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Utah County Population Growth
Utah County will double in population by 2050 and will add one million people by 2065



A majority of our 2050 Growth is Internal



Phase 1: 
Listening

Phase 2: 
Scenarios

Phase 3: 
Vision

Fall 2018 – Spring 2019
Summer 2019 –

Winter 2019 Spring 2020



Do you believe growth in Utah County 
will make things better or worse?

N = 2,472
Results from online survey. As of 4/3

8.74%
10.96% 11.85%

19.38%

7.65%

3.96%
5.95%

13.07%
11.12%

4.00% 3.32%

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

A lot worse A little worse A lot betterA little betterNeither better 
nor worse

Total Worse: 58.58% Total Better: 37.46%



Thinking about the quality of life in Utah County, please identify which 
of the following factors have the greatest POSITIVE impact on the 

overall quality of life for you personally.
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Thinking about the quality of life in Utah County, please identify which 
of the following factors have the greatest NEGATIVE impact on the 

overall quality of life for you personally.
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Utah County is projected to double in population by 2050. The vast majority of that 
growth will be from new births. In light of growth, how important to prioritize are the 

following outcomes for Utah County's future (on a scale from 1 to 10)?
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34%

20%12%

10%

16%

8%Low density residential (Examples:
Suncrest, Alpine)

Walkable suburban (Examples:
Daybreak, Vineyard/Geneva)

Urban and mixed-use (Examples:
Downtown SLC, Provo, Sugar House)

Low-density urban (Examples: the
Avenues, Bingham Junction)

Residential-only suburban (Examples:
Rosecrest, the Ranches)

Small Town or rural (Examples: Cedar
Fort, Goshen, Genola)

From the following options, what would your ideal community 
be to live in?

About 42% of respondents say they want to live somewhere
more walkable than traditional suburban.

Results from online survey and workshops.



What percentage of growth should 
occur in each sector of Utah County?
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Mapping Exercise Results



















Priority Working Groups

• Housing

• Transportation

• Air Quality

• Agriculture & Open Space

• Water Quality and Quantity

• Workforce and Education
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11,000 people reviewed the scenarios through the Online Survey



Public Workshops

• Adobe – October 22nd

• Provo – October 29th

• Lehi – November 6th

• Eagle Mountain – November 7th

• Payson – November 13th

• Spanish Fork November21st

• UVU – December 4th



School Outreach Initiative

Envision Utah will donate 
$1.50 to schools and 
universities for every teacher, 
parent, or community 
member at that school who 
completes the survey.

The school system has the potential to reach many residents.



Distribution of 
Responses by Zip Code



Age Breakdown
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Gender Breakdown

53.2%
44.2%

Female Male Prefer not to say Other



Breakdown of Household Income
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Scenarios

Scenario A               
Current Conditions

• Growth continues as it has 
for the last 20 years

Scenario B            
Organized Centers

• Growth occurs in mixed-
use centers near high 
capacity transportation

Scenario C            
Westward Growth

• Growth primarily occurs 
west of the lake into Cedar 
Valley

Scenario D             
Southern Growth

• Growth primarily occurs 
south between Provo and 
Santaquin

Scenario E                  
Urban Infill

• Growth is primarily 
accommodated in existing 
urban areas



How & Where We Grow Results
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How & Where We Grow Results by Location
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How & Where We Grow Results by Location

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

A B C D E

North (Pleasant Grove/Lehi) West (Eagle Mountain) Central (Orem/Provo) South (Spanish Fork/Payson) Salt Lake County

N = 5,850



0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

A B C D E

Random Sample How & Where We Grow Results

Public Random Sample



Housing Scenarios
Scenario CScenario B

Scenario EScenario D

Scenario A



Housing Results
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Housing Votes - Provo
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Housing Votes by Age

N = 6,630
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Housing Votes by Home Zip Code

N = 6,319
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Single Family Housing Composite Averages
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Transportation Scenarios
Scenario CScenario BScenario A

Scenario D Scenario E
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$14.5 billion$13.5 billion

$12.7 billion



Transportation Results
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Agriculture & Open Space Scenarios

Scenario EScenario D

Scenario CScenario BScenario A



Agriculture & Open Space Results
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Agriculture & Open Space Results – Southern Utah County 
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Agriculture & Open Space Results by Home Zip Code

N = 6,283
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Water Scenarios

Scenario EScenario D

Scenario CScenario BScenario A



Water Results
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Disaster Resilience Scenarios

Scenario EScenario D

Scenario CScenario BScenario A



Disaster Resilience Results
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Workforce & Education Scenarios
Scenario A Scenario B

Scenario D

Scenario C

Scenario E

Pension, same cost as today Pension, $50 million/year401k, $90 million/year

Pension, $150 million/year 401K, $330 million/year



Workforce & Education Results
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Workforce & Education Results by Gender
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Workforce & Education Results by Gender
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Air Quality Scenarios

Scenario E
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Scenario D
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Air Quality Results
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Overall Scenarios

Scenario A               
Current Conditions

• Growth continues as it has 
for the last 20 years

Scenario B            
Organized Centers

• Growth occurs in mixed-
use centers near high 
capacity transportation

Scenario C            
Westward Growth

• Growth primarily occurs 
west of the lake into Cedar 
Valley

Scenario D             
Southern Growth

• Growth primarily occurs 
south between Provo and 
Santaquin

Scenario E                  
Urban Infill

• Growth is primarily 
accommodated in existing 
urban areas



Overall Scenario Results
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Overall Scenario Results by Location
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Overall Scenario Results by Age Group
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Overall Scenario Results by Gender
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Public Gender

Female Male Prefer not to say or Other

Random Sample Gender

Female Male Prefer not to say or Other



How can we help Utah County achieve 
these outcomes?



Next Steps

• Model land use, transportation, and water

• Meet with Priority Working Groups

• Draft final Vision for review

• Final Vision release early April 
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