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Regional Transportation Plan Outreach Process
Public participation is a key element to the transportation planning process. The 2035 Statewide
Transportation Plan provides an opportunity for anyone and everyone impacted by transportation to provide input and make comments on regional transportation needs and solutions for the
next 28 years. In addition to reaching out to citizens, a concerted effort was made to inform and
include local elected officials and underserved populations in the planning process through
several of the opportunities described below.
These meetings covered all issues that were relevant to the development of the Regional Transportation Plan, from the development of Corridor Visions to public outreach to funding issues.
The Regional Planning Commission provided a key element to coordinate plan development
within their jurisdictions.
Information gathered from these studies and outreach efforts helped guide the development of
the plan and are included in this appendix for the 2035 Statewide Transportation Plan.
The regional transportation plan outreach process is intended to provide the public with reasonable opportunity to participate in the development of the plan. Opportunities have been provided
to the following groups:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Citizens
Affected public agencies
Representatives of public transportation employees
Freight shippers
Private providers of transportation
Representatives of users of public transportation
Representatives of users of pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities
Representatives of the disabled
Providers of freight transportation services
Other interested parties

Four primary events were scheduled to provide this opportunity:
•

Pre-Forum Meeting – gather preliminary information on emerging trends and issues that
affect transportation plans.

•

Regional Transportation Forum – review transportation-related documentation and other
data and discuss how this may affect priorities.

•

Prioritization Meeting – assign priorities to Vision and Constrained plans.

•

Regional/Statewide Draft Plan Joint Review – opportunity to review and comment on
both the regional and statewide plans prior to final adoption and publication.
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Pre-Forum Meeting
Purpose
The Pre Forum meeting helped identify changes/trends in the region that might impact the
transportation system or the priorities since the last RTP was completed. The primary purposes
of the meeting included:
•
•
•
•

How to make choices
Data analysis to inform decisions
Limited funds = Priority requirements
Public / RPC Input

Format
The Pre-Forum was intended to be approximately three hours in length. It was to have featured
a presentation about the planning process in general and the need for the update, background
on the 2030 Plan, costs of transportation, and general funding expectations as expressed in the
2030 Plan. The Pre-Forum was intended to be a platform used to stimulate conversation about
what will be discussed during the Forum meeting. Topics would have included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Changes in Population/Employment
Driving forces in the Local/Regional Economy
Transportation System Issues (Maintenance of the Existing System, Systems
Connectivity, Congestion, Safety, Long-Term Needs)
Commuting Patterns
Major Traffic Generators
Natural Resource Development
Recreation/Tourism Industry
Integration of the Various Transportation Modes (auto, public transit, aviation, and rail)
into an Effective System
Funding for Transportation

Schedule
Due to time constraints there was no pre-forum meeting held. The following section presents the
PowerPoint and narrative that was sent out to the RPC members. We have also included copies
of the letters and e-mails sent in response by RPC members.
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Pre-Forum Presentation
Pre-Forum Narrative for the 2035 Transportation Plan Update
Slide 1: Introduction
This presentation will discuss the 2035 Transportation Plan Update for the Intermountain
Region.

Slide 2: Transportation Planning Regions
There are 10 rural and 5 urban Transportation Planning Regions (TPRs) across the State of Colorado.
The Intermountain TPR is Region 11.

Slide 3: Intermountain TPR
The Intermountain TPR is made up of five counties—Garfield, Pitkin, Lake, Eagle, and Summit
Counties. The map on this slide presents the communities and State Highways within the Intermountain TPR study area, as defined by the Colorado Department of Transportation.

Slide 4: Why Now ?
The purpose of this long-range planning effort is to meet three important criteria:
•
•
•

Meet the requirements of SAFETEA-LU regarding transit, the environment, and
environmental justice.
Identify the funding changes and resource allocation of the existing and estimated future
funding levels for all modes of transportation over the planning horizon of the year 2035.
Synchronize the rural TPRs, MPO, and STIP planning efforts into the same schedule.

Slide 5: Planning Process Goals
One goal of this planning process is to update the existing regional and statewide transportation
plan from the year 2030 to the year 2035. The focus of the planning process will be on changes
for the vision, goals, issues, population trends, and economic trends that could impact or
change the plan for the year 2035.
Another goal of this planning process is to develop an implementation strategy that has a
shorter planning horizon than the long-range plan, but could be used in the development and
update of the STIP. The implementation plan could be an intermediate range plan of 10 to 12
years. This would focus on moving projects from the long-range plan into the STIP.
The last goal of this planning process is to improve the integration of the transit element into a
true component of the regional and statewide transportation plan.

Slide 6: Purpose
The overall purpose of the TPR plan is to make choices regarding the corridor vision and priority
of funding. Since this an update and not a full plan development, the consulting team will use
the 2030 plan as a base to work from. The main focus will be to identify changes between the
years 2030 and 2035, and determine if the corridor vision and priorities need any adjustments.
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Slide 7: Schedule
The pre-forum process is scheduled for the summer of 2006. The regional transportation forums
will need to be scheduled for the month of September 2006. The first document that will be
produced will be Technical Report #1 (Major Trend), which is scheduled for October 2006.
Another forum will be conducted in November 2006. The Draft Report will be produced in the
Spring of 2007. The Final Report is scheduled to be completed by December 2007, with the
information rolled into the statewide plan by January 2008.

Slide 8: Major Components
The major components of the TPR plan will be updates to the demographic and economic
information. The demographic and economic information will be used in the analysis of the
current needs and year 2035 needs, in terms of multimodal transportation strategies.
The next major component of the TPR plan will be updates to the corridor vision and priorities if
needed, based on the existing and future issues. This information will be used to update the
long-range plan and develop an implementation strategy.
The last major component of the TPR plan will be updates to the statewide plan, which will
include 17 Technical Reports and funding scenarios.

Slide 9: The Forum
The Colorado Department of Transportation and the consulting team have decided to use a
forum as the formal public involvement effort of this planning process. The focus will be on
involving key individuals and groups from the region to participate, in order to obtain more input
into the planning process.
The purpose of the forum is to obtain public input regarding several key areas of concern.
The main question is who should be invited to the forum? The key individuals we could
concentrate on include community leaders, business owners, transit-dependent groups, and
environmental groups.

Slide 10: Population Growth Rate
This slide presents the growth over the next 30 years. The counties with the greatest growth are
Garfield and Eagle, while Lake and Pitkin have the lowest growth in the region.

Slide 11: Other Issues?
Some of the issues that need to be examined in this long-range planning process are:
• Where is the development in terms of residential, economic, natural resource exploration,
and recreation/tourism?
• Are these locations different than what was estimated in the 2030 transportation planning
effort?
• What are the major traffic generators currently and in the year 2035?
• Have these major traffic generators changed from the 2030 plan?
• Are there any changes in the priority of the transportation corridors from the 2030 plan?
• Are there any other issues that could impact the transportation system in the Intermountain
region in the year 2035 that are different from the 2030 plan?
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Slide 12: 2030 Corridors
The slide presents a table that lists the 2030 corridors that have a vision in the plan. The
corridors are broken down by segments.

Slide 13: Project Summary
The table on this slide presents a summary of the number of projects by transportation mode
and the total cost of the projects submitted by the region. There are a total of 159 projects with a
total cost of $7.7 billion.

Slide 14: Contact Information
If you have any questions, please contact A.T. Stoddard or Michael Felschow at 719-633-2868
or by e-mail at atstoddard@lsccs.com or mfelschow@lsccs.com

RPC Input
The consulting team needs each RPC member and each transit provider to answer the following
questions:
• Are there any regional goals from the 2030 plan that need to be reconsidered due to
changes in the existing and future transportation or land use impacts?
• What date, time, and location should the forum be held?
• Who should be invited to the forum?
• What are the major issues that should be addressed in the forum in each of the following
categories?
•
Corridor Vision
•
Transit
•
Multimodal
•
Safety
•
Capacity
•
Surface Condition
Please forward the answers for the above questions to A.T. Stoddard or Michael Felschow at
719-633-2868 or by e-mail at atstoddard@lsccs.com or mfelschow@lsccs.com
LSC requested the members of the RPC mail or e-mail their individual issues and concerns.
The following issues were identified.


Congestion of the regional corridors (Interstate 70, US Highway 24, SH 9, SH 82, SH
131, and SH 133).



The impact of natural resource exploration on the transportation system.



Increase impact of truck traffic along the I-70 corridor and in the western portion of
the region.



The impact of increased tourism on the transportation system.



Increased need for public transportation to link low-income to employment centers.



Access to affordable housing for low-income families.



Population growth may have a negative impact on the environment.
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Pre-Forum RPC Letters
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Regional Transportation Forum
The Regional Transportation Forums provided a significant opportunity for dialogue between
leaders, planners, and residents of the TPR. The format was designed to be interactive,
including discussions about the process and exercises to stimulate conversation and allow other
direct feedback. This departs from previous “open house” events in which participants were
expected to review mounted displays, talk with planners, and leave comments - all on a come
and go basis. For this event, participants remained for the entire session.
Information was presented as an electronic slide show. The goal was to provide the minimum
background and data to assist in understanding the 2035 Plan and the maximum opportunity for
discussion of Key Issues and Emerging Trends. A key outcome was to provide direction to
CDOT on how to allocate scarce resources to growing needs. The primary purposes of the
meeting included:
•
•
•
•

Review of 2030 priorities
Discuss emerging regional issues and trends
Determine audience’s preference regarding future priorities and issues
Discussion of funding issues, needs, and solutions

Schedule
The Intermountain Forum was held on October 5, 2006 in Glenwood Springs, Colorado from
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Address: Courthouse Plaza Building
Room 100
108 8th Street

Format
The Forum was approximately three hours in length. The meeting featured a presentation about
the planning process in general and the need for the update, background on the 2030 Plan,
costs of transportation and general funding expectations as expressed in the 2030 Plan. An
innovative audience polling technique was used to electronically solicit preferences and
opinions. In addition, an interactive exercise allowed meeting participants to “spend” a set
allocation of funds on their preferences. Topics included:
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

Changes in Population/Employment
Driving forces in the Local/Regional Economy
Transportation System Issues (Maintenance of the Existing System, Systems
Connectivity, Congestion, Safety, Long-Term Needs)
Commuting Patterns
Major Traffic Generators
Natural Resource Development
Recreation/Tourism Industry
Integration of the Various Transportation Modes (auto, public transit, aviation, and rail)
into an Effective System
Funding for Transportation
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Notification
Multiple forms of notification were utilized. Several weeks before the meeting, a letter signed by
the RPC chair was sent to elected and appointed officials, planning and transportation staff of
TPR municipalities, county commissioners, planning commissions and special interest groups,
such as chambers of commerce, and other groups focused on transportation issues. This was
followed with a meeting notice and press releases to media outlets describing the purpose of
the meeting and requesting attendance. In addition, CDOT, consultant and TPR representatives
made numerous phone calls to potential attendees, describing the importance of the meeting
and requesting attendance. A major effort was made to reach out to groups and individuals that
have not historically participated in the planning process in great numbers, especially businesses and business groups, local and regional planning groups, alternative mode representatives, and elected officials beyond members of the RPC. Approximately 300 information
letters were sent out; 300 formal invitations and numerous phones calls were made to
personally invite individuals. In addition, global invitations indicating the time and location of
Forums at all ten TPRs were sent to:
•
•
•
•

U.S. Congressmen (7), U.S. Senators (2)
State Senators and State Representatives – chairmen and members of House and
Senate Transportation Committees (18)
Federal and State Agencies – Federal Aviation Administration, Federal Transit
Administration, Federal Highway Administration, Federal Railroad Administration,
Environmental Protection Agency, National Park Service, Bureau of Land Management,
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Colorado Department of Local Affairs, U.S. Forest Service,
and Colorado Forest Service (11) Colorado Transportation Commissioners (11)

The total number of attendees for this meeting was over 50.

Press Release
Intermountain Newspaper Contacts

Rifle Bureau, GJ Daily Sentinel
Post Independent Newspaper
Citizen Telegram
Herald Democrat
KSMT
Summit Sentinel
Valley Journal
CDOT

Appendix A – Public Involvement

48

2035 Regional Transportation Plan

Press Release
2035 Intermountain
Regional Transportation Forum
TIME FOR TEAMWORK! The Intermountain Regional Transportation
Planning Commission announces an invitation to the 2035 Regional
Transportation Forum, which will provide an opportunity for the public to
take part in their future.
The purpose of the forum is to gather public input on key transportation issues and emerging trends that are
important considerations in developing a safe, efficient, and effective transportation system. The input gathered at
the forum will provide crucial information needed to develop the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan for the
Intermountain Region.
The Intermountain Regional Planning Commission needs your help in identifying key transportation issues and
emerging trends to develop future transportation priorities. There are several examples of emerging trends and issues
that may influence transportation priorities including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Changes in Population/Employment
Driving Forces in the Local/Regional Economy
Transportation System Issues (Maintenance of the Existing System, Systems Connectivity, Congestion,
Safety, Long-Term Needs)
Commuting Patterns
Major Traffic Generators
Natural Resource Development
Recreation/Tourism Industry
Integration of the Various Transportation Modes (auto, public transit, aviation, and rail) into an Effective
System
Funding for Transportation

A polling system will be used to measure the audience’s response to questions that will affect current and future
transportation priorities. Anyone with an interest in transportation issues is encouraged to attend and participate.

Thursday, October 5, 2006
Courthouse Plaza Building
Garfield County Commissioners, Room 100
108 8th Street
Glenwood Springs
Transportation Forum: 4:00pm-7:00pm
Any questions please contact:

A.T. Stoddard
E-mail: atstoddard@lsccs.com
Mail:
LSC Transportation Consultants
516 N. Tejon Street
Colorado Springs, CO 80903
Phone: 1-800-677-1671
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Information Letter
July 27, 2006
Dear Stakeholder
The Intermountain Regional Transportation Planning Region has begun the process to update its regional transportation plan as part of a statewide effort to update the 2030 Colorado Statewide Transportation Plan. LSC is part
of team with URS as the lead consultant, brought on by the Colorado Department of Transportation to help the
Intermountain Regional Planning Commission prepare the 2035 regional and statewide transportation plan updates.
I would like to ask you to take a few moments of your time to identify, from your professional perspective, developing issues and emerging trends that you believe are important considerations in creating a safe, efficient and
effective transportation system for the Intermountain Transportation Planning Region.
As part of the process, the Intermountain Regional Planning Commission has scheduled a Regional Transportation
Forum on October 5, 2006 from 4:00–7:00 p.m. in the Garfield County Commissioners’ Room located at 108
8th Street in Glenwood Springs. In addition to inviting the general public, a special effort is being made to contact
and bring to the table representatives from the public and private sectors such as yourself that play a policy and
decision-making role in the region. An important component of the Forum and the 2035 plan update process is the
identification of key issues occurring in the Intermountain Transportation Planning Region that may affect transportation priorities. It is important to note that at this phase of the update, issues and trends, and not specific
projects, are of most concern. The issues and trends will be used to develop future transportation priorities.
Specific trends and issues that may influence transportation priorities may include:
• Changes in Population/Employment
• Driving Forces in the Local/Regional Economy
• Transportation System Issues (Maintenance of the Existing System, Systems
Connectivity, Congestion, Safety, Long-Term Needs)
• Commuting Patterns
• Major Traffic Generators
• Natural Resource Development
• Recreation/Tourism Industry
• Integration of the Various Transportation Modes (auto, public transit, aviation, and rail) into an Effective
System
• Funding for Transportation
Please forward your response to us by September 22, 2006 so we have sufficient time to prepare for the October
Regional Transportation Forum.
E-mail:
Mail:

Phone:

imrtp@LSCCS.com
Michael Felschow
LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc.
516 North Tejon Street
Colorado Springs, CO 80903
(800) 677-1671

I want to thank you in advance for helping in the development of the 2035 Intermountain Regional Transportation
Plan Update.
Sincerely,
LSC TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS, INC.
Albert T. Stoddard III, Ph.D., P.E.

Appendix A – Public Involvement

50

2035 Regional Transportation Plan

Regional Forum Invitation
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Regional Transportation Forum

Please join your colleagues in discussing key issues and emerging trends that you
believe are important considerations in developing a safe, efficient and effective
transportation system for the Intermountain Transportation Planning Region.
9 Take an interactive poll about regional issues
9 What are the costs of transportation?
9 Are some people underserved by transportation?
9What about rail freight?
9How does truck traffic affect the transportation system?
9 What are your priorities for transportation improvements?
Hosted by your Regional Transportation Planning Commission

When:

October 5, 2006

Time:

4:00 pm - 7:00 pm

Location: Courthouse Plaza Building
Garfield County Commissioners, Room 100
Address: 108 8th Street
Glenwood Springs, CO
Refreshments will be served.
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Regional Transportation Forum Presentation and Handouts
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Forum Meeting Notes
INTERMOUNTAIN 2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FORUM Oct 5th, 2006
Meeting Minutes
Location: Garfield County Commissioner Meeting Room
Time: 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

The Primary Issues:









Road maintenance and repair; preserving the existing system emerged as the primary
need
Addressing safety and congestion throughout the region, largely a result of significant
growth
Creating a multi-model transportation system.
Interstate 70 is important but US 24, SH 9, 13, and 82 are also important.
The development of regional and fixed guideway transit should be considered in the
improvement of any transportation corridor.
Wildlife habitats are a major concern in the region
Affordable housing is of major importance in terms of the social issues facing the
region
The lack of transportation funding for the highway system

Attendees:
A.T. Stoddard, LSC
Michael Felschow, LSC
Tangerine Almeida, LSC
Mick Ireland, Chair of IRPC
Over 50 people were in attendance of the Intermountain Forum. Of those in attendance, 43%
were residents of Garfield County, 40% resided in Eagle County, and 10% were from Pitkin
County. There were only two people representing Summit County, and Lake County did not
have a single resident in attendance.

Introduction
Rob Vinton from CDOT started by explaining the planning process overview and handed it over
to A.T. who introduced himself and the LSC team. He started by explaining the need to update
the plan to year 2035.

Revisiting the 2006 Statewide Telephone Survey
The 2006 Statewide Telephone survey was revisited and audience responses to those questions
were recorded. Please see attached audience responses to the following questions. The audience
represented all counties and towns within the Intermountain region, except for Lake County.
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1.

In what County do you live in?

1
2.
3.
4.
5.

Eagle
Garfield
Lake
Pitkin
Summit

40%
43%
0%
10%
7%

On question 1 regarding county of residence: Majority of the respondents were from Garfield
(43% of the respondents) and Eagle (40% of the respondents) County.
2.

Which of these is the most important problem or issue facing the State of Colorado?

1.
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Budget/ Taxes
Economy
Education
Growth
Illegal Immigration
Transportation
Water
Other

37%
0%
0%
23%
7%
30%
3%
0%

On question 2 regarding the most important problem/issue facing the State of Colorado: 37%
respondents voted for budget/taxes followed by transportation (30% respondents).
3.

Which of these is the most important transportation problem facing Colorado?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Traffic Congestion
Public Transportation
Road Maintenance and Repair
Construction Delays
Other

30%
50%
13%
0%
7%

On question 3 regarding the most important transportation problem facing Colorado: Majority of
respondents (50%) voted for public transportation. Thirty percent of respondents voted for traffic
congestion which had the second highest number of responses (30%).
4.

Which of these transportation needs should get the highest priority?

1.
2.
3.

Maintain and repair the transportation system
Improve Safety
Provide travel options that relieve congestion
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On question 4 regarding the transportation needs that should get the highest priority: Majority of
respondents (67%) voted for providing travel options that relieve congestion.

2030 Plan and the Current Conditions
A.T explained the top issues of the 2030 plan, corridor priorities, and CDOT accomplishments
from year 2005-2009. He then went on to explain the current transportation system, population
growth, congestion 2005, congestion 2035, truck traffic, roadway surface condition, safety
(accident rates), bike routes, shoulder widths, and bridge conditions.

Transit Provider Service Areas
Michael Felschow of LSC highlighted the existing transit providers in the region. He explained
that the existing gaps reported by the agencies were not only gaps within towns and communities
but also the need to provide higher level of service within the existing transit service areas. He
explained transit coordination areas within the Intermountain region and encouraged agencies to
set up meetings with local transit providers. Summit County and RFTA agreed to meet with
other local transit providers within their areas.

Break
-10 minutes.

Trends and Issues
A.T went into the existing trends and issues that were facing the Intermountain region. He gave
the audience the opportunity to say/comment why they thought a particular way and gave them a
chance to campaign for a particular option that they felt strongly about.
5.

The main element of the 2030 Transportation Plan Vision was creating a multimodal transportation network. Do you think this is still an important element of the
plan?

1.
2.
3.

Yes, I do think this is still important
No, I do not think it is as important as other issues
Not sure

89%
11%
0%

On question 5 regarding whether multimodal transportation network was an important element of
the 2030 plan: The highest responses (89% percent) voted ‘yes, they think that the multimodal
transportation’ is still important.
Comments:
- A member of the audience did not think that multimodal was as important as other issues,
as the Town of Parachute did not have a multimodal system and thought it was not
important as it did not apply to his town.
- Another member thought that money for multimodal transportation system was not
available.
- Another commented that as the Town of Parachute grows, they will face regional
connection issues, not necessarily multimodal issues.
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-

Workers/commuters needed to get to work and transit helped getting workers from
residential sites to work sites to earn a living.
A member of the audience commented that nowadays transit may not be as important as a
lot of businesses are now giving their employees cars and people are not using their
personal vehicles as they used to.
A member from RFTA said that they had a lot of people with equipment who couldn’t
get on the bus, but a parking lot concept in Pitkin and Eagle Counties would help ease
that problem.
Another member pointed out that multimodal was better defined as other modes of
transportation or more alternative transportation options.
A traffic engineer from the audience commented that in his studies vehicle-trips went up
by 300 percent. He questioned how long we could continue to keep building
infrastructure and receive funding. He questioned whether the Eagle County vision was
6-lane roads everywhere and whether it was even possible to accommodate those kinds of
vehicle-trips.

6.

Should I-70 from Glenwood Springs to C-470 still be ranked the highest priority
transportation corridor?

1.
2.
3.

Yes, it is still the most important transportation corridor
No, there are more important transportation corridors
Yes, but there are several other corridors like SH 9, SH 13,
US 24, and SH 82 that should stilled be ranked high for the region
Not sure

4.

23%
3%
73%
0%

On question 6 regarding whether corridor I-70 from Glenwood Springs to C-470 should be still
be ranked the highest priority:. 73% percent of respondents thought it was important, but there
were several other corridors like SH9, SH13, US24, and SH 82 that should be ranked high for the
region.
- Mick Ireland commented that CDOT had not permitted them for a corridor from Aspen to
Rifle, but were asked to break it into segments, but he believed that it was an entire
corridor issue and not just a segment issue.
7.

Which of the following corridors should be ranked with the greatest importance in
the region?
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

I-70
SH 9
US 24
SH 82
SH 91

43%
7%
3%
47%
0%
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SH 131
SH 133
SH 139
SH 300

0%
0%
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0%
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On question 7 of which of the following corridors should be ranked with the greatest importance
in the region: 47% respondents said SH82, followed by 43% who said I-70.
Comments:
- One of the comments was that SH 13 and SH 6 were not listed as options.
- A member of the audience commented that US Highway 24 has a development of 5,000
acres that is approved and that will rank US Highway 24 higher.
Additional Discussion - affordable housing (or lack thereof) drives commute times all through
the region. People are commuting (50 to 100 miles - over an hour) because they can’t afford to
live even close to where they work. Aspen currently has 2,800 units of affordable housing under
construction. Summit County has initiative 5A on the ballot to provide a funding stream for
affordable housing.
8.

What is the best way to solve the congestion along I-70 from Denver to Avon in
Eagle County?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Traffic demand management
Intelligent transportation systems
Increase in lane capacity
Regional bus service
Fixed guideway transit service

3%
0%
3%
10%
83%

On question 8 regarding what was the best way to solve the congestion along I-70 from Denver
to Avon: 83 % of the respondents ranked fixed guideway transit service as the best solution.
A.T commented that this response was consistent with the Intermountain region’s decision to
choose transit over other modes of transportation. It was the first region in the state to choose
transit. Funds from surface transportation were moved over to transit in this region.
Additional Discussion – Garfield has a 0% Severance Tax, under-tax residents then wonder why
there is no funding. Vail Pass & Eisenhower Tunnel – truck traffic is a problem, especially in the
winter months. Lack of affordable housing creates major transportation issues throughout the
Intermountain TPR.
9.

What is the best way to solve the congestion along I-70 from Glenwood Springs to
Avon?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5

Traffic demand management
Intelligent transportation systems
Increase in lane capacity
Regional bus service
Fixed guideway
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On question 9 regarding what was the best way to solve the congestion along I-70 from
Glenwood Springs to Avon: 55% selected fixed guideway followed by 28% who selected
regional bus service. Transit was not as strong an element as in the previous question.
A.T commented that there was a gap that existed between Glenwood Springs and Dotsero.
Comments:
- A member of the audience commented that the word ‘congestion’ was relative, when you
compare the congestion in Denver, compared to the congestion between Glenwood and
Avon.
10.

What are the main environmental issues in the region?

1.
2.
3.
4.

Air pollution from congestion
Wildlife habitats
Erosion along transportation corridors
Not sure

20%
37%
10%
33%

On question 10 regarding what was the main environmental issue in the region: The highest
response was wildlife habitat (37 percent of the responses).
Comments:
- One member of the audience justified wildlife habitat as one of the main environmental
issue by comparing one’s drive along SH 82 and seeing the elk that you come across.
This indicates that we are encroaching into their land.
- Among the ‘other’ issues, growth was seen as one of the main environmental issues.
- Three others said noise.
- Destruction of open spaces.
- Another thought ‘geologically sensitive’ was the word, especially pertinent in Glenwood
springs.
- Water.
- Global warming (cost of driving petroleum-based products) were among other issues.
11.

What is the most important transportation issue in the region?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Maintenance of the highway system
Additional highway capacity
Public transportation
Aviation
Bike routes
Not sure

17%
23%
57%
0%
3%
0

On question 11 regarding the most important transportation issue in the region: More than half
(57% responses) believed public transportation was the most important issue.
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Comments:
- Among the ‘other issues’ multimodal which means all modes working together, not
necessarily one mode of travel.
- One member of the audience commented that aviation was important as this region had
five resort communities; also important was integration of different modes of
transportation so that tourists are not dependent on renting a car.
12.

What is the most important social issue facing the region?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Affordable housing
Commuting time
Economic growth
Gas and oil drilling
Not sure

83%
3%
7%
7%
0%

On question 12 regarding the most important social issue facing the region: Affordable housing
was ranked the highest with 83 percent.
Comments:
- Other comments on this question were all the above options combined.
- Affordable housing drives commute times.
- Underlying factor in this corridor was that people who worked in the resort communities
were commuting significant distances.
- In fact, people who hold big positions like ‘Hospital Director’ can barely afford buying
houses in that region. It’s like the millionaires are pushed out by the billionaires.
- One of the other problems seen was getting skilled labor for various services. People
living in Rifle are working in Aspen.
- Other comments were that Eagle and Pitkin Counties were hurting for skilled labor
because Garfield County was using their workers.
- Another comment was that the first three choices—affordable housing, commuting time
and economic growth—were interrelated.
- A member of the audience said that Summit County had provisions for affordable
housing on their ballot.
13.

What is the main reason for the transportation problems in the region?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Tourists
Gas and oil drilling companies
Not enough funding
Safety
Snow and ice removal
Road maintenance
Delays due to road maintenance
Other
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On question 13 regarding the main reason for the transportation problems in the region: 66 %
voted ‘other’ as the main reason for transportation problems.
Comments:
- One of the comments was that the low tax base to build infrastructure was the problem.
Resort communities need to take responsibility for the problem and need to build
subsequent affordable housing.
- Others added that we under tax and we then complain. Lack of political will was the
problem.
- Other issues were trying to pass trucks especially at Vail Pass and Eisenhower Pass.
- Disparity between jobs and housing.
- Growth management should be done with impact fees—new growth pays for it, not
existing residents.
14.

What is the most important regional transportation issue?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Traffic congestion
Road maintenance and repair
Safety
Public Transportation
Other

27%
10%
0%
60%
3%

On question 14 regarding the most important regional transportation issue: 60 % voted ‘public
transportation’ as the most important regional transportation issue.
A.T explained that this question was tied to funding categories.
Other issues that were not covered in the slides but were discussed were:
- If the cost of oil continues to go up, the focus will shift from transportation to mining.
- Regional land use planning needs to be looked at closely.
In addition, LSC distributed comment sheets for additional comments. These comment sheets
could be returned to LSC by e-mail, mail, or fax.

Allocating Limited Resources
A.T then explained the limited resources that exist. The cost of energy and construction is rising
but funding is decreasing sharply. This is because the gas tax is based on number of gallons used
and not the price per gallon. A.T then made a comparison between sustaining level of 123 billion
and the current level investment of 75 billion. He explained the needs versus allocating the
limited resources
People were then given 600 million ‘Transbucks’ to spend on projects such as congestion, safety,
road surface conditions, transit service providers, and alternative modes (shoulders/bikes/air-
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ports/railroads). A slide showing what projects could be constructed for 50 million dollars was
kept on the screen.
Results:
• Congestion = 32% of the money spent
• Safety = 12%
• Road Surface Condition = 9%
• Transit = 23%
• Shoulder Widths = 7%
• Alternative Modes = 17 %
A total of 25.9 billion dollars ($25,950, 000,000) were spent.

Funding Gap
15.

What do you want to do about the funding gap?

1.
2.

Prioritize transportation improvements with existing revenues
Pursue additional funds

46%
54%

On question 15 regarding what needs to be done about funding gaps: Pursue additional funds
was ranked slightly higher than prioritize transportation improvements. Some people selected
both options to deal with the funding gap.
Comments:
- Move Colorado – a plan that looks at alternatives for new transportation funding options
is underway. More entities need to be involved with the process.

Next Steps
A.T then explained the next steps in the process and LSC contact information.

Transbucks Maps
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Prioritization Meetings
Purpose
The Prioritization Meeting was used to help assign priorities to corridors in the TPR. This input
was used by the RPC to help determine what changes to the previous (2030) Plan were
necessary. A follow-up meeting was scheduled to prioritize needs for the plan update within the
context of available funding. The primary purposes of the meeting included:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Review of 2030 priorities
Assigned Primary Investment Category
Prioritize corridor needs
Assigned percentage of RPP funds to each corridor
Prioritize Transit Projects
Prioritize Aviation Projects

Schedule
The Intermountain Prioritization Meeting was held on April 12, 2007 in Gypsum, Colorado, at the
ECO Transit Facility from 5:30 p.m.-8:30 p.m.

Outcome
The Prioritization Meeting was held in Gypsum on April 12, 2007. The primary purpose of this
meeting was to examine recommended changes to Corridor Visions and the 2035 Vision Plan
(primary components of Technical Report 2 – Visions and Priorities) as a result of analysis of
key issues and emerging trends throughout the region. The RPC examined the recommendations of the 2030 RTP, Pre-Form Meeting Notes, Technical Report 1 – Regional Systems, and
Technical Report 2 – Vision, Goals and Strategies to update priorities and identify additional
needs. Eight individuals attended the Intermountain regional prioritization meeting. A total of 28
individuals attended the local transit service plan meeting that was held on the same day as the
prioritization meeting.

Draft Statewide/Regional Plan Joint Outreach Meeting
During November 2007, CDOT conducted a joint outreach effort with the TPRs to present
specific regional projects and show how they fit into the statewide corridor vision context. CDOT
co-hosted public meetings and open houses with the Regional Planning Commissions (RPCs)
to provide information on both the Regional and Statewide Transportation plans to the public.
Meeting notification included printed flyers for each scheduled meeting, press releases to and
paid advertising in local newspapers as well as on-air interviews with local TPR staff. A presentation was provided on the primary elements of the regional and statewide plans. CDOT also set
up a laptop with the interactive CD Rom program for Corridor Visions so that attendees could
look up corridor information for their TPR as well as other areas of the state.
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Transportation

Planning Process

2035 Plan Components
z
z

Key Issues & Emerging Trends
Vision Plan

• Corridor Visions
• Environmental Plans, Resources, Mitigation
z
z

Funded (Constrained) Plan
Midterm Implementation Strategies

Public Participation

Public Participation

Schedule
z

Aug 20 - Draft Regional Plan Released

z

Sept 20 - Draft Statewide Plan Released

z

Nov 16 – Comments on Regional Plan Due

z

Jan 4 – Comments on Statewide Plan Due

z

January – Regional Plan Adoption

z

February – Statewide Plan Adoption

Recent Accomplishments

Key Issues & Emerging Trends

Growth – Intermountain Population

350,000

Total Population

300,000
250,000
200,000
150,000
100,000
50,000
0

2005

2035

Summit

27,511

54,042

Pitkin

16,420

28,849

Lake

7,944

20,811

Garfield

50,676

146,271

Eagle

49,373

98,150

Growth – Colorado Population

Economic Drivers – Energy Development

Economic Drivers – Tourism

Colorado Freight Corridors
Rail
Truck

Projected Growth of Freight

Corridor Visions

Intermountain Vision Plan – What We Need

Intermountain Constrained Plan – What We Can Afford

Intermountain Midterm Implementation
Strategies – Focus For Next 10 Years

Intermountain Midterm Implementation
Strategies – Focus For Next 10 Years
Corridor

Strategy

SH 82

Improvements to Maroon Creek Bridge and Bus Rapid
Transit

SH 9 from Frisco to Breckenridge

Safety and mobility improvements

SH 133 in Carbondale

Reconstruct roadway to address safety and mobility needs

I-70 Spur Roads

Improve spur road linking to I-70

I-70 PEIS

Implement utility projects

SH 13 Rifle to Rio Blanco County Line

Construct roadway

All roadway in region

Improve shoulders

All corridors in the region

Coordinate regional transit systems and establish transfer
agreements

Existing Revenue & Spending

Statewide System Performance

Statewide System Performance

Statewide System Performance

2035 Funding Gap

What Will the Future Be?

Current Revenue Projections
z

General decline in all system
performance measures

• Travel Delay
• Congestion
• Highway Surface Condition
• Bridge Condition
• Overall Maintenance
• Transit Service

$76 Billion

Sustain Current Performance
z

Maintains current levels of
performance, even with projected
growth in population and travel
demand

Accomplish the Vision
z

$139 Billion

$227 Billion

Implements priorities in Vision Plan

• Improved maintenance levels
• Shoulders
• Intersection improvements
• Adding capacity to highways
• Better transit service

Questions and Discussion
z

Comment forms on table

• Regional Plan by Nov 16
• Statewide Plan by Jan 4
z
z
z
z

2035 Plan on Interactive CD
RPC to Adopt Regional Plan by Jan. 31
Email: 2035TransportationPlan@urscorp.com
Statewide & Regional Plan online:
http://www.dot.state.co.us/StateWidePlanning/PlansStudies/2035Plan.asp

