
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

US Census Journey-to-Work Data  
Brief Description  

 

 Place-of-work data from the long form questionnaire of the US Census.  

 Respondents were workers of households aged 16 years and older. 

 Respondents reported they worked sometime during the survey 
reference week (the week of April 1, 2000 for the majority of 
respondents). 

 The journey-to-work data reflects information about only the primary job 
of the worker. 

 County-of-residence to county-of-work data is currently available.  

 Journey-to-work data at a finer geographic level of detail (cities, towns, 
and TAZs) should be available sometime later in 2004. 

 

Brief Observations: 2000 Journey-to-Work Data 
 

 2.5 percent of work trips to Larimer Country are from the Denver Metro 
Area (3,136 trips) 

 
 9.0 percent of work trips to Weld County are from the Denver Metro 

Area (6,331 trips) 

 
 9.7 percent of work trips from Larimer County are traveling to the Denver 

Metro Area (12,870) 

 
 22.0 percent of work trips from Weld County are traveling to the Denver 

Metro Area (18,725) 

 

J:\_Transportation\071609.400\manage\report\Chris Primus Notebook\I1 Census Intro.doc 2/10/2004 
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Journey-to-Work Trips TO Larimer and Weld Counties (1990 and 2000)

Residence Workplace 1990 Workers
% of all 
Workers 2000 Workers

% of all 
Workers

% Change 
1990- 2000

Adams County Larimer County 318 0.4% 688 0.5% 116.4%
Arapahoe County Larimer County 276 0.3% 276 0.2% 0.0% Work Trips TO Larimer County Work Trips TO Larimer County
Boulder County Larimer County 1,096 1.3% 1,465 1.2% 33.7%
Denver County Larimer County 230 0.3% 207 0.2% -10.0% From within Larimer County = 93.0% From within Larimer County = 89.7%
Douglas County Larimer County 18 0.0% 98 0.1% 444.4% From outside Larimer County = 7.0% From outside Larimer County = 10.3%
Jefferson County Larimer County 241 0.3% 402 0.3% 66.8% From the Metro Area = 2.5% From the Metro Area = 2.5%
Larimer County Larimer County 80,195 93.0% 113,409 89.7% 41.4%
Weld County Larimer County 2,996 3.5% 8,475 6.7% 182.9%
Metro Subtotal 2,179 2.5% 3,136 2.5% 43.9%
Elsewhere 828 1.0% 1,417 1.1% 71.1%
Total 86,198 100.0% 126,437 100.0% 46.7%
Adams County Weld County 1,159 2.1% 1,917 2.7% 65.4%
Arapahoe County Weld County 208 0.4% 369 0.5% 77.4% Work Trips TO Weld County Work Trips TO Weld County
Boulder County Weld County 1,149 2.1% 2,419 3.4% 110.5%
Denver County Weld County 327 0.6% 799 1.1% 144.3% From within Weld County = 85.2% From within Weld County = 80.7%
Douglas County Weld County 15 0.0% 84 0.1% 460.0% From outside Weld County = 14.8% From outside Weld County = 19.3%
Jefferson County Weld County 404 0.7% 743 1.0% 83.9% From the Metro Area = 5.8% From the Metro Area = 8.8%
Larimer County Weld County 4,215 7.5% 6,290 8.8% 49.2%
Weld County Weld County 47,671 85.2% 57,777 80.7% 21.2%
Metro Subtotal 3,262 5.8% 6,331 8.8% 94.1%
Elsewhere 777 1.4% 1,214 1.7% 56.2%
Total 55,925 100.0% 71,612 100.0% 28.1%

Journey-to-Work Trips FROM Larimer and Weld Counties (1990 and 2000)

Residence Workplace 1990 Workers
% of all 
Workers 2000 Workers

% of all 
Workers

% Change 
1990- 2000

Larimer County Adams County 554 0.6% 1,115 0.8% 101.3%
Larimer County Arapahoe County 379 0.4% 787 0.6% 107.7% Work Trips FROM Larimer County Work Trips FROM Larimer County
Larimer County Boulder County 3,981 4.3% 7,855 5.8% 97.3%
Larimer County Denver County 1,402 1.5% 2,021 1.5% 44.2% To Larimer County = 86.4% To Larimer County = 84.2%
Larimer County Douglas County 25 0.0% 132 0.1% 428.0% Outside Larimer County = 13.6% Outside Larimer County = 15.8%
Larimer County Jefferson County 592 0.6% 960 0.7% 62.2% To the Metro Area = 7.5% To the Metro Area = 9.6%
Larimer County Larimer County 80,195 86.4% 113,409 84.2% 41.4%
Larimer County Weld County 4,215 4.5% 6,290 4.7% 49.2%
Metro Subtotal 6,933 7.5% 12,870 9.6% 85.6%
Elsewhere 1,466 1.6% 2,046 1.5% 39.6%
Total 92,809 100.0% 134,615 100.0% 45.0%
Weld County Adams County 3,000 4.8% 4,716 5.5% 57.2%
Weld County Arapahoe County 573 0.9% 991 1.1% 72.9% Work Trips FROM Weld County Work Trips FROM Weld County
Weld County Boulder County 3,432 5.5% 7,771 9.0% 126.4%
Weld County Denver County 2,269 3.7% 3,702 4.3% 63.2% To Weld County = 77.0% To Weld County = 67.0%
Weld County Douglas County 71 0.1% 209 0.2% 194.4% Outside Weld County = 23.0% Outside Weld County = 33.0%
Weld County Jefferson County 898 1.4% 1,336 1.5% 48.8% To the Metro Area = 16.5% To the Metro Area = 21.7%
Weld County Larimer County 2,996 4.8% 8,475 9.8% 182.9%
Weld County Weld County 47,671 77.0% 57,777 67.0% 21.2%
Metro Subtotal 10,243 16.5% 18,725 21.7% 82.8%
Elsewhere 1,025 1.7% 1,233 1.4% 20.3%
Total 61,935 100.0% 86,210 100.0% 39.2%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau J:\_Transportation\071609.400\working\Kurt\90_00_JTW6/29/2004

North I-25 EIS
Census Journey-to-Work County-to-County Summary

1990 Summary

1990 Summary 2000 Summary

2000 Summary
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Journey-to-Work Data Processing 
 
Travel data from the US Census of 2000 was processed for the study area.  The 
census survey (the long form, received by about every 7th household) records 
information about the journey-to-work (JTW) trip, including travel time, start time, 
means (mode), workplace location, etc.   
 
The Census Bureau summarizes the JTW data at different geographies, including 
county level and census tract level. 
 
JTW Definition  
 

 For journey-to-work workplace information, the US census long form 
inquires where the survey respondent worked most during the prior week, 
for their primary job.  The survey question is “At what location did this 
person work last week? If this person worked at more than one location, 
print where he or she worked most last week.” 

 The JTW definition of a work trip differs from the Home-based Work (HBW) 
definition used in travel models.  A HBW trip, recorded by a household 
survey for a given weekday, is a trip made between home and work, with 
no regard to directionality. 

 
Conversion of JTW worker flows to 2-way work trips 
 

 JTW trips can be converted to HBW trips.  The conversion factor takes into 
account the return trip from work to home, the effect of multiple jobs, 
absenteeism (vacation and sick days), etc.  The factor ranges from 1.35 to 
1.41, depending on the population size of the area1.  For the North I-25 
Study Area, a conversion factor of 1.35 is appropriate. 

 
County-to-County Journey-to-Work Data  
 

                                             
1 Transportation Planner’s Handbook on Conversion Factors for the Use of Census Data, USDOT 
Federal Highway Administration, May 1996. 

Federal Highway Administration  Federal Transit Administration  Colorado Department of Transportation 
Travel Demand Model Development and Validation Section 11 - Page 14



North I-25 EIS 
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Journey-to-Work Trips To/From Larimer and Weld Counties 
 

Residence    
County 

Workplace 
County Workers   

% of all 
Trips 

Residence 
County 

Workplace 
County Workers

% of all 
Trips 

Residence 
County 

Workplace 
County Workers

% of all 
Trips 

Residence 
County 

Workplace 
County Workers 

% of all 
Trips 

Adams            Larimer 688 0.5% Adams Weld 1,917 2.7% Larimer Adams 1,115 0.8% Weld Adams 4,716 5.5%
Arapahoe               Larimer 276 0.2% Arapahoe Weld 369 0.5% Larimer Arapahoe 787 0.6% Weld Arapahoe 991 1.1%
Boulder Larimer             1,465 1.2% Boulder Weld 2,419 3.4% Larimer Boulder 7,855 5.8% Weld Boulder 7,771 9.0%
Denver                Larimer 207 0.2% Denver Weld 799 1.1% Larimer Denver 2,021 1.5% Weld Denver 3,702 4.3%
Douglas                Larimer 98 0.1% Douglas Weld 84 0.1% Larimer Douglas 132 0.1% Weld Douglas 209 0.2%
Jefferson                Larimer 402 0.3% Jefferson Weld 743 1.0% Larimer Jefferson 960 0.7% Weld Jefferson 1,336 1.5%
Larimer                Larimer 113,409 89.7% Larimer Weld 6,290 8.8% Larimer Larimer 113,409 84.2% Weld Larimer 8,475 9.8%
Weld              Larimer 8,475 6.7% Weld Weld 57,777 80.7% Larimer Weld 6,290 4.7% Weld Weld 57,777 67.0%
Elsewhere            Larimer 1,417 1.1% Elsewhere Weld 1,214 1.7% Larimer Elsewhere 2,046 1.5% Weld Elsewhere 1,233 1.4%
Total Larimer          126,437 100% Total Weld 71,612 100% Larimer Total 134,615 100% Weld Total 86,210 100%

 
 
 
 

Journey-to-Work Trips Between Denver Metro* and Larimer/Weld Counties 
 

Denver Metro* Larimer 3,136 
Denver Metro* Weld 6,331 
Larimer    Denver Metro* 12,870
Weld    Denver Metro* 18,725

Total  41,062
      * Denver Metro consists of Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Denver, Douglas, and Jefferson Counties.

 
Federal Highway Administration  Federal Transit Administration  Colorado Department of Transportation 
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County-to-County Summary  

 The county-to-county JTW data indicates about 41 thousand workers 
commute between Larimer/Weld counties and the six Denver 
metropolitan counties.  This equates to about 55 thousand daily HBW trips 
(using the conversion factor of 1.35 to convert JTW to HBW trips). 

 
Census Tract Journey-to-Work Data 
 

 JTW data between census tracts was summarized to the Regional 
Statistical Area (RSA) geographic level (see map attached) for analysis 
purposes. 

 The RSA geographic level of analysis allowed the summarization of data 
for the study area boundary, and to focus on the interregional trips 
between the north area and the Denver metropolitan area.  (Most 
notably, southwestern Weld County is included in the Denver metropolitan 
area). 

 The North Study area approximately corresponds to the NFRMPO model 
area. 

 The RSA set 1-14 form the North Study Area (see attached graphic). 
 
 

JTW Flow From and To the North Study Area 
Origin Destination JTW Worker 

Flow 
North Study Area 165,750 
South Study Area 16,260 

Other Denver Metro 5,580 
Denver CBD 1,090 
Elsewhere 3,760 

North Study Area 

TOTAL 192,440 
North Study Area 165,750 
South Study Area 5,440 

Other Denver Metro 2,100 
Denver CBD 10 
Elsewhere 5,590 

TOTAL 

North Study Area 

178,890 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Federal Highway Administration  Federal Transit Administration  Colorado Department of Transportation 
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JTW Flow Between North Study Area and Denver Metro 
Origin Destination JTW Worker 

Flow 
   North Study Area Denver Metro 22,890 

Denver Metro North Study Area 7,540 
2-way Total 30,430 

 
Census Tract Summary 

 The census tract JTW data indicates about 30 thousand workers commute 
between the north study area and the Denver metropolitan area. This 
equates to about 40 thousand HBW trips. 

 
Other 
 

 The US Census suggests that total employment should be about 7 to 9% 
greater than workers reported by the JTW.  This is due to JTW restricting the 
respondents to workers who worked during the reference week (as 
opposed to those on vacation or on sick leave), multiple jobs, and 
seasonal employment fluctuations. 

 
North Study Area Employment and Workers 

Employment Workers Percent Difference 
196,100  179,630 9% 

 
Observation 

 The total JTW worker flow is within the range expected, compared to total 
employment. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
J:\_Transportation\071609.400\model\JTW Trip Processing.doc 

 
Federal Highway Administration  Federal Transit Administration  Colorado Department of Transportation 
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