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s DRch is thlnkmg “SMART”

e anrd pndes itself in making smart
deqslnns about Sustainable growth and
= “dévelopment.
_l DRCOG is a Model for cooperation, leadership
" and planning.
® We Advocate for the needs of seniors.

® \We believe Regionalism is the best approach
to problem-solving.

® We partner with local government, business &
industry to meet Transportation needs.
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Why Business as
Usual Would No
Longer Work




2,000,299 2,500,009 000000 1.300,000

More than 1,300,000 more people by 2030
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Traffic
Congestion

® Daily vehicle miles
of travel increase by
more than 50%

®m Congested roads
increase by 81%

® Total hours of delay
will more than
double
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Regional Comprehensive
Plan Buildeut
L1047 Square Miles

Tl Commereial
Public
Residential
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era{. standards but
about future ozone levels

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

= dth B-Hour Max Three-year running average

_ Water Demand
Demand may’ exceed supply

Municipal and Industrial Water Demand Forecasts

Acreelnal per year)

Subbasin 2000 2030 Projected Increase in |dentified
Gross Gross Conservation Gross Gross

Demand DOemand Savings Demand  Demand

Shortfall

Jeresr W=l a6 O A& B{K 26,800 * M) ECO 12,500
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Upper Muunzn | 3 7100 100 1,400

Northam 212 540 3T A FH ] i BN *8.400

| TOTAL 41 20340 11332 L R 382 000 3, 800
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Metro Vision -
Choosing the Future
of the Region

Huu f@&és the Metro Vision
’ﬁ Preﬂared‘?

o r&n prepared over several years in the
,19905 by a number of task forces and
cnmrmttees

"2 Local governments

# Business interests

s Environmental groups
® Board members directed the process and
‘adopted in 1997

@ Task forces chaired by Dennis Reynolds and
Leona Stoecker — mayors and DRCOG Board
members
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What is in the Metro
Vision Plan?

Cnntent uf. the Plan

i “ . i _t 1.'? i
% Ma;or Elements

ent t)f Development
' Wa Urban Centers
e - 18 Frﬂestandlng Communities
V4 Balariced, Multimodal Transportation
#* Open Space
s Environmental Quality
s Senior-Friendly Development




. - Urban Centers
L+ ® Mixed-use
| * Higher density

DRE /.
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s Defined by
urban growth
boundary

= Protects open
lands

planning for
services

® Served by transit
® Pedestrian-friendly

Englewood City Center
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Example: Longmont
& Protected dﬁen space buffer
& Jobs/housing balance
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apts
jodal travel corridors — balanced

EVEAO ment patterns and transportation
- Laﬁd uae relationship
= MDblht‘f choices
=« Maintain system
s Efficient operations and management

Enmronmental Quality DROKG.

etro \lision’s principles work to
maintain clean air and water
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Ben Village .DROKG
ptéction Ordinance
Recog ﬁﬁ_the important role of wetlands
quires identification of wetlands and

1ate protection measures
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Open, §5§¢E #

- e

Open Space Preservation Focus Areas
Indicating Existing and Potential Dpen Space
Areas and Linkages
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eniar-Frieridly Development

& m@afé_ dé\k&lopment patterns and design
= features that meet the needs of seniors
= ncauraga grid-based street systems

£ 7 l Pruwde alfernatwe transportation

® Accessible building and park design
® Larger signs, better lighting




® Accessibl
on 1st floor

How is Metro Vision
implemented?
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DROKG
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tin 'ﬁiementation tenets
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+ = Flexible

4 Callabrative
i Effective
® Through local government actions
® Mile High Compact

)
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Mile High Compact Commitments

Work together to guide growth
"™ Esfablish urban growth boundaries

. Prep_are comprehensive plans, with a common set
: of principles

®m Link plans to growth management tools
® Link comprehensive plans to Metro Vision
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Credibility to implementing a regional plan
Underscores the importance of local
comprehensive plans

m Tells the legislature that they don't need to
intervene

Map of MHC Participants
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Transportation Funding

* Metra:Vision Plan Elements
+*Transportation Constrained 2030 Plan
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pOrtatlon Challenges

pacts of Growth
= 2005-2030

Population Congestion Hours of Lane Miles
Delay

ar .
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Regmnal TranSpnrtatmn Challenges
*. Funding Shortfall

Metro Vision 2030 Total Needs $88 B
Capital 3498
Operations & Maintenance £39B

Known Funding Sources $63 B
Local $3zB
RTD f198
State and Federal 3128

Overall Shortfall 525 B

Note: Al values are in FY 05 dollars. Funding estimates ane through 2000
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o Fubllcl-hghway Authorities
® Referendum C
® Ad Hoc Transportation Finance Committee

TD?_ng _'__-.-: o
"‘ = ool in the toolbox

-l Bgard amended two
facilities into the RTP
#- Supported HB 1148

that creates rules
for new toll facilities

® Worked with CTE to develop an 1148 process
® 1148 Process was adopted by DRCOG
® Bottom line: Board is not toll-adverse
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Questions?
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