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Regional Map
Grand Junction/Mesa County TPR
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* Energy Industry

Development

— Population Growth

— Heavy Truck Traffic Growth
« Urban Area Congestion

« Federal System issues
— Well beyond service life

— Substandard and unsafe
conditions

* Public Transportation
— Expanded Service Needed
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Major Projects in Progress

US50/I70B Capacity and

Safety Improvements
« Add lanes, consolidate access :
« $30.0 million

Riverside Parkway and 29
Road

« Alternative major arterial to
170B and US 50

* Includes Interchange with I7O g

« All locally funded e
« $95 million




Major “Maintenance” Needs

* Federal System

— 170 — All but one interchange
functionally obsolete

» Almost entire length well beyond
service life

e Est. - $300 - $400 million

— US 50 — 4 lanes inadequate for
future traffic conditions

e $50 million

« SH 141 — One of highest Crash
rates in CDOT Region

— Recreation and resort develop
— $20 million

« SH 65, 330, 139
— Beaten up by energy truck traffic
— $40 million




Conclusions

* Energy Development and Population
Growth
— Will continue
— Drive impacts to transportation system

« Through 2035 need = over $600 million for
highways
 Transit 2035 need = over $200 million

 Locals have shown commitment to assist
with overall burden
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Economy and Transportation in NWTPR

Diane Mitsch Bush, Vice-chair

* Energy Development: System Maintenance
Capacity-Mobility,Safety and Road Deterioration(esp.
heavy vehicle)

 Resort Area Growth-Construction,Real Estate,
Services, Tourism: Year-round Traffic Congestion,

System maintenance,Safety, Road Deterioration
(esp.heavy vehicle)

* Non-Ski Resort Tourism(CHT, Hunting,

Fishing, Wildlife Viewing,other outdoor): Safety,
System maintenance, and Mobility

 Farm/Ranch to Market: Safety,System maintenance,
and Mobility




NWTPR Population in 2005 and %
Change since 2000

Diane Mitsch Bush, Vice-Chair,NWTPR

source: www.dola.state.co.us/dlg/demog/population/estimates/table3-05final.pdf

Grand 13,907 11.3%
Jackson 1,634 -2.9%
Moffat 13,430 1.9%
Rio Blanco 6,073 1.4
Routt 21,906 10.8%




NWTPR Population Growth
Estimates2035 & % Change from 2005

Diane Mitsch bush, Vice-Chair, NWTPR
source:URS-NWTPR Tech Report 1 Feb.2007,page 36,Table 9

Grand 31,663 128%
Jackson 1,957 28%
Moffat 23,758 77%
Rio Blanco 8,724 44%
Routt 43,713 100%
Region Total 109,815 93%
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Issues, Problems, Needs in NWTPR

Diane Mitsch Bush,Vice-Chair

* Energy Development Corridorsusao,s+13,sHsa,sH139

— Not constructed to bear heavy truck traffic
— ADT and Population data do not reflect recent energy growth

— Safety and major deterioration issues will increase with projected
heavy growth

— Lanes,shoulders,maintenance

* Recreation/Commuter Corridors us4o(Hayden-winter
Park),SH131(nb:SH9 not in NWTPR Plan,but impacted Kremmling-Summit County)

— Lack of affordable housing in resort base towns for middle income
leads to long commutes year round

— High current and projected growth in population and
construction=congestion&deterioration

— Land use planning,multi-modal choices,transit,lanes,shoulders
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Reaional Map

CRESTED ) M1. CRESTED
BUTTE BUTTE

GUNNISON

Al I Nt SAWPIT \ cmr(“
S N M GUEL \‘ﬁ-‘"“n" ‘-""\,y“‘ BASE MAP

Y
\ ’
L “”.h ~ oy
|5 7 MONTROSE \ o
-“\\‘ \ \ /
\_\ % \’\ 4 MUCLA \ /wf,J
N\ OURAY f
NATURITA | Np— 4
/ u‘.\” A e J RIDOWAY {/
\ A= b
[ NORWOOD '\ Y ) i)
A A B \ 4 [
IR ./ QURAY Laxe |
1

HINSDALE ,

COUNTIES
DELTA
GUNNISON
HINSDALE
MONTROSE
OURAY
SAN MIGUEL




Population,
Employment
and Real Estate
Update

April 2007
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Region 10 Population Growth

2000-2005
(Source: CO DOLA Est.)

96,000

94,000

92,000

90,000

88,000 -
86,000 -

84,000 -

82,000 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

April 2000 July 2001  July 2002 July 2003  July 2004  July 2005




Region 10 County Population
(Source: CO DOLA Est.)
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Region 10 County Population Growth 2000-2005
(Source: CO DOLA Est.)
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Region 10 Labor Force by County

2000-2005
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Labor Force Growth Rate

Region 10 Labor Force Growth Rate by County
2000-2005
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Region 10 Unemployment Rates by County

2000-2005
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Ouray County— Number and Percentage
of Total Jobs by Economic Driver in 2003
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San Miguel County— Number and
Percentage of Total Jobs by Economic
Driver in 2003
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Hinsdale County— Number and
Percentage of Total Jobs by Economic
Driver in 2003
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Gunnison County— Number and
Percentage of Total Jobs by Economic
Driver in 2003
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OURAY COUNTY
Total Number of Sales by Area
2001- 2006
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Ouray County
Total Dollar Sales by Area

2001-2006
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MONTROSE COUNTY
Total Number of Sales by Area
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Montrose County
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Delta County
Total Number of Sales by Area
2001- 2006
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Delta County
Total Dollar Sales by Area
2001-2006
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Non HSP pop change 1990 - 2000
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Carbondale has experienced aging population among non Hispanic groups
although there was an influx of 30-40 year olds during this period. There was
also significant in migration among 60+ age groups.




% of Workers Imported from Other Towns (2004)

Aspen

68%

Snowmass Village

Basalt

El Jebel

Carbondale

Glenwood Springs

New Castle

Silt

Rifle

Parachute




2003 Ownership of Housing Units

30000

Eagle Grand Pitkin Summit

| Dlocal  mNon-Local |

2006 Ownership of Housing Units

Pitkin Summit
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Major State Highways




The Saudia Arabia of the Western United States?




North South Routes often neglected

Rifle;: Unable to fund
roundabout

Glenwood: Traffic
Backup lexiting [-70

Parachute: Truck Traffic
overwhelms Diamond Hwy 133
interchange




14, UVUV IdIlU USC dpprovdis

and the fastest growing home prices




Extended commuter patterns down the valley,

“low hanging fruit” - good routes taken

Hwy 131
/f“éa?ﬂ Vail pass: sand trap
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Hwy 24: major development
\m plan, commute to Leadyville
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With 88% of the land in federal
forest/BLM status, population is
concentrated along corridors that are
attractive for a possible BRT.

Pitkin




With 23,000 AVDT into town and only one
two lane bridge across the creek, Aspen’s
entrance, like Glenwood’s is a true
| bottleneck. Fortunately, RFTA captures 35-
B 40% of peak commuters.




RFTA Transit Ridership — Annual
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Mode Share — Work Commute

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

| | | | | | |
|

. 58%
Drive alone _570 )

Bus and Bike share at Carpool 511;;?

20% Compare: Boulder 1
At 6%
35-40% of Aspen peak Walk

Ridership is on transit

Vanpool

I Hitchhike




An Economic Engine:

The three counties in color generate a surplus of revenue to the

state in income and sales taxes compared to state
expenditures. The relative affluence of the population provides
revenue over and above the dollars returned. (BBC 2002)

Garfield Eagle

Pitkin




Discussion




