCZ5  Residentia C n/Towohous &
RG24  Residentia Condomiri (230) 50
RC22 Resort Hotel (330) : Occupied Rooms 30
RC5  Residential Condominium/T (230) Oce. Dwelling Urits 46
RCS  Specialty Retal Center (826) i 20564 - 1000Sq FtLGA - &2
RC 1718 Speciaity Retal Certer (626) 3844 1000Sq FLGLA | 152
RC 17118 Resoit Hotel (330) 8 ' QocupiedRooms 50
RC16A  Resoit Hote (330} - 142 Occupied Rooms n
RG16B idential Candomirium/Tc @30), 39 Occ DwelingUnts 54
RC16A  Specially Retal Center (826) 15 1,000 Sq Ft GLA &
RC20A  Resort Hotel (330) ) 119 Occugied Rooms &
_RG20A  Specialty Retal Center (826) _ 10 . 1000Sq Ft GLA 40
RC20B Residential C ik (230) 1 Occ. Owelling Units 46
_RC14  Resort Hotel (330) 128 | Occugied Rooms 7
RC15  Resort Hotel (330) 81 Occupied Rooms 4%
RC2  Resot Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms 8
w3z Residential Condomini @30): 41 Qcc. Dwelingiiits . 5
RC2 Specialty Retal Certer (826) o 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56
_RCB_.Specialty Retall Center (826) 25 0 10008qFLGLA 100
RC7 Resort Hatel (330) 102 Occugied Roamms 58
RC7 Specialty Reta Center (826) i 376 | 1000SGFLGA 150
RC7 Resoit Hotel (330) 119 Occupied Rooms 3
RC7 Specialty Retal Center (826) 50 10005 FLGLA 198
RC7 Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 . Occ. DwelingUnits . 36
LV10  Residental Condominium/ (30) ] 26 Occ. Dwelling Udits 52
va Resort Hotel (330) P82 Occupied Rooms 46
Specialty Retall Center (826) 25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 36

01132524 Page 325 of 475 Summit County



HALES ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

Table 9 Existing (2017) Plus Project p.m. Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection

o Aver. Delay Aver. Delay
1,3 1 2
Description Control  Approach (Sec/Veh)' LOS (Sec/Veh)? LOS

SR-224/ Sianal i >80.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive g i ) NgBFLf 723: % 5\23,:0(?583?8)'
7-Eleven East/ >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(1.5)/EB, F (>50)/ WB B B
7-Eleven West/
Canyons Resort Drive N/A wB 9.0 A B }
Aspen Drive / >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB A (4.5)/EB, C (19.6) / WB . -
Frostwood Drive / Round- ) ) 3 29.4 D
Canyons Resort Drive about N’é’vgég‘g'g’ iﬁvAD(;éQHL
Chalet Drive / NB/SB SB >50.0 F ) i
Canyons Resort Drive Stop A(2.9)/EB A (2.2)/WB
Navajo Trail / 26.1 D
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(4.4)/EB,A(0.1)/WB B B
Cedar Lane / 16.4 C
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop S8 A(0.6)/EB,A(1.2)/WB B )
Red Pine Road / 16.6 C
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(2.2)/EB, A (0.9)/WB B )
: 7.5 A
RC 21/Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB A(2.1)/NB, A (0.3 / SB - -
. 4.9 A
RC 20/ Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB A(0.3) /NB, A(0.4)/SB - -
RC 20/ Chalet Drive/  EB/WB WB 4.8 A ) )
Red Pine Road Stop A(02) A/ ’(\fé)"‘/‘(/vo'g) /5B,
Canyons Resort Drive /
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.7 A i} )
RC15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 31 A } )
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop wB 3.4 A j )
" RC14/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 3.8 A B }
Grand Summit Drive /
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 4.5 A B }
High Mountain Road / Round- } ) ) 34 A
Canyons Resort Drive about '
RC 16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop NB 4.7 A ) }
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Escala Court/

High Mountain Road SE Stop SE 6.3 A - B}
Esfacl;;g(;urt NB Stop NB 2.4 A _ ]
E’ifag/c’fu/n SB Stop SB 30 A . )

High %%Jr?t/;ig %ogd NE Stop NE 3.6 A - ;

Mo’ "Sop 8 37 A ) _

High MRogn2t§ir/7 Road B Stop NB 3.4 A - )

Vintage E Street/ NB Stop NB 31 P ] -

High Mountain Road

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

D. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
. south-, and eastbound approaches. The queues on the eastbound approach are anticipated to
extend past Aspen Drive. The queues on the northeast- and southwest bound approaches to the
Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection are also anticipated to extend for several
hundred feet. No other significant queuing is anticipated.

E. Mitigation Measures

It is anticipated that dual left-turn lanes will be warranted on the northbound approach to the SR-
224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection. It is recommended that this improvement be
implemented to increase capacity and reduce queueing at the intersection, and to prevent left-
turn queues from obstructing northbound through traffic. Itis also recommended that an additional
left-turn lane be added to the eastbound approach to the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive
intersection. Both of these improvements will require that an additional receiving lane be added
to northbound SR-224 and westbound Canyons Resort Drive. The additional lane on SR-224
would result in three northbound lanes for approximately 550 feet north of the Canyons Resort
Drive intersection. It is recommended that the queueing space for eastbound left-turning vehicles
be maximized at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection by restriping the existing asphalt.
It is also recommended that guide signs (white on green) be added along the southside of
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Canyons Resort Drive to guide drivers to the correct lanes on the eastbound approach. This will
improve lane utilization on the approach allowing more vehicles to queue efficiently.

It is also recommended that Canyons Resort Drive be widened to five lanes between SR-224 and
Frostwood Drive. This will increase capacity on the roadway, allow for additional left-turn storage
at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive intersection, as well as accommodate the recommended
improvements to the roundabout at the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive intersection.

The northeast bound approach to the Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort Drive is anticipated to
experience significant delay and queuing. It is recommended that the capacity of this intersection
be increased by converting the existing roundabout from a one-lane to a two-lane roundabout.

Although several intersections on Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at substandard
levels of service, no mitigation measures are recommended. The delay at these intersections can
be attributed to the difficulty of executing a left-turn movement from a stop-controlled approach
onto a busy congested roadway, as well as queueing from downstream intersections.
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VIIl. FUTURE (2030) ALTERNATE PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

A. Purpose

The purpose of the future (2030) plus project analysis is to study the intersections and roadways
during the peak travel periods of the day for future background traffic and geometric conditions
plus the net trips generated by the proposed development, including the traffic generated by the
Red Pine Village resort hotel, as well as the proposed improvements to the roadway network.
This scenario provides valuable insight into the potential impacts of the proposed project on future
background traffic conditions.

B. Roadway Network

It was assumed that the previously recommended mitigation measures, including capacity
improvements to the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive and Frostwood Drive / Canyons Resort
Drive intersections, as well as improvements to Canyons Resort Drive between these two
intersections, had been completed by 2030.

C. Traffic Volumes

Hales Engineering used future (2030) forecasted volumes from the Snyderville Basin
Transportation Master Plan (2009). Peak period tuming movement counts were estimated using
NCHRP 255 methodologies which utilize existing peak period turn volumes and future AWDT
volumes to project the future turn volumes at the major intersections. Trips were assigned to the
study intersections based on the trip distribution percentages discussed in Chapter Il and
permitted intersection turning movements. The future (2030) plus project p.m. peak hour volumes
were generated for the study intersections and are shown in Figure 9.

D. Level of Service Analysis

Using Synchro/SimTraffic, which follow the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2016 methodology
introduced in Chapter I, the p.m. peak hour LOS was computed for each study intersection. The
results of this analysis are reported in Table 10 (see Appendix B for the detailed LOS reports).
Multiple runs of SimTraffic were used to provide a statistical evaluation of the interaction between
the intersections. As shown in Table 10, the SR-224 and Chalet Drive intersections with Canyons
Resort Drive are anticipated to operate at LOS E with project traffic added. The7-Eleven East,
Aspen Drive, and Navajo Trial intersections with Canyons Resort Drive are anticipated to operate
at LOS F. All remaining study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS B or better.
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Table 10 Future (2030) Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Level of Service

Intersection Worst Approach Overall Intersection

Aver. Delay LOS! Aver. Delay

2
(Sec/Veh)’ (SecVehyz  LOS

Description Control  Approach’?

SR-224/ Signal - - - NB 0621'75 2), SBE (64E6)

Canyons Resort Drive EB F (>80.0), WB D (43.1)

7-Eleven East/ >50.0 F

Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB A(8.4)/EB,A(7.0)/WB B B

7-Eleven West/

Canyons Resort Drive N/A EB 13.1 B B B

Aspen Drive / >50.0 F
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB B(13.2)/EB,A(1.2)/WB B B
Frostwood Drive / Round- 123 B

Canyons Resort Drive about ] ] . '

Chalet Drive / NB/SB B o 033 0 e A - E ] )

Canyons Resort Drive Stop A 2.9) we ’

Navajo Trail /
Canyons Resort Drive NB Stop NB >50.0 F j j
Cedar Lane /
Canyons Resort Drive SB Stop SB 9.6 A j )
Red Pine Road /

Canyons Resort Drive N8B Stop NB 10.7 B j .
RC 21/Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 6.4 A - -
RC 20/ Red Pine Road  EB Stop EB 4.8 A - -

RC 20/ Chalet Drive / EB/WB

Red Pine Road Stop EB 4.5 A - -
Canyons Resort Drive /
Red Pine Road NB Stop NB 2.8 A - -
RC 15/
Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 58 A ] j
Silverado / WB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop wB 3.0 A j -
RC 14/

Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 4.6 A ] )

Grand Summit Drive /

Canyons Resort Drive EB Stop EB 4.8 A j j

High Mountain Road/  Round- ; ) ) 34 A

Canyons Resort Drive about ]

RC 16/20/ NB/SB
Canyons Resort Drive Stop NB 4.3 A - )
Escala Court/
High Mountain Road SE Stop SE 6.2 A ) )
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RC 16/

Escala Court NB Stop NB 22 A N .

RC 17/18/
Escala Court SB Stop SB 3.2 A - .

RC 17/18/
High Mountain Road NE Stop NE 24 A - B}
RC 17/18/22/ Sundial/  NB/SB NB 16 A ) ]

High Mountain Road Stop .
RC 22/

High Mountain Road V2 StoP NB 32 A . i
Vintage E Street/ NB Stop NEB 20 p -

jelay (seconds /vekic's) and is only reported for non-all-way stop unsignalized intersections
delay (seconcs/ venicle) andis reported for all-w2y stop, roundabout. and signalized intersectiars.

3. Southtzund = Sou

Source: Hales Engineering, November 2017

E. Queuing Analysis

Hales Engineering calculated the 95" percentile queue lengths for each of the study intersections.
The queue reports can be found in Appendix D. The 95" percentile queues at the SR-224 /
Canyons Resort Drive intersection are estimated to extend for several hundred feet on the north-
, South-, and eastbound approaches. No additional significant queuing is anticipated.

F. Mitigation Measures

It is possible that delays at the SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive could be further reduced with fine
tuning the signal timing plan. The poor levels of service anticipated at the 7-Eleven East Access
and Aspen Drive intersections on Canyons Resort Drive can be afttributed to queueing at
downstream intersections (SR-224 / Canyons Resort Drive and Frostwood Drive / Canyons
Resort Drive). Delays are generally expected during peak traffic periods at these types of
intersections, and therefore no mitigations measures are recommended.
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Hales Engineering
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APPENDIX A

Turning Movement Counts

Summit County - The Canyons Traffic Study 47

01132524 Page 336 of 475 Summit County



e TrafficCounts BRI

2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

Intersection: SK 224 / Canyons Resort Dr Datst 10-29-16, Sat
North, = Day of Week Adjustment: 100.0%
Canyons Rasort Dr Month of Year Adjustment: 92.5%
Jurdsdiction: Summit County Adjustwent Station #: L]
Project Titlat The Canyons TS Growth Rabte: 0.0%
Project Mo: UT16-678 HNumber of Years: )
Waather: -

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 0-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 5-9:00
AM PHF: 0.78

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

SR 224

PM PHF: 0,81
1 1
=
Canyons Resort Dr
_____ l,: Total Entering Vehicles
224 205 -mq
270 &5 7
o N BT =
129 53 1
< > ﬁ ’ r Canyons Resort Dr
I ] l ]I] 2] 331 [ H )
Legend
%0 o5 | 13
1_Noon |
S

] c [ E [3 [] H I 2 X 1 M N ] 2 ToTAL
0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 Q Q 0
Q [ 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 o a [ ] 0
0 [ 0 [ 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 [ a 4 [ 0
Q a 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 [ 0 4 [ [ [
57.2973 [} 2.1622(1.0811 10378 32432 0 15135 2.1622 16216 0 21622 O 2.1622 1.0811(249.432432]
68.1081L o 1.0811[1.0811 92973 34595 0 12973 0 5.4054 0 (21622 O 1.0811 231.378378
886486 0  1.0811 1027 41.081 O (18378 0 14054 0O |1.0811 1.0811 32432 2.1622 28527027
116.757 0O 0 0 151.35 30.27 0 18378 0O 17.297 0 10811 O 21622 358.297297!
2 < R [ E [] H I F] K L M [ 9 [ JOTAL
[ 0 0 a [ 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 [ 0
0 0 0 [} 4 0 0 [ ] ] 0 [ 0 0 0 0
o 0 0 o [ 0 0 o [ 0 ) ) 0 0 0 o
o 0 0 ] o [ [ [ 0 0 0 [ 0 a [+] [
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 [ [ 0 a 0 0
0 o 0 o [ o 0 o 0 0 [ 0 [ [ 0 0
0 o [ [ 0 o 0 [ 0 0 o 0 [ 0 0 1]
0 (+] (] {1] 0 (t] [1] ] [1] (4] 4] '] 1] 0 1] 0
A [ J:] H F] K L M [ IOTAL
17 187.027 10811 5.4054[4.3243 24541 28108 0 |36.757 21622 17297 0 (21622 0  3.2432 54054 545
26 27027 0 3.2432[21622 2227 34595 0 12973 1.0811 75676 0 [3.2432 0 21622 43243 768
21 254.054 1.0811 2.1622(3.2432 23568 30.27 0 [51.892 1.0811 23.784¢ 0 0 0 5.4054 3.2432 627
26 214054 10.811 5.4054)5.4054 189.19 41.081 O 51.892 1.0811 11.892 0 21622 0 5.4054 3.2432 559
0 o 0 0 o 0 Q 0 o 0 0 o 0 o Q 0 Q9
0 [ 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 0
0 o 0 0 ] 4 o Q 0 0 2 [ 0 [ [ 0 )
0 0 a 0 [ a 9 0 0 Q 0 9 0 0 a [1] 0
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Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Tntersection: 7-11 East Access / Canyons Resort Dr Datat 30-
North/South: 7-11 East Access Day of Week Adjustment: li‘;’.o::'sn
East/West: Canyons Resort Dr Momth of Yaar Adjustment: 915%
Jurisdiction: Summit County Station #1 o
Project Tittet The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Numbar of Years: [}

Profect Ho: UT16-878
Weather:

AM PEAX HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00

— =1

AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
AM PHF: 0.78
NOCN PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### ! : ' o | 8
1 1 ] 1] §
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 s I | K
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 T o
oM PHF: 0,84 T T o] kS
| -
/| o
Feilld 36
Canyons Resort Dr
_____ Total Entering Vehicles
1 ] 10 I J

9
<
]
8
o
~

muw

Canyons Resort Dr

5
1 \
[3 D [3 [3 [] H 1 ] K L M N o I3 ToTAL
0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 o ] 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 [} 0 0 o [} ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 o 0 0 0 0 [ o a 0 o 0 [t} 0
0 0 0 0 o [ 0 0 o 0 0 [ ] o 0
54054 3.2432 0 0 0 o ] o o 0 |86486 O o 0 [18.0540541;
54054 2.1622| 0 0 a ] o] o o 0 |75676 O [ 0 | 15972973
3.2432 3.2432| © 0 0 0 o 0 10811 0 (43243 0 0 0 [9.64864865)
64865 0O '] 0 ] 1] 0 [+] 10811 0O 21622 0 0 '] 11.7297297|
< D E E ] H 3 F ['3 L M N ] B IOoTAL
[ o o 0 ) 0 o [ ] 0 [J 0 0 [ 0
0 0 0 [ 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
0 0 [ o a [} 0 Q 0 0 0 0 [ 1) a
0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 o
o 4 [ 0 0 0 1] 0 a 0 0 0 Q o 0
[} 0 0 [} 0 o 0 0 1] 0 0 0 o 0 0
0 o o 0 a [ 0 ] 0 0 0 o o 0 [
0 0 1] 0 0 Q Q o Q (1] 1] 1] (+] (1] (1]
] E E [] H 1 F] X 1 M N 2] B JOTAL
0 0 10811 0 [ [ o a 0 ] 0 0 0 [ 0 a 11
1 0 6.4865 1.0811| 0 0 L] Q Q 0 10811 O 5.4054 0O o 0 14
0 0 11892 O 0 0 0 0 ] o 0 ¢ (21622 0 1) o 14
1 0 0 32432 0 0 0 0 Q a 0 10811 0 (43243 0 0 [ 9
17:00-17:15 [ o 0 0 [} [ o o ] 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
17:15-17:30 0 0 0 0 0 o [} 0 [} 0 0 [} 0 Q0 ] [ 0
17:30-17:45 0 0 0 o 0 0 o [ [ [ ] [ [ 0 ) 0 0
17:45-18:00| 0 0 0 0 1] 0 Q Q 0 0 o ] 0 '] o 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891
Intersection Turning Movement Summary
Intersaction: 7-11 West Accass / Canyons Resort Dy Datm: 10-29-186, Sat
North/South: 7-11 Wast Access Oay of Week Adjustment 100.0%
Canyons Resart Dr Month of Year Adjustment: 92.5%
Jurisdiction; Summit County Adjustment. »: )
Project Tile: The Canyons TS Growth Ratat 0.0%
Project Mot UT18-678 Number of Years: . o
Weather:
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIO! [ o ]
AM PHF: 0.89
[ o |
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: B
NOON PHF: #### ' 0 ' [0
I B A N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 o] E:] =
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 ¥ o
PM PHF: 0.76 [>T o | o] r
1 1 ) ]
I [ I o1 o1 o] —
] I ) J 1 I S
Canyons Resort Dr
_____ Total Entering Vehicles R Y S . -
: 3 Fe] &0 ——AwT
Ead B J D) o [ 11 9 14 T F—
7 = J< [ o |m) l:E‘ .2 [T [l
24 2 1
Canyons Resort Dr
N i T S ==
[ 0 13 [ 3 ! !
Legend
< 5 [ 6
3 |
9
; [I_] 2 1_Noon
& I [ 12 |
[ =]
1 |
RAW 7-11 West Access 7-11 Wast Access Canyons Resort Dr Canyons Resort Dr
COUNT Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westhound
SUMMARIES| Left Thu Peds | Left Thru Peds | let Thu Peds | Left Thru Peds
COUNTS
A B [4 ] E I3 § H 1 2 X L M N [ I3 TOTAL
0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o o 0 0 0 1] 0 [ 0 0 [¢] 0 ] 0
Q 0 0 [ 0 0 0 ] [ 0 ] [+] 0 0 0 0 [
0 0 0 0 ] ] a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 10811 32432} O o 0 0 0 0 757 0 |2162 0 0 0 113.8108108
8 0 0 10811 0 0 0 0 0 0 54054 0 10811 0 ] 0 ]14.4864865
4 0 10811 432431 0 0 0 0 0 0 43243 0 0 0 0 |9.40540541
3 0 10811 21622] 0 0 [} 0 0 O 32432 0 75676 0O 0 0 [14.8918919
A B < ] E E [ H 1 1 K L M N [] B TOTAL
0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 Q [ 0 [ [] 0 0 [ 0 0
0 1] 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 [ 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 a Q 0 ] 0 [ o 0 [¢] 0 [ 0 Y 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 o [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1]
0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0 [+]
[] 0 0 0 ) Q 0 [¢] 1] 0 '] 2 0 ] g 0 1]
Period A 2 [ E E S H I 2 X L N Q B IOoTAL
16:00-16:15 0 0 0 21622 O [ 0 0 Q 0 64865 0 (10811 0O 0 0 8
16:15-16:30 2 0 10811 21622 0 0 0 [ [ 0 6485 0 |32432 O 0 0 13
16:30-16:45 3 0 43243 43243] O 0 0 0 0 0 43243 0 (32432 O 0 0 15
16:45-17:00 1 0 10811 54054) O 0 0 0 0 0 64865 0 (L0811 O 0 0 10
17:00-17:15 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 ] o [} 0 0 [ [} ]
17:15-17:30 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 o 0 0 [] o 0 0 0 0 0
17:30-17:45 0 0 0 0 Q ] 0 ) Q 0 0 [ 0 0 [¢] 0 0
17:45-18:00 0 g 0 0 0 0 Q 0 (4] Q 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary

Tntarsaction: Aspen Drive / Canyons Resort Dr Datat 10-29-16, Sat
Morth/South: Aspea Drive Day of Week Adjustments 100.0%
Canyons Resort Dr Month of Year Adjustments 92.5%
t Summit County Adjustment Station #: o
Projact Tidet The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Project Not UT16-878 Number of Yearss [}
Weather:
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:30-8:45
AM PHF: 0.79

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

NOON PHE: #### [I'

£ N
1 1 1 ] E
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 C ] )5
PM PEAK 1S MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 D 2
PM PHF: 0.68 1 T o ] 3] ]
| i i i
=3 [+ 1T o0 1 1 |
v|d 36
Canyons Resort Dr
Total Entering Vehicles

1 1] J
-
3

42 125
° ()
Canyons Resort Dr
— “ 1
= | 0 0 o ! !
|| Leaend
]
5 [} 9 [}
5 =]
O = £
2 [ o] [ o |
[_o ]
i:f:i
‘Canyons Resart Dy
Eastbound
Thre Peds
A [] < [] E E § [] 1 ] K L [} N [} I3 TOTAL
0 [¢] 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 o [ 0 0 D] 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 1] 0 0 ] 0
0 ] o 1) o 0 [ 0 0 ] 0 0 0 [} 0 [ 0
Q 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 ] 0
Q 0 0 0 0 0 10811 0 0 19459 0 21622 0 45405 O 0 |65.9459459
[ 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 21622 0 34595 0 0 0 48649 O 0 |83.2432432
0 0 0 0 {10811 O 0 0 0 33514 0 ¢ 0 71351 0 0 |105.945946
[] '] [+] 1] [+] 0 0 1} O 37838 0 9 0 42162 O 0
A B [4 ] E E [] H 1 ] K ¥ M [ 9 [] JOTAL
11:30-11:45 [} 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 Q ] 0 0 0 0 [}
11:45-12:00 | O 0 [ 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 0 0
12:00-12:15 1] 2] 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 o Q 0 0 0 0 0 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 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
12:45-13:00{ O 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [ [ 0 [ 0 [ 0 [\
13:00-13:15 1 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 [ [ 9 0 0 0 0 0 0
13:15-13:30 0 1] '] 0 ] 1] 0 1] [] 0 0 "] 0 0 [ 0 [\]
PERIOD
Period A [ < 2 E E S H 1 K M N [3 IQTAL
16:00-16:15 0 0 0 0 0 0 10811 1,0811{1.081t 55135 O 3.2432] 0 42162 1.0811 O 101
16:15-16:30 0 0 0 0 1081t O 0 [ 0 18811 0 21622 O 10811 0 230
16:30-16:45 0 0 0 0 {10811 0 0 [ 0 11459 0 21622 0 52973 21622 0 1”71
16:45-17:00 0 0 0 0 (10811 O 0 0 0 69189 0 54054 0 58378 0 0 129
17:00-17:15 0 0 0 Q a 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 ]
17:15-47:30 0 Q 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0
17:30-17:45 o 0 0 [ 0 0 [ 0 0 o ] [} 0 ] 0 0 1]
17:45-18:00} 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 [} 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

1 Frostwood Dvive / Canyons Resort Dr Date: 10-29-16, Sat
North/South: Frostwood Drive Day of Week Adjustments 100.0%
Canyons Rasort Dr #Honth of Year Adjustmant 92.5%
Jurisdiction] Summit County Adjustment Station #: 1]
Project Tide: The Canyons TS 0.0%
Project No: UT16-878 Number of Yaars:

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00-9:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 0-8:45
AM PHF: 0.86

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

NOON PHF: #d#4# &
3 N
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 H
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 3
PM PHF: 0.57 &
1 ] I
=
Canyons Resort Dr
_____ Total Entesing Vehicles t
164 =1 336 I
—[E1 =] : : i S TE
T LL'< 347 75 |mp '2
15 + iy
Canyons Resort Dr
> - 1T I ]
I o | I 1 | H 3 16 ! H
— Legend
E 4 2 12
=] =
§ )
“ | 22 | [ o]

s ]
1 1
e
2 8 ¢ D] E E & HB|I 1 K L [mM H® 0o 2] IO
0 o 0 ] [} 1] 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1]
7:15-7:30 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30-7:45 0 0 ] 0 ] [} [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ [+]
7:45-8:00 Q ] 0 Q 0 Q0 [] Q Q 0 0 0 0 0 [} [ 0
8:00-8:15 0 216216 1.0811 0 21622 1.0811 24622 0 0 20541 21622 0O |4.3243 28.108 11.892 1.0811]75.6756757]
3 1 ] 32432 0 4.3243 0 1.0811 0 [ 10.811 [} 6.4865 37.838 7.5676 0 72.3513514
[ 0 .486! 0 6.4865 2.1622 2.1622 0 [} 18.378 [ 1.0811(4.3243 47.568 9.7297 1.0811(97.2972973
4 1.08108 5.4054 0 5.4054 1.0811 10811 0 1.0811 24.865 21622 0 6.4865 34.595 4.3243 0 91.5675676)
2 ® € B|E E & B|]I I K L[H H o PBTIOM
0 0 ] Q 0 0 0 0 7] 0 0 0 [] [} o 0 0
0 [} Q 0 ] 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 [ [} 0 0
0 ] 0 0 0 1] 0 [ o 1] 0 0 ] 0 0 [} [
0 [} 0 0 1] [} 0 [ 0 Q 0 0 0 Q [} ] 0
[ 0 0 0 [ [ 0 0 0 [ 0 0 Q 0 0 [} 1]
[+] [} [} 0 '] ] 0 1] 0 [1] 0 [ 0 0 [+] 0 ]
0 0 [ [} ] ] [ 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0
] 0 ] 1] 0 0 0 0 0 ] g 0 0 0 0 0 D]
PN, (0D COUNTS
) B [ § H [ I E L | H TOTAL
1 1.08108 5.4054 0 3.2437 4.3243 0 0 2.1622 36.757 2.1622 0 2.1622 34.595 5.4054 10811 98
3 1] 1.0811 0 14.054 2.1622 3.2432 0 [ 203.24 6.4865 Q 4.3243 34.595 7.5676 1.0811 280
0 0 10811 0 3.2432 [} 1.0811 Q 1.0811 57.297 2.1622 0 3.2432 43.293 7.5676 0 120
0 1.08108 4.3243 1.0811|6.4865 5.4054 3.2432 [ 0 4973 4.3243 0 54054 40 16.216 ] 136
0 [} 0 0 [ 0 Q 0 0 0 0 ] ] 0 Q o
0 o] 0 0 0 [ Q [ 0 [} 0 0 0 0 Q ] 0
17:30-17:45 0 L] 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 o Q ] 0 0 ] 0 0
17:45-18:00 | 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 1] Q 0 0 0 0 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

Intersection: Navajo Trail ] Cenyons Resort Dr Datst 10-10-16, Sat
Novth/South: Ravajo Tralt Day of Week Adjustment 100.0%
Canyons Resort Dr Month of Year Adjustment: 92.5%
Surisdiction: Sumenlt County Adjustment Station #: ]
Yithac Tha Canyons TS Rata: 0.0%
Mumber of Years: [

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:0
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
AM PHF:

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF; #tit##

g N
] I 1 1] .:
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 o] Cdle
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 P B 5
PM PHF: 0.57 [ T o ] a] =
i 1
1 |
Canyons Resort Dr
o | ]
«— [ 510 3 o
EE LL|< 351 71
0 0
Canyons Resort Dr
— = 2&5ll=
b4 =] ] ] S [ |
—d Legend
T ) [ )
: == =
% = {Noon
2 [ [

AM PERIOD COUNTS
A [ (4 [] E [ [ H 1 2 [3 L M4 K [} 2 | Tora,
: 0 0 0 o [ 0 0 0 0 0 [ [ [ 0 0 0 0
: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [
: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8:00-8: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 18378 0 10811] 0 29189 O 0 147.5675676
8: 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 10811 0 43243) 0 36757 0O 0 |47.5675676|
8. 5 [ 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 16216 0 4323 0 4434 0 0 [60.5405405
8 0 g 0 10811 0 0 1] 0 0 0 25946 O 54054] 0 43243 O 0__]70.2702703]
PERI
A [ < D [ E [ H 1 ] K L M N Q [ TOTAL
11, 45| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:45-12:00 | O 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [} 0 [ 0 Q 0 0 0 0 [
12:00-12:15 | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:15-12:30 | © [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o [\ 0
12:30-1245 | 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0 4 0 [\ 0 0 0 4 0
12:45-13:00 | O ¢ 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0
13:00-1315 | 0 [\ 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
13:15-13:30 | 0 9 0 [ 0 [} [ 0 9 0 0 9 [} g 0 0 )
'.E_PEQHE!EL
Perod A B < ] £ E [ H 1 K M [} ] 2 TOTAL
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |21622 77838 0 10811 0 36757 10811 0 118
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18703 0 86486/1.0811 38919 1.0811 O 28
0 0 4] 0 J43243 0 0 0 10811 45405 @ 54054 O 32432 32432 0 86
0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 41081 0 21622 0 47.568 21622 O 91
0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 ¢ a 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 [ 0
[} 1 0 [} 0 0 i 9 [ 0 0 [} [ 0 0 0 [}
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Intersection Turning Movement Summary

Lehi, UT 84043

: Rad Plne Road ] Canyons Resort Dr Dotar 10-20-16, Sat
North/Sotrth: Red Mine Road Duy of Week Adjustments 100.0%
£ast/West: Canyons Resort D Month of Year Adjustment: 25%
Jurisdiction; Summit Adjustment Station #: [}
Project Tithe: The Canyons TS Growth Rates 0.0%
nr":: uT16-878 Number of Yesrs: °

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
AM PHF:

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

!
=

NOON PHF: ##3## '::: :'
1 ! 1 1 E N
L]
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 L] (] B
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:15-16:30 el D 3
PM PHF: 0.52 2 o 1] &
1
Canyons Resort Dr
. FE |
0—>| 17 I 5
FE I | u{{ 0
10
< ' > Canyons Resort Dr
P Pl P Y -
= Legend
1
[ 1 0 26
E = e
s ]
&
[ ]
1 3
Red Pine Road ~Red Pine Road Canyons Resort Dr Canyons Resort Dr
Southbound Eastbound
et Thu Peds | Left Thru peds | Left  Thu Peds Thu Peds
COUNTS N
A — 8 € BJE £ & B]1 3 K LM N o Pl
0 o [ 0o | o o o o|o® o o oo o o 0 0
0 0 0 0| 0 o o oleoe o o o0fo o0 o0 O 0
0 0 o 0 | 0 o o oo o o oo o o o 0
0 0 o o|o o e oo o o ofo 0o o 0 0
a 0 10811 o lte8t o 0 o | O O 0 0 f10811 O 0 0 |3243243%4
0 0 o 0|0 o o o|lo o o ofo o 0o 0 0
1 0 21622 o0 |te84 0 6 0 | ©6 o 0 0 [ 0 0 O 0 |424324324
0 o 108y o |iostt o o o [ioss 0 O 0 J21622 O 10811 0 [6:48648649
Period, A [] < R E E [} H I ) K i M N Q B IOTAL
14301145 | 0 o 0 o | o ¢ o olo © o ofo o 0o 0 0
111451200 | 0 0 0 o | o ¢ o o]leo o o ofeo 0o 0o 0 0
12:00-12:15 | 0 0 0 o | o o o o]0 o o ofo o 0 0 0
12151230 | 0 0 0 ofo o o o|o o o ofo o 0 a 0
12:30-12:45 | 0 0 ¢ olo o o ©oj0o 0 o 00 © 0 0 0
12:45-13:00 | © 0 0 o | o ¢ o ©o|o o o ofo o 0o 0 0
13001315 | 0 0 0 o | o ¢ o olo o o oo o 0o 0 0
13151330 | 0 0 0 o] o o o o0l o o o oflg o o 0 0
PERIOD
' A [ ] [ ] E E [] H 1 ] L M N ] [ IOTAL
1600-16:15 1 0 10811 0 | O 0 o0 0 |a62 0 4343 0 [0 O 0 O B
16:15-16:30 0 o 17297 0 | 0 o 0 o "0 o 3242 0 | 0 0 o8 0 2
16:30-16:45 D 0 43243 0o | o o o o |wo81 0 262 0 | O 0O O 0 3
16:45-17:00 0O © 32432 © |10811 O 10811 O |21622 ¢ ¢ 0 j 0O 0 O O H
17:00-17:15 0 0 s o | o o © ©j6¢ © © @ |0 0 0 O 0
17:15-17:30 0 0 0 o | o o o o0|o o o ofo o 0o 0 0
17:30-17:45 0 0 0 o | o ¢ ¢ o0jo6 o o oo o O 0 0
17:45-1800] 0 0 0 o]lo o o olo o o olo o 0 0 0
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
£01.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

North, : Canyons Resort Drive Day of Wesk Adjustment: 100.0% -
Grand Summit Month of Yaar Adjustment: 108.2%
Surisdiciont Summit County Adjustreent Station #: “©s
Project Tita: Summit County - The Canyons TS Growth Rate: 0.0%
Pl:lmlhl UT16-878 Number of Yearst .. 0

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:15-9:15
AM PEAX 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 8:30-8:45
AM PHF: 0.88

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:

NOON PHF: #### 2
& N

-
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 H
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 £
PM PHE: 0.95 3

—=1 [ | 1 [ o ]

I i ' l (1
Grand Summit =

Total Entering Vehicles

- + IE Grand Summit
2 5 [ m Lagend

{H
i

Canyons Canyons Sul ~Grand Summit
COUNT Southbound Eastbound ‘Westbound
SUMMARIES| LeRt  Thiu Peds | teh  Thu Peds | let Thru Peds | left Thu
[ANPERIOD COUNTE _
[ < ] E E [ H 1 ] X L M [] [] £ TOTAL
1 0 0 0 3419 83179 O |[55453 O 27726 0 0 [ 0 0 |61.9981516]
0 0 0 0 39741 13.863 55453|27726 0 18484 O 0 [ [ 0 |71.1645102
1 0 0 0 31423 18484 1.8484|14787 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 |80.4824399
1 0 0 0 16636 2403 09242{11.091 0  1.8484 3.6969 [ 0 Q 0 |61.9981516
0 0 0 0 16636 21257 369%69[46211 0 18484 0 0 0 0 0 |68.3918669
2 0 0 0 1756 12939 1.8484|12939 0 27726 0 0 Q 0 0 |59.3012939
3 0 0 0 30499 55453 4621146211 O 36969 18484 O 0 0 0 |68.6192237
3 0 0 0 22181 83179 2772611091 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _65.8465804
A 2 4 -] E [ [ H 1 F] K L M N [] 2 IOTAL
[ [ 0 0 [ 0 0 0 [ [ [ 0 0 [] 0 0 [
0 0 0 0 Q 0 [} 0 0 0 o 0 [ Q0 0 [} 0
0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 Q Q 0 0 0 0
0 [ 0 0 0 0 0 o [ o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0 0 ] 0 0 0 [ 0 1] 0 Y 0 Q0 [} 0 [
1 1) [+] 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 ] 0 0 [ 0 0 [ 0
13:00 0 0 Q [] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
13:15-13:30 0 Q ] ] 0 '] 0 0 Q 0 0 0 ] ] 0 0 0
@S
[ B [ I] E - ] L M N [] 13 IOTAL
1 203327 0 0 © 21257 20.333 1848418484 0  3.6969 0.9242 0 [] [ 0 85
5 286506 O 0 0 21257 20333 83179[16.636 0 27726 0 0 0 0 0 95
: 1 323475 O 0 0 18484 13863 0 |[9.2421 0 46211 0.9242 0 0 0 [] 80
15:45-16:00 | 2 369686 0 o 0 31423 18484 O [9.2421 0 46211 27726 O 0 0 0 103
16:00-16:15 2 341959 0 0 0 36044 20333 46211(21.257 0 27726 0.9242 0 0 [ 0 17
16:15-16:30 1 499076 0 1.8484) O 28651 18484 0 114787 0 18484 0O 0 ] 0 ] 115
2 489834 O [ 0 45.287 12939 09242|9.2421 0 36969 10166 O 0 0 0 12
6 51.756 0 09242 O 24954 11.091 0 (10166 0O 64695 O (] 1] 0 0 110
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Turning Movement Summary

“F735, 5t
Dayof Adjustment: 100.0%
Month of Year Adjustment: 108.2%
Adjustment Station #: 605
Rabe: 0.0%
Number of Years: [}
AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:00- {
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 9:30-9:: ' :: '
AM PHF: 0.76
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: #### [ 11 2 N
1 ] ] 1] &
-
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 ] izi §
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 P B H
PM PHE: 0.81 w [ 5 ¥ 3 ] 3
= e | & | u]
FHIld 4+ 6
Migh Mountain Road

{H
HHH<
R

A ] < D E E s H 1 ] K L M N ] [4 YOTAL
0 0 0 0 55453 7.3937 10.166 0 11.091 0.9242 1.8484 0 5.5453 1.8484 7.3937 0 51.7560074
0 1.84843 0.9242 ] 2.7726 22.181 20333 0 14.787 0 0.9242 0 0 0 0 0 63.7707948
0 ow4a 0 0 |18484 10.166 19.409 1.8484(12.939 O 0 0 0 o 0 0 |45.2865065
0 .S 0 Q0 0.9242 7.3937 14.787 0.9242|13.863 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 37.8927911
0 o |09242 09242 16636 ©0 (20333 O o0 0 o 0 o | 3974122
1 o l1saga s5a53 11091 369912939 0 18484 O 0 o 0 0 |37:04a3623
2 0 |36969 73937 24954 1848420333 0 09242 0 0 o 0 o |657707948
45. 0 ] 36969 3.6969 16.636 1.8484[20.333 0.9242 0.9242 ] 1] ] 0 0 49.9075786
DON
Pe 5 F ¢ D Ef f & E©B|]ZI 2 E LM HO0O g ToA
11:30-11:45 | © 0 0 o | o ] ¢ o0 ©° o 0 0 0o 0 0 0
11:45-12:00 | 0 0 0 o {0 0 6 oo o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
120001215 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o | 0o o 00 0 o 0 0 0
12:15-12:30 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 o 1] 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 a
12:30-12245 | 0 0 0 o} o 0 0 o | 0 o o 0 0 o 0 0 0
12:45-13:00 | © 0 0 o | o 0 o o | o o o 0 0 ) 0 0
13001315 | 0 0 0 ol o 0 o o | 0 o 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
0 0 [ 0 Q 0 0 0 [)] 0 1] 0 0 Q 1] '] 0
] F] 71 1 31 & L | H H® O P | IOA
277264 0 0 |55453 27726 25878 O (22181 O ¢ 0 0 [ [] 53
6.4695 [ Q0 7.3937 5.5453 20.333 5.5453| 25.878 Q [ 0 0 0 0 0 67
14,7874 ] 0 0.9242 5.5453 16.636 0 4,954 ] 0.9242 ] Q 0 0 ] 65
12939 0 0 |09242 64695 29.575 2772620257 0 18484 Q 0 o 0 0 7
924214 0 o |27726 36969 33272 18484|27726 0 03292 O 0 o 0 0 79
166359 0 0 {36969 83179 23.105 0924237893 0 2776 0 a 0 0 0 53
-16:45 27.7264 1] Q 0.9242 3.6969 43.438 5.5453] 39.741 0 1.8484 0 [] 0 Q 0 118
16:45-17:00 240296 0 0 |18484 27726 26802 6.4695|36969 0 18484 0 0 oo 0 94
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2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

Intersection Tuming Movement Summary
~ Dabw

— #3218, 5s%
North/Souths Escals Coust Day of Weak Adjustiment: 100.0%
ast: High Mountain Road Month of Yaar Adjustment: 108.2%
Jurisdiction: Summit County . Adjustment Station #t ' 605
Project Tiles Summit County - The Canyons T8 Growth Rate: 0.0%
meml: uT16-878 Rumber of Years: o

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 8:15-9:15

AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 9:00-9:15

AM PHF: 0.88
C e ]
NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD:
NOON PHF: ####% |_6s | [ 52 |
] 1 ] 1
PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 16:00-17:00 [ = | [I'
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 16:30-16:45 Pt B
PM PHF: 0.87 [ T | =]
illd 36

Total Entering Vehicles

Escala Court

High Mountain Road

¥

“- 1+ I = High Mountain Road

Legend

il
HHH<
]

< bl Ef f & H®]I I kK I | H_ H® o P | IO
] 3.6969 0 83179 0 [] (] 1.8484 Q 0 0 2.7726 0 7.3937 [ 24.0295749
] 46211 [ 11,091 0 0 ] 0 0 [ 0 27726 0 12.939 0 31.4232902
0 7.3937 0 15.712 ] Q 0 0 0 [} ] 27726 0 6.4695 0 32.3475046
0 46211 0 6.4695 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [ 1.8484 0 9.2921 [ 22.181146
0 6.4695 0 11.091 0 0 ] [} 0 0 0 3.6969 0 12.939 0 341959335
0 3.6969 0 6.4695 0 0 0 0 [} ] 0 2.7726 1] 7.3937 0 203327172
0 3.6969 0 55453 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 46211 ] 17.56 0 31.4232902
[1] 1.8484 0 15.712 0 0 0 0 0 1] [} 1.8484 0 11.091 b} 30.4990758
Tt BT EF f & HB|]I 1 EK£ | ® ® o PTHK
[ 0 0 [ 0 [ ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 [] 0 [i]
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 +] 1) [ Q Q 0 0 0 0 0
1] 0 [ 0 ] 0 0 0 0 Q 0 ] ] Q ] 0
4] 0 0 0 ] [ 0 0 0 0 [ ] 0 0 Q 0
] 0 0 0 0 ] o o] 0 0 [ ] 0 [ 0 0
0 0 0 1] 0 0 Q o] 0 0 0 0 0 ] 1] 0
T D | E 5 H 1 1 K L] H N ©_ B | IOHA
0.92421 0.9242 [ 14.787 0.9242 [ 0 [ [} [ 0 46211 0 12.015 0 34
0.92421 4.6211 0 16.636 0.9242 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 0.9242 0 7.3937 0 31
1.84843 1.8484 [} 15.712 0 0 1.848410.9242 0 0 0 1.8484 0 7.3937 0 30
2.77264 4.6211 0 20.333 1.8484 0 0 0 0 0 Q 2.7726 0 12.015 0 44
0.92421 0.9242 0 11091 0 0 0 0 ] [ 0 2.7726 ] 16.636 0 32
0 0.9242 0 27.726 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.7726 [ 20.333 1] 52
0.92421 5.5453 [ 15712 Q 0 o] o] 0 0 [ 8.3179 [} 22.181 0 S3
0.92421_4.6211 0 12.939 0.9242 Q ] ] 0 0 0 7.3937 0 20.333 0 47
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Intersection Turning Movement Summary

2364 North 1450 East
Lehi, UT 84043
801.636.0891

3 lL: Drive +3 35,5
North/South: Red Pine Road Oay of Week Adjustments 100.0%
Orive Month of Yesr Adjustments 108.2%
Jurisdiction: Sumenit County Adfustmaent Station #t [
Project Titla: Summit County - The Canyons TS Growth Ratet 0.0%
Project No: UT16-878 Number of Years: [

AM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 9:00-10:00
AM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERIOD: 9:00-9:15
AM PHF: 0,66

NOON PEAK HOUR PERIOD:
NOON PEAK 1S MINUTE PERIOD:
NQOON PHF: #8##

i
i3
IH

PM PEAK HOUR PERIOD: 15:30-16:30 | s |
PM PEAK 15 MINUTE PERI $:00-15:15 Dt
PM PHF: .89 s T 5]
| - o | s 1 3}
il 36
Chalet Drive
Total Entering Vehicles A
I T -
-— 0 0
D =
- 4+ I Chatet Drive
0 s 0 ! ]
g 0 7 ']
g [E
[ | . Noor
z =
4
& [ = 1
1]
“ChaletDrive
COUNT Northbound Southbound Exstbound ‘Westbound
tet Thw Peck | tet Thu pes | e Yhu peds | et Thu peds
r A B c 2 E £ [ H I 2 K L M N <] 2 YOTAL
;E -5: £ oomn o o0 | 279 © 0o |0 o 0o o]0 0 09242 0 462107209
15-8: O 18443 0 o0 |02 0 © o0 f O O 0 _0 | O O 0 0 277264325
4 0 eose 0 o242 0. o o o0 | o o o 2726 0 0 0 0 |36%68577
] 092421 [} 0 0.9242 09242 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 [} 3.6969] 2.77264325
] 462107 0 [} 1.8484 0 0 [ 0 ] 0 [ 0 [} 0 0.9242 | 6.46950092
1] 0.92421 0 0 0.9242 0.9242 0 0 Q [ 0 0 0 [ ] 0.9242(2.77264325
0 184843 0 0 | 0 o ol o o o o] 0 0 0 0 |L3484884
0 1.84843 0 0 0 3.6969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] ] 5.54528651
S 5 ¢ BT EF f € H§]I 2 E Ll ® N o pjIok
(] 0 § ©|/¢ © © o8 © 9o oo o 0o 0 0
0 0 5 o9/l o © o]0 o o o0 0o 0 O 0
0 0 ¢ o0l0 o o o]0 o o oo 0o 0 0 0
0 0 ¢ o|leo o o of|e o o o}l o 0o O 0
0 0 s olo o o o|o0o o o ofo o 0o 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0
] [ 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 [ [ D]
0 0 o olo o o olo o o ol o o 0 0 0
A T+ ¢ B 1§ f § HB]I 1 kK 178 N g PB|IOA
0 2.77264 0 [} 1.8484 1.8484 0 0 ] 0 [ 0.9242 0 [} 0 1.8484 6
o] 0.92421 [} 0.9242 0 0.9242 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
o 1843 0 O lz77s09242 ¢ o | 0 0 o 0| 0 0 0942 0 6
o 27764 0 0 |09242184%4 o o | 0 0o 0 0 | 0 O 0 6
0 1.84843 0 0 0.9242 1.8484 0 0 0 ] [} [} 0 0 0.9242 ] 6
0 0.92421 ] [] [ 46211 0 [ 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0 6
16:30- o Sesss o 27726| o 277222 o o [ o o o ol 0o 0 0 4smy 6
ool O D8o4s o o0 |l o ode42 o ol o0 0 o 0] 0 0 0 0 2
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L.2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

Study: CANY0003A File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood Site Code : 00000000
City: Canyons, Utah Start Date : 2/18/2017
Control: Yields - RDBT Page No :1
Groups Printed- General Traffic - Turns
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap 7o | Right | Thru | Left | Peds [ ap 1o | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app tout | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | am.tost | 1ot Tou |
08:15 AM 5 2 9 0 16 7 105 46 8 166 6 3 6 3 18] 20 31 3 0 54 | 254
08:30AM | 10 4 6 0 201 10 67 69 2 148 | 12 2 112 461 21 64 3 0 88 | 302
08:45 AM 5 3 5 0 13 4 8 74 1 1651 14 2 16 12 44| 12 34 6 0 52| 274
Total | 20 9 20 0 49 21 258 189 11 479 32 7 33 36 108] 53 129 12 0 194 | 830
09:00 AM 5 5 9 0 19 8 62 66 9 145| 15 1 4 13 33| 13 63 7 0 83| 280
09:15 AM 4 2 6 0 12| 13 45 42 3103 11 0 119 31 8 44 2 0 54| 200
09:30 AM 6 6 14 0 261 14 55 53 0 12| 10 3 6 1 30 9 46 4 0 59 | 237
09:45 AM 1 2 9 0 12 14 39 54 3 110 16 1 7 21 45 7 51 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
1000AM | 5 3010 0 18] 7 56 48 3 14| 16 5 9 11 4] 10 53 3 0 66| 239
Total | 5 310 0 18] 7 56 48 3 114] 16 5 9 11 41| 10 53 3 0 66| 239
03:30 PM 8 4 1 0 23| 1 17 2 101 57 1 12 1 81| 12 105 4 0 121 326
03:45 PM 8 2 1 0 21 17 67 13 4 101 | 54 2 10 14 801 12 102 5 0 19| 321
Total | 16 6 22 0 44) 28 138 30 6 202 111 3 22 25 161 ] 24 207 9 0 240 | 647
04:00 PM 7 0 9 0 16 20 74 21 6 121| 74 5 14 20 13| 16 83 4 0 103} 353
04:15 PM 5 3 15 2 25 13 74 17 7 11| 65 315 11 94| 10 114 4 0 128 | 358
04:30 PM 7 2 16 0 250 13 75 14 6 108| 83 6 13 28 130 13 137 4 0 154| 417
04:45 PM 8 110 0 19( 16 71 15 5 107] 59 3 5 19 86| 12 134 7 0 153 | 365
Total | 27 6 50 2 85 | 62 294 67 24 447|281 17 47 78 423} 51 468 9 0 538 | 1493
05:00 PM 6 2 18 3 29| 10 8 10 3109 32 1 10 1 54 8 129 4 0 141 333
05:15 PM 3 0 25 0 28| 19 61 9 1 90| 33 3 5 12 53 6 126 10 0 142| 313
Grand Total | 93 41 183 s 32| 196 1094 568 63 1921 | 557 41 144 237 979 189 1316 74 0 1579 | 4801
Apprch% | 289 127 568 16 102 569 296 33 569 42 147 242 12 833 47 0
Total% | 19 09 38 0l 671 41 228 118 13 40116 09 3 49 204 | 39 274 15 0 329
General Traffic 93 41 182 5 321 196 1094 564 63 1917 | 557 41 140 237 975 | 189 1316 72 0 1577 | 4790
oG Tame | 100 100 99.5 100 997 | 100 100 993 100  99.8 | 100 100 97.2 100 99.6 | 100 100 973 0 999 | 998
U-Turns 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 ) 4 0 0 2 0 2 11
% U-Turns 0 0 05 0 03 0 0 07 0 0.2 0 0 28 0 0.4 ) 0 27 0 0.1 0.2
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Study: CANY0003A

Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT

L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017
PageNo :2

Canyons Resort Driv

North

2/18/2017 08:15 AM
2/18/2017 05:15 PM

General Traffic
U-Turns
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: Canyons Resort & Frostwood



Study: CANYO0003A

Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT

L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name

Site Code

Start Date

Page No

: Canyons Resort & Frostwood
: 00000000

: 2/118/2017

03

—

Frostwood Drive
From Northwest

Canyons Resort Drive
From Northeast

Frostwood Drive
From Southeast

Canyons Resort Drive

From Southwest

Start Time

Right \ Thru I Left I Peds | App. Total

Right | Thru I Left | Peds | App. Torl

Right l Thru l Left | Peds I App. Total

Right | Thru | Left| Peds | App. Total | Int. Total

Peak Hour Analysis From 08:15 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1

Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 08:15 AM
08:15 AM 5 2 9 0 16 7 105 46 8 166 6 3 6 3 18 20 31 3 0 54 254
08:30 AM 10 4 6 0 20 10 67 69 2 148 12 2 11 21 46 21 64 3 0 88 302
08:45 AM 5 3 5 0 13 4 86 74 1 165 14 2 16 12 44 12 34 6 0 52 274
09:00 AM 5 5 9 0 19 8 62 66 9 145 15 1 4 13 33 13 63 7 1] 83 280
Total Volume 25 14 29 0 68 29 320 255 20 624 47 8 37 49 141 66 192 19 0 277 1110
% App.Total | 36.8 20.6 42.6 0 46 513 409 32 33.3 5.7 262 348 238  69.3 6.9 0
PHF | 625 .700 .806 .000 850 | 725 762 .861 556 940 | 783 667 578 583 766 | 786 750 679 .000 787 919
Frostwood Drive
o9
“
Peak Hour Data
)
North
Peak Hour Begins at 08:15 Al
General Traffic
U-Turns
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1.2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

Study: CANYO0003A File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood Site Code : 00000000
City: Canyons, Utah Start Date : 2/18/2017
Control: Yields - RDBT Page No :4
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | s rum | Right [ Thru | Left [ Peds | agp rom | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | approm | Right [ Thru | Left [ Peds | ap.tom | It Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 08:15 AM to 11:45 AM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Each Approach Begins at:
08:45 AM 08:15 AM 08:30 AM 08:15 AM
+0 mins. 5 3 5 0 13 7 105 46 8 166 12 2 11 21 46 20 31 3 0 54
+15 mins. 5 5 9 0 19 10 67 69 2 148 14 2 16 12 44 21 64 3 0 88
+30 mins. 4 2 6 0 12 4 86 74 1 165 15 1 4 13 33 12 34 6 0 52
+45 mins. 6 6 14 0 26 8 62 66 9 145 11 0 1 19 31 13 63 7 0 83
Total Volume 20 16 34 0 70 29 320 255 20 624 52 5 32 65 154 66 192 19 0 277
% App. Total | 28.6 229 48.6 1] 46 513 409 32 33.8 3.2 208 422 238 693 6.9 Q
PHF | .833  .667 .607 .000 673 | .725 762 .861 .556 940 | .867 625 500 774 837 | .786 750 679 000 187
Frostwood Drive 6?? Canyons Resort Driv
N
Peak Hour Data

2

North

General Traffic
U-Turns
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L.2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017

Study: CANYO0003A
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT Page No :5
Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive 4‘
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest

Left | Peds | app.tow | Right | Thru Left | Peds | App.Towml | Int. Total

Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | ap. Toul Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app. Toul Right | Thru

Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 05:15 PM - Peak 1 of 1

Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:00 PM

04:00 PM 7 0 9 0 16 20 74 21 6 121 74 5 14 20 113 16 83 4 0 103 353
04:15 PM 5 3 15 2 25 13 74 17 7 111 65 3 15 11 94 10 114 4 0 128 358
04:30 PM 7 2 16 0 25 13 75 14 6 108 83 6 13 28 130 13 137 4 0 154 417
04:45 PM 8 1 10 0 19 16 71 15 S 107 59 3 S 19 86 12 134 7 Q 153 365
Total Volume 27 6 50 2 85 62 294 67 24 447 | 281 17 47 78 423 51 468 19 0 538 | 1493

% App.Total | 31.8 7.1 58.8 24 13.9 658 15 5.4 66.4 4 111 184 9.5 87 35 0
781 250 850 | .775 980 .798 857 924 | .846 708 783 .696 813 | .797 .854 .679 000 .873 .895

PHF | .844 .500

Frostwood Drive

Peak Hour Data

North

Peak Hour Begins at 04:00 P

General Traffic
U-Tums
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L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

Study: CANYO003A

Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood
City: Canyons, Utah

Control: Yields - RDBT

File Name

Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017
PageNo :6

- Canyons Resort & Frostwood

Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive Frostwood Drive Canyons Resort Drive
From Northwest From Northeast From Southeast From Southwest
Start Time | Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.Tow | Right Thru | Left| Peds | appnTow | Right { Thru | Left | Peds | ap Tow Right | Thru | Left | Peds | app.Tou | Int Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 12:00 PM to 05:15PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Each Approach Begins at:
04:30 PM 04:00 PM 04:00 PM 04:30 PM
+0 mins. 7 2 16 0 25 20 74 21 6 121 74 5 14 20 113 13 137 4 0 154
+15 mins. 8 1 10 0 19 13 74 17 7 111 65 3 15 11 94 12 134 7 0 153
+30 mins. 6 2 18 3 29 13 75 14 6 108 83 6 13 28 130 8 129 4 0 141
+45 mins. 3 0 25 0 28 16 71 15 5 107 59 3 5 19 86 6 126 10 0 142
Total Volume 24 5 69 3 101 62 294 67 24 447 | 281 17 47 78 423 39 526 25 0 590
% App. Total | 23.8 5 683 3 139 658 15 54 66.4 4 11.1 184 66 892 42 0
PHF | .750  .625 690 250 871 | 775 980 798 .857 924 | .846 708 783 .696 813 | .750 960 .625 .000 .958
Frostwood Drive QQ“ Canyons Resort Driv
.Q""{TJ
QQ;
<
Peak Hour Data

+

North

General Traffic
U-Turns
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L2 Data Collection

L2DataCollection.com
Idaho (208) 860-7554 Utah (801) 413-2993

Study: CANYOO003A File Name : Canyons Resort & Frostwood
Intersection: Canyons Resort / Frostwood Site Code : 00000000
Start Date : 2/18/2017

City: Canyons, Utah
Control: Yields - RDBT

PageNo :7
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| evel of Service Results

Summit County ~ The Canyons Traffic Study 48
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

_Type:

Approach Movement

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village

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

L 199 201 101 743 E
NB T 1,001 989 99 19.3 B
R 13 13 102 6.2 A
Subtotal 1,213 1,203 99 28.3 C
L 17 17 101 85.2 F
SB T 1,026 1,017 99 334 C
R 209 207 99 42 A
Subtotal 1,252 1,241 99 29.2 C
L 651 659 101 62.2 E
EB T 6 7 117 415 D
R 114 116 102 145 B
Subtotal 771 782 101 54.9 D
L 8 8 97 84.9 F
T 5 4 76 63.9 E
w8 R 17 15 90 20.5 C
Subtotal 30 27 90 48.0 D
Total 3,266 3,253 100 354 D
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB R 32 34 105 9.8 A
Subtotal 33 34 103 9.8 A

T 738 752 102 06 A

EB R 2 2 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 740 754 102 0.6 A

L 12 10 82 8.9 A

WB T 401 404 101 46 A
Subtotal 413 414 100 4.7 A

Total 1,187 1,202 101 2.3 A
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innovative transporiation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
| Approach Movement . o 5, Avg LOS
L
NB R
Subtotal 12 13 108 13.2 B
T 734 747 102 0.8 A
EB R 24 24 100 0.3 A
Subtotal 758 771 102 0.8 A
L 9 9 97 4.8 A
WB T 393 396 101 0.4 A
Subtotal 402 405 101 0.5 A
Total 1,173 1,189 101 0.8 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive
Unsignalized _

Approach Movement Demand 'V)mme Served
PP Volume Avg
SB R
Subtotal 4 4 100 14.2 B
L 1 0 0
EB T 755 769 102 1.8 A
Subtotal 756 769 102 1.8 A
T 396 399 101 0.5 A
WB R 4 5 125 0.2 A
Subtotal 400 404 101 0.5 A
Total 1,160 1,177 101 1.4 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

" Approach Movement

HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

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

39 93 6.5 A

T 17 15 90 7.5 A

NW R 281 288 103 36 A

Subtotal 340 342 101 4.1 A

L 50 50 100 33 A

SE T 6 6 96 4.0 A

R 24 26 108 31 A

Subtotal 80 82 103 3.3 A

L 17 16 96 52 A

NE T 425 430 101 52 A

R 46 46 100 48 A

Subtotal 488 492 101 52 A

L 67 66 99 4.9 A

SW T 268 274 102 52 A

R 62 62 100 46 A

Subtotal 397 402 101 5.1 A

Total 1,303 1,318 101 4.8 A

Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized .

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS

L .
NB R 5.9 A
Subtotal 45 46 102 6.5 A
L 20 22 111 10.0 A

SB

Subtotal 20 22 110 10.0 A
L 5 4 76 28 A
EB T 428 430 101 0.4 A
Subtotal 433 434 100 04 A
L 40 39 98 48 A
T 274 279 102 13 A
w8 R 20 22 111 0.8 A
Subtotal 334 340 102 17 A
Total B31 842 107 15 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type: Unsignalized
Delay/Veh (sec)

HALES J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background

Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive

Approach Movement %iﬁ?:g Volume Served LOS
NB
Subtotal 20 19 95 4.8 A
T 413 416 101 06 A
EB R 2 3 150 06 A
Subtotal 415 419 101 0.6 A
T 278 284 102 01 A
WB
Subtotal 278 284 102 0.1 A
Total 713 122 101 0.5 A

Intersection:

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane
Unsignalized

Voldn;é—Served DglayIVeh (seé)
Avg LOS
A
A
Subtotal 11 11 100 8.3 A
L 5 5 95 15 A
EB T 406 410 101 02 A
Subtotal 411 415 101 0.2 A
T 268 272 101 0.4 A
WB R 10 12 117 0.2 A
Subtotal 278 284 102 0.4 A
Total 700 710 101 0.4 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
\
| Approach Movement .\ ,me Avg % Avg LOS
A
. A
NB R 10 11 107 45 A
Subtotal 20 23 115 2.3 A
T 400 404 101 1.0 A
EB R 10 11 107 0.7 A
Subtotal 410 415 101 1.0 A
L 35 37 105 22 A
WB T 234 236 101 02 A
Subtotal 269 273 101 0.5 A
Total 700 711 102 0.8 A

Intersection:

Red Pine Road & Chalet Drive

Type:  Unsignalized I—
“‘Approach Movement Volume Served Delay/Veh (sei_cc))S
NB
Subtotal 10 11 110 0.1 A
L 15 13 88 04 A
SB T 31 34 111 0.1 A
Subtotal 46 47 102 0.2 A
R 10 12 117 19 A
wsB
Subtotal 10 12 120 1.9 A
Total 66 70 106 0.5 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: Unsignalized
Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
i % LOS
NB
Subtotal 241 248 103 0.6 A
L 25 24 96 26 A
SB T 260 261 100 1.4 A
Subtotal 285 285 100 1.5 A
R 20 18 91 341 A
wB
Subtotal 20 18 90 3.1 A
Total 546 551 101 1.1 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Unsignalized_ _

Demand  VolumeServed Delay/Veh (sec)

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

Volume Avg LOS
NB T 166 173
Subtotal 186 192 103 1.0 A
T 145 139 96 1.1 A
SB R 115 120 105 0.9 A
Subtotal 260 259 100 1.0 A
L 75 76 101 5.6 A
£B R 20 20 101 38 A
Subtotal 95 96 101 5.2 A
Total 540 5l 101 17 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period.

ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

HALES D

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Background
Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS
L
NW T
Subtotal 55 60 109 0.1 A
T 20 18 91 1.1 A
SE R 145 142 98 0.8 A
Subtotal 165 160 97 0.8 A
L 135 137 102 41 A
NE R 10 1 107 2.7 A
Subtotal 145 148 102 4.0 A
Total 369 368 101 2.0 A

Intersection:

ype.__

Approach Movement

Escala Court & High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized

“Demand Volﬁ?ncherved
Volume Avg %

DeIaWeh (sec) .
1.OS

L 4.0 A

NB R 30 30 a9 23 A
Subtotal 35 34 97 2.5 A

L 45 42 93 1.4 A

T 40 46 114 06 A

w8 R 65 61 94 0.9 A
Subtotal 150 149 99 0.9 A

L 50 49 98 0.1 A

SE R 5 6 114 0.1 A
Subtotal 55 55 100 0.1 A

Total 241 238 99 1.0 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village
Type: Signalized

Approach Movement Demand Volume Served
Volume Avg
403 F
NB T 1,001 984 C
R 13 14 110 9.5 A
Subtotal 1,417 1,383 98 55.2 E
L 17 16 94 130.2 F
SB T 1,026 1,038 101 65.6 E
R 514 534 104 16.9 B
Subtotal 1,657 1,588 102 49.9 D
L 931 915 98 67.0 E
EB T 6 6 100 411 D
R 234 235 101 18.8 B
Subtotal 1,171 1,156 99 571 E
L 8 8 97 84.4 F
T 5 5 95 89.8 F
we R 17 18 106 28.6 C
Subtotal 30 31 103 52.9 D
Total 4175 4,158 100 54.2 D
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized .

Demand _- VVélhrﬁéﬁéérved I DelvaWeFl (sec)

Approach Movement Avg

NB R

Subtotal | 45 40 89 . 194.7 F
T 1,132 1,121 99 1.8 A

EB
Subtotal | 1,132 1,121 99 18 A
T 923 922 100 271 D

w8
Subtotal 023 922 100 271 D
Total 2,100 2,083 99 17.3 C
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SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized _ _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)
Approach Movement Volume LOS
T
EB R 26 26
Subtotal 1,158 1,147 99 3.3 A
L 21 20 95 26.7 D
wB T 908 906 100 5.1 A
Subtotal 929 926 100 5.6 A
Total 2,088 2,073 99 4.3 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive
Unsignalized

Intersection:

Approach Mo\;éme;{_’?/‘i'::lar;‘: T Volume Served 'Es'g?i/’véh (seL% S

SB R

Subtotal 4 5 125 166.2 F

L 1 1 100 8.7 A

EB T 1,156 1,146 99 5.5 A

Subtotal 1,157 1,147 99 55 A

T 904 899 99 127 B

WB R 4 4 94 1.4 B

Subtotal 908 903 99 12.7 B

fotal 2,069 2,055 99 9.1 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

Type: Roundabout _ _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume LOS

Approach Movement

42 107 B

17 108 B

NW R 633 636 100 6.9 A

Subtotal 692 699 101 7.5 A

L 117 115 98 59 A

SE T 6 6 96 56 A

R 24 26 107 6.0 A

Subtotal 147 147 100 5.9 A

L 17 15 88 26.9 D

NE T 406 397 98 252 D

R 46 46 99 19.7 c

Subtotal 469 458 98 24.7 C

L 347 350 101 27.1 D

SW T 399 388 97 27.3 D

R 160 158 99 26.6 D

Subtotal 906 896 99 27.1 D

Total 2,215 2,200 99 19.0 C

Intersection: Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Type Unsignalized R

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

' Approach Movemen

Volume Avg % Avg LOS

SB
Subtotal 20 19 95 15.2 C
L 5 4 76 34 A
EB T 449 440 98 0.7 A
Subtotal 454 444 08 0.7 A
T 464 458 99 1.9 A

WB
Subtotal 464 458 99 1.9 A
Total 939 921 98 1.6 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized -
| Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
% Approach Movement Volume Avg o, LOS
Subtotal 20 24 120 5.6 A
T 434 420 97 0.6 A
EB R 2 2 100 1.3 A
Subtotal 436 422 97 0.6 A
T 464 457 98 0.1 A
WB
Subtotal 464 457 98 0.1 A
Total 920 903 98 0.5 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane
nsgnaze

Intersection:
Type:

' S Volur:ne Sfervéd Belaylvgﬁ(sec)
Approach Movement Avg %, Avg LOS

SB R 1 ? 100
Subtotal 11 9 82 9.3 A
L 5 4 76 20 A
EB T 427 416 97 04 A
Subtotal 432 420 97 0.4 A
T 454 447 98 09 A
WB R 10 10 103 0.4 A
Subtotal 464 457 98 0.9 A
Total 90/ 386 98 0.7 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized _

x Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
iApproach Movement Volume Avg LOS

A

. A

Subtotal 250 246 98 5.8 A

T 189 181 96 1.1 A

EB R 10 10 103 0.7 A

Subtotal 199 191 96 1.1 A

L 199 198 100 13 A

WB T 256 249 97 01 A

Subtotal 455 447 98 0.6 A

Total 904 884 98 2.2 A

Intersection:

Type:_

Approach Movement

Red Pine Road & RC 21

Demand Volume Served—‘m”—'vbgféylvzh"(-sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 229 229 100 0.6 A
T 188 188 100 02 A
SB R 24 22 92 0.2 A
Subtotal 212 210 99 0.2 A
L 17 13 78 5.2 A

EB
Subtotal 17 13 76 5.2 - A
Total 458 452 99 0.0 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & RC 20
Unsignalized

; Demand Volume Served DelayiVeh {sec)
: Approach Movement Volume LOS
NB
Subtotal 218 216 99 0.2 A
T 163 162 99 0.4 A
SB R 23 23 100 0.4 A
Subtotal 186 185 99 0.4 A
L 11 12 107 50 A
EB
Subtotal 11 12 109 5.0 A
Total 416 413 99 0.5 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive
Type. ___ Unsignalized L

Approach Movement

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

" Volume Served
Volume Avg %

NB
Subtotal 191 190 99 0.2 A
L 15 15 102 1.5 A
SB T 128 126 99 03 A
R 20 21 106 0.3 A
Subtotal 163 162 99 04 A
L 17 17 101 43 A

EB
Subtotal 17 17 100 4.3 A
R 10 10 98 27 A

WB
Subtotal 10 10 100 2.7 A
Total 380 379 100 0.5 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
! Approach Movement Volume Avg Yo Avg LOS
T . A
NB R 30 29 97 2.8 A
Subtotal 31 31 100 2.6 A
T 161 161 100 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 161 161 100 0.1 A
L 32 31 96 1.1 A
WB T 96 94 98 02 A
Subtotal 128 125 98 0.4 A
Total 320 317 99 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive &RC 15

) 7Voiumrér ggwed I Dglgfl\ﬁﬂséc)
Avg % LOS
NB
Subtotal 196 189 96 03 A
T 246 238 o7 0.6 A
SB R 14 14 102 0.4 A
Subtotal 260 252 97 0.6 A
R 5 5 95 35 A
EB
Subtotal 5 5 100 3.5 A
Total 462 446 97 0.5 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Existing (2017) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hous Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Voiume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
: Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 176 169 96 0.1 A
L 25 25 100 1.5 A
SB T 224 216 96 0.5 A
Subtotal 249 241 97 0.6 A
R 20 20 101 26 A
wB
Subtotal 20 20 100 2.6 A
Total 445 430 97 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14

Subtotal 9 9 100 2.6 A
T 176 169 96 0.1 A
NE
Subtotal 176 169 96 0.1 A
T 199 194 97 0.3 A
SW R 24 21 88 0.3 A
Subtotal 223 215 96 0.3 A
Total 408 393 96 0.3 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:

m

ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

HALES )

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive

Unsignalized

Type:

Approach Movement 32?:1?:: A\\Ilglume Serveo;: —_.Ei;—ay—/\/e’h—(sel_c())s
NB 'll-' 176 169
Subtotal 202 194 96 0.4 A
T 167 162 97 0.5 A
SB R 42 41 98 0.4 A
Subtotal 209 203 97 0.5 A
R 146 146 100 35 A
EB
Subtotal 146 146 100 3.5 A
Total 557 543 98 1.2 A

Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: ROUNGEDOUl oY S
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS

2.0 A
T 2.1 A
NW R 1 2 200 20 A
Subtotal 98 95 97 2.0 A
L 3 3 100 13 A
SE T 122 118 97 20 A
R 143 141 98 18 A
Subtotal 268 262 98 19 A
L 109 105 96 23 A
T 0 0 0
NE R 48 49 103 22 A
Subtotal 157 154 98 2.3 A
R 1 0 0
SW
Subtotal 1
Total 568 554 97 2.0 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive

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

Approach Movement

L . A

NB R 4 5 125 25 A

Subtotal 14 15 107 3.4 A

L 2 2 100 5.0 A

SB R 1 2 200 23 A

Subtotal 3 4 133 3.7 A

L 2 2 100 1.1 A

EB T 155 154 99 0.3 A

R 13 12 91 0.2 A

Subtotal 170 168 99 0.3 A

L 6 7 112 16 A

T 87 84 96 0.2 A

we R 2 3 150 0.2 A

Subtotal 95 94 99 0.3 A

Total 283 281 99 0.5 A
Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road

) beTé}R/eh (sec)

VoluFe”Served

Avg % Avg LOS
SE
Subtotal 88 86 98 4.4 A
L 5 5 95 1.5 A
NE T 74 74 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 79 79 100 0.2 A
T 112 110 98 0.3 A
sw R 94 92 98 0.3 A
Subtotal 206 202 98 0.3 A
Total 374 367 98 1.2 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 16 & Escala Court
Type: Unsignalized . .
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

| Approach Movement

‘ Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R 16 18 114 2.3 A
NB
Subtotal 16 18 113 2.3 A
T 63 60 95 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 63 60 95 0.1 A
L 24 26 108 0.6 A
WB T 94 90 96 0.1 A
Subtotal 118 116 98 0.2 A
Total 196 194 99 0.4 A
Intersection: Escala Court & RC 17/18

Type: Unsignalized
Demand
Voiume

Volume Sérved
Avg %

\ Approach Movement LOS

Avg

L 3.0 A

SB
Subtotal 14 13 93 3.0 A
T 37 37 99 0.0 A

EB
Subtotal 37 37 100 0.0 A
T 74 72 97 0.0 A
WB R 19 18 96 0.0 A
Subtotal 93 90 97 0.0 A
Total 144 140 97/ 0.3 A
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SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized _ _
’ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
1 Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS
L .
NW T 90 88 98 0.1
Subtotal 99 96 97 0.2 A
T 81 79 98 0.2 A
SE
Subtotal 81 79 98 0.2 A
R 7 6 83 24 A
NE
Subtotal 7 6 86 2.4 A
‘Total 138 181 96 0.2 A
Intersection: RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road
Type. _______ Unsignalized
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement LOS
Subtotal 1 1 100 2.6 A
T 81 79 98 01 A
EB
Subtotal 81 79 98 0.1 A
L 2 9 50 0.8 A
02 A
WB T 88 88 190
Subtotal 90 89 99 0.2 A
Total 172 169 98 0.2 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
_Type:

Approach Movement

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transporiation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017} Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour Project #. UT16-878

RC 22 & High Mountain Road
Unsignalized

Demand

Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R 9 9 97 24
NB
Subtotal 9 9 100 2.4 A
L 13 12 91 0.7 A
NW T 76 76 100 02 A
Subtotal 89 88 99 0.3 A
T 72 70 98 02 A
SE
Subtotal 72 70 97 0.2 A
Total 170 167 98 0.3 A

Intersection:

Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road

BéI'ayIVeh (sec)

Volume Served

Avg Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 28 26 93 25 A
T 23 74 103 0.1 A
EB
Subtotal 43 44 102 0.1 A
L 25 25 100 06 A
WB T 50 51 102 0.3 A
Subtotal 75 76 101 0.4 A
Tortal T35 95 00 oy Z
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village

Type: Signalized .
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg % Avg LOS

Approach Movement

L 191 183 96 87.2 F

NB T 1,765 1,770 100 334 C

R 15 15 102 20.7 Cc

Subtotal 1,971 1,968 100 38.3 D

L 20 18 9N 130.3 F

SB T 1,810 1,721 95 83.9 F

R 214 195 91 16.1 B

Subtotal 2,044 1,934 95 77.5 E

L 682 674 99 56.5 E

EB T 6 6 100 35.9 D

R 113 110 98 29.9 C

Subtotal 801 790 99 52.6 D

L 10 9 88 727 E

T 5 5 95 82.3 F

wB R 20 21 106 44 .4 D

Subtotal 35 35 100 57.1 E

Total 4,850 4,727 9/ 571 E

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized R

‘ Demand Delay/Veh {sec)

Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS

L C

NB R 35 A
Subtotal 36 38 106 9.1 A

T 766 757 99 05 A

EB R 5 5 95 0.1 A
Subtotal 771 762 99 0.5 A

L 15 13 88 9.7 A

WB T 395 371 94 45 A
Subtotal 410 384 94 47 A

Total 1,217 1,184 97 2.1 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Background

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive

_Type: _ Unsignalized - _
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
;Approach Movement Volume % Avg LOS
L
NB R 10 9 88 8.7 A
Subtotal 15 14 93 10.0 A
T 760 752 99 0.8 A
EB R 25 25 100 0.3 A
Subtotal 785 777 99 0.8 A
L 10 11 107 7.4 A
WB T 387 363 94 05 A
Subtotal 397 374 94 0.7 A
Total 1,198 1,165 97 0.9 A

Intersection:

Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive

a ID—élayIVéh (sec)
Avg LOS

" Volume Served
%

SB R

Subtotal 6 100 10.8 B

L 1 0 0
EB T 781 774 99 1.8 A
Subtotal 782 774 99 1.8 A
T 386 363 94 0.5 A
WB R 5 5 95 03 A
Subtotal 391 368 94 0.5 A
Total 1,180 1,148 97 1.9 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

‘ Approach Movement

HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive
Roundabout .
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LCS

L 48 49 102 7.2 A

T 20 17 86 8.1 A

NW R 300 298 99 3.8 A
Subtotal 368 364 99 4.5 A

L 60 56 93 3.5 A

SE T 5 7 133 35 A
R 30 31 102 3.0 A

Subtotal 95 94 99 3.3 A

L 17 17 101 43 A

NE T 422 421 100 4.8 A
R 50 50 100 47 A

Subtotal 489 488 100 4.8 A

L 70 64 91 4.2 A

sw T 256 243 95 50 A
R 62 59 96 46 A

Subtotal 388 366 94 4.8 A

Total 1,339 1,312 98 4.6 A

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

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

Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

L 13.0 B
NB R 40 40 101 6.0 A
Subtotal 45 44 98 6.6 A
L 20 19 96 10.5 B

SB
Subtotal 20 19 95 10.5 B
L 5 5 95 22 A
EB T 428 429 100 04 A
Subtotal 433 434 100 0.4 A
L 40 40 101 4.4 A
WB T 274 263 96 1.3 A
R 20 20 101 0.7 A
Subtotal 334 323 97 1.6 A
Total 832 820 99 1.5 A
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HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R 20 20 101 45 A
NB
Subtotal 20 20 100 4.5 A
T 413 415 100 0.8 A
EB R 2 2 100 0.7 A
Subtotal 415 417 100 0.8 A
T 278 266 96 0.1 A
wWB
Subtotal 278 266 96 0.1 A
Total 713 103 99 0.5 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane
Unsignalized

Intersection:
Type: ___

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

i "Vélume Served

SB R 1 2 200 2:7 2
Subtotal 11 11 100 7.6 A

L 5 4 76 1.8 A

EB T 406 409 101 0.3 A
Subtotal 411 413 100 0.3 A

T 268 256 96 0.3 A

WB R 10 10 98 0.4 A
Subtotal 278 266 96 0.3 A

Total 700 690 99 0.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Background
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized L
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)
 Approach Movement ) qe Avg % Avg LOS
A
A
. A
Subtotal 20 21 105 2.9 A
T 400 403 101 1.1 A
EB R 10 10 98 0.9 A
Subtotal 410 413 101 1.1 A
L 35 30 85 2.7 A
WB T 234 228 98 0.1 A
Subtotal 269 258 96 04 A
Total /700 692 99 0.9 A

Intersection:

Approach Movement

Red Pine Road & Chalet Drive

WDeIaylVehTsec)

"~ Volume Sér\'/ecri‘

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 10 10 100 0.0 A
L 15 14 95 0.4 A
SB T 31 26 85 0.1 A
Subtotal 46 40 87 0.2 A
R 10 11 107 2.1 A
wB
Subtotal 10 11 110 2.1 A
Total 66 61 92 0.5 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Background
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado

Type: Unsignalized _ _ v

‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, LOS
Subtotal 241 243 101 0.5 A
L 25 23 92 23 A
SB T 260 254 98 1.4 A
Subtotal 285 277 97 1.5 A
R 20 20 101 33 A
wB

Subtotal 20 20 100 3.3 A
Total 546 540 99 1.1 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
U

Intersection:

Volume Served e ”De.laW\i/EHv(éieé)
Approach Movement Avg Avg LOS

NB T
Subtotal 186 183 98 10 A
T 145 145 100 11 A
. R 115 108 94 10 A
Subtotal 260 253 o7 11 A
C 75 77 103 56 A
B R 20 18 91 39 A
Subtotal | 95 95 100 5.3 A
Towl 10 53T o5 TS x
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

HALES ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS
Future (2030) Background

Intersection:

Saturday Peak Hour

Project #: UT16-878

High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Unsignalized

ﬁaélay/Veh (se?)

Avg LOS

Subtotal 55 59 107 0.1 A

T 20 20 101 1.0 A

SE R 145 143 99 0.8 A

Subtotal 165 163 99 0.8 A

L 135 128 95 40 A

NE R 10 9 88 3.4 A

Subtotal 145 137 94 4.0 A

Total 365 359 98 1.9 A

Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: } Unsignalized . L

Approach Movement

Demand
Volume

Volﬂrﬁe Served

Avg

b?a}l\ieh (sec)

% Avg LOS

L 42 A

NB R 30 28 93 22 A
Subtotal 35 33 94 2.5 A

L 45 43 96 14 A

T 40 42 104 06 A

w8 R 65 65 100 09 A
Subtotal 150 150 100 1.0 A

L 50 48 96 0.1 A

SE R 5 6 114 00 A
Subtotal 55 54 98 0.1 A

Total 241 237 98 1.0 A
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village
Type: Signalized _ ]
: Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

‘ Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

L 367 360 98 113.6 F

NB T 1,765 1,721 98 59.1 E

R 15 14 95 357 D

Subtotal 2,147 2,095 98 68.3 E

L 20 13 65 206.2 F

SB T 1,810 1,199 66 161.4 F

R 478 316 66 295 C

Subtotal 2,308 1,628 66 134.5 F

L 924 932 101 56.6 E

EB T 6 7 112 395 D

R 217 211 97 18.4 B

Subtotal 1,147 1,150 100 49.5 D

L 10 10 103 745 E

T 5 5 95 84.1 F

we R 20 24 120 59.8 E

Subtotal 35 39 111 66.7 E

Total 5,637 4,812 85 85.5 F

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: ___Unsignalized L

Demand  VolumeServed ~ Delay/Veh (sec)

| Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

L 6 5 67.4 F
NB R 45 48 106 10.1 B
Subtotal 51 53 104 15.5 C
T 1,101 1,093 99 1.2 A

EB
Subtotal 1,101 1,093 99 1.2 A
T 850 683 80 6.5 A

wB
Subtotal 850 683 80 6.5 A
Total 2,002 1,829 91 36 A
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Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES JJENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg o, LOS
T .
EB R 30 31 104 1.4 A
Subtotal 1,132 1,127 100 21 A
L 25 20 79 19.0 C
WB T 831 669 81 0.6 A
Subtotal 856 689 80 1.1 A
Total 1,988 1,816 91 1.7 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive
Type: Unsignalized 7_7@4

Volume Serve d B

~ Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg LOS

sB R 1 1 100 428 E

Subtotal 6 6 100 105.0 F

L 1 1 100 58 A

£B T 1,127 1,122 100 36 A

* Subtotal 1,128 1,123 100 36 A

T 826 667 81 09 A

WB R 5 4 76 0.5 A

Subtotal 831 671 81 0.9 A

Total T65 7300 o7 yRe) y:
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

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

L 50 45 90 9.3 A

NW T 20 20 100 9.8 A
R 688 689 100 6.2 A

Subtotal 758 754 99 6.5 A

L 118 125 106 55 A

SE T 5 5 95 52 A
R 30 31 104 52 A

Subtotal 1563 161 105 5.4 A

L 20 19 95 6.8 A

NE T 322 309 96 7.7 A
R 50 50 101 7.8 A

Subtotal 392 378 96 7.7 A

L 253 209 83 7.6 A

SW T 427 343 80 8.0 A
R 147 121 82 7.5 A

Subtotal 827 673 81 7.8 A

Total 2,130 1,966 92 7.1 A

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized L

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec) 7

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L 2 2 100 10.9 B
NB R 15 17 115 42 A
Subtotal 17 19 112 4.9 A
L 5 5 95 12.8 B
SB
Subtotal 5 5 100 12.8 B
L 5 5 95 17 A
EB T 371 356 96 0.3 A
R 1 1 100 0.0 A
Subtotal 377 362 96 0.3 A
T 498 411 83 1.4 A
WB R 10 9 92 1.0 A
Subtotal 508 420 83 14 A
Total 907 806 89 1.1 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT76-878

Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: . Unsignalized _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement | e Avg % Avg LOS
R 5 5 95 47 A
NB
Subtotal 5 5 100 4.7 A
T 372 357 96 0.3 A
EB
Subtotal 372 357 96 0.3 A
T 499 412 83 0.1 A
WB
Subtotal 499 412 83 0.1 A
Total 876 174 88 0.2 A

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane

Unsignalized

Voluniegéérved

Demand
Volume

Avg

/.
/0

*De_I';yT/eh (serc)

Avg

LOS

L 1 1 100 51 A

SB R 1 1 100 6.8 A
Subtotal 2 2 100 6.0 A

L 5 4 76 33 A

EB T 371 356 96 0.3 A
Subtotal 376 360 96 0.3 A

T 498 410 82 0.8 A

WB R 1 1 100 0.6 A
Subtotal 499 411 82 0.8 A

Total 877 [E 88 0.6 A

01132524 Page 386 of 475 Summit County




00—

HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030} Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized B
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS
A
A
. A
Subtotal 212 205 97 5.3 A
T 169 160 95 1.0 A
EB R 10 8 82 0.6 A
Subtotal 179 168 94 1.0 A
L 170 136 80 13 A
WB T 329 275 84 0.2 A
Subtotal 499 411 82 0.6 A
Totai 891 784 38 1.9 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 21

Type: _________Unsignalized

Demand  VolumeServed  Delay/Veh(sec)

Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 195 188 96 0.5 A
T 162 131 81 02 A
SB R 21 16 77 0.2 A
Subtotal 183 147 80 0.2 A
L 15 15 102 4.0 A

EB
Subtotal 15 15 100 4.0 A
Total 392 350 89 0.5 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

[

' Approach Movement

HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future {2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & RC 20
Unsignalized

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

i Volume Avg % Avg LOS

T 187 179 96 0.2 A

NB
Subtotal 187 179 96 0.2 A
T 139 112 80 0.4 A
SB R 20 17 86 0.2 A
Subtotal 159 129 81 0.4 A
L 9 9 97 38 A

EB
Subtotal 9 9 100 3.8 A
Total 355 317 89 0.4 A

Intersection:

Type:_

Approach Movement

Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive
Demand
Volume Avg

"~ Volume Served  Delay/Veh (sec)
% Avg LOS

0.1
NB
Subtotal 167 1568 95 0.1 A
L 5 3 57 1.2 A
SB T 118 96 81 0.3 A
R 17 14 84 0.1 A
Subtotal 140 113 81 0.3 A
L 15 15 102 4.2 A
EB
Subtotal 15 15 100 4.2 A
R 5 6 114 29 A
WB
Subtotal 5 6 120 29 A
Total 327 292 89 0.5 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
ype: Unsignalized
| Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)

|
| Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS

T 1 2 200 0.0 A

NB R 27 25 93 27 A

Subtotal 28 27 96 2.5 A

T 139 132 95 0.1 A

EB

Subtotal 139 132 95 0.1 A

L 35 28 79 1.0 A

W8 T 83 68 82 0.2 A

Subtotal 118 96 81 0.4 A

Total 285 255 89 0.5 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15

_______Unsignalized __

i

Approach Movement Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg LOS

Demand Volume ‘Sevrv-éd

NB
Subtotal 177 165 93 0.2 A
T 322 267 83 0.7 A
SB R 12 1 90 0.8 A
Subtotal 334 278 83 0.7 A
R 4 5 125 32 A

EB
Subtotal 4 5 125 3.2 A
Total 515 448 8/ 0.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030} Plus Project

Saturday Peak Hour

Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg

Project #: UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

% Avg LOS

T 157 143 9N 0.1 A
NB
Subtotal 157 143 91 0.1 A
L 25 20 80 13 A
SB T 297 249 84 0.5 A
Subtotal 322 269 84 0.6 A
R 20 22 111 26 A
wB
Subtotal 20 22 110 2.6 A
Total 498 434 8/ 0.5 A
Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14
Type: ____ Unsignalized ______________________________ _____
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

% Avg LOS

EB
Subtotal 8 8 100 2.3 A
T 157 143 91 0.1 A

NE
Subtotal 157 143 91 0.1 A
T 278 230 83 04 A
SW R 20 20 101 0.3 A
Subtotal 298 250 84 0.4 A
Total 463 401 8/ 0.3 A
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HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L )
NB T 157 143 91 02 A
Subtotal 178 162 91 0.4 A
T 134 108 80 0.7 A
SB R 152 130 86 0.5 A
Subtotal 286 238 83 0.6 A
R 139 137 99 34 A
EB
Subtotal 139 137 99 3.4 A
Total 603 537 89 1.2 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Roundabout L

Demand “Volume Served 7Delay/\/éh7§:c)

Approach Movement Volume Avg o, Avg LOS

L 53 42 79 1.7 A
T 32 28 88 2.1 A
NW R 1 1 100 0.9 A
Subtotal 86 71 83 1.8 A
L 3 3 100 1.6 A
SE T 106 95 90 1.8 A
R 126 113 90 1.5 A
Subtotal 235 211 90 1.6 A
L 96 89 93 20 A
NE T 2 1 67 0.7 A
R M 43 106 1.7 A
Subtotal 139 133 96 1.9 A
R 2 2 100 1.4 A
SW
Subtotal 2 2 100 14 A
Total 498 451 91 1.7 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future {2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
_Type: Unsignalized

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

Approach Movement

L . A

NB R 3 4 133 286 A

Subtotal 12 13 108 3.4 A

L 2 2 100 26 A

SB R 1 1 100 28 A

Subtotal 3 3 100 2.7 A

L 2 2 100 05 A

EB T 134 126 94 0.2 A

R 11 11 98 0.2 A

Subtotal 147 139 95 0.2 A

L 5 4 76 0.7 A

T 76 62 82 0.1 A

w8 R 2 2 100 0.1 A

Subtotal 83 68 82 0.1 A

Total 246 223 91 0.4 A

Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road

Type: _______ Unsignalized

Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Avg Avg LOS

3.7 A
T 0
SE R 4 5 126 26 A
Subtotal 76 77 101 3.6 A
L 5 5 95 1.1 A
NE T 65 61 93 0.1 A
Subtotal 70 66 94 0.2 A
T 98 84 86 03 A
SW R 82 73 89 02 A
Subtotal 180 157 87 0.3 A
Total 326 300 92 1.1 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

RC 16 & Escala Court
Unsignalized

Demand A Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg Avg LOS
R 13 11 83 22 A
NB
Subtotal 13 11 85 2,2 A
T 57 55 96 0.2 A
EB
Subtotal 57 55 96 0.2 A
L 20 18 91 05 A
WB T 81 69 85 0.1 A
Subtotal 101 87 86 0.2 A
Total 171 153 89 0.3 A
Intersection: Escala Court & RC 17/18
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement e Avg % Avg LOS

SB
Subtotal 12 13 108 2.9 A
T 35 34 96 00 A

EB
Subtotal 35 34 97 0.0 A
T 65 55 84 0.1 A
WB R 16 14 89 0.1 A
Subtotal 81 69 85 0.1 A
Total 128 116 90 0.4 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

iApproach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L 9 8 86 0.5 A
NW T 78 70 90 0.1 A
Subtotal 87 78 90 0.1 A
T 70 71 102 0.1 A
SE ‘
Subtotal 70 71 101 0.1 A
R 6 6 96 22 A
NE
Subtotal 6 6 100 2.2 A
Total 163 155 95 0.2 A
Intersection: . RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized
Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
PP Volume Avg % Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 1.4 A
T 70 72 103 0.1 A

EB
Subtotal 70 72 103 0.1 A
L 2 1 50 05 A
WB T 77 70 1 0.1 A
Subtotal 79 71 90 0.1 A
Total 150 144 96 0.1 A
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HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: RC 22 & High Mountain Road
Type: ~ Unsignalized _ .
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
| Approach Movement 5 ume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 8 8 100 2.3 A
L 11 9 80 1.0 A
NW T 66 60 92 0.1 A
Subtotal 77 69 90 0.2 A
T 62 64 104 0.1 A
SE
Subtotal 62 64 103 0.1 A
Total 146 141 96 0.3 A
Intersection: Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road

Volume Served "~ Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 24 25 104 2.5 A
T 37 39 105 0.1 A

EB
Subtotal 37 39 105 0.1 A
L 22 19 87 0.6 A
WB T 44 40 92 0.2 A
Subtotal 66 59 89 0.3 A
Total 126 123 97 0.7 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village
Signalized
Demand
Volume

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Volume Served
Avg

o/
/0

515 298 F

NB T 1,001 616 62 36.1 D
R 13 7 55 11.4 B

Subtotal 1,529 921 60 181.7 F

L 17 16 94 178.7 F

SB T 1,026 998 97 125.3 F
R 657 634 97 63.6 E

Subtotal 1,700 1,648 97 102.1 F

L 1,073 1,021 95 57.8 E

EB T 6 6 100 46.1 D
R 269 252 94 16.8 B

Subtotal 1,348 1,279 95 49.7 D

L 8 7 85 74.7 E

T 5 5 95 106.9 F

w8 R 17 19 112 308 C
Subtotal 30 31 103 53.0 D

Total 4,607 3,879 84 108.4 F

Intersection:

Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive

‘Volume Served
AVg %

~ Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

3 41 1635.4 F
NB R 38 11 29 1014.7 F
Subtotal 45 14 31 1147.7 F
T 1,309 1,264 97 15 A

EB
Subtotal 1,309. 1,264 97 15 A
T 1,177 937 80 53.3 F

wB
Subtotal 1,177 937 80 53.3 F
Total 2,551 2,215 58 95.9 E
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

HALES DPENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized
Volume Served

Demand Delay/Veh {(sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS

T .

EB R 26 28 107 1.7 A

Subtotal 1,336 1,293 97 2.5 A

L 21 18 86 329 D

wB T 1,163 922 79 8.5 A

Subtotal 1,184 940 79 9.0 A

Total 2,520 2,233 89 5.2 A

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive

Wﬁ\?élum-e“Servéd

o/,
/0

" Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg

LOS

195.0 F

SB R 1 1 100 307.2 F
Subtotal 4 3 75 232.4 F

L 1 1 100 5.1 A

EB T 1,332 1,292 97 4.5 A
Subtotal 1,333 1,293 97 4.5 A

T 1,159 918 79 19.6 C

WB R 4 4 94 16.5 C
Subtotal 1,163 922 79 19.6 C

Total 2,501 2,218 89 11.0 B
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

\
‘ Approach Movement

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive
Roundabout

Demand
Volume

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Volume Served
Avg %

42 45 107 12.7 B

T 17 19 112 14.3 B

NW R 633 641 101 4.8 A
Subtotal 692 705 102 5.6 A

L 117 117 100 71 A

SE T 6 6 96 7.8 A
R 24 22 91 6.7 A

Subtotal 147 145 99 7.1 A

L 17 15 88 492 E

NE T 583 539 92 55.4 F
R 46 49 106 53.3 F

Subtotal 646 603 93 55.1 F

L 347 277 80 334 D

SW T 654 510 78 34.5 D
R 160 130 81 337 D

Subtotal 1,161 917 79 341 D

Total 2,646 2,370 90 29.4 D

Intersection:
Type:

Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Volume Served
Avg %

~ Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

87.8 F

SB
Subtotal 20 19 95 87.8 F
L 5 4 76 54 A
EB T 626 587 94 29 A
Subtotal 631 591 94 2.9 A
T 720 579 80 22 A

WB
Subtotal 720 579 80 22 A
Total 1,372 1,189 87 4.0 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized 7 o

‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 20 22 110 26.1 D
T 611 571 93 44 A
EB R 2 2 100 0.6 A
Subtotal 613 573 93 4.4 A
T 719 577 80 0.1 A
WB

Subtotal 719 577 80 0.1 A
Total 1,352 1,172 8/ 2.7 A

Intersection:
Type:

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane

N “Volume Served  Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement o, Avg LOS

SB R 1 1 100 7.3 A
Subtotal 11 9 82 16.4 C

L 5 4 76 27 A

EB T 604 566 94 06 A
Subtotal 609 570 94 0.6 A

T 710 570 80 1.2 A

WB R 10 8 82 0.8 A
Subtotal 720 578 80 12 A

Total 1,340 1,157 86 1.0 A
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HALES JPENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized

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

Approach Movement

9.3 A

T 4 5 111 0.4 A

NB R 298 270 91 16.9 C

Subtotal 303 276 91 16.6 C

T 314 304 97 2.2 A

EB R 10 10 103 1.1 A

Subtotal 324 314 97 2.2 A

L 275 219 80 1.9 A

WB T 436 352 81 0.2 A

Subtotal 711 571 80 0.9 A

Total 1,338 1,161 87 5.0 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 21

Type: __Unsignalized

‘Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand Volume Served
Volume Avg %

254 90 21 A

NB
Subtotal 282 254 90 2.1 A
T 265 210 79 0.3 A
SB R 24 21 88 02 A
Subtotal 289 231 80 0.3 A
L 17 17 101 7.5 A

EB
Subtotal 17 17 100 7.5 A
Total 588 502 5] 1.5 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 20
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg LOS
Subtotal 271 245 90 0.3 A
T 238 187 79 0.4 A
SB R 23 21 91 0.5 A
Subtotal 261 208 80 0.4 A
L 11 10 89 49 A
EB
Subtotal 11 10 91 4.9 A
Total 543 463 85 0.4 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive
Type: ___ ___Unsignalized ___

Approach Movement

) b’e—E—yIVeh (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand 7ﬁ\'/olumrer3erved
Volume Avg %

NB
Subtotal 244 220 Q0 0.2 A
L 15 11 75 1.7 A
SB T 204 160 79 0.3 A
R 20 16 81 0.2 A
Subtotal 239 187 78 04 A
L 17 16 96 4.8 A

EB
Subtotal 17 16 94 4.8 A
R 10 11 107 2.9 A

WB
Subtotal 10 11 110 2.9 A
Total 509 434 85 0.5 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive

Type: Unsignalized _

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)
Volume Avg Y% 1.0S

Approach Movement

T 1 2 200 00 A
NB R 30 28 93 29 A
Subtotal 31 30 97 2.7 A
T 214 192 20 0.1 A

EB
Subtotal 214 192 90 0.1 A
L 32 24 74 1.3 A
WB T 171 136 79 0.3 A
Subtotal 203 160 79 0.5 A
Total 443 382 85 0.4 A

Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15
Unsignalized _

Demand ' 7§/<)llur}1e>s—er§/ed

Intersection:

Approach Movement

N .4 DelaylVeh (sec)

Volume Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 320 311 97 0.5 A
T 427 345 81 0.8 A
SB R 14 12 87 0.6 A
Subtotal 441 357 81 0.8 A
R 5 5 95 3.1 A
EB
Subtotal 5 5 100 3.1 A
Total /66 6/3 88 0.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:

Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

HALES J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Unsinalized

! Demand Volume Served I Delay/Veh (sec)
iApproach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

T 300 289 96 0.2 A

NB
Subtotal 300 289 96 0.2 A
L 25 20 80 2.3 A
SB T 402 326 81 07 A
Subtotal 427 346 81 0.8 A
R 20 21 106 3.4 A

wB
Subtotal 20 21 105 3.4 A
Total 47 656 38 0.6 A

Intersection:

Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14
Unsignalized

6eh1and Volume Sér(lét?

"~ Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
3.8 A
EB
Subtotal 9 8 89 3.8 A
T 300 289 96 0.2 A
NE
Subtotal 300 289 96 0.2 A
T 379 306 81 0.4 A
SW R 24 20 83 0.3 A
Subtotal 403 326 81 0.4 A
Total (12 623 88 0.4 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

O

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Existing (2017) Pius Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #. UT16-878

Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Volume Served
Avg %

L . A
NB T 301 291 97 0.3 A
Subtotal 327 315 96 0.5 A
T 346 284 82 0.6 A
SB R 42 31 74 0.5 A
Subtotal 388 315 81 0.6 A
R 146 146 100 45 A
EB
Subtotal 146 146 100 4.5 A
Total 862 /(6 90 1.3 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Roundabout ________ ____

Approach Movement

Y )
Avg LOS

Volume Served
Avg %

Demand
Volume

3.8 A
T 35 29 83 41 A
NW R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 176 142 81 3.9 A
L 3 2 67 29 A
SE T 122 106 87 34 A
R 322 283 88 2.9 A
Subtotal 447 391 87 3.0 A
L 233 233 100 35 A

T 0 0 0
NE R 101 96 95 3.8 A
Subtotal 334 329 99 3.6 A
R 1 1 100 20 A

sw

Subtotal 1 1 100 2.0 A
Total 1,001 901 90 3.4 A

01132524 Page 404 of 475 Summit County



—

HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

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:

Intersection: RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive

Approach Movement

Demand
Volume

~ Volume Served

Avg

%

~ Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg

Type: Unsignalized . -
: Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg v, Avg LOS
L .
NB R 4 3 75 2.8 A
Subtotal 14 13 93 4.7 A
L 2 2 100 27 A
SB R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 3 3 100 2.9 A
L 2 1 50 0.9 A
EB T 208 187 90 04 A
R 13 14 106 0.3 A
Subtotal 223 202 91 0.4 A
L 6 6 96 1.5 A
T 163 129 79 0.2 A
w8 R 2 2 100 0.2 A
Subtotal 171 137 80 0.3 A
Total 412 355 86 0.5 A
Intersection: Escala Court & High Mountain Road
Type: _ Unsignalized ______ __

LOS

SE R 5 6 114
Subtotal 265 260 98 6.3 A
L 5 4 76 238 A
NE T 74 76 103 0.1 A
Subtotal 79 80 101 0.2 A
T 112 95 85 0.7 A
SW R 349 299 86 0.6 A
Subtotal 461 394 85 0.6 A
Total 805 734 91 2.6 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

X —

HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

RC 16 & Escala Court

Type: _ Unsignalized _
Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Avg 5, Avg LOS
Subtotal 16 16 100 2.4 A
T 63 63 100 0.2 ‘A
EB
Subtotal 63 63 100 0.2 A
L 24 21 88 0.7 A
WB T 94 81 87 0.2 A
Subtotal 118 102 86 0.3 A
Total 196 181 92 0.4 A

Intersection:

Type:

Escala Court & RC 17/18
Unsignalized

~ DelaylVeh (sec)

~ Volume Served

Approach Moven;ent Demand
PP Volume Avg % Avg LOS
SB
Subtotal 14 13 93 3.0 A
T 37 38 102 0.0 A
EB
Subtotal 37 38 103 0.0 A
T 74 65 87 0.1 A
WB R 19 16 85 0.1 A
Subtotal 93 81 87 0.1 A
Total 144 132 92 0.4 A
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HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized
‘ Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg %, Avg LOS
L .
NW T 345 203 85 0.2 A
Subtotal 354 302 85 0.2 A
T 258 253 98 0.7 A
SE
Subtotal 258 253 98 0.7 A
R 7 6 83 36 A
NE
Subtotal 7 6 86 3.6 A
Total 619 561 91 0.5 A
Intersection: RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road
Type Unsignalized -

" Volume Served V'Draé)m/e'hi (geE)

Avg Avg LOS
100 37 A
NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 3.7 A
T 258 254 99 05 A
EB
Subtotal 258 254 98 0.5 A
L 2 2 100 17 A
WB T 343 292 85 0.5 A
Subtotal 345 294 85 0.5 A
‘Total 603 549 91 0.5 A
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HALES DENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

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

Intersection: RC 22 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized ] _ 7
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement ., e Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 9 8 89 3.4 A
L 13 10 75 24 A
NW T 331 283 85 06 A
Subtotal 344 293 85 0.7 A
T 248 245 99 0.7 A
SE
Subtotal 248 245 99 0.7 A
Total 602 546 91 0.7 A
Intersection: Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road
Type Unsilizd

Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 28 29 104 3.1 A
T 220 216 98 0.5 A

EB
Subtotal 220 216 98 0.5 A
L 25 21 84 1.6 A
WB T 306 261 85 038 A
Subtotal 331 282 85 0.9 A
Total 5/8 52/ 91 0.9 A
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: SR-224 & Canyons Resort Drive/Park West Village

Type: Signalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement o1 ime Avg % Avg LOS

L 463 451 97 116.3 F

NB T 1,765 1,773 100 29.8 C

R 15 14 95 17.9 B

Subtotal 2,243 2,238 100 47.2 D

L 20 18 90 163.0 F

SB T 1,810 1,698 94 78.5 E

R 603 574 95 20.2 C

Subtotal 2,433 2,290 94 64.6 E

L 1,047 999 95 134.9 F

EB T 5 5 95 61.0 E

R 248 248 99 443 D

Subtotal 1,300 1,250 96 116.8 F

L 10 9 92 74.7 E

T 5 5 95 99.0 F

we R 20 22 110 17.5 B

Subtotal 35 36 103 43.1 D

Total 6,011 5,814 97 69.5 E

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven East & Canyons Resort Drive

Unsignalized R

:

" Volume Served
Avg

R BéEy'NEu (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand
Volume

NB R 45 40 88 181.5 F
Subtotal 51 45 88 186.0 F
T 1,255 1,238 99 8.4 A

EB
Subtotal 1,255 1,238 99 8.4 A
T 1,071 1,029 96 7.0 A

wB
Subtotal 1,071 1,029 96 7.0 A
Total 2,378 2,312 97 11.7 B
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HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030} Pius Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Bus / 7-Eleven West & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume Avg Avg LOS

Approach Movement

T 1,256 1,243 99 13.1 B

EB R 30 33 M 11.4 B
Subtotal 1,286 1,276 99 13.1 B

L 25 22 87 17.6 C

WB T 1,052 1,013 96 08 A
Subtotal 1,077 1,035 96 1.2 A

Total 2,364 2,311 98 7.7 A

Canyons Resort Drive & Aspen Drive

_Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume % Avg LOS

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

L 95 4546 F
SB R 1 1 100 197.1 F
Subtotal 6 6 100 411.7 F
L 1 1 100 48.0 E
T 1,280 1,275 100 13.2 B
EB
Subtotal 1,281 1,276 100 13.2 B
T 1,047 1,008 96 1.2 A
WB R 5 5 95 1.0 A
Subtotal 1,052 1,014 96 1.2 A
Total 2,340 2,296 98 9.2 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Project:
Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Type:

Approach Movement

Canyons Resort Drive & Frostwood Drive

Roundabout
Demand
Volume

Volume Served

Avg

%

DeIayNeh (sec)

Avg

LOS

L 50 50 101 14.6 B

NW T 20 21 105 13.5 B
R 688 687 100 12.8 B

Subtotal 758 758 100 12.9 B

L 118 124 105 10.1 B

SE T 5 4 76 12.8 B
R 30 32 108 10.0 A

Subtotal 153 160 105 10.1 B

L 20 19 95 222 C

NE T 476 467 98 261 D
R 50 48 96 226 C

Subtotal 546 534 98 25.6 D

L 253 237 94 34 A

SW T 648 629 97 57 A
R 147 144 98 54 A

Subtotal 1,048 1,010 96 5.1 A

Total 2,504 2,462 98 12.3 B

Intersection:

L

| Approach Movement

Chalet Drive/Parking/Cedar Lane & Canyons Resort Drive

Unsignalized

Demand
Volume

Volume Served

Avg

%

Avg

Delay/Veh (sec)

LOS

L 2 2 100 16.1 C
NB R 15 14 95 20.8 C
Subtotal 17 16 94 20.2 C
L 5 6 114 38.6 E

SB
Subtotal 5 6 120 38.6 E
L 5 6 114 11.8 B
EB T 526 518 99 16 A
R 1 1 100 0.5 A
Subtotal 532 525 99 1.7 A
T 718 700 97 2.1 A
WB R 10 10 103 1.3 A
Subtotal 728 710 98 21 A
Total 1,282 1,257 98 2.3 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

HALES )ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Pius Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Navajo Trail & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg % Avg LOS
Subtotal 5 5 100 57.9 F
T 526 522 99 1.9 A
EB
Subtotal 526 522 99 1.9 A
T 720 702 98 0.4 A
WB
Subtotal 720 702 98 0.4 A
Total 1,252 1,229 98 1.2 A

Intersection:

Type:

| Approach Movemen

Canyons Resort Drive & Cedar Lane

" Volume Served  Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L

SB R 1 1
Subtotal 2 2 100 9.6 A
L 5 4 76 52 A
EB T 526 520 99 0.5 A
Subtotal 531 524 99 0.5 A
T 719 699 97 24 A
WB R 1 2 200 26 A
Subtotal 720 701 97 2.4 A
Total 1,253 1,227 98 16 A

01132524 Page 412 of 475 Summit County



“

HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #. UT16-878

Intersection: Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Unsignalized

i Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Defay/Veh (sec)
| APP Volume Avg LOS
T 3 3 100 0.6 A
NB R 255 252 99 10.8 B
Subtotal 259 255 98 10.7 B
T 279 276 99 1.9 A
EB R 10 10 103 0.8 A
Subtotal 289 286 99 1.9 A
L 236 230 98 1.9 A
WB T 485 471 97 0.2 A
Subtotal 721 701 97 0.8 A
Total 1,268 1,242 98 3.1 A
Intersection: Red Pine Road & RC 21
Type: ________ _ Unsignalized
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Volume Avg v, Avg LOS

NB
Subtotal 242 240 99 0.7 A
T 228 224 98 0.3 A
SB R 21 20 96 0.2 A
Subtotal 249 244 98 0.3 A
L 15 14 95 6.4 A

EB
Subtotal 15 14 93 6.4 A
Total 506 493 98 0.7 A
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Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

HALES JENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

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

Red Pine Road & RC 20

Type: Unsignalized v
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement v, me Avg % Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 232 232 100 0.2 A
T 206 201 98 05 A
SB R 20 19 96 0.3 A
Subtotal 226 220 97 0.5 A
L 9 9 97 48 A
EB
Subtotal 9 9 100 4.8 A
Total 466 461 99 0.4 A

Intersection:

Type:

Red Pine Road & RC 20/Chalet Drive
Unsignalized

A roachr Vlv\}liovemént Demand mVolurr'\egervred ‘ Ije-ﬁylVeh (sec)
PP Volume Avg Avg (o]
NB
Subtotal 213 213 100 02 A
L 5 5 95 15 A
SB T 183 179 98 0.4 A
R 17 16 96 0.2 A
Subtotal 205 200 98 0.4 A
L 15 14 95 45 A
EB
Subtotal 15 14 93 4.5 A
R 5 6 114 32 A
WB
Subtotal 5 6 120 3.2 A
Total 438 433 99 0.5 A

01132524 Page 414 of 475 Summit County



Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:
Type:

Approach Movement

HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Red Pine Road & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsignalized
Demand
Volume

Delay/Veh (sec)
LOS

Volume Served
Avg %

T 1 2 0.2 A
NB R 27 27 100 3.0 A
Subtotal 28 29 104 2.8 A
T 186 187 101 0.1 A
EB

Subtotal 186 187 101 0.1 A
L 35 35 99 1.2 A
WB T 148 144 97 0.4 A
Subtotal 183 179 98 0.6 A
Total 397 395 99 0.5 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 15

" Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

W'Vcilun}é 'Ser\;ed
Avg

NB
Subtotal 285 283 99 0.5 A
T 479 464 97 11 A
SB R 12 13 106 1.1 A
Subtotal 491 477 97 1.1 A
R 4 3 75 5.8 A

EB
Subtotal 4 3 75 5.8 A
Total 780 163 93 0.9 A
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HALES PENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Silverado
Type: Unsignalized ] .
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
T 265 264 100 0.2 A
NB
Subtotal 265 264 100 0.2 A
L 25 23 92 25 A
SB T 452 437 97 09 A
Subtotal 477 460 96 1.0 A
R 20 19 96 3.0 A
wB
Subtotal 20 19 95 3.0 A
Total /61 743 98 0.8 A

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & RC 14

Type

I Volume Served " Delay/Veh (sec)
Approach Movement Avg LOS

EB
Subtotal 8 7 38 4.6 A
T 265 264 100 0.2 A

NE
Subtotal 265 264 100 0.2 A
T 433 417 96 06 A
SW R 20 21 106 0.4 A
Subtotal 453 438 97 0.6 A
Total 726 /709 93 0.9 A
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HALES P ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: Canyons Resort Drive & Grand Summit Drive
Unsignalized _
Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh {sec)

Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
L )
NB T 265 266 100 0.3 A
Subtotal 286 287 100 0.5 A
T 290 281 97 1.0 A
SB R 152 143 94 0.9 A
Subtotal 442 424 96 1.0 A
R 139 143 103 438 A
EB
Subtotal 139 143 103 4.8 A
Total 366 854 99 1.5 A
Intersection: High Mountain Road/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Type: Roundabout B

Demand ~ Volume Served ' DelaylVe"ﬁ'(sec)

“Approach Movement

Volume Avg LOS
114 96 36 A
T 32 33 105 36 A
NW R 1 1 100 6.1 A
Subtotal 152 148 97 3.6 A
L 3 3 100 33 A
SE T 108 107 101 38 A
R 281 274 97 33 A
Subtotal 390 384 98 3.4 A
L 204 206 101 3.3 A
NE T 2 1 67 0.7 A
R 87 86 99 35 A
Subtotal 293 293 100 3.3 A
R 2 2 100 3.1 A
SW
Subtotal 2 2 100 31 A
Total 874 863 9% 3.4 A
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HALES J)ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project:

Analysis Period:
Time Period:

Intersection:

Summit County - The Canyons TS

Future (2030) Pius Project (with Red Pine Village)
Saturday Peak Hour

RC 16/RC 20 & Canyons Resort Drive
Unsnaliz

Project #: UT16-878

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)
Volume % Avg LOS
L 9 9 97 4.8 A
NB R 3 3 100 28 A
Subtotal 12 12 100 4.3 A
L 2 2 100 2.9 A
SB R 1 1 100 34 A
Subtotal 3 3 100 3.1 A
L 2 1 50 11 A
EB T 181 183 101 0.4 A
R 11 11 98 03 A
Subtotal 194 195 101 0.4 A
L 5 4 76 09 A
T 141 138 98 03 A
we R 2 2 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 148 144 97 0.3 A
Total 358 354 99 0.5 A

Intersection:

_

Escala Court & High Mountain Road

Volumé Served

Delay/Veh (sec)

Avg Y% Avg LOS
6.2 A
T 0
SE R 4 4 100 52 A
Subtotal 230 231 100 6.2 A
L 5 4 76 4.4 A
NE T 65 65 100 0.1 A
Subtotal 70 69 99 0.3 A
T 98 95 97 0.8 A
SW R 303 294 97 0.6 A
Subtotal 401 389 97 0.6 A
Total /02 689 98 25 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 16 & Escala Court
Type: Unsignalized

Demand Volume Served'# Delay/Veh (sec)

" Approach Movement

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
NB
Subtotal 13 13 100 2.2 A
T 57 56 98 02 A
EB
Subtotal 57 56 98 0.2 A
L 20 20 101 0.7 A
WB T 81 77 95 0.2 A
Subtotal 101 97 96 0.3 A
Total 171 166 97 0.4 A
Intersection: Escala Court & RC 17/18
Type: __Unsignalized N

" VolumeServed  Delay/Veh (sec)
Avg LOS

Demand Volume Served
Volume Avg %

SB
Subtotal 12 13 108 3.2 A
T 35 33 94 0.0 A

EB
Subtotal 35 33 94 0.0 A
T 65 61 93 0.1 A
WB R 16 16 102 0.0 A
Subtotal 81 77 95 0.1 A
Total 128 123 96 0.4 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report
Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS
Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878
Intersection: RC 17/18 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized '

Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Approach Movement  ~ Avg %, Avg LOS

L
NW T 299
Subtotal 308 298 97 0.2 A
T 224 226 101 0.7 A
SE
Subtotal 224 226 101 0.7 A
R 6 5 80 24 A
NE
Subtotal 6 5 83 24 A
Total 539 529 98 0.4 A
Intersection: RC 17/18/22/ Sundial Court & High Mountain Road
Type: _Unsignalized o -

Demand Volume Served 'Hﬁf)é_la»);IVZhA(sgc)'

Approach Movement Volume Avg Avg LOS

100 16 A

NB
Subtotal 1 1 100 1.6 A
T 223 226 101 05 A

EB
Subtotal 223 226 101 0.5 A
L 2 1 50 14 A
WB T 297 288 97 05 A
Subtotal 299 289 97 0.5 A
Total 523 516 99 0.5 A
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innovative transportation solutions

SimTraffic LOS Report

Project: Summit County - The Canyons TS

Analysis Period: Future (2030) Plus Project (with Red Pine Village)
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hour Project #: UT16-878

Intersection: RC 22 & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized
P _
' Approach Movement Demand Volume Served Delay/Veh (sec)

Volume Avg % Avg LOS
R 8 8 97 32 A
NB
Subtotal 8 8 100 3.2 A
L 11 9 80 1.9 A
NW T 286 280 98 06 A
Subtotal 297 289 97 0.6 A
T 215 218 101 0.6 A
SE
Subtotal 215 218 101 0.6 A
Total 520 515 99 0.7 A
Intersection: Vintage E Street & High Mountain Road
Type: Unsignalized o .

Selﬁé;l\/fe_i'uv (gec)
Avg LOS

Demand o Volume—Svef\/ed

Approach Movement Volume Avg

3.0 A

NB
Subtotal 24 25 104 3.0 A
T 191 193 101 0.5 A

EB
Subtotal 191 193 101 0.5 A
L 22 21 97 1.6 A
WB T 265 260 98 0.8 A
Subtotal 287 281 98 0.9 A
Total 502 499 100 0.8 A
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Site Plan

Summit County — The Canyons Traffic Study 49
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:SimTraffic Queueing Report . R , 5
Pt Sl Coumty- ine Corgons TS HALES DENGINEERING
Time Period: Saturday Peak Hoor . _—*, i)

95 Peroaniis Queus Langhh (fest} . : . N _Project & UT16.87

L
-~ 8 - - - - - 23

ks / T-Eleven West & Resort Orve - - £ » - - - - - - - 24 - 3 -
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SimTraffic Queueing Report
Project: Summ County - The Canyons TS

st ws Project - ~ =
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Project: Surmk County - The Canyons TS

HALESR DENGINEERING!
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SimTraffic Gueueing Report : HALES ) ENGINEERING|
Project: Summi County - The Canyons TS . . e
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Table 2
Summit County - The Canyons TS

Trip Generation (Existing Development)
“e B CVMA Nat Tr t Trips  Total Sat Pk Hr
Reduction  Enteti Exiting Trips

Saturday Peak Hour

Grand Summit Hotel Resort Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms

Specialty Retail Center (826) 116.405 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 462 50% 50% 231 231 95% 16% 10 10 20

Sundial Lodge Resort Hotel (330) 128 Qccupied Rooms 72 59% 41% 42 30 0% 16% 36 25 60
Specialty Retail Center (826) 44.373 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 176 50% 50% 88 88 95% 16% 4 4 8

Westgate Resort  Resort Hotel (330) 247 Occupied Rooms 136 59% 1% 80 56 0% 16% 67 47 114
Specialty Retail Center (826) 33216 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 132 50% 50% 66 66 95% 16% 3 3 6

Escala Resort Hotel (330) 158 Occupied Rooms 88 59% 41% 52 36 0% 16% 44 30 74
Specialty Retail Center (826) 18.079 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 72 50% 50% 36 36 95% 16% 2 2 4

Sunrise at Escala  Resort Hote! (330) 7 Occupied Rooms 40 59% 41% 24 16 0% 16% 20 14 34
Specialty Retail Center (826) 35 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 14 50% 50% 7 7 95% 16% 0 0 [

Silverado Resort Hotel {330) 83 Occupied Rooms 48 59% 41% 27 19 0% 16% 23 16 339
Spegcialty Retail Center (826) 7.005 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 28 50% 50% 14 14 95% 16% 1 1 2

Vintage Residential Condominium/Townhouse (23C 15 Occ. Dwelling Units 48 54% 46% 26 22 0% 0% 26 22 48
Red Pine Road  Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 21 Occ. Dwelling Units 28 54% 46% 15 13 0% 0% 15 13 28

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips 769 675 301 222 523
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Table 4
Summit County - The Canjens Resort TS
Trip Generation (Future Development)

Saturday Peak Hour
Land e
Residential Candominlum/Townhouse (230) Oce. Dwelling Units
Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) Oce. Dwelling Units

RC22  Resort Hotel (330) 52 Occupied Rooms s9%  41% 19 13 0% 16% 16 1

RCS5  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) [ Oce. Dwelling Units 54%  46% 25 21 0% 16% 21 18 39

RCS  Specialty Retail Center (826) 20.564 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 50% 50% 41 41 85% 16% 2 2 4
RC 17/18 Specialty Retail Center (826) 38.44 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 50% 50% 7% 76 95% 16% 3 3 6
RC 17/18 Resort Hotel (330) 88 Occupied Rooms 59%  41% 32 22 0% 16% 27 19 4
RC 16 A Resart Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms s0%  41% 52 36 0% 16% a4 30 74
RC16B Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230} 39 Occ, Dwelling Units 54%  46% 2 26 o% 16% 24 2 45
RC16A Specialty Retail Center (826) 20 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 50%  50% a P 5% 16% 2 2 4
RC 20 A Resort Hotel (330) 119 Oceupied Rooms 74 59% 41% 44 30 % 16% 37 25 62
RC20A Specialty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50%  50% 20 20 95% 16% 1 1 2
RC 20 B Residential Condominium/Townhouse {230) 1 Qce. Dwelling Units 485 54% 46% 25 21 0% 18% 21

RC14 Resort Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 80 s5%  M% 47 33 o% 16% 40

RC15  Resort Hotel (330) 81 Occupied Rooms 50 59% 4% 30 21 0% 16% 25

RC 21 Resort Hotel (330) 85 Qccupied Rooms 52 59% 1% E 2 0% 16% 26

W37 Residential Condominium/Townhouss (230) # Oce. Dwelling Units 56 54% 4% 20 % 0% 16% 25

RC2  Specialty Retail Center {826) 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50%  50% 2 2 95% 16% 1

RC6&  Specialty Retail Center (826} 25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% S0 50 95% 16% 2

RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 102 Occupied Rooms 64 59% 41% 38 26 0% 16% 32

RC7  Specialty Retail Center (826) 378 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 150 50%  50% 7 7 e5% 16% 3

RC7  Resort Hatel (330) 119 Occupied Rooms 74 59%  41% 4 30 0% 16% 37

RC7  Specialty Retail Center (826) 498 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 198 50% 50% o9 99 95% 16% 4

W35 Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 Occ. Dwelling Units % 54%  46% 19 17 0% 16% 16

LV10  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 2 Oce. Dweling Units 52 s4% 4% 28 24 0% 16% 24

iv4 Resort Hoted (330) 82 Qccupied Rooms 52 59% 4% 3t 21 0% 16% 26

Lve Specialty Retail Center (826) 25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 56 50 0% 16% 42

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips
Saturday Peak Hour wan roue -
Land Ui

v Het Trps

Erte:ra

3 /<

RC25 Residential Condominlum/Townhous (230) Occ. Dwelling Units 27% 23 20 43
RC24  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 2t Occ. Dwelling Urits 0% 27% 20 17 a7
RC22  Resort Hotel (330) 52 Occupied Rooms 0% 27% 14 10 23
RCS  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 8 Oce. Dwelling Units 0% 27% 18 15 33
RCS  Specialty Retail Center (826) 20.564 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC 17/18 Specialty Retail Center (826) 38.44 1,000 5q. Ft. GLA 152 50% 50% 7% 7% 95% 27% 3 3 [

RC 17/18 Resort Hotel (330) 8 Occupied Rooms 54 5% 4% 32 2 0% 2% 2 16 39

RC16A Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms 88 s0%  41% 52 36 0% 27% 38 2 64

RC16B  Residential Condominium/ Townhouse (230) 39 Gco. Dwelling Units 54 54%  46% 2 2 0% 27% 21 18 38

RC 16 A Specialty Retail Center (826) 20 1,000 $q. Ft. GLA 80 50% 50% 40 40 95% 27% 1 1 2

RC 20 A Resort Hotel (330) 119 Occupied Rooms 74 59% 41% 4 30 0% 27% a2 22 54

RC 20 A Specialty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50% 50% 20 20 5% 27% 1 1 2

RC 20 B Residential Condaminium/Townhouse (230) 1 Occ. Dwelling Units 45 54% 46% 25 21 0% 2% 12 15 KX
RC14  Resort Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 80 59%  41% 4 3 0% 2% 34 2 58
RC 15 Resort Hotel (330) 81 Occupied Rooms. 50 59% 41% 30 21 0% 27% 22 15 37
RC 21  Resort Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms 52 59% 4% 3 21 0% 27% 22 16 38

W37  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 41 Oce. Dwelling Units 56 sa%  46% 30 2 0% 21% 22 19 @
RC2  Specialty Retail Center (826) 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50%  50% 28 28 95% 2% 3 1 2
RC6  Specialty Retail Center (626) 25 1,000 $q. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 95% 27% 2 2 4
RC7  Resort Hotel (330} 102 Occupied Rooms. 64 59% 41% 38 26 0% 27% 28 19 47
RC7  Specialty Retail Center (826) 376 1,000 $q. Ft. GLA 150 50%  50% i s 5% 27% 3 3 5
RC7  Resort Hotel (330) 119 Oceupied Rooms 74 59%  41% 44 30 0% 27% 2 22 54
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 49.8 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 198 50% 50% 99 29 95% 27% 4 4 7
W35 Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 Oce. Dwelling Urits 36 54%  46% 19 7 0% 27% 14 12 26
LV10  Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 2 Oce. Dweliing Units 52 54% 4% 28 24 0% 27% 20 18 38
LV4  Resort Hotel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms 52 50%  41% 3 21 0% 2% 2 18 38
LV6  Specialty Retait Center (326) 2 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50%  50% 50 50 % 2% 37 37 74
Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips 1,060 918 475 372 847
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Tab'e 8
summit County - The Caryens R
Tr p Gencration (Future Development Inclading Red Ping Vit
Saturday Peak Hour Trp [SPTSRE

Tyin ~ i ; : regG irierral Caph
Red Pine Vilage Resort Hotel (330) Occupied Rooms o%
RC 25 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 54 Oce. Dwelling Units. 60 54% 46% 32 28 0%
RC24 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 21 Oce. Dwelling Units 50 54% 46% 27 23 0%
RC22 Resort Hotel (330) 52 Occupied Rooms. 30 53% 41% 18 12 0%
RCS Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 765 Oce. Dweliing Units 46 54% 46% 25 2 0%
RCS5 Speciatty Retail Center (826) 20564 1,000 Sg. Ft. GLA 82 50% 0% 4 41 85%
RC 17118 Specialty Retail Center {826) 3844 1,000 Sq. F1. GLA 152 50% 50% 76 76 5%
RC 17118 Resort Hotel (330) 88 Occupied Rooms 50 59% 41% 30 21 0%
RC16A Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupied Rooms. 78 59% 1% 48 32 0% 16% 29 27 €6
RC16B Residential Candeminium/Townhouse (230} 39 Occ. Dweling Units 54 54% 46% 2 25 0% 16% 24 21 45
RC16A Specialty Retail Center (826) 15 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 60 50% 50% 30 30 95% 16% 1 1 2
RC20A Resort Hotel (330} 118 Occupied Rooms. 66 59% 41% 39 27 0% 16% 33 23 55
RC20A Specialty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50% 0% 20 20 95% 16% 1 1 2
RC208 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) " Occ. Dweliing Units. 46 54% 46% -3 2 0% 16% 21 18 39
RC 14 Resort Hotet (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 72 59% 41% 42 30 0% 16% 36 p<l 60
RC 15 Resort Hotel (330) 81 Occupied Rooms. 46 59% 41% 27 19 % 16% 2 1€ 39
RC21 Resort Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms 48 59% 41% 28 20 0% 16% 24 17 40
w37 Residential Condaminium/ Townhouse (230) 41 Occ. Dwelling Units. 56 54% 46% 30 28 0% 16% 25 22 47
RC2 Specialty Retail Center (826) 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50% 50% 28 28 95% 16% 1 1 2
RCE Specialty Retail Center (826} 25 1,000 $q. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 85% 16% 2 2 4
RC7 Resort Hotel (330} 102 Occupied Rooms 56 58% 1% 33 23 % 16% 28 19 41
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 378 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 150 50% 50% 75 75 95% 16% 3 3 €
RC7 Resort Hotel (330} 19 Occupied Rooms 66 59% 41% 39 27 % 16% 3 23 55
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826} 50 1,000 Sq. ft. GLA 198 50% 50% o9 99 95% 16% 4 4 a
W35 Single-Family Detached Housing {210) 30 Oce. Dwelling Units. 35 54% 45% 19 17 0% 16% 16 14 30
w10 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230) 26 Occ. Dwelling Units 52 54% 46% 28 24 % 16% 24 20 44
V4 Resort Holel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms. 46 59% 41% 27 19 0% 16% 23 16 39
[ Specialty Retail Center (826) 25 1,000 5q. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 0% 16% 42 42 B4
Projedt Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips 1,317 1,093 772 584 1,358

Tutal $at P
Tips

Saturday Peak Hour s fae

Red Pine Village Resort Hotel (330) 935 Occupied Rooms. 514 % 75
RC25 Residential Condorminium/Townhouse (230) 54 Oce. Dwelling Units 60 54% 6% 32 28 % 27% 23 20 43
RC 24 Residential Condominium/Townhousa (230) 21 Occ. Dwelling Units 50 54% 46% 27 23 0% 27% 20 17 37
RC22 Resort Hote! (330} 52 Occupied Rooms. 30 59% 1% 18 12 % 27% 13 9 22
RCS Reskiential CandominiumTownhouse {230) 8 Oce. Dwelling Units 46 54% 46% 25 21 % 27% 18 15 33
RCS Specialty Retail Center (826) 20.564 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 82 50% 50% 41 41 95% 2% 1 1 2
RC 1718 Specialty Retail Center (826} 3844 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 152 50% 50% 7% 76 95% 27% 3 3 6
RC 17118 Resort Hotel {330) & Occupied Rooms. 50 59% 41% 30 21 0% 27% 22 15 37
RC16A Resort Hotel (330) 142 Occupled Rooms 78 59% 41% 46 32 0% 27% 34 23 57
RC168B Residentiat Condorminium/Townhouse {230) 39 Oce. Dweiling Units 54 54% 46% 29 25 0% 2% 21 18 39
RC16A Specialty Retail Center {826) 15 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 60 50% 50% 30 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC20A Resort Hotel (330) 19 Occupied Rooms. 8 59% 41% 39 27 0% 27% 28 20 48
RC20A Specialty Retail Center (826) 10 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 40 50% 50% 20 5% 27% 1 1 2
RC20B Residential CondominiumyTownhouse (230} 1t Oce. Dwelling Units 48 54% 46% % Fal 0% 27% 18 15 33
RC 14 Resart Hotel (330) 128 Occupied Rooms 72 59% 41% 42 30 % 27% 3 2 53
RC15 Resort Hotel (330} 8t Occupied Rooms. 45 59% 41% 27 19 % 27% 14 34
RC21 Resort Hotel (330) 85 Occupied Rooms a8 59% 41% 28 20 % 27% 2 14 35
wa7 Residential Condominium/Townhouse (230} 41 Oce. Dwelling Units 56 54% 46% 30 26 0% 27% 2 19 4
RC2 Specialty Retail Center (626) 14 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 56 50% 50% 28 28 95% 27% 1 1 2
RC6 Specialty Retail Center (826) 25 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50% 50 50 95% 2% 2 2 4
RC7 Resart Hotel (330) 102 Occupied Rooms. 56 59% 41% 33 23 0% 27% 24 17 “
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 376 1,000 Sq. ft. GLA 150 50% 50% 75 75 95% 2% 3 3 5
RC7 Resort Hotel (330) 19 Occupied Rooms. 66 9% 41% 39 27 o 27% 28 20 48
RC7 Specialty Retail Center (826) 50 1,000 Sq. Ft. GLA 198 0% 50% 99 929 95% 2% 4 4 7
RC7 Single-Family Detached Housing (210) 30 Occ. Dwelling Units. 38 54% 46% 19 17 0% 27% 14 12 26
v 10 Residential Condeminium/Townhouse (230) 26 Oce. Dwelling Units 52 54% 46% 28 24 0% 27% 20 18 38
L4 Resort Hotel (330) 82 Occupied Rooms. 45 59% 41% 27 19 0% 7% 20 14 34
e Specialty Retaif Center (826) 25 1.000 Sq. Ft. GLA 100 50% 50 50 0% 27% a7 37 74
1,317 1,083 670 507 1,177

Project Total Saturday Peak Hour Trips
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC5

Site:
Parcel Use:

Site Area:

Gross Building Area (SF):
Commercial Area (SF):
Residential/Multi-Family Area (SF):
Maximum Building Height (ASL):

RC5

Residential Multi-Family/Commercial/Retail/Support/
Skier Services

11,000 SF

48,089
20,564
27,525 R/MF
6,973’

Applicable Guidelines:

e The Canyons SPA

¢ The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

» CVMA Design Review Committee

s  Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent: ‘

1. Parcel RC5 is conceptually comprised of one building that when developed will serve as a significant entry
portal to the Forum. This development is situated centrally within the Resort Core and will fill the void
between the existing Westgate, Cabriolet Terminal and Grand Summit Lodge projects. The building is
proposed to be serviced from an access road on the downhill side, off the road to the Grand Summit Lodge.
For connectivity, the building is conceptually planned to include weather-protected escalators to move the
public between the transit drop off below and the Forum (offsetting the 22"+ elevation change) above.

2. The parking level is designed to supply parking for the building and short-term public parking to support
the resort ski operations (such as ski school). The concept is to allow a portion of the front row spaces to be
drive-through spaces eliminating the need to back out of the spaces into the structure’s drive aisle when
exiting the structure (efficient loading and unloading). This accommodation will support the much needed
drop-off for guests bringing their children to ski school.

3. Onthe Forum Level, assumed to be Level 3, the use is limited to commercial/retail/support/skier services
and/or ski operations functions extending the 'Village' experience. The upper levels are intended to be
residential multi-family.

4. ltis important the developer/architect is familiar with the Canyons Master Plan and Design Guidelines.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.
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Setbacks, Buffers:

1.
2.
3.

The minimum building setback is 20’ from the centerline of the Forum Road/Walkway.

The minimum distance between RC5 and Westgate buildings is 20'.

The minimum distance between RC5 and the Cabriolet terminal is 40’ from the centerline of the lift
easement.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color, plane
changes and varied roof lines. This encourages "village’ variety and intimacy and reduces effective mass and
scale.

2. Upper residential multi-family floors should be set back over retail and public areas so as to buffer privacy
and provide for snow management as per the Design Guidelines.

3. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of the parking level will be
exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated with the same style and materials
as the rest of the building. This parking level is designed as a pull-through.

Linkages:

- Ski Trail | 1. As located on the Forum Plaza, this is a ski-in and walk out property. The Gondola "
“ and Orange Bubble Express are steps away. o
! Pedestrian ' 1. As located on the Forum Plaza, the pedestrian linkage is convemently outside of |
i the front door of this development. 1
| 2. Public access by way of a potential weather-protected escalator attached to the
| future building would serve as a key portal from the transit drop-off to the Forum. |
S . Seeillustrations below. e
' Vehicular ' 1. Access to the parcel is from Grand Summit Drive. f

i 2. Public parking spaces for short-term drop-off to ski school within the garage |
| should be accommodated in the development of RC5.

! 5@91@_@“ l 1. The bus/shuttle stop located on Grand Summit Drive is the cIosest stop to| RCS

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

2
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1. Commercial frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the pedestrian plaza.
a. Special attention should be paid to storefronts, terraces, signage, lighting, landscape and

hardscape.
b. Streetscape elements should consider seating opportunities along the Forum edge.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

3
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC7
Site: RC7
Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Conference Center
Site Area: 272,250 SF

Building A Building B Building C
Gross Building Area (SF): 202,937 48,171 304,378
Commercial Area (SF): 37,625 48,171 49,875
Accommodation Area (SF): 165,312 H/L - 254,503 H/L
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 7,067 6,950 7,016’

Applicable Guidelines:

e The Canyons SPA

¢ The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

e CVMA Design Review Committee

o Summit County Planning Department

o Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. Parcel RC7 conceptually contains three projects, two major hotel/lodging sites and a site reserved for a
future conference/community center use. The conference/community site can accommodate up to 48,171
square feet of meeting space and approximately 250 underground parking spaces. With the natural grade
differences across the parcel, the conference/community center creates an open buffer between the two
hotel/lodging buildings. Its location will greatly assist in the creation of a successful (and perhaps branded)
hospitality product. Both of the hotel/lodging buildings could be connected directly to the
conference/community center or the conference center could be combined into the hotel(s). The
conference/community center is a SPA obligation and as such, must be integrated into the development.

2. The lower of the buildings (RC7-C) is immediately adjacent to the first and eighteenth holes of the Canyons
Golf Course and represents a unique opportunity to support the golf course with food and beverage, golf
shop, and parking. This location could also create the arrival point for the golf course.

3. ltisimportant the developer/architect is familiar with the Canyons Master Plan and Design Guidelines.

Setbacks, Buffers:
The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all plat boundaries but cannot encroach 150’ from the

centerline of the adjacent golf hole.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.

1 01132524 Page 440 of 475 Summit County



pr N
TREC

Building Heights and Massing:

1. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color, plane
changes and varied roof lines.

2. Upper hotel/lodging floors should be set back over retail and public areas so as to buffer privacy and
provide for snow management as per the Design Guidelines.

3. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and short term parking
at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of the parking
levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated with the same style
and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the DRC. Any portion of the above grade parking
area, because of topography and steep slope, is treated as if it were underground - meaning square footage
for parking, elevator core, mechanical, storage, back of house and service areas do not count against Max
Gross Building area.

Linkages:

Sk Trail | 1. A ski back trail should be added that will run along the northern edge of Hole #1 of

‘Pedestrian R A proposed pedestrian bridge should link the site to the Forum The site’s natural
: grade is elevation-challenged so the linkage should be determined from the

Forum'’s landing elevation holding a maximum 3% slope for comfortable walkablllty
’ to the future landing elevation on RC7.
- 2. A5 sidewalk along the future extension of Willow Draw Road should service the
| _site. o
| Vehicular | 1. Access to the parcel is from the future extensmn of W|IIow Draw Road

|

Public Transit__| 1. Abus

1. Abus/shuttle stop should be installed along Willow Draw Road.

Other Design Criteria:

1. Commercial/Retail/Support frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the
pedestrian plaza.
a. Special attention should be paid to storefronts, terraces, signage, lighting, landscape and
hardscape.
b. Streetscape elements should consider seating opportunities.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The parcel
specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent interpretation of the
Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final design result.
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC14

Site: RC14

Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging
Site Area: 66,650 SF
Gross Building Area (SF): 73,554
Commercial Area (SF): --
Accommodation Area (SF): 73,554 H/L
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,925

Applicable Guidelines:
e The Canyons SPA

¢ The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:
e CVMA Design Review Committee

e  Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. RC14 and the adjacent RC15 are important sites as they form the entrance to the Resort Core. The
primary goal for these two sites is to create a strong sense of arrival for the Canyons Village. By
locating the major access points directly off Canyons Resort Drive, the lobby, porte-cochere/arrival
court and the type of landscaping that is usually associated with building entries will create a much
better sense of arrival to the resort generally and to the property specifically.

2. In the foreground of the parcel is a detention basin with a steep slope as its backdrop. This slope is
very visible from Canyons Resort Drive and the bottom of the basin is visible from the Cabriolet and
from the properties that will be built on RC14 and RC15.

Conceptual improvements to this detention basin should include stepping the slope and adding
landscape and trees so the visual impact of the detention basin’s slope can be reduced. The bottom
of the basin should be modified to hold some water with

landscaped edges to resemble a small alpine pond. , At
3. As the building on RC14 sits on a sloped site, the uphill side is e %
exposed to pedestrians walking to/from the Village and the : “’@ ’
downhill side is the visual arrival by car. Two entrances are g& g
proposed to access a parking garage from different levels. Siverada
RC21

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all plat boundaries.
2. Thereis a building setback from the Cabriolet along the north property line of 43.75" as depicted on

the RC14 & RC15 Subdivision Plat.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. Orientation to arrival from Canyons Resort Drive is important and using the slope to hide the below
grade parking structure are the two key principals when laying out this building.

2. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and short term
parking at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of
the parking levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated
with the same style and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the CVMA Design Review
Committee. Any portion of the above grade parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is
treated as if it were underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical,
storage, back of house and service areas do not count against Max Gross Building area.

‘, “Secondary access should be from Grand Summit Drive.

Linkages: B - o
 Ski Trail 1. A ski back trail currently exists on the north side of RC15. ?
| 1 2. The dosest ski portal is walkable via the proposed trail and escalators at RC5 at the |
‘\ western boundary along Grand Summit Drive. o
r Pedestrian i Existing sidewalks along Grand Summit Drive shall be maintained. v
. ]2 New sidewalks will connect RC14 and RC15 to the Forum. N
| Vehicular ' '

N
|

1.
2.
1. Primary access to the parcel is from Canyons Resort Drive.
2.
1

PUb|IC Transit A bus/shuttle stop should be installed along the west side of Canyons Resort Dnve i
| ] ~ with an existing stop on Grand Summit Drive. i

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC15

Site: RC15

Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging
Site Area: 109,770 SF
Gross Building Area (SF): 166,941
Commercial Area (SF): --
Accommodation Area (SF): 166,941 H/L
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,931

Applicable Guidelines:
¢ The Canyons SPA

¢ The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:
e CVMA Design Review Committee

e  Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. RC15 and the adjacent RC14 are important sites as they form the entrance to the Resort Core. The
primary goal for these two sites is to create a strong sense of arrival for the Canyons Village. By
locating the access points directly off Canyons Resort Drive, the lobby, porte-cochere arrival court
and the type of landscaping that is usually associated the building entries will create a much better
sense of arrival to the resort generally and to the property specifically.

2. In the foreground of the parcel is a detention basin with a steep bank as its backdrop. This bank is
very visible from Canyons Resort Drive and the bottom of the basin is visible from the Cabriolet and
from the properties that will be built on RC15 and RC14. Conceptual improvements to this detention
basin should include stepping the banks and adding landscape and trees so the visual impact of the
detention basin’s bank can be reduced. The bottom of the basin should be modified to hold some
water with landscaped edges to resemble a small alpine pond.

3. As the building on RC15 sits on a sloped site, the uphill side is exposed to pedestrians walking
to/from the Village and the downhill side is where best to :
address the arrival by car. This entrance is a great / o ‘ R,
opportunity to welcome guests and architecturally create a ek ’
sense of a more walkable and inviting experience.

4. This parcel’s upper (west) boundary is common to the
resort’s Ski Patrol and Clinic Operations.

Silverado

| RC21

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Setbacks, Buffers:

1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all plat boundaries.

2. Thereis a building setback from the Cabriolet along the south property line of 43.75’ as depicted on
the RC14 & RC15 Subdivision Plat.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. Orientation to arrival from Canyons Resort Drive is important and using the slope to bury the below
grade parking are the two key principals when laying out this building.

2. Building should step up from Canyons Resort Drive to the access road to Grand Summit Lodge.

3. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and short term
parking at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of
the parking levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated
with the same style and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the CVMA Design Review
Committee. Any portion of the above grade parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is
treated as if it were underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical,
storage, back of house and service areas do not count against Max Gross Building area.

_Linkages:
| Ski Trail

1. A ski back trail currently exists on the north side of the property. <
2. The closest ski portal is walkable via the proposed trail and escalators at RC5 at the |
~ western boundary along Grand Summit Drive.

Existing sidewalks along Grand Summit Drive shall be maintained.
New sidewalks should connect RC14 and RC15 to the Forum.

1
: .2
: Vehicular . 1. Access to the parcel is from Canyons Resort Drive.
! 2

1

‘ Pedestrian

Driveway access should be from Canyons Resort Drive.

A bus/shuttle stop should be installed along the west side of Canyons Resort Drive |

|
; } with an existing stop on Grand Summit Drive. o {

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC16-A

Site: RC16-A
Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support
Site Area: 223,000 SF

Building A Building B Building C
Gross Building Area (SF): 159,588 102,941 77,506
Commercial Area (SF): 10,000 10,000 -
Accommodation Area (SF): 149,588 H/L 92,941 H/L 77,506 H/L
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,991’ 6,977° 6,964’

Applicable Guidelines:

e The Canyons SPA

¢ The Canyons Village Management Association'’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

¢ CVMA Design Review Committee

e Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. As the largest development parcel in the Resort Core, RC16 offers a unique opportunity to create a
variety of product types and sizes. The parcel size also allows for a transition of scale between the
existing residential to the south and the taller buildings in the Resort Core. A public plaza is formed
on the junction of the two buildings that form RC16 A and has been sized such that it can be an
events plaza with limited commercial/retail/support store fronts on the plaza. This plaza is at
approximately an elevation of 6,914 and the skier plaza described in RC17 is at approximately an
elevation of 6,923. RC16 A is connected to the new shopping street formed by RC17 by a pedestrian
bridge crossing over the road that services the Hilton and Hyatt properties. This creates an almost
level (2-3%) 650 foot walk from RC16 A to the Sunrise Lift at the west end of RC17. In order to
facilitate better vehicular and pedestrian circulation within the Resort Core, Canyons Resort Drive
should be extended to Red Pine Road. One building on RC16 A and on RC20 will front this street
extension helping to complete the streetscape within the Resort Core.

Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. from all plat boundaries.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color,
plane changes and varied roof lines. This encourages 'village’ variety and intimacy and reduces
effective mass and scale.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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2. Upper Hotel/Lodging floors should be set back over retail and public areas so as to buffer privacy and
provide for snow management as per the guidelines.

3. The plaza level shall have a commercial/retail/support precinct with a variety of retail shops,
entertainment venues and/or anchor restaurants, all open to the public. This retail environment will
serve as a key resort attraction and shall link to the future retail plaza on RC17 via the pedestrian
bridge.

4, Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and short term
parking at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of
the parking levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated
with the same style and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the DRC. Any portion of
the above grade parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is treated as if it were
underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical, storage, back of house
and service areas do not count against Max Gross Building area.

Linkages:

+ Ski Trail 1. A ski back trail currently exists behind the Hilton and Hyatt proper‘cles The trail will :
: : be extended to the bottom of RC16 A & B allowing guests to ski back to their units. <
1 This 24’ wide ski trail and 8’ wide soft trail will be designed for winter and summer ‘
| use.
!‘ a. The property is ski-back with easy access to the ski lift via the new
: commercial plaza located on RC17.
f b. Connection to the plaza for RC16 B from the shared ski trail should be
| incorporated for easy plaza access. This trail will be used as a
\ pedestrian trail outside of ski season and will be maintained as a
B “connection to the plaza and new village retail.
1. The plaza level should hold the following height at pedestrian bridge crossmg
(across High Mountain Road) at approximately 6,914,
2. Sidewalk widths along High Mountain Road should be a minimum of 6'. |
1. Access to the parcel is from High Mountain Road and the future extension of | :
o Canyons Resort Drive.
: Public Transit | 1. Abus/shuttle stop : should be mstalled along ngh Mountam Road o

! Pedestnan -

' Vehicular

Other Design Criteria:

1. Retail frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the pedestrian plaza.
a. Special attention should be paid to storefronts, terraces, signage, lighting, landscape and
hardscape.
b. Streetscape elements should consider seating opportunities along the plaza.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment

Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC16-B

Site: RC16-B

Parcel Use: Residential Multi-Family

Site Area: 155,500 SF

Gross Building Area (SF): 106,000

Commercial Area (SF): --

Accommodation Area (SF): 106,000 R/MF

Maximum Building Height (ASL): Varied (2 stories for 50" setback-3 stories for 95’setback)

Applicable Guidelines:

¢ The Canyons SPA

e The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:

e CVMA Design Review Committee

s Summit County Planning Department

e Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. As the largest development parcel in the Resort Core, RC16 A & B offers a unique opportunity to
create a variety of product types and sizes. The parcel size also allows for a transition of scale
between the existing low-rise residential to the south and east, and the taller buildings in the Resort
Core. RC16 B is designated as the portion of the site for residential/multi-family. Access to the future
public plaza located on RC16 A should be coordinated with the development planning between A & B
parcels of RC16.

Setbacks, Buffers:

1. A 50-ft. setback from the Red Pine Road right-of-way, within which no building may occur. This
buffer should be tandscaped and its design may include additional storm water detention. The
landscaping should continue into the right-of-way to the back of the curb of the existing Red Pine
Road. Landscaping adjacent to Red Pine Road should be low profile and be able to accommodate
snow storage.

A further setback of 50-ft. within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum height of two stories.

A further setback of 95-ft within which buildings cannot exceed a maximum of height of three stories.
All other setbacks shall be 10 ft. from the plat boundaries.

No more than two entrances directly from the Red Pine Road right-of-way are permitted.

ViAW

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Building Heights and Massing:

Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color, plane
changes and varied roof lines. This encourages ‘village' variety and intimacy and reduces effective mass
and scale and will create a buffer between the higher density parcels of the Resort Core from the rural
neighborhoods to the east.

Linkages:

| Ski Trail 1. A 24’ ski back trail should be extended along the boundary of RC16 A & B and !
should terminate at the extension of Canyons Resort Drive.

2. The closest ski portal is walkable via the proposed public plaza to be built on RC-16
A and connecting to RC 17 where the new Sunrise Lift will be located. Walking

L distance is approximately 850’ +.
. Pedestrian - 1. Anew trail connection linking RC16 B to RC16 A's retail plaza would support

! \ pedestrian circulation all the way to the Forum at a consistent elevation change of
! | less than 3% (retail plaza to Forum).

_ Sidewalk widths along the future extension of Canyons Resort Drive should be 6'.

i

1

2

! Vehlcular 1. Access to the parcel is from Canyons Resort Drive and Red Pine Road.
2
1

. Driveway access should be from Canyons Resort Drive or Red Pine Road. §
A bus/shuttle stop should be installed along the south side of Canyons Resort | |
Drive at the intersection with Red Pine Road. |

‘ Publlc Tran5|t

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC17

Site: RC17
Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging/Commercial/Retail/Support/Skier Services
Site Area: 91,500 SF

Building A Building B Building C
Gross Building Area (SF): 72,054 110,102 84,959
Commercial Area (SF): 12,618 15,697 10,125
Accommodation Area (SF): 59,436 H/L 94,405 H/L 74,834 H/L
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,998’ 6,998’ 6,998

Applicable Guidelines:

The Canyons SPA

The Canyons Village Management
Association’s

Design Approvals Required:

(CVMA) Design Guidelines

CVMA Design Review Committee
Summit County Planning Department
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1.

Parcel RC17 is conceptually comprised of three buildings that may form a single development. This
development is situated centrally within the Resort Core and completes the link between the existing
southern edge and the northern edge of the Resort Core. Additionally, it has been designed to link
the future development of the eastern edge making this parcel's development vital to success of the
overall resort core experience. As conceptually designed, RC17's buildings form an extended Resort
Core featuring a skier plaza, added retail and restaurant opportunities, a new vehicular drop-off, and
133+ parking stalls reserved for public parking. As a natural people magnet, the skier lift and the
commercial plaza provide an engaging setting for day and evening attractions. It's the festive
neighborhood where events and traditions will be celebrated. It is important the developer/architect
is familiar with the Canyons Master Plan and Design Guidelines.

This development is planned as a significant extension of the commercial village and plaza network
for the resort.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Setbacks, Buffers:
1. The minimum building setback shall be 10 ft. along the existing High Mountain Road (south side) and
5 ft. from all other plat boundaries.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. The plaza level should maintain finish elevations at the ski lift of approximately 6,925 and at the
pedestrian bridge crossing (High Mountain Road) of approximately 6,915,

2. Building forms should be modulated and facades articulated through the use of materials, color,
plane changes and varied roof lines. This encourages “village’ variety and intimacy and reduces
effective mass and scale.

3. Upper hotel/lodging floors should be set back over retail and public areas so as to buffer privacy and
provide for snow management as per the CVMA Design Guidelines.

4. The plaza level should have a retail precinct with a variety of retail shops and anchor restaurants, all
open to the public. This retail environment would serve as a key resort attraction. Specific
programming within the site are as follows:

a. Anchor restaurants should be located in three primary locations as illustrated below. Solar
orientation for winter outdoor dining (aprés) was the primary driver for selecting the locations.

Approximate location
Escalators

Plaza Level 6,925’

Restaurant Locations Bridge Elevation 6,915’

b. The opening between the proposed buildings of A & C should be maintained in such a way that
allows for solar penetration as deep into the plaza as possible.
5. The skier plaza at western edge is designed to support a new Sunrise Ski Lift and its operation.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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6. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and short term
parking at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of
the parking levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated
with the same style and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the DRC. Any portion of
the above grade parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is treated as if it were
underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical, storage, back of house
and service areas do not count against Max Gross Building area.

Linkages:

The site is characterized by various public/pedestrian key routes and backbone linkages that impact the
development. As noted, the Master Plan has created pedestrian, vehicular, bike and trail links that impact
this development. It is important that RC17 facilitate these links and turn them into featured streetscape
and commercial opportunities.

Ski Trail ' 1. The retreat ski trail is via the skier plaza along the southern boundary. %
! | 2. Located at the western edge, the Sunrise Lift will provide easy access to/from RC17. |
. Pedestrian t 1. As a significant extension of the commercial village and plaza network for the :

! resort, the elevated plaza should hold these two key grades: 1) 6915’ at the '

| pedestrian bridge landing across High Mountain Road and 2) 6925’ at the plaza
edge closest to the Sunrise Lift.

2. The Forum link is via a proposed public escalator from RC17’s retail plaza to align
with the village opening between Westgate and Sundial.

3. Pedestrian circulation through the Sundial Porte-cochere is at grade.

4. RC16 should be linked via a pedestrian bridge crossing over High Mountain Rd.

i to/from RC17. !

| 5. Aminimum of 133 public parking spaces must be incorporated into the |

development. |

Access to the parcel is from the future location of High Mountain Road.

Vehicular i1

| 2. The development shares a vehicular drop-off common with the building located on
|

|

' Public Transit

| 1.__Abus/shuttle stop should be at the drop-off between RC17 and RC22..

Other Design Criteria:

1. A prominent building feature signaling the new retail plaza access is proposed to be located across
the opening from Westgate and Sundial. From the Forum, pedestrians should be drawn to this portal
by a prominent feature like a clock tower or architectural elements. This circulation is critical to the
success of the overall village experience.

2. Retail frontage should be varied, include overhangs, and should animate the pedestrian plaza.

a. Special attention should be paid to storefronts, terraces, signage, lighting, landscape and
hardscape.
b. Streetscape elements should consider seating opportunities along the plaza.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CYMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final

desi it 3
esign result. 01132524 Page 452 of 475 Summit County



7N
WS ’

v
-

Canyons Master Plan Amendment
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC20A & RC20B

Site: RC20A & RC20B
Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging/Residential Multi-Family/
Commercial/Retail/Support
Site Area: 180,000 SF
RC20A Building A RC20A Building B RC20B
Gross Building Area (SF): 75,623 96,054 32,398
Commercial Area (SF): 5,000 5,000 --
Accommodation Area (SF): 70,623 H/L 91,054 H/L 32,398 R/MF
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,931 6,931° 6,920 - 6,913’

Applicable Guidelines:
¢ The Canyons SPA

e The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:
o CVMA Design Review Committee

e  Summit County Planning Department

¢ Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. The development proposed on RC20 has been separated into three development sites. Two of the
conceptual buildings are planned as hotel/lodging buildings while the development on the lower
portion of the site (RC20B) is reserved for multi-family residential development with lower heights to
complement the adjacent residential to the east.

Setbacks, Buffers:

1. The minimum setback from Red Pine Road shall be 35" from road right-of-way. This buffer is for
separation between the higher density of the Resort Core and its neighboring rural developments and
may include landscaping designed to include additional storm water detention.

2. All other setbacks shall be 10 ft. from the remaining plat boundaries.

Building Heights and Massing:

1. The residential multi-family development identified as ‘RC20B" should have two limits on building
height. The portion of the project that is limited to 6,913" ASL should be limited to the first building
closest to the northern boundary. See circled area above. It then rises to 6920" ASL moving toward
the south end.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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2. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and short term
parking at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill and sides of
the parking levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must be treated
with the same style and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the DRC. Any portion of
the above grade parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is treated as if it were
underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical, storage, back of house

and service areas do not count against Max Gross Building area.

Linkages:

| Ski Trail ‘ 1. The Retreat Ski Trail located at the mid-point of RC16 should be extended

b | terminating across the street from RC-20. Access should be coordinated.

< 7 7 l 2. The closest ski portal is the Sunrise Lift.

| Pedestrian i 1. Sidewalk currently existing along Canyons Resort Drive should be maintained as

' B well as the future extension of Canyons Resort Drive. ]

' Vehicular ; 1. Access to the parcel is from Canyons Resort Drive and Red Pine Road.

{ | 2. Driveway access should be from Canyons Resort Drive for RC20A and Red Pine |
- ~_Road for RC20B.

' Public Transit \ A bus/shuttle stop should be installed along Canyons Resort Drive with a possible '

N secondary stop on Red Pine Road. ;

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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Canyons Master Plan Amendment Co
Proposed Resort Core Site Specific Guidelines for Parcel RC21

Site: RC21
Parcel Use: Hotel/Lodging
Site Area: 239,000 SF

Building A Building B Building C
Gross Building Area (SF): 47,900 69,400 58,700
Commercial Area (SF): -- -- --
Accommodation Area (SF): 47,900 H/L 69,400 H/L 58,700 H/L
Maximum Building Height (ASL): 6,875’ 6,886’ 6,881"

Applicable Guidelines:
¢ The Canyons SPA

e The Canyons Village Management Association’s
(CVMA) Design Guidelines

Design Approvals Required:
¢ CVMA Design Review Committee

e  Summit County Planning Department

e Snyderville Basin Planning Commission

General Intent:

1. RC21 is located at the entrance to the Resort Core. A primary sidewalk linking Lower Village with
Resort Core along Canyons Resort Drive is to be improved when RC21 is developed to include new
landscaping and trees to signal the transition to the Resort Core. These improvements should extend
along the northwestern boundary of the parcel. The concept master plan shows the hotel/lodge’s
primary drive access off of Red Pine Road which allows access to the “front door” and the parking
structure to be at grade if elected by the developer of the parcel. Access could also be provided from
Canyons Resort Drive through the common entry way with Silverado.

Setbacks, Buffers:

1. The minimum setback is from Red Pine Road shall be 50’ from the road right-of-way.

2. The cabriolet travels across the northern edge of the parcel. Minimum height clearances are 5’ from
the bottom of the cabriolet car to the nearest obstacle. Pools and amenity space can be located
within the cabriolet easement as long as the clearances and other miscellaneous requirements are
met. All related easements, clearances and requirements should be verified with a ski lift expert or
UDOT at the time of development as adjustments to these stated measurements may occur from time
to time. There is a building setback from the Cabriolet as depicted on the RC 21 Subdivision Plat.

3. All other setbacks shall be 10 ft. from the remaining plat boundaries.

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final
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4. Parking must be placed underground where possible, with the exception of drop off and
short term parking at entrances. On this site because of topography and steep slopes, the downhill
and sides of the parking levels may be exposed and/or above grade. When exposed these areas must
be treated with the same style and materials as the rest of the building as approved by the DRC. Any
portion of the above grade parking area, because of topography and steep slope, is treated as if it
were underground - meaning square footage for parking, elevator core, mechanical, storage, back of
house and service areas do not count against Max Gross Building area.

' Public Transit

2. Driveway access should be from Canyons Resort Drive or Red Pine Road. ;
1. A bus/shuttle stop should be installed along the west side of Canyons Resort Drive E

Linkages:
} Ski Trail | 1. The closest ski portal is via the proposed escalators at RC5 along Grand Summit
, Drive.
{ 2. The ski back trail north of RC15 should be extended to Canyons Resort Drive across |
I fromRC21. - - B |
_ Pedestrian | 1. Sidewalk currently existing along Canyons Resort Drive should be maintained.
Vehicular | 1. Access to the parcel is from Red Pine Road and potentially from Canyons Resort
: Drive.
!
|
|

I
E
i
|

~with a secondary stop on Red Pine Road. o B

The Canyons Village Master Plan sets forth the overarching design principals and parcel by parcel site plans intended to
generate the finest possible four season experiences for the residents and guests of Canyons Village as a whole. The
parcel specific design goals outlined in these guidelines are intended to generate clarity and a more consistent
interpretation of the Canyons Village Master Plan for the benefit of developers, architects, the CVMA / DRC and
Snyderville Basin Planning Commission. These guidelines are intended to positively influence, but not dictate the final

design result. 01132524 Page 456 of 475 Summit County
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