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Southwest Energy Efficiency Project

Saving Monéy and Reducing Pollution through Energy Conservation

Why SWEEP supports SB 13-048, Authorize Local Government Use of HUTF for Transit

BACKGROUND

The Highway Users Tax Fund {HUTF} is funded through revenues raised from statewide gas tax, vehicle
registration fees, license fees, and user fees. HUTF revenues are allocated by formula to the Colorado
Department of Transpertation {CDOT) and Colorado's counties and municipalities. Beginning in 2009,
through the adoption of SB 09-108, the FASTER legislation, CROT has heen authorized by the General
Assembly to expend HUTF revenues on transit and other multi-modal investments.

WHAT WILL 5B 13-048 ACCOMPLISH?

SB 13.048 would provide Colorado’s cities and counties with the same flexibility CDOT now enjoys
through the FASTER bill to spend HUTF dollars on transit, multi-modal, bicycle and pedestrian projects. SB
13-048 is permissive and does not require local governments fo direct any of their local HUTF revenues to
multi-modal investments — it only provides them with the authority to do so. SB 13-048 does not alter the
HUTF allocation formula in any way.

WHY VOTE “YES” ON SB 13-048?

SB 13-048 increases local government flexibility to invest in the transportation options that best serve
local needs.

While local governments will still be able to spend all of their HUTF ddila_rs on roads and bridges this bill
allows local governments to add multiple transportation options to corridors where more than a roadway
would best serve local needs. For example, in the Denver metro area, communities have recognized a
need for providing “final mile” service that links neighborhoods with FasTracks stations. Small cities and
rural communi'ti_es- have recognized a need for a multi-modal terminal to accommodate transfers to and
from local.transit and personal vehicles.

‘Expanded transit options bring major en\nronmenta} and econofmic benefits

In 2009, SWEEP published the Colorado Transportatlon Blueprlnt which examined a set of strategies for
reducing e-n.ergy use in transportation, ands quantifying the envaronmen.t_al and economic benefits.
Expanding fra_ns.it was one of the key strategies, which could lead to statewide reductidns in air emissions
of..fnqre th_;an a million tons per year and cumulative savings of $1.4 billion by 2020. We are also in the
process of developing a report on the benefits of transit in communities in Colorado outside of the Denver
metropolit_éﬁ area. HUTF flexibility for local governments will contribute to this goal. While we have not
yet corhpteted this study, we have evaluated the benefits of the transit systém in Mesa County at over $5
million per yéar, and in the Roaring Fork Valley at over $40 million per year. In addition, there can be
significant q‘_ué!_itv'of'life benefits to local investments in. b-icycle,-a‘n‘d p.ede_s%trian infrastructure, which help
to. att'r_a.ét"izésidéh‘ts and employers to Colorado communities. It is impbr;t_an{ that local communities have
the ability 'tO;m"a:ké_.investments that help them achieve these beh'efits, if they so choose.
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Frequently Asked Questions

My city/county already doesn't have enough funding for our roads and bridges. Doesn’t this just
decrease the transportation funding pie?

Local governments will still be able to spend all their HUTF dollars on roads and bridges as their
needs dictate. However, there are many roadway projects that could include transit-friendly or multi-
modal phases for a small investment. This bill allows local governments to add multiple
transportation options to corridors where more than a roadway would best serve local needs. It
doesn’t decrease transportation funding, it merely provides local governments with increased
flexibility in how they spend the HUTF moneys they already receive. The goal of the biil is to
authorize local governments to invest in the options that best serve local needs.

What sort of transit and other multi-modal investments would be allowable with this bill?

Transit and other multi-modal project allowable with this bill include but are not limited to: bus
purchases, transit and rail station constructions, transfer facilities, maintenance facilities for transit
rolling stock, bus rapid transit lanes, bus stops and pull-outs along roadways, and bicycle and
pedestrian overpasses, lanes and bridges.

Does transit funding comply with the constitutional requirement that revenues dedicated to HUTF be
spent to construct and maintain the public highways of the state?

Through the 2009 FASTER legislation, the legislature concluded that mvestmg in transitand
multimodal improvements meets this constitutional requirement because these investments reduce
the number of vehicles on the highways, reduce wear and tear on state highways and bridges and
thus the maintenance needs of this infrastructure, and increase their reliability, safety, and expected
useful life. It is under the FASTER authority that CDOT is investing HUTF revenues in transit
improvements, and counties and cities would be able to use this same authority to make local
investments in transit improvements.

What organizations are supporting this bill?

To date, supporters include

CASTA (Colorado Association of Transit Agencies)

CCI (Colorado Counties Incorporated)

CML (Colorado Municipal League)

COFIRG (Colorado Public Interest Research Group)
Denver Metro Chamber of Commerce

DRCOG {Denver Regional Council of Governments)
MACC (Metropolitan Area County Commissioners)
MMC (Metropolitan Mayors Caucus)

SWEEP {Southwest Energy Efficiency Project)






