
WELCOME!







Next morning the thermometer rose above eighty
degrees as Orson clambered up the grade of the Oquirrhs to
see what he could, always a few miles ahead of everyone else.
From here, the whole sweep of Utah Lake, the “western
Galilee,” and the monumental ridge of Timpanogos came into
view. Orson’s were the first Mormon eyes on the Utah Valley. It
looked good to him. The rest of the camp caught up to him,
about 10 miles south of the lake, standing on a mountain which
would one day be ground to dust for the copper it contained.
The whole party enthusiastically jumped into the Jordan for a
bath.

The Life and Thought of Orson Pratt, p. 133-4



Mormon Pioneers: Where to Go in the West
The Council of Fifty Minutes (1844-1847)

Criteria:
• At least 200 square miles

• Support at least 500,000 in as short as 10 years (did 
a growth projection)

• Place of safety with natural fortifications

• Fertile land and climate

• Healthy climate (better than Nauvoo)

• Isolation (to limit persecution)

• Distance to travel (livestock also)

• Access for immigration, commerce, missionary work 



Scenarios Choices:
• Texas
• Upper California on the Coast 
• Valleys of the Great Basin near the Great Salt Lake

Investigation, analysis, and debate (3 years):
• Sent Lucien Woodworth to see Sam Houston
• Obtained Dr. J.C. Fremont’s unpublished report on the 

Great Basin, Oregon, and California (passes, fertile 
valleys, water, forests)

• Evolution of thinking: Form Texas; To Upper California 
on coast; To Great Basin

Mormon Pioneers: Where to Go in the West
The Council of Fifty Minutes (1844-1847)
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Growth is Rapidly 
Shifting to Utah County



Salt Lake County

≈ 40,000 Acres Currently Developable



Utah County
≈ 240,000 Acres Currently Developable
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U TA H  C O U N T Y  P O P U L AT I O N  G R O W T H

Source: U.S. Census; Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute
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Utah County Job Growth – News Coverage

Source: Salt Lake Tribune



E M P L O Y M E N T  P R O J E C T I O N S

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute; U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis Local Area Employment data
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E M P L O Y M E N T  G R O W T H  B Y  C O U N T Y

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute; U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis Local Area Employment data
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Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2015-2065 State and County Projections

County share of total 
state growth: 2015-2065

More than one in every three new Utahns
are projected to live in Utah County



G R O W T H  S C E N A R I O S



N E W  H O U S E H O L D S  C O M PA R E D  T O  N E W  
H O U S I N G  U N I T S

150,669 

88,670 

164,008 
176,411 

109,321 

157,744 

108,635 

175,077 

201,126 

81,656 

0

50,000

100,000

150,000

200,000

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010-2015

Households Housing Units

Source: Ivory-Boyer Construction Database, Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute



Percent Change in Housing Price Index 
2016 to 2017

Source: Federal Housing Finance Agency.



Percent Change in Housing Price Index by 
State 1991 to 3rd Qtr. 2017

Source: Federal Housing Finance Agency.
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Permits for single-family units have declined while 
permits for multi-family units have increased. 
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Utah County Permitted Units
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Why Valley Visioning?



Why Valley Visioning?

• Educates the public

• Common target

• Political cover

• Momentum

• Identifies low hanging fruit that can be tackled 
immediately



1999 Quality Growth Strategy



Source: Envision Utah Quality Growth Strategy and Technical Review, Utah 
Automated Geographic Reference Center, Census 2010 SF1 Block Group

140 miles
of rail 
added

70 stations





BLUEPRINT
JORDAN RIVER



Unified Vision
• 3 Counties
• 15 Cities



PRESERVE REMAINING 
OPEN SPACE



PROVIDE RECREATIONAL 
AMENITIES



FACILITATE APPROPRIATE DEVELOPMENT 
AND URBAN RENEWAL



LAKE-TO-LAKE RECREATION



IMPLEMENTING THE VISION





News Coverage of the Inland Port



News Coverage of the Point of the Mountain







Short Term Outcomes
• Moving transportation projects up the RTP phasing 

• Unanimous support for N/S Blvd 

• Momentum for Environmental Analysis for TRAX Blue Line

• HB 372 created the “Point of the Mountain State Land Authority”

• Working with cities and landowners

– Support for street grid

– Support for mix of housing types



Salt Lake County 2050 
Population: 1.5M

Utah County 
2050 Population: 

1.3M

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute

The Bottleneck 
Between the State’s 

Two Largest Counties 
is a State-Level Issue 







YOUR UTAH. YOUR FUTURE.

Traditional Planning Approach

Decide – through analysis and research

Educate – the public about the solution

Announce – the plan

Defend – the plan and yourself



YOUR UTAH. YOUR FUTURE.

Traditional Planning Approach

D

E

A

D



YOUR UTAH. YOUR FUTURE.

Utahns’ ValuesStakeholdersScenariosPublic InputVision





Phase 1: 
Listening

Phase 2: 
Scenarios

Phase 3: 
Vision



Phase 1: Listening

• Stakeholder meetings

• Public workshops and listening sessions

• Online input



Public Workshops



Phase 1: Listening

• Goals:

– Understand what’s important to people and why

– Gather everyone’s ideas



Phase 2: 
Scenarios



YOUR UTAH. YOUR FUTURE.

Our 
Region’s 
Future

Transportation Land Use

Job Creation

Air Quality
Land 

Consumption

Traffic

Water Use

Miles of Driving

Open Space

Housing

Opportunities

Energy Use

Regional Choices and Outcomes
Environment









Phase 3: Vision

• Which elements of the scenarios resonate with 
the stakeholders and public?

• What are the publicly-supported strategies 
that will effectuate the vision?



Quality Growth 
Strategy (1997)

20,000 Respondents

Your Utah, Your 
Future (2015)

50,000 Respondents



YOUR UTAH. YOUR FUTURE.

Southern Nevada Strong

(Central Florida)
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(Omaha, NE)

PLANiTULSA

(Tulsa, OK)

(Atlanta, GA)

Louisiana Speaks

(Southern Louisiana after Katrina)

Show Your Love, San Diego
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Total Survey Responses

Envision Utah Quality Growth Strategy

(Wasatch Front and Back—1998)



YOUR UTAH. YOUR FUTURE.



VISIONS ON 11 TOPICS



SAFE,  SECURE,  
RESIL IENT

V I S I O N  
FO R  2 0 5 0

PROSPEROUS

NEIGHBORLY,  
FAIR ,  CARING

HEALTHY,  
BEAUTIFUL,  CLEAN



A NETWORK OF 
QUALITY COMMUNITIES

HOMES, BUILDINGS, 
LANDSCAPING, & CARS 

OF THE FUTURE

PEOPLE PREPARED FOR 
THE FUTURE

A THRIVING 
RURAL UTAH

C O R N E R S T O N E  1

H OW  D O  W E  AC H I E V E  T H I S  F U T U R E ?

C O R N E R S T O N E  2

C O R N E R S T O N E  4C O R N E R S T O N E  3





Next Steps

• Public kickoff

• Website

• Workshops and listening sessions



This is a Chance to Invest in the 

Future of Utah County



Framing the Issues

What issues are you most concerned with?

IF_________,THEN___________.

IF NOT _________, THEN _________.



DISCUSSION



Looking into the future:

What issues are you most concerned with 

for the future of Utah County?

On what issues should our efforts be 

focused between now and 2050?




