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Information contained in this document is for planning purposes and should not be used for final design of any project. All results, recommendations, 
concept drawings, cost opinions, and commentary contained herein are based on limited data and information and on existing conditions that are subject 
to change. Further analysis and engineering design are necessary prior to implementing any of the recommendations contained herein. 

Geographic and mapping information presented in the TMP is for informational purposes only, and is not suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying 
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warranties, expressed or implied, concerning the accuracy, completeness, or suitability of the underlying source data used in this analysis, or 
recommendations and conclusions derived therefrom.
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Chapter 1. 
Introduction



The Steamboat Springs Transportation & Mobility Plan (TMP) is the strategic plan 
for how people move around the city. This document represents the hard work 
and collaboration of Steamboat residents, stakeholders, and City staff, and it 
identifies a holistic vision for the future of the transportation system.

Steamboat Springs is a unique mountain community 
with amazing access to outdoor recreation opportunities 
and a deep cultural history. This Transportation 
& Mobility Plan aims to strengthen those ties by 
recommending transportation projects, policies, and 
programs to increase access to the city’s historic 
downtown, ski areas, housing, employment, and 
recreation. 

Benefits of Multimodal 
Transportation 
Planning
For many years, transportation plans across the United 
States focused narrowly on motor vehicle travel and 
mitigating congestion. This approach does not include 
the many people who travel by walking, bicycling, and 
transit. Over the past decade, there has been a shift 
in focus toward planning for cities that are walkable, 
bikeable, and more human scale. Focusing efforts and 
funding toward building a transportation network that 
makes it easy and safe to use all modes makes cities 
stronger, more resilient, more inclusive, and healthier. 
Steamboat Springs is already ahead of the curve—the 
Area Community Plan and Sidewalk Master Plan are 
two examples of forward-thinking planning efforts that 
put people first. 

Purpose of the 
Transportation & 
Mobility Plan
Transportation plans help communities 
make decisions about what types of 
programs, policies, and projects to 
advance and fund in the future. They help 
local governments create an equitable 
transportation system that aligns 
with community goals and objectives 
in the medium to long-term. While 
transportation plans consider all modes 
of transportation, they have a particular 
focus on surface transportation including 
walking, bicycling, transit, freight, and 
motor vehicle travel.

This TMP identifies guiding 
principles; projects, program, and 
policy recommendations; and an 
implementation strategy that will guide 
Steamboat Springs’ transportation 
decisions for the next 10 to 20 years. 
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Guiding Principles  
and Vision
The following guiding principles serve as the goalposts 
for the Steamboat Springs TMP based on input from 
the community and stakeholders and multimodal 
planning best practices. These principles represent the 
future vision for transportation in Steamboat Springs, 
and they chart a course for investment in infrastructure, 
policies, and programs that align with this vision.

Safety
Traveling in Steamboat will be safe and 
feel safe for every mode of travel. Everyone 
will be able to travel for transportation and 

recreation without fear of physical or emotional harm.

Accessibility and Inclusion
All public spaces including Steamboat’s 
streets, trails, and parks, will be welcoming 
and accommodating to people of any race, 

ethnicity, country of origin, nationality, physical ability, 
age, gender identity, sexual identity, religion, political 
affiliation, income, or education.

Multimodal Connectivity
Community members and visitors will be 
able to access schools, parks and other 
recreational areas, shopping and dining, 

and other important destinations conveniently and 
comfortably by walking, bicycling, using transit, and 
driving.

Public Health and Active Living
Steamboat’s transportation system will 
encourage healthy and active travel 
choices. Instead of driving alone, residents 

and visitors will have the option to walk, bicycle, use 
transit, or carpool.

Economic Vitality
The city’s transportation network will 
strengthen the local economy by providing 
access to shopping, dining, and recreation; 

improving access to jobs; and facilitating freight 
movement and deliveries.

Environmental Sustainability
Steamboat’s natural resources—including its 
parks, open space, streams, and the Yampa 
River—will be preserved and protected. 

Investments in transportation will consider impacts to 
air quality and climate change.

Community and Quality of Life
Transportation will reinforce the 
community’s identity as a small, welcoming, 
close-knit, and active town. Improved ease 

of travel and greater access to recreation will make 
Steamboat a more desirable place for people to live, 
work, and play.

Land Use Integration
Steamboat’s transportation system will be 
closely integrated with existing and planned 
land uses, creating a livable community 

where access is prioritized.

Figure 1. Guiding Principles for the TMP

Families walking on the Yampa River Core Trail
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Develop Recommendations 
The TMP recommends infrastructure 
projects, programs, and policies to achieve 
the community’s desired vision. These 
recommendations represent a long-term vision 
for transportation in Steamboat Springs. City 
staff and their partners should revisit and update 
these recommendations on a regular basis to 
adapt to and address changes in community 
needs and transportation conditions. 

Prioritize Recommendations 
Because resources are limited (time, funding, 
and space), the TMP scores and ranks project 
recommendations to communicate Steamboat 
Springs’ priorities for improving its transportation 
infrastructure. The prioritization process indicates 
what’s most important to reflect the TMP’s 
guiding principles. Project prioritization serves as 
a tool to inform Plan implementation.

3

2 Evaluate Existing Conditions
Transportation in Steamboat Springs today and in the near-term can be 
characterized by how we travel, how we’d like to travel, and the state of our 
transportation networks. An evaluation of existing conditions provides the starting 
point from which to envision a desired future. This evaluation considers previous 
and ongoing planning, travel patterns, crash trends, and demographic information.

4 Define a Path to Implementation
The final step of the TMP’s planning process is defining which recommendations 
to implement in the short-term to catalyze the City’s progress toward its envisioned 
transportation future. The TMP’s implementation strategy provides guidance for what 
should be done, when it should be done, and by whom.

Figure 2. Planning Process and TMP Contents 

1 Engage the Public and Stakeholders
The TMP reflects the needs and desires of the 
people who live in, work in, do business in, visit, and 
take care of the City of Steamboat Springs. Public 
and stakeholder engagement included an online 
open house, focus group interviews, meetings with 
City Council and the Planning Commission, and 
regular meetings with key stakeholders. 

Establish the Vision 
The desired future for transportation in 
Steamboat must align with what the community 
values. Transportation can have positive and 
negative impacts on the economy, quality of 
life, public health, and the environment. The 
Steamboat Springs TMP sets guiding principles 
to act as waypoints toward a multimodal 
transportation system.

Planning Process
The Steamboat Springs TMP represents the collective efforts of City staff, City leadership, external stakeholders, 
and community members to define who Steamboat is today, who we want to be in the future, and what it will take to 
get there. The graphic below summarizes each step in the planning process and describes what is included in each 
chapter of this TMP.
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Previous and Ongoing 
Planning
Steamboat Springs has a strong planning foundation 
that has informed many of the recommendations 
contained in the TMP. The 1998 Mobility and Circulation 
Plan and the 2004 Area Community Plan contain 
goals and themes that are reflected in this TMP’s 
guiding principles and framework for prioritizing 
investments. The 2016 Sidewalk Master Plan and 
2019 Parks, Recreation, Open Space, Trails and Yampa 
River Master Plan (PROSTR) contain sidewalk and trail 
project recommendations that are reflected in this 
TMP as well. This TMP builds on and supplements the 

recommendations in each. The Routt County Climate 
Action Plan is under development at the time of this 
Plan’s writing and the Electric Vehicle Readiness Plan 
was recently adopted. Many of the goals and themes 
from these plans are also reflected in this document. 

Several themes emerged from the City’s existing plans, 
as presented in the following table. These themes 
influenced the development of this TMP from the 
creation of its guiding principles to the development 
of the project recommendations, and from the scoring 
and ranking of the project recommendations to the 
formulation of the implementation strategy.

Table 1. Major Goal Themes from Related Plans

Mobility and 
Circulation Plan 

(1998)
Area Community 

Plan (2004)
Sidewalk  

Master Plan 
(2016)

PROSTR 
(2019)

Safety

Multimodality

Connectivity

Multimodal access to 
recreation

Auto-dependency 
reduction

Environmental 
sustainability

Congestion relief

Transportation demand 
management

Transportation-land use 
relationship

Smart growth

Financial sustainability 
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Community Engagement
Steamboat Springs’ community comprises people 
who live in, work in, and visit the city. To ensure that 
the TMP reflects the needs, values, and desires of the 
community, the planning process included a series 
of public and stakeholder engagement activities. The 
community engagement process informed every step 
of the TMP’s development, including the creation of 
the TMP’s guiding principles, the identification of key 
issues and opportunities, the development of project 
recommendations, and the scoring and ranking of 
project recommendations.

In response to the COVID-19 pandemic and to comply 
with public health guidelines, all engagement activities 
were virtual. Key engagement strategies included:

7 meetings with the  

Transportation Solutions Working Group  

(members listed on the Acknowledgments page)

A project web page  

on Engage Steamboat

An online survey  

open to the public

An online open house that 

included an interactive map survey, 

informational boards, and three virtual 

public Q&A sessions with the project team

Focus group interviews  

with members of the immigrant community 

in partnership with Integrated Community

3 work sessions  

with City Council

2 work sessions  

with the Planning Commission

An online comment tool to 
collect public comments on the draft TMP

An example of previous community engagement for 
Yampa Street
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Input from members of the Steamboat Springs community emphasized  
the following themes:

         While 

9 out of 10 survey respondents stated 
that they were comfortable driving, 

8 out of 10 stated that they 
would walk or ride a bicycle if 
they felt it were safer to do so.

The top transportation issues are:3
• Motor vehicle traffic 
• Insufficient parking 
• Poor sidewalk connectivity

3Survey respondents suggested that the top 
funding priorities are:

Steamboat Springs Transit’s 
bus service is well liked, 
and there is a strong desire to extend 
service hours and frequency and  
to improve bus stop amenities.

• Building bikeways
• Providing more parking
• Improving transit service

Residents are much more likely  
to walk and ride a bicycle  
for transportation 
in the summer 
compared to the winter.

Downtown is the most important 
destination in the city.

7
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Chapter 2. 
Steamboat 

Springs Today



Demographics
Steamboat Springs’ population has grown by 35 percent since 2000. This 
is on par with the state of Colorado and more than double nationwide 
population growth. With this influx of new residents has come increased 
economic activity, including an invigorated and lively downtown and ski 
areas. However, it has also increased pressure on the city’s transportation 
system. In addition to the growing resident population, Steamboat Springs 
has a daily influx of traffic from neighboring communities and a resort 
visitor population that regularly exceeds 20,000 people. This TMP envisions 
a transportation system that supports this population growth and allows 
residents and visitors alike to travel efficiently and safely throughout the 
city, using whichever mode of travel they prefer. 

Table 2. Demographics Comparison1

 Steamboat Springs Colorado United States 

Population (2018) 13,212 5,695,564 327,167,434 

Population Growth (since 2000) 35% 32% 16% 

Median Age (years) 36.1 36.6 37.9 

Population Under 18 17% 23% 23% 

Population 65 and Over 13% 14% 15% 

Median Household Income $71,476 $68,811 $60,293 

1  United States Census Bureau, 2000 Census and 2018 5-Year American Community Survey

The Yampa River and Core Trail

Steamboat Springs 
has a daily influx 
of traffic from 
neighboring 
communities and 
a resort visitor 
population that 
regularly exceeds 
20,000 people.
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Vulnerable 
Populations
While Steamboat Springs’ population is predominantly 
white (95 percent of Steamboat residents identify 
as white/Caucasian) and median household income 
($71,000) is above the national and statewide 
average, Steamboat Springs is also home to a diverse 
population and vulnerable groups. Given that some 
demographic groups may be more dependent on 
transit, walking, or bicycling as their primary means 
of transportation, this TMP places an emphasis 
on improving Steamboat Springs’ multimodal 
transportation network.

• Population with Limited English Proficiency:  
2 percent

• Population living in poverty: 11 percent

• Population with disabilities: 4 percent

• Zero vehicle households: 5 percent

• Hispanic/Latinx population: 9 percent

A Steamboat Springs Transit bus on Lincoln Avenue

Shared bicycle and pedestrian space on Fish Creek Falls Road
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Figure 3. Existing Pedestrian Network

Steamboat’s pedestrian network, which includes 
sidewalks, curb ramps, and pedestrian crossings, 
is relatively well-connected in downtown and 
the base area, but is lacking in residential 
neighborhoods and along US 40. Steamboat 
Springs’ sidewalk network is mostly built through 
requirements that new development construct 
adjacent sidewalks according to City standards.
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Figure 4. Existing Bicycle Network

Existing Bicycle Network

Although Steamboat Springs is a 
destination for recreational riding 
and mountain biking, the on-street 
bicycle network can be expanded 
to make connections between 
the Yampa River Core Trail and 
community destinations, making it 
easy for people to choose to bicycle 
rather than driving for short trips.

Steamboat Springs’ bicycle network comprises:

• 13 miles of paved trails

• 24 miles of on-street bike lanes

• 18 miles of signed bicycle routes (signs and/or 
shared lane markings)

While the Yampa River Core Trail provides an 
excellent connection for people of all ages and 
abilities to move through town, the on-street bicycle 
network does not provide the same quality of 
experience. To be safe and comfortable for people 
who would like to bicycle but are concerned about 
their safety, bikeways should be adequately wide and 
separated from fast-moving motor vehicle traffic. 
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Existing Transit System

Steamboat Springs Transit 
is free for everyone and 
serves more than 1 million 
riders per year. Most 
homes and businesses 
in Steamboat Springs are 
located within a 1/2 mile of 
a transit route, except for 
the northeast/Fish Creek 
Falls neighborhoods. 

Most buses run every 20 
minutes all day everyday, 
with a few exceptions. 
Service changes depending 
on the season, with six bus 
lines in the winter time, 
three during the summer. 
Both the regional route to 
and from Craig and the 
night bus run year-round. 

Figure 5. Existing Transit System (Steamboat Springs Transit)

Steamboat Springs Transit stop on Lincoln 
Avenue
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The city’s street network currently includes 75 
centerline miles, which are classified into arterials, 
collectors, and local streets. In general, local streets 
are lower-volume, lower-speed streets that facilitate 
direct property access; arterials are wider and move 
more traffic; and collectors connect arterials to local 
streets. Proposed changes to the street classification 
system can be found in Chapter 3.

On-street parking, where available, is currently free in 
Steamboat Springs. Two paid parking lots and two free 
parking lots serve Steamboat Ski Resort.

Figure 6. Existing Street Network
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Travel Patterns

2  United States Census Bureau, 2017 and 2018 5-Year American Community Survey

3 0.2% indicated “other means

Commute Characteristics
Driving is the primary mode of transportation for 
Steamboat Springs commuters (76.5 percent). 2 
Relative to national commute patterns, a high number 
of commuters walk or bicycle to work (11.5 percent). 
A moderate share of commuters takes public 
transportation to work (4.8 percent). Steamboat 
Springs’ compact size results in a short mean travel 
time to work of just under 13 minutes. Figure 7  
depicts the commute to work mode share.3

Traffic Volumes
“Big Data” analysis relies on anonymized cell phone 
location services which is processed using machine 
learning and algorithms. While developing the TMP, 
Big Data analysis highlighted key areas of the city with 
high concentrations of trips starting and ending, which 
include downtown, Steamboat Ski Resort, and the Pine 
Grove shopping area. 

The Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) 
maintains a continuous traffic counter on US 40 to the 
south of Steamboat Springs. As shown in Figure 8, 
motor vehicle traffic at this location has grown about 
two percent annually from 1993 to 2019.

Figure 7. Commute to Work Mode Share
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Figure 8. Annual Traffic Volumes on US 40 south of Steamboat Springs 

Crash History

4  Steamboat Springs Police Department

Between 2015 and 2019, 3,047 crashes occurred, 
including 58 crashes involving pedestrians and 
bicyclists. Crashes occur most frequently during the 
winter months, as shown in Figure 9.

Table 3. Crashes by Year4

 Year Total Pedestrian-
Involved

Bicycle-
Involved

2015 604  3  2

2016 721 11  17

2017 599  8  3

2018 564  3  4

2019 529  3  4

Total 3,047  28  30

Between 2015 and 2019, no crashes in Steamboat 
Springs resulted in fatalities. Despite accounting for 
only two percent of all crashes, bicycle and pedestrian 
crashes make up 24 percent of all crashes resulting in 

injuries, reflecting the vulnerability of people walking 
and people bicycling. 

Figure 10 presents the locations of injury crashes 
and highlights crash clusters along US 40 at Shield 
Dr, Elk River Rd, 7th St, 3rd St, and Pine Grove Rd. 
Walton Creek Rd and Oak St generally east of 7th St 
also include clusters of injury crashes, especially at 
intersections. 

On average, US 40 motor 
vehicle traffic has grown 
by 2% per year

Figure 9. Average Monthly Crashes (2015-2019)
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Figure 10. Injury Crashes (2015-2019)

Injury Crashes (2015-2019)

Cities around the world are embracing Vision Zero, 
an approach that believes that no traffic-related 
deaths or serious injuries are acceptable and that 
the transportation system should account for and be 
forgiving of human behavior. Steamboat Springs has 
already achieved Vision Zero as it relates to traffic 
fatalities. This is a major accomplishment for any 
community, and in Steamboat can likely be attributed 
to relatively slow vehicle speeds and the compact 
nature of the community. Moving forward, the City will 
seek to maintain zero traffic fatalities and work towards 
zero serious injuries.
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Planned Private  
Development
Major private developments planned for construction 
are expected to add 1,011 residential units, 338 hotel 
rooms, and 71,000 square feet of commercial and 
office space. Because new developments such as 
these generate more trips, particularly around the 
development site, developers often are required to 
construct transportation improvements to mitigate 
these impacts. A few examples of this include the 
Yampa River Core Trail extension north to Slate Creek 
and south to Legacy Open Space, planned crossings 
and underpasses along US 40, and numerous 
multimodal connections to West Steamboat and 
Steamboat School Site 2. 

The TMP planning process included a buildout analysis 
which estimates—as a result of private development—
how much vehicular volumes are anticipated to 
increase and on which streets. The buildout considered 
two scenarios and included:

• Trip generation (how many new trips are anticipated);

• Trip reduction factors (how many new trips may be 
reflected as internal, pass-by, or non-vehicular);

• Trip assignment (where will the new trips take place); 
and

• Volume-to-capacity ratio calculations (how the new 
trips will affect vehicular congestion).

This analysis tells us that in the next 15 years, 
Steamboat Springs can expect roughly 15,000 
more daily trips to occur on its streets. In order to 
accomomdate these new trips, this TMP recommends 
a holistic approach. This approach includes increasing 
roadway capacity by adding new travel lanes and traffic 
signals, as well as building out a comfortable and 
connected multimodal network to decrease vehicle 
demand on City streets. If more people choose walking, 
rolling, bicycling, and transit for their trips, there will be 
less vehicle demand on the roadways and the impacts 
of these 15,000 new trips will be lessened. 

In addition to other technical analyses and input from 
the public and stakeholders, the buildout analysis 
influenced the development of recommendations 
illustrated in Chapter 3 and the Implementation 
Strategy described in Chapter 4. The anticipated 
demand on Steamboat Springs’ transportation 
network should influence decision-making for project 
implementation.

New construction in Steamboat Springs
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Key Takeaways
Steamboat Springs has a fairly robust and connected 
transportation network, particularly in downtown. 
However, this TMP seeks to address a few key issues 
with the implementation of the recommendations 
outlined in the next chapter. These issues include:

• Downtown is a bottleneck. Vehicle congestion, 
particularly in and around downtown on US 40, 
creates slower travel for all modes of transportation.

• The sidewalk netork is incomplete. It is fragmented 
and lacking dedicated roadway crossings, particularly 
in areas outside of downtown.

• The Yampa River Core Trail needs more local 
connections. It serves as the backbone of the bicycle 
network, but lacks “spurs” to effectively connect to 
destinations that aren’t directly adjacent to the trail. 

• Many Steamboat residents already choose non-
driving commute options. 16.3 percent of Steamboat 
Spring commuters walk, bike, or take transit to work, 
and some are dependent on these modes to get 
around. Enhancing these networks is essential to 
meeting overall travel demands, now and into the 
future.

• A large share of injury crashes occur on US 40. This 
indicates a need for safer conditions along this major 
thoroughfare.

• The mountain area lacks pedestrian and bicycle 
infrastructure. This makes it difficult for people 
to choose multimodal options to get around the 
mountain area.

• The Yampa River, the Union Pacific Railroad, and 
major roadways such as US 40 present significant 
barriers. This is a particular issue for a connected 
bicycle and pedestrian network. While costly, bridges 
and separated grade crossings are an important 
improvement to consider in order to encourage 
bicycle and pedestrian travel.

• Steamboat Springs is extremely reliant on US 40. 
This results in many commercial or mixed-use areas 
that have limited options for circulation. Planning and 
investment to improve mobility options, particularly 
expanding Complete Streets grids in strategic 
locations, may alleviate specific areas of congestion 
within the transportation network.

• Steamboat’s existing roadway network is 
constrained by existing development and right-
of-way. Because much of Steamboat’s street grid 
is built out, street retrofits are the most likely and 
pragmatic way to add better bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities. This coupled with key connections to link 
existing dead-end streets could improve circulation 
throughout the city.

• Intersections in Steamboat Springs create points of 
conflict and congestion. Improving busy or unsafe 
intersections is sometimes necessary, but creating 
additional circulation options may provide lower-cost 
and longer-lasting benefits.   
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Chapter 3. 
Steamboat 

Springs 
Tomorrow



Recommended 
Projects
The TMP’s project recommendations reflect extensive 
stakeholder and public engagement, resident and 
City staff expertise, and technical data collection and 
analysis. Previous planning efforts, the City’s Capital 
Improvement Program, City staff understanding of 
current and future needs, and public and stakeholder 
input informed the development of the project 
recommendations. 

The TMP includes recommendations to address 
needs based on an analysis of crash data, assessment 
of missing links in the multimodal transportation 
networks, identification of congestion bottlenecks, 
and identification of key projects that encourage 
walking, bicycling, and transit. It is impossible to 
precisely predict increases in multimodal trips related 
to each project. However, as projects are constructed, 
more people will have access to connected walking, 
bicycling, and transit networks, which in turn will reduce 
reliance on driving in general and relieve pressure on 
US 40. 

The following pages illustrate proposed pedestrian, 
bicycle, and street networks to achieve Steamboat 
Springs’ multimodal vision. For a complete list of 
projects, project descriptions, and planning-level cost 
estimates, please refer to Table 9. 

This TMP does not include specific recommendations 
for transit service expansion, pavement management, 
snow removal services, changes to parking 
management, or airport service changes. These 
City-provided services require more thorough and 
targeted study as they involve significant ongoing 
operational costs unlike the projects included in 
this TMP. As the TMP public engagement efforts 
revealed transit service expansion and finding parking 
solutions as important community priorities, the TMP 
includes recommendations for future evaluation in the 
Recommended Plans, Policies, and Programs section.

Figure 11. Project Recommendations Inputs
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EXISTING PROPOSED CHANGES

Steamboat Springs’ street network is classified into arterial, 
collector, and local streets. In general, local streets are 
lower-volume, lower-speed streets that facilitate direct 
property access; arterials are wider and move more traffic; 
and collectors connect arterials to local streets. These 
street types have implications for how streets are designed, 
including whether they are required to include pedestrian 
and bicycle facilities, the number of travel lanes, and speed 
limits. 

The dashed lines in this map indicate where this TMP 
recommends changes to roadway classifications. These 
recommendations are based on a review of existing 
data, considerations for future network connectivity, and 
a thorough review with City staff and members of the 
Transportation Solutions Working  Group. 

Recommended Functional 
Classifications

Figure 12. Recommended Functional Classifications
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Pedestrian Network
The recommended sidewalks shown in Figure 13 
represent Top Tier sidewalk projects from the 2016 
Sidewalk Master Plan (SMP), as well as sidewalks to be 
included in street or bikeway projects recommended by 
the TMP. The recommended pedestrian network of the 
TMP is an extension—rather than a replacement—of the 
SMP. Where bikeway projects with shoulder widening or 
other street projects identified in the TMP overlapped 
with an SMP project, the cost of sidewalk construction 
is included the Implementation Strategy in Table 9. 
All other Tier 1 projects from the SMP are included as 
one “project” in the Implementation Strategy, but will 
be constructed as relevant funding and development 
opportunities arise, as outlined in the SMP. 

These sidewalk projects can be constructed via 
standalone capital projects, in conjunction with 
street and bike network projects, or through private 
development. Implementation should be strategic 
and will depend on development and other funding 
opportunities. 

In addition, the trails presented in this map directly 
reflect those recommended in the PROSTR and Area 
Plans. More detail on trail alignments, costs, and 
other information can be found in the PROSTR. Trail 
locations shown in the pedestrian network and bicycle 
network maps are not precise and require further study 
to identify exact alignments. Easement dedication 
for trails may be necessary for the execution of many 
of the projects contained in the PROSTR and private 
property owner coordination is a critical step to the 
success of any project. 

A new crosswalk being painted 
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Figure 13. Recommended Pedestrian NetworkSee Table 9 for more detailed project information

Recommended Pedestrian Network
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Bicycle Network
The proposed bikeway network expands upon the 
existing backbone provided by the Yampa River Core 
Trail and a few existing bikeways through the city. 
The trails presented in Figure 14 directly reflect those 
recommended in the PROSTR and Area Plans. More 
detail on trail alignments, costs, and other information 
can be found in the PROSTR.

The proposed bikeways consider the speeds and 
relative vehicle volumes of each roadway, generally 
including shared conditions for low-volume, low-speed 
streets and dedicated bike lanes for higher-volume, 
higher-speed streets. Some roadways with dedicated 
bike lane designations can be implemented via 
simple restriping, while others will require more costly 
shoulder widening for implementation. More detailed 
study should establish appropriate bike lane widths and 
needs for more physical separation from motor vehicle 
traffic based on context. 

Path connection at Yampa Street and the Yampa River Core Trail

Bicyclist on Yampa Street
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Figure 14. Recommended Bicycle Network

Recommended Bicycle Network

See Table 9 for more detailed project information
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Street Network
The proposed street network includes projects 
that will make it easier and safer both for people 
driving as well as people walking and bicycling. The 
recommended network includes projects to transform 
existing roadways into walkable and bikeable Complete 
Streets, new roadway connections, intersection and 
signal improvements, roundabouts, and other roadway 
improvements. These projects primarily originated in 
other planning efforts, such as the West Steamboat 
Springs Area Plan and East and West Steamboat 
Springs US 40 Access Plans, as well as feedback from 
members of the public and stakeholders.

Roundabout on Mt Werner Circle

Complete Streets
A Complete Streets approach integrates 
people and place in the planning, design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance of 
our transportation networks. This helps to 
ensure streets put safety over speed, balance 
the needs of different modes, and support 
local land uses, economies, cultures, and 
natural environments.

National Complete Streets Coalition

Roundabouts
Intersection projects where roundabouts 
are recommended may undergo further 
study to consider factors that may affect 
the feasibility and efficacy of roundabouts, 
including: cost, intersection geometry, 
safety considerations, and anticipated 
impact on traffic flow. Roundabouts should 
be the default treatment due to safety and 
efficiency benefits. If further study indicates 
that a roundabout is not feasible, then other 
alternatives may be considered.
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Figure 15. Recommended Street Network

Recommended Street Network

See Table 9 for more detailed project information
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Transit Operations
The TMP does not specifically address transit service,  
transit bus replacement, or route expansion. Those 
planning and evaluation efforts are included in distinct 
and separate documents. However, the Recommended 
Plans, Policies, and Programs section of this TMP does 
include several transit-related recommendations for 
further study and evaluation, pending future needs and 
funding opportunities.

This TMP does address the critical interface between 
the transportation network and transit service by 
providing the interconnected first- and final-mile 
improvements necessary to support an effective transit 
system. This consideration was built into the pedestrian 
project identification process and prioritization scoring. 
As for service expansion, the Transit Division is 
continually monitoring needs and cost effectiveness of 
existing routes in relation to available funding sources. 
The planning efforts related to those discussions are 

included in specific and separate transit route master 
plans and warrant a more detailed evaluation than what 
the TMP can include. As of this document’s writing, 
Steamboat Springs and Routt County are applying 
for a federal transit grant to evaluate the feasibility of 
a regional transportation authority (RTA) across the 
Yampa Valley. 

Historically, conversations at the policy and budget 
level revolves not around transit service expansion 
but how annual operations costs related to transit can 
be cut or revenues increased. Steamboat Springs has 
been fortunate to receive federal and state funding 
to support both bus purchases and some operating 
expenses. Purchase of transit vehicles is only a portion 
of the overall funding consideration. As potential 
funding discussions progress to support transit 
operations, expansion and additional infrastructure 
improvement on both a local and regional basis can be 
studied and considered.

Steamboat Springs Transit on a snowy day
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Recommended Plans, Policies, 
and Programs
In addition to infrastructure recommendations, this TMP recommends 
plans, policies, and programs to achieve Steamboat Springs’ vision for 
multimodal transportation, presented in Table 4 below and organized by 
implementation timeframe.

Table 4. Recommended Plans, Programs, and Policies

ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

G01

Continue to 
implement 
and enforce 
transportation-related 
policies from the Area 
Community Plan

Ongoing

The Area Community Plan includes 
goals, policies, and strategies for 
improving transportation, mobility, and 
circulation in Steamboat Springs. The 
City should continue to advance and 
enforce the policies and strategies 
and consider updating Chapter 6 of 
the Area Community Plan to include 
recommendations in this TMP.

N/A

G02

Explore new 
and innovative 
transportation 
technologies

Ongoing

Building on existing successes in using 
technology to improve transportation in 
Steamboat Springs, such as GridSmart 
along Lincoln Ave, the City should 
continue to explore opportunities to 
innovate into the future. Areas for 
exploration include converting City 
vehicle fleets to electric, Smart Cities 
technology (wireless, comprehensive 
data transfer and connectivity), shared 
mobility (ridehailing, ridesharing, 
micromobility sharing), and real-time 
travel information, especially for transit.

N/A

G03
Discuss management 
of bicycle and scooter 
sharing programs

Mid-term

Work to develop policies and frameworks 
related to shared micromobility 
in Steamboat Springs. This could 
include e-scooters, bikeshare bicycles 
(both pedal and electric), and other 
micromobility options as they become 
available. Considerations include use 
of right-of-way for parking devices, 
enforcement needs, and provision of 
bicycle/scooter lanes within roadways.

N/A

Recommendation 
identification numbers denote 
the following categories:  
G = General; ST = Street;  
A = Active Transportation 
(includes walking, rolling, and 
bicycling);  
T = Transit
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

G04
Explore new 
transportation 
funding options

Ongoing

Continue to explore additional funding 
sources for transportation-related 
projects and programs. Some options to 
explore include establishing a regional 
transportation authority, bonds, and 
developer impact fees.

$100,000 for an impact 
fee nexus study; $175,000 
for a study that includes: 
1. Feasibility study and 
plan for implementing a 
Transportation Management 
Agency (TMA); 2. Design 
and implementation of the 
TMA; $145,000 for one-year 
consultant support for TMA 
(recruitment, marketing, 
program management, 
budget)

G05
Advocate for new 
statewide funding 
initiatives

Ongoing
Work to advocate for new statewide 
funding sources for transportation-
related projects and programs.

N/A

G06

Update Street 
Standards and Traffic 
Criteria to reflect best 
practices

Short-term

Chapter 4 of the City’s Engineering 
Standards cover street design and 
include cross-sections for streets, 
sidewalks, and trails. Last updated in 
May 2015, the City should review and 
update the Street Standards to reflect 
the latest best practices for street, 
sidewalk, and trail design.

In-house staffing, $75,000 
for consultant support 
(combined with G07 and G09)

G07

Update the 
Community 
Development Code 
to reflect best 
practices for requiring 
transportation 
facilities

Short-term

Section 414 (Multi-mode Facilities/
Complete Streets) describes the City’s 
standards for accommodating all travel 
modes for all developments. As existing 
modal plans are updated or new ones are 
created, Section 414 should be updated 
accordingly.

Included in G06

G08

Create and adopt 
guidelines and 
policies related to 
electric vehicles

Short-term

Create guidelines and policies related to 
electric vehicle use on public facilities 
aligned with the City’s Electric Vehicle 
Readiness Plan.

To be determined

G09

Update Community 
Development 
Code to add clarity 
to developer 
contribution 
requirements 
associated with 
Development Plan 
code provisions

Short-term

The Community Development Code 
addresses developer contributions in the 
Subdivision section and includes vague 
language related to “development that 
functions like a subdivision.” This code 
language should be clarified.

Included in G06
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

G10

Create a 
Transportation 
Demand Management 
program 

Mid-term

Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) encompasses strategies and 
programs to increase mobility options, 
particularly for commuters. These 
strategies can include marketing 
campaigns, community education, 
incentives for transit and active modes, 
bike parking, financial incentives, 
informational resources, and rideshare 
and vanpool portals. A TDM program 
could be housed within the City’s transit 
department or as part of an RTA.

$175,000 to complete a 
TDM study that includes 
identification of development 
regulations to support TDM

G11

Implement Innovative 
Transportation 
Task Force 
recommendations

Long-term

The Innovative Transportation Task 
Force was created in Summer 2020 to 
explore innovative options for addressing 
Steamboat’s biggest transportation 
issues. 

To be determined based on 
recommendations

G12
Collect and monitor 
strategic locations for 
vehicular traffic data

Ongoing

A systematic approach to collecting 
short-duration and long-duration vehicle 
counts can help the City understand 
changing transportation travel patterns, 
intersection control needs, and make 
informed decisions for operational 
modifications, maintenance and capital 
projects.

Typical vendor cost for traffic 
data collection is $125 per 
location. Could include $50K 
for a traffic counts program 
study.

G13

Collect and Monitor 
data related to 
transportation 
network emissions, 
volume, and efficiency

Ongoing

Intergrate questions into the Community 
Survey related to vehicle use type (gas, 
electric, hybrid), commute mode, and 
vehicle occupant levels to monitor 
targets associated with Climate Action 
Plan benchmarking.

N/A
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

ST01

Continue 
commitment to the 
Complete Streets 
ordinance

Ongoing

Complete Streets policies and 
ordinances are formal commitments 
from local governments to integrate 
Complete Streets principles in all stages 
of project development for both City-led 
and private development transportation 
projects. Steamboat Springs should 
continue to implement this through 
dedicated funding, staff, and project 
development resources for planning, 
design, construction, operation, and 
maintenance for Complete Streets. 
This should be coordinated with G07 to 
update code requirements for installation 
of street elements when adjacent to an 
existing street. This includes installation 
of sidewalks, street trees, and street 
lighting; dedication of easements and/
or right of way to facilitate street corridor 
enhancement adjacent to an existing 
street; and complete street construction 
with construction of new streets (see 
G07).

N/A

ST02 Update US 40 West 
NEPA clearance Short-term

Update the existing NEPA clearance to 
design and construct improvements to 
US 40 West.

$50,000 for Categorical 
Exclusion or $200,000 for 
Environmental Assessment

ST03 Update the citywide 
parking study Mid-term

Parking for motor vehicles is a major 
priority for residents, commuters, and 
visitors who drive. However, multimodal 
investments recommended by this TMP 
are intended to reduce the demand for 
driving and, parking. An updated citywide 
parking study should include special 
emphasis in downtown (building on the 
2014 Downtown Parking Analysis) and 
in the mountain area, where demand for 
parking is highest.

$200,000 for a parking study 
(includes $40,000 for ST06)

ST04
Create a 
neighborhood traffic 
calming program

Long-term

Neighborhood traffic calming includes 
design treatments to manage motor 
vehicle volumes and speeds in 
neighborhood contexts, with a particular 
focus on discouraging cut-through traffic 
and high speeds. A formal neighborhood 
traffic calming program can establish a 
process by which residents can request 
neighborhood traffic calming and criteria 
for responding to requests and selecting 
appropriate traffic calming features.

$50,000 for consultant 
support to establish program
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

ST05 Evaluate Long-Term 
Skier Parking Mid-term

Partner with the Ski Area to evaluate 
solutions for limited parking capacity 
near the Base Area. Evaluate existing 
and future parking lots, as well as safe 
walking access to and from the lots. 

$40,000 (may be included in 
ST04)

ST06

Evaluate local 
alternate routes 
from East and West 
Steamboat Springs 
Access Plans

Short-term

Consider conceptual level design and 
layout for local alternate routes based 
on a prioritized approach to determine 
right-of-way and/or easement needs 
for each connection. The City should 
take an active role in acquisition of 
easements and potentially construction 
of connections of high value that 
address network issues. Establish 
code requirements for dedication of 
easements/right of way and construction 
requirement of connections at time of 
development (see G07). 

$100,000 for East Access 
Plan conceptual design and 
$100,000 for West Access 
Plan conceptual design

A01

Annually review street 
resurfacing list for 
bikeway and crossing 
opportunities

Ongoing

Annual street resurfacing presents 
a convenient and cost-effective 
opportunity to install or modify signs 
and markings for pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities, including crossings, bike 
lanes, and shared lane markings. Street 
resurfacing should also include installing 
curb ramps or replacing existing curb 
ramps to be Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA)-compliant.

To be determined by project

A02 Create an ADA 
Transition Plan Short-term

All public facilities, including sidewalks, 
trails, and streets, must comply with the 
(ADA) and its Accessibility Standards. 
Formal plans describing a path toward 
ADA compliance are required for 
local governments with 50 or more 
employees.

$375,000

A03
Establish a work zone 
policy for pedestrian 
and bicycle routes

Short-term

While permits for work zones almost 
always require traffic control and 
alternate routes for motorists, the same 
cannot be said for people walking or 
bicycling. The City’s existing work 
zone policy should be updated to 
require alternative routes accessible 
to pedestrians and bicyclists where 
feasible, or a new one specific to 
pedestrians and bicyclists should be 
created.

N/A
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

A04 Create a Bicycle 
Network Plan Mid-term

To build on the City’s existing trail and 
bikeway network as well as the trails 
recommended in the Parks, Recreation, 
Open Space, Trails and Yampa River 
Master Plan, the City should create 
a Bicycle Plan. The plan would build 
upon and provide greater specificity 
than this TMP and comprehensively 
analyze existing and future conditions 
for bicycling and establish priorities for 
infrastructure, programs, and policies 
to make bicycling safer and more 
convenient.

$150,000

A05 Update the 2016 
Sidewalk Master Plan Mid-term

The current Sidewalk Master Plan was 
produced in 2016. Since then, the City, its 
partners, and private development have 
constructed many of the plan’s sidewalk 
projects, and priorities for sidewalk 
construction have changed. An update 
to the plan should include all pedestrian 
facilities including intersection and 
crossing treatments as well as policy 
and program recommendations specific 
to pedestrian travel. 

$150,000

A06 Update existing 
bikeway and trail map Short-term

A map showing on-street bikeways, 
paved trails, and unpaved trails in 
Steamboat Springs would help residents, 
commuters, and visitors determine 
the best bicycle route to reach their 
destinations. Providing both a hard-copy 
version and a digital version for viewing 
Online or via mobile app would increase 
the ability for users to access and use 
the map.

$10,000

A07
Update Active 
Transportation 
Wayfinding Plan

Mid-term

Wayfinding signs and markings can 
guide people walking and bicycling to 
common destinations and routes that 
prioritize walking and bicycling. The 
Active Transportation Wayfinding Plan 
should integrate the existing wayfinding 
signage along the City’s trail system.

$50,000
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

A08

Support the School 
District to expand the 
existing Safe Routes 
to School program

Mid-term

Launched in 2008, the Steamboat’s 
Safe Routes to School program is run by 
the Steamboat Springs School District 
and the Bike Town USA Initiative. To 
continue encouraging K-8 students 
to walk or bike to school, the program 
should be expanded to include more 
programs, events, and prioritization for 
infrastructure improvements.

$10,000 per SRTS event
$35,000 per SRTS study per 
school
$50,000 per year for a SRTS 
Program Manager

A09

Collect bicycle 
and pedestrian 
data and establish 
benchmarking goals

Short-term

A systematic approach to collecting 
short-duration and long-duration 
pedestrian and bicyclist counts can help 
the City understand active transportation 
travel patterns and make informed 
decisions for maintenance and capital 
projects. This information can be used 
to define benchmarking for measuring 
results of citywide efforts to improve 
network infrastructure and TDM efforts 
to encourage walking and bicycling. 
The City should also develop a plan 
for monitoring bike/ped data so that it 
can be compared annually for progress 
toward goals. The City could also partner 
with CDOT to gain access to data from 
Strava, a physical activity tracking 
mobile app.

Typical vendor cost for 
bicyclist and pedestrian 
counts is $230 per 
intersection

A10

Evaluate the 
feasibility of 
implementing Fun 
Routes

Long-term

Fun Routes provide natural surface 
trails—often alongside paved trails or 
roadways—for youth to travel to school or 
other destinations by mountain bike. Fun 
Routes could further enhance Steamboat 
Springs’ emphasis on providing and 
connecting to recreation opportunities 
while supporting its Safe Routes to 
School program.

Included in A04

A11

Develop policies 
to formalize trail 
connections outside 
of the public right-of-
way

Short-
Term

Develop policy related to trail 
connectivity outside of the public right-
of-way throughout town, including  
direction related to dedication of 
easements and construction of trails as 
a development requirement. Consider a 
City program to identify, construct, and 
maintain trail connections determined 
to be of significant public importance. 
Social trails may be an indication of 
deficiencies and/or needs in the formal 
existing trail network.

N/A
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ID Recommendation Time 
Frame Description Planning Level  

Cost Estimate

T01 Evaluate transit 
service expansion Ongoing

As funding allows, Steamboat Springs 
Transit should consider enhancing 
and expanding their service. Service 
improvements might include adding 
new bus stops, adding new routes or 
extending existing ones, and reducing 
headways. Long term funding sources 
will need to be identified as part of any 
expanded service.

$140,000 for a City Transit 
Development Plan

T02

Create guidelines 
for prioritizing and 
adding amenities to 
transit stops

Short-term

Transit stop amenities include waste 
receptacles, benches, shelters, 
informational displays, and bike racks. To 
inform the installation and maintenance 
of these amenities, Steamboat Springs 
Transit should define criteria for 
installation, such as ridership numbers, 
proximity to critical destinations, or 
community input.

Include as part of T01 effort

T03
Study housing 
options for seasonal 
transit employees

Ongoing

Housing typically accounts for the 
greatest percentage of a person’s cost 
of living. To attract and retain seasonal 
Steamboat Springs Transit employees, 
the City should consider evaluating 
affordable housing options. 

$30,000 for a housing study

T04
Improve commitment 
to Transit-Oriented 
Development

Ongoing

Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) 
provides attractive, walkable, and livable 
neighborhoods that benefit from and 
directly support transit hubs or stations. 
Steamboat Springs Transit, the Planning 
& Community Development Department, 
and other internal and external partners 
should explore the opportunity for TOD 
at existing or future transit hubs.

N/A
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Aspirational Projects
The infrastructure as well as plans, policies and 
programs recommended by this TMP will achieve 
Steamboat Springs’ vision for its multimodal 
transportation network. There are also additional, 
catalytic projects. These projects are big ideas with 
big price tags that the community has identified over 
time. While the near-term outlook may be financially 
constrained, this TMP includes a suite of visionary 
projects because of their potential to meaningfully 
improve the transportation network. Should future 
conditions allow, this TMP recommends visionary 
projects for further study in the long-term.

Transportation & Mobility 
Plan Projects
These projects were identified through stakeholder and 
public outreach for the TMP and have been identified 
in previous planning efforts. They are aspirational in 
nature and would be too costly to implement in the 
near-term, but should be included, as they will become 
more important and feasible as Steamboat continues 
to grow.

Figure 16. Conceptual Alignment for the Howelsen Pkwy Extension

Howelsen Parkway Extension
Two previous studies have explored bypass alternatives 
intended to relieve congestion on Lincoln Ave (US 
40) in and adjacent to downtown Steamboat Springs. 
The first study, the 1998 Steamboat Springs Mobility 
and Circulation Study, identified several potential 
alternatives. The second study, the 2003 Steamboat 
Springs Area Community Plan Update—Transportation 
& Mobility Analysis further analyzed two of the 
alternatives originally identified in the Mobility and 
Circulation Study: extending Yampa St to 13th St 
and extending Howelsen Pkwy to 13th St. Public and 
stakeholder input for this TMP did include an interest in 
advancing the potential to extend Howelsen Pkwy, as 
envisioned in the following map.

While extending Howelsen Pkwy will require significant 
funding and will impact existing baseball fields and 
rail right-of-way, it could improve traffic flow in and 
around downtown and the destinations along Howelsen 
Pkwy. This project could also allow for a more 
comfortable environment on Lincoln Ave downtown 
for people walking, biking, and taking transit due to 
decreased vehicle traffic. This project could be catalytic 
in improving circulation and livability in the entire 

downtown area. Designed as a Complete Street, the 
extension could make walking, bicycling, and using 
transit simpler and more convenient. Furthermore, it 
would provide an important connection for emergency 
services and would act as a viable alternative to Lincoln 
Ave, especially when a portion of Lincoln Ave is closed 
for events.
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Meadows-to-Base Area Gondola Upgrade
The Mountain Area Master Plan proposes the upgrade 
of the existing fixed-grip, low-capacity gondola that 
connects the Meadows Parking Lot to the Gondola 
Transit Center. The upgraded gondola will have a higher 
capacity to encourage better utilization of the Meadows 
Parking Lot and reduction in the number of shuttles 
transporting users from the parking area to the resort 
base area. An upgrade to the Meadows Parking Lot, 

including a parking structure and transit plaza, would 
accompany the gondola upgrade, provide additional 
mountain user parking, and further streamline use and 
operation of the Meadows Parking Lot. This project 
would most likely be directed and funded by private 
parties such as the resort ski company and/or base 
area property owners.

Image of Existing Meadows-to-Base Area Gondola (Google StreetView)
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Innovative Transportation  
Task Force Recommendations
The City of Steamboat Springs created the Innovative 
Transportation Task Force in Summer 2020 to 
explore options for solving immediate and short-term 
transportation issues, and to envision potential long-
range transportation solutions for the valley. The 
task force helped develop several innovative regional 
projects that should continue to be explored in the 
long-term. These projects were not prioritized in this 
TMP due to their regional scale and need for further 
exploration of funding mechanisms. 

Citywide Gondola 
Gondola travel fits into the ski resort town ethos and 
presents a visitor-friendly experience that has the 
potential to replace and/or augment existing transit 
service. This service could replace existing private 
shuttle service, make existing transit service routes 
more efficient by providing a final leg to reduce route 
distances, or provide citywide service. Physical 
constraints such as overhead utility line conflicts and 
locating convenient gondola station sites, along with 
the high cost for land infrastructure present challenges 
to implementation. Private partnerships associated 
with a collective development proposal, coupled with 
state and/or federal grant funding may be the only 
avenue for realization of this project. 

Regional Rail and/or Bus Rapid Transit
A long-discussed idea to serve regional transportation 
needs is commuter rail along the existing Union Pacific 
line between Craig and Steamboat Springs and/or 
between Craig and the Front Range. With the planned 
closure of the Hayden and Craig power stations and the 
likely closure of the associated coal mine operations, a 
potential rail corridor may become available to retrofit 
the existing freight track to commuter rail. A project of 
this magnitude presents challenges, primarily related 
to negotiation of transfer of right-of-way from current 
Union Pacific ownership. Obstacles to feasibility of this 
project include consideration of existing linear utility 
leases within the corridor, modification of track design 
to meet commuter rail standards, and engine/car 
design to travel in mountain areas. 

As transit rail development proceeds along the Front 
Range and into/along the I-70 corridor, Steamboat 
Springs should keep this project idea in mind to 
determine how it fits into statewide transportation 
network development. Recent development of the 
CDOT BUSTANG service along the I-70 corridor has 
given rise to regional outrider service off of that 
backbone service. The SNOWSTANG regional service 
coupled with Steamboat’s current regional service has 
provided a cost-effective alternative to the envisioned 
regional rail idea. Continued support for regional transit 
service, whether by rail or bus, is an important goal for 
the City of Steamboat Springs to monitor, advocate, 
and when possible, partner with other transportation 
providers.
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Chapter 4. 
Achieving 
the Vision



Project Prioritization
Prioritization Framework
Given limited resources, the TMP includes a prioritization framework that scores and ranks infrastructure projects 
according to criteria that fall under the TMP’s guiding principles. A combination of geospatial analysis and 
subjective/objective scoring was used to answer the questions for the scoring criteria in Table 5 and provide a 
weighted score for each project. For a detailed summary of the prioritization process, refer to the Appendix.

Table 5. Project Prioritization Scoring Criteria

Guiding Principle Criteria

Safety

Will the project reduce or eliminate pedestrian/bicyclist/driver conflict points?

Will the project address historic crash patterns?

Will the project improve emergency response times and create a more resilient roadway 
network?

Multimodal 
Connectivity

Will the project connect to existing and proposed sidewalks, bikeways, or transit routes?

Will the project fill a gap in the sidewalk, bikeway, or transit network?

Community and 
Quality of Life

Is the project likely to reduce motor vehicle congestion?

Will the project improve access to community facilities (schools, healthcare, libraries, 
or community centers)?

Public Health  
and Active Living

Will the project encourage trips by walking, bicycling, or transit instead of driving?

Will the project connect to recreation opportunities (trails or parks)?

Economic  
Vitality

Will the project improve access to employment areas?

Is the project likely to make freight movement or deliveries easier or more efficient?

Accessibility  
and Inclusion

Will the project serve vulnerable population areas (Yampa Valley Housing Authority, 
Horizons, dense rental communities)?

Will the project include accessible design strategies for people using mobility devices, 
children, or older adults?

Environmental 
Sustainability

Is the project likely to reduce single-occupancy vehicle trips?

Will the project negatively impact natural resources (bodies of water, open spaces, 
trees, wildlife, etc.)?

Land Use 
Integration Will the project serve future high-intensity land uses?
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High-Priority Projects
Table 6 through Table 8 present the top 10 highest scoring projects for each of the three primary project types: 
intersection, street, and bikeway projects. Full prioritization results are included in Table 9. Project ID’s are coded by 
project type. S refers to street projects, P refers to pedestrian priority projects, and B refers to bicycle priority projects.

Table 6. Top 10 Intersection Projects

Project ID Rank Project Name Opinion of Probable Cost

S29 1 US 40 & Shield Dr Intersection Upgrade $200K to $1M

P05 2 Pine Grove Rd and Angels View Way Pedestrian Crossing $100K to $300K

P03 3 US 40 & Elk River Rd Underpass $4M to $6M

S22 4 Mt Werner Cir & Eagle Ridge Dr Intersection Upgrade $500K

P02 5 Rollingstone Dr Trail Underpass $1.5M to $3M

P06 6 US 40 East of 3rd St Pedestrian Crossing $300K to $600K

S35 7 Mt Werner Rd & Pine Grove Rd Roundabout $2.5M to $3.5M

S28 8 US 40 & Weiss Dr Intersection Upgrade $300K to $1M

S26 9 US 40 & Stockbridge Transit Center/Indian Trails Signal Relocation $2.5M

S24 10 US 40 & Downhill Dr New Signal $6.5M to $7.5M

Table 7. Top 10 Street Projects

Project ID Rank Project Name Opinion of Probable Cost

S15 1 11th St Extension $5M to $7M

S07 2 11th St Complete Street $250K to $500K

S14 3 Howelsen Pkwy Extension $20M

S19 4 Stone Ln & Ingles Ln Extension & Complete Streets $2M to $4M

S01 5 East US 40 Access Control $15M to $20M

S12 6 Curve Area Connectors $6M to $8M

S53 7 West US 40 Roadway Widening $24M to $30M

S03 8 West US 40 Access Control $8M to $15M

S46 9 Mid Valley Dr Extension B $500K to $1M

S44 10 Dougherty Rd and Walton Pond Cir Connector $750K to $1.25M

47

CHAPTER 4. ACHIEVING THE VISION | STEAMBOAT SPRINGS TRANSPORTATION & MOBILITY PLAN



Table 8. Top 10 Bikeway Projects

Project ID Rank Project Name Opinion of Probable Cost

B15 1 7th St Ped/Bike Bridge $2.5M to $3.5M

B17 2 12th St Bikeway $3K to $10K

B10 3 East Lincoln Ave Downtown Bikeway $600K to $1.2M

B20 4 7th St Bikeway $30K to $50K

B07 5 5th St Bikeway $250K to $400K

B03 6 West Lincoln Ave Downtown Bikeway $2M to $3M

B31 7 9th St Bikeway $2K to $10K

B09 8 13th St Bikeway $6M to $7.5M

B04 9 Amethyst Dr Bike Lanes $3M to $4.5M

B30 10 Chinook Ln/Owl Hoot Trl Bikeway $20K to $30K

Disclaimer for Opinions of Probable Cost
Opinions of probable cost ranges were developed by identifying major pay items and establishing rough quantities 
to determine a rough order of magnitude cost. Additional pay items have been assigned approximate lump sum 
prices based on a percentage of the anticipated construction cost. Planning-level cost opinions include a 40% 
contingency to cover items that are undefined or are typically unknown early in the planning phase of a project. 
Cost opinions do not include easement and right-of-way acquisition; permitting, inspection, or construction 
management; engineering, surveying, geotechnical investigation, environmental documentation, special site 
remediation, escalation, or the cost for ongoing maintenance. The overall cost opinions are intended to be general 
and used only for planning purposes. There are no guarantees or warranties regarding the cost estimates herein. 
Construction costs will vary based on the ultimate project scope, actual site conditions and constraints, schedule, 
and economic conditions at the time of construction.
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Implementation Strategy 

The Implementation Strategy provides a road map for 
implementing the TMP’s projects. The order of projects 
within the Implementation Strategy is largely based on 
the prioritization ranking described herein. However, 
prioritization scoring is only one of many tools to use in 
planning a strategy for execution. Given scoring criteria 
can be limited, it is important to apply a human touch 
to how the City intends to move forward with enhancing 
its transportation network. Some examples of 
considerations that are not captured in the prioritization 
scoring criteria are social and political factors, public 
perception or opinion related to need or impact, and 
the realities of project delivery. In other words, a lower-
scored project may need to be completed prior to a 
higher-scored project in order to realize the ultimate 
objective of the higher scored project. Additionally, 
prioritization scoring lacks a consideration for funding 
constraints. 

The Implementation Strategy tables on the 
following pages do not dictate the definitive order 
of implementation. They are simply a guide that 
the City can follow while remaining able to react to 
community needs, as well as development and funding 
opportunities, as they arise. 

The Implementation Strategy considers the political 
and social realities of the various projects and input 
received to date from members of the public and City 
staff that participated in the TMP’s development. It also 
considers funding constraints. Oftentimes, funding 
opportunities may arise and a lower-ranked project may 
get implemented sooner than anticipated. Per general 
direction received by City Council, the Implementation 
Strategy only includes projects that can be funded and 
constructed within a 15-year horizon based on historic 
funding levels. A column for “Opportunity Projects” 
identifies projects that can be implemented at low cost 
as roadways are scheduled for regular repaving and 
restriping. 

The Implementation Strategy also takes into account 
funding partners that will play a role in project delivery. 
These partners include private development, CDOT, the 
Federal Transit Administration, and Routt County. The 
Steamboat Springs Redevelopment Authority and the 
“2A Trails Alliance” funding via the accommodations 
tax were also considered. If a project, or portion of 
a project, would be constructed as part of private 
development or redevelopment, the overall project cost 
was reduced or eliminated from the Implementation 
Strategy. Assumptions were also included with regard 
to funding such as grants and/or direct investment by 
the Federal Transit Administration and CDOT where 
the participation by those entities could be likely. 
The “Implementation Project Cost” column of Table 
9 reflects the total cost minus any of these outside 
funding sources, i.e., the total funding that the City 
would need to provide. 

Finally, in order to reduce the overall Implementation 
Strategy cost from nearly $250 million to $100 million, 
some of the identified projects were eliminated entirely 
from the 15-year plan timeframe. The City should 
update the Implementation Strategy to include or omit 
projects as other funding sources become available or 
social or political realities shift.

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY

Prioritization Ranking

Funding Opportunities
(Grants, Local, Federal)

Public Feedback & Support

Project Delivery Needs

+

+

+

=
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Table 9. 0 - 5 Year Implementation Strategy

Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

0-5 Year Implementation Strategy

11th Street 
Extension - 
Feasibility Study 
and Concept 
Design

S15-A

This project includes conceptual design, 
stakeholder engagement and alternatives 
analysis for the possible extension of 11th St 
to the future Howelsen Pkwy Extension (S14), 
as well as extending the existing Howelsen 
Pkwy up to the new bridge. Further study may 
indicate that this project moves to 9th Street. 
This project will require a bridge over the 
Yampa River and railroad, and it will include 
sidewalks, street trees, utilities, and bike lanes. 
Upon construction, this project will provide 
another connection across the Yampa River 
and enhance the downtown street network.

Howelsen 
Pkwy 
Extension to 
Yampa St

$0.05M to 
$0.1M $100,000.00 677 1 1

11th Street 
Complete Street S07

Upgrade 11th St to meet City standards, 
including stormwater, utilities, streetscape 
features, transit amenity improvements, 
sidewalks, and shared lane markings. This 
project will enhance the downtown street grid 
and connect to the future 11th St bridge over 
the Yampa River (S15).

Yampa St to 
Oak St

$0.25M to 
$0.5M $212,246.67 675 2 2

Stone & Ingles 
Lane Extension 
& Complete 
Streets 

S19

Extend Stone Ln to US 40 including bridge over 
Walton Creek (Phase 1) and extend Ingles Ln. 
Upgrade Stone Lane to meet City standards, 
including stormwater, utilities, bike lanes, 
streetscape features, and sidewalks. This 
project will connect to the existing Walton 
Creek Trail, providing a connection between US 
40 and Whistler Rd.

Lincoln Ave 
to Whistler 
Rd

$2M to $4M $2,498,911.03 651 4 3

West US40 Trail 
Underpass P01

Construct an underpass under US 40 for the 
proposed trail along Slate Creek. This project 
will provide a grade-separated crossing for 
the trail network. This also includes sidewalk 
from Snow Bowl to Sleepy Bear MHP (at the 
underpass) and trail from the north side of 
US40 to CR42.

US 40 & 
Proposed 
Trail

$4.8M $2,400,000.00 414 38 4
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Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

East US 40 
Access Control S01

This project includes conceptual design 
development for identification of long-
range connections to facilitate development 
review and potential easement acquisition. 
Implementation of recommendations from 
the East Steamboat Springs US Highway 40 
Access Study, which include turn restrictions 
at intersections and driveways, existing 
access point closures, pedestrian/bicycle 
crossings, shared access points, and new 
street connections will be constructed by 
development. The project cost is for the full 
buildout of all elements of this plan. Some 
elements, including several new roadway 
connections, have been pulled out as separate 
projects with their own cost estimates. It is 
anticipated that future development will inform 
and help fund the final implementation of the 
access plan. Access management on US 40 will 
reduce conflict points and facilitate vehicular 
traffic flow. 

City 
Boundary to 
3rd St

$15M-20M $100,000.00 610 5 5

Curve Area 
Connectors S12

Construct new roadways as identified in the 
West Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. 
This project will enhance the street network to 
provide new connections parallel to US 40.

Varies $6M to $8M 610 5 6

West US 40 
Roadway 
Widening

S53

Widen US 40 from 2 to 4 lanes with sidewalks 
and bike lanes on both sides. This project may 
require a new NEPA study as well as right-of-
way acquisition.

City 
Boundary to 
12th St

$24M to 
$30M $4,874,556.32 588 6 7
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Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

West US 40 
Access Control S03

This project includes conceptual design 
development for identification of long-
range connections to facilitate development 
review and potential easement acquisition. 
Implementation of recommendations from 
the West Steamboat Springs US Highway 40 
System Needs Study, which include turn lanes, 
intersection realignment, travel lane additions, 
turn restrictions, sidewalks and crossings, 
traffic signals, and new street connections will 
be constructed by development. The project 
cost is for the full buildout of all elements of 
this plan. Some elements, including several 
new roadway connections, have been pulled 
out as separate projects with their own 
cost estimates. It is anticipated that future 
development will inform and help fund the final 
implementation of the access plan. Access 
management on US 40 will reduce conflict 
points and facilitate vehicular traffic flow. 

City 
Boundary to 
12th St

$8M-$15M $100,000.00 574 7 8

East Downtown 
Circulation 
and Traffic 
Management - 
Feasibility Study 
and Concept 
Design

S52-A

Develop a holistic solution to alleviate 
traffic congestion and improve safety at 
the intersection of Lincoln Ave and 3rd St 
in downtown. This intersection has one of 
the highest injury crash rates in Steamboat 
Springs. Possible solutions include street 
reconfiguration, lengthening and widening the 
right turn lane to make bus movements from 
US40 onto 3rd easier, new traffic signals or 
traffic signal upgrades, and signs and markings. 
The first phase of this project includes an 
evaluation and concept design to identify the 
best possible solution, which is estimated 
to cost between $50,000 and $100,000. 
Depending on the preferred alternative, final 
design and construction could cost up to $10 
million. 

Alley south 
of Lincoln 
Ave to Pine 
St

$0.05M to 
$0.1M $100,000.00 551 11 9

Ski Time Square 
Drive Complete 
Streets

S16

Upgrade Ski Time Square Dr to meet City 
standards, including stormwater, utilities, bike 
lanes, transit amenity improvements, and 
snow-melted sidewalks.

Mt Werner 
Circle to 
east end

$3.5M to 
$5M $4,500,000.00 466 30 10
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Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

12th Street 
Bikeway B17

Mark shared lane markings on 12th to alert 
motorists to expect and share street space 
with bicyclists. This project will extend existing 
shared lane markings on Merritt St to connect 
to proposed bike lanes on Oak St and Lincoln 
Ave, providing a connection between the 
Colorado Mountain College and residential 
areas.

Lincoln Ave 
to north of 
the Blvd

$0.003M to 
$0.010M $3,534.92 546 13 11

Gondola 
Transit Center 
Improvements

S42

Reconstruct transit and shuttle facilities, 
pedestrian crossings, and complete streets 
improvements in and around the segment of 
Mount Werner Circle between Apres Ski Way 
and Ski Time Square Drive to enhance user 
arrival and departure experience. See Mountain 
Area Master Plan for additional detail.

Mt Werner 
Circle - 
Apres Ski 
Way to Ski 
Time Square

$2M to 
$20M $4,000,000.00 532 16 12

East Lincoln 
Avenue 
Downtown 
Bikeway

B10

Convert on-street parking to bike lanes, 
modify curb extensions and turn lanes, and 
reconstruct sidewalks. This project will connect 
to existing bike lanes on 5th St and US 40 east 
of downtown, providing a connection between 
Howelsen Pkwy and east US 40. The bikeway 
will serve as a transition between downtown 
bikeways and bikeways to the southeast.

5th St to 
East of Old 
Fish Creek 
Falls Rd

$0.6M to 
$1.2M $950,000.00 531 17 13

Pine Grove Rd 
& Angels View 
Way Pedestrian 
Crossing

P05

Install a marked crossing, RRFBs, and 
pedestrian refuge island across Pine Grove Rd 
at Angels View Way. This project will facilitate 
pedestrian crossings to connect the Pine Grove 
Shopping Center and neighborhoods to the 
east. 

Pine Grove 
Rd & Angels 
View Way

$0.1M to 
$0.3M $119,000.00 524 18 14

US40 & 
Stockbridge 
Transit Center/
Indian Trails 
Signal Relocation

S26

Relocate the existing traffic signal from 
Stockbridge Transit Center driveway to Indian 
Trail to facilitate traffic flow on US 40 and 
crossings across US 40. This project will also 
include a new access point into the Stockbridge 
Transit Center parking area and acceleration 
and deceleration lanes.

US 40 & 
Stockbridge 
Transit 
Center

$2.5M $2,513,339.00 450 33 15

US40 & Downhill 
Drive New Signal S24

Install a traffic signal. This project will reduce 
conflict points and facilitate traffic flow. This 
project will require coordination with CDOT.

US 40 & 
Downhill Dr

$6.5M to 
$7.5M $5,256,861.00 446 34 16
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5th Street 
Bikeway B07

Restripe 5th St between Lincoln Ave and Pine St 
to include bike lanes on both sides and parallel 
parking. The signal on the NW corner will likely 
need to be relocated, bump outs reconstructed, 
and storm sewer modified. The bike lanes will 
effectively extend the existing bike lanes on 5th 
St south of Lincoln Ave to connect residents, 
downtown, the Yampa River Core Trail, and the 
Howelsen facilities.

Lincoln Ave 
to Pine St

$0.25M to 
$0.4M $300,000.00 513 21 17

7th Street 
Bikeway B20

Restripe 7th St from Yampa St to Oak St to 
include shared lane markings on both sides 
and will consider conversion of existing 
angled parking to back-in angled parking. This 
project will extend existing bikeways on 7th St 
and connect to the proposed bridge over the 
Yampa River, providing a connection between 
downtown, the Howelsen facilities, and the 
Yampa River Core Trail.

Yampa St to 
Oak St

$0.03M to 
$0.05M $31,208.23 513 21 18

West Lincoln 
Avenue 
Downtown 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B03

Widen Lincoln Ave to include sidewalks and 
bike lanes on both sides. This project will 
provide a connection between west Steamboat 
Springs and downtown. This project should 
be coordinated with the West US 40 widening 
project (S53).

West of 
Dream 
Island Plaza 
to 11th St

$2M to $3M $2,888,610.65 498 24 19

9th Street 
Bikeway B31

Mark shared lane markings on 9th St to alert 
motorists to expect and share street space with 
bicyclists. This project will connect to existing 
bike lanes on Yampa St and Oak St, providing 
an north-south neighborhood connection.

Oak St to 
Aspen St

$0.002M to 
$0.01M $2,666.34 494 26 20

9th Street 
Complete Street S05

Upgrade 9th St to meet City standards, 
including stormwater, utilities, streetscape 
features, and transit amenity improvements. 
This project will enhance the downtown street 
grid.

Yampa St to 
Oak St

$0.3M to 
$0.5M $71,768.96 424 37 21

8th Street 
Complete Street S04

Upgrade 8th St to meet City standards, 
including stormwater, utilities, streetscape 
features, and transit amenity improvements. 
This project will enhance the downtown street 
grid.

Yampa St to 
Oak St

$0.5M to 
$0.75M $102,778.48 404 43 22
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8th Street One-
Way Conversion S08

Convert 8th St to one-way southbound south 
of Lincoln Ave. Since 8th St north of Lincoln 
Ave is currently one-way northbound, this 
new configuration will simplify intersection 
operations by precluding motorists from 
turning onto Lincoln Ave from 8th St.

Yampa St to 
Lincoln Ave

$0.005M to 
$0.01M $10,000.00 295 69 23

Mt Werner Road/
Circle Complete 
Streets

S06

Upgrade Mt Werner Rd and Mt Werner Cir to 
meet City standards, including stormwater, 
utilities, bike lanes, streetscape features, 
transit amenity improvements, and sidewalks. 
This project will likely require widening of the 
roadway. This project will provide connectivity 
between US 40 and the Gondola Transit Center.

US 40 to 
Mt Werner 
Cir, all of Mt 
Werner Cir

$2M to $4M $3,765,195.78 482 29 24

Sidewalk Missing 
Links N/A

There are 6 miles of missing sidewalk gaps 
identified as Tier 1 priorities in the Sidewalk 
Master Plan that do not coincide with projects 
in this TMP. These missing links are still 
priorities for the Sidewalk Master Plan and 
this TMP, and they should be completed as 
development and other funding opportunities 
arise. 

Various $4M to $7M $4,417,424.24 25
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6-10 Year Implementation Strategy

11th Street 
Extension - Final 
Design and 
Construction

S15-B

This project includes final design and 
construction for the possible extension of 11th 
St to the future Howelsen Pkwy Extension 
(S14), as well as extending the existing 
Howelsen Pkwy up to the new bridge. Further 
study may indicate that this project moves to 
9th Street. This project will require a bridge 
over the Yampa River and railroad, and it will 
include sidewalks, street trees, utilities, and 
bike lanes. Upon construction, this project 
will provide another connection across the 
Yampa River and enhance the downtown street 
network.

Howelsen 
Pkwy 
Extension to 
Yampa St

$5M to $7M $5,000,000.00 677 1 25

East Downtown 
Circulation 
and Traffic 
Management - 
Final Design and 
Construction

S52-B

Develop a holistic solution to alleviate 
traffic congestion and improve safety at 
the intersection of Lincoln Ave and 3rd St 
in downtown. This intersection has one of 
the highest injury crash rates in Steamboat 
Springs. Possible solutions include street 
reconfiguration, lengthening and widening the 
right turn lane to make bus movements from 
US40 onto 3rd easier, new traffic signals or 
traffic signal upgrades, and signs and markings. 
The first phase of this project includes an 
evaluation and concept design to identify the 
best possible solution, which is estimated 
to cost between $50,000 and $100,000. 
Depending on the preferred alternative, final 
design and construction could cost up to $10 
million. 

Alley south 
of Lincoln 
Ave to Pine 
St

$3M to 
$12M $10,000,000.00 551 11 26

US40 & Weiss 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade

S28

Install signs, markings, or raised medians to 
facilitate or limit turning movements from 
Weiss Drive and Ingles Ln onto US 40. Evaluate 
for a traffic signal if traffic volumes and crash 
data warrant.

US 40 & 
Weiss Dr

$0.3M to 
$1M $800,000.00 460 31 27

Table 10. 6 - 10 Year Implementation Strategy
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13th Street 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B09

Widen 13th St to include sidewalks and bike 
lanes on both sides. This project will connect 
to existing sidewalks and bike lanes, providing 
an east-west connection between Shield Dr 
and downtown. The segment from Evans St to 
Gilpin St has already been designed. 

East of 
Shield Dr to 
Lincoln Ave

$6M to 
$7.5M $1,604,246.63 452 32 28

Pine Grove Rd & 
Rollingstone Dr 
Roundabout

S38

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
will include other multi-modal improvements 
such as sidewalks, bicycle and transit facilities, 
and beautification enhancement in adjacent 
green spaces.

Pine Grove 
Rd & 
Rollingstone 
Dr

$2.5M to 
$3.5M $2,479,176.00 301 68 29

US40 & Mt 
Werner Rd 
Roundabout

S37

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
will include other multi-modal improvements 
such as sidewalks, bicycle and transit facilities, 
and beautification enhancement in adjacent 
green spaces.

US 40 EB 
Ramp & Mt 
Werner Rd

$1.5M to 
$2M $1,470,840.00 294 70 30

Elk River Rd 
& Downhill Dr 
Intersection 
Upgrade

S36

Install dedicated turn lanes, signs, and 
markings to reduce conflict points and 
increase intersection capacity. This project 
would require roadway widening and should be 
coordinated with future repaving. 

Elk River Rd 
& Downhill 
Dr

$0.5M to 
$0.75M $459,455.00 211 77 31

Mid Valley Dr 
Extension A S13

Extend Mid Valley Dr as identified in the East 
Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. This 
project will enhance the street network to 
provide new connections parallel to US 40. 
Coordinate with other segments to complete 
parallel route (S46 and S47).

Mt Werner 
Rd to Pine 
Grove Rd

$1M to $4M $743,794.59 523 19 32

Ranch Road 
Extension S51

Extend Ranch Rd to Burgess Creek Rd. This 
project will enhance the street network and 
provide a local connection.

Existing 
terminus 
to Burgess 
Creek Rd

$0.6M to 
$1M $600,000.00 491 27 33

US40 East of 3rd 
St Pedestrian 
Crossing

P06

Install a marked crossing, Pedestrian Hybrid 
Beacon, and pedestrian refuge island across US 
40 near the Old Town Hot Springs. This project 
will facilitate pedestrian and bicyclist crossings 
to connect the Yampa River Core Trail and 
Spring Creek Trail. 

US 40 & East 
of 3rd St

$0.3M to 
$0.6M $329,000.00 489 28 34
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Tamarack Drive 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B21

Widen Tamarack Dr to include sidewalk on the 
south side and bike lanes on both sides. This 
project will connect to existing sidewalks and 
bike lanes on Hilltop Pkwy and Fish Creek Falls, 
providing a connection between residential 
areas, downtown, and Steamboat Springs High 
School.

HIlltop Ln to 
Fish Creek 
Falls Rd

$3.5M to 
$4.5M $3,314,258.00 281 72 35

Fish Creek Trail 
Underpass P07

Construct an underpass under the railroad at 
the Fish Creek Trail. This project will provide a 
grade-separated crossing for the trail network 
and should be coordinated with construction of 
the trail connection following Fish Creek to the 
Yampa River Core Trail. 

Fish Creek 
Trail & 
Railroad

$2.4M $480,000.00 426 36 36

Howelsen Pkwy 
& 5th St Raised 
Intersection

S21

Construct a raised intersection. This project 
will facilitate pedestrian and bicyclist crossings 
between downtown, the Yampa River Core Trail, 
and the Howelsen facilities.

Howelsen 
Pkwy & 5th 
St

$0.4M to 
$0.75M $525,000.00 323 65 37

Pine Grove Road 
Bikeway B27

Widen Pine Grove Rd to include bike lanes on 
both sides. This project will connect to existing 
bike lanes on Pine Grove Rd north of Mt Werner 
Rd and an existing trail, providing connections 
to US 40 and Walton Creek Rd.

Lake Rd to 
Mt Werner 
Rd

$1M to $2M $1,512,602.80 409 40 38

Hilltop Lane 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B01

Widen Hilltop Ln to include sidewalk on the east 
side and bike lanes on both sides. This project 
will connect to existing sidewalks and bike 
lanes, providing a connection between US 40 
and Fish Creek Falls Rd.

Eaglepointe 
Ct to 
Tamarack Dr

$1M to $2M $1,197,375.00 412 39 39

Walton Creek Rd 
& Whistler Rd 
Roundabout

S34B

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
should be coordinated with the two other 
roundabout projects on Walton Creek Rd (S34A 
and S34C) and can be phased in their design 
and construction. This project will include other 
multi-modal improvements such as sidewalks, 
bicycle and transit facilities, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Walton 
Creek Rd & 
Whistler Rd

$2.5M to 
$3.5M $2,400,000.00 326 64 40
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11-15 Year Implementation Strategy

Walton Creek 
Rd & Chinook Ln 
Roundabout

S34A

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
should be coordinated with the two other 
roundabout projects on Walton Creek Rd (S34B 
and S34C) and can be phased in their design 
and construction. This project will include other 
multi-modal improvements such as sidewalks, 
bicycle and transit facilities, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Walton 
Creek Rd & 
Chinook Ln

$2.5M to 
$3.5M 328 63 41

Mt Werner Rd & 
Pine Grove Rd 
Roundabout

S35

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
will include other multi-modal improvements 
such as sidewalks, bicycle and transit facilities, 
and beautification enhancement in adjacent 
green spaces.

Mt Werner 
Circle & Pine 
Grove Rd

$2.5M to 
$3.5M $2,339,176.00 482 29 42

Walton Creek 
Road Extension S45

Extend Walton Creek Road as identified in the 
East Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. 
The extension will connect Walton Creek Rd 
at US 40 westward and southward to Walton 
Creek Cir and Weiss Dr. This project will 
enhance the street network to provide a new 
connection parallel to US 40.

Weiss Cir to 
US 40 $3M to $5M $3,000,000.00 533 15 43

Chinook Lane/
Owl Hoot Trail 
Bikeway

B30

Mark shared lane markings on Owl Hoot Trl and 
Chinook Ln to alert motorists to expect and 
share street space with bicyclists. This project 
will connect to existing bike lanes on Walton 
Creek, providing a north-south neighborhood 
connection.

Stone Ln to 
Pine Grove 
Rd

$0.020M to 
$0.030M $19,851.94 426 36 44

US40 & Elk River 
Road Underpass P03

Construct an underpass at Elk River Rd 
and US40. This project will facilitate grade-
separated pedestrian crossings at the 
intersection.

US 40 & Elk 
River $4M to $6M $2,013,300.00 518 20 45

Table 11. 11 - 15 Year Implementation Strategy
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Clubhouse Drive 
Bikeway B23

Establish existing paved shoulders as bike 
lanes on Clubhouse Dr by installing bike lane 
markings. This project will connect to existing 
bike lanes on Steamboat Blvd and an existing 
trail paralleling Steamboat Blvd.

Steamboat 
Blvd to 
Clubhouse 
Cir (N)

$0.07M to 
$0.1M $73,658.55 406 42 46

Missouri Avenue 
Bikeway B18

Mark shared lane markings on Missouri Ave 
to alert motorists to expect and share street 
space with bicyclists. This project will extend 
existing shared lane markings on Missouri 
Ave to connect to existing bike lanes on 7th St, 
providing a connection between downtown and 
the Butcherknife Canyon Trail.

Laurel St to 
Larimer St

$0.003M to 
$0.010M $2,864.41 381 47 47

Walton Creek 
Road/Apres Ski 
Way Pedestrian 
and Bikeway

B28

Widen Walton Creek Rd and Apres Ski Way 
to include sidewalks on both sides of Walton 
Creek Rd, sidewalk on the east side of Apres 
Ski Way, and bike lanes on both sides of both 
streets. This project will connect to existing 
sidewalks and bike lanes on Walton Creek Rd 
and Apres Ski Way.

Village Dr to 
Ski Trail Ln

$4.5M to 
$5.5M $4,370,689.03 381 47 48

13th St & Shield 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade

S20

Install signs and markings to facilitate 
pedestrian and bicycle crossings. Evaluate 
for safety improvements and a traffic signal if 
traffic volumes and crash data warrant.

13th St & 
Shield Dr

$0.020 to 
$0.5M $360,000.00 380 48 49

Rollingstone 
Drive Bikeway B24

Mark shared lane markings on Rollingstone Dr 
to alert motorists to expect and share street 
space with bicyclists. This project will connect 
to an existing trail along Fish Creek and existing 
bike lanes on Anglers Dr and Pine Grove Rd.

Pine Grove 
Rd to 
Anglers Dr

$0.003M to 
$0.010M $2,373.66 378 49 50

River Road 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B05

Widen River Rd to include sidewalk on the east 
side and bike lanes on both sides. This project 
will provide a north-south connection to and 
from the Howelsen facilities for pedestrians 
and bicyclists and provide a parallel alternative 
to US 40.

City 
Boundary to 
Yampa River 
Core Trail

$4.5M to 
$5.5M $2,474,901.35 372 50 51

Medicine Springs 
Drive Bikeway B06

Mark shared lane markings on Medicine 
Springs Dr to alert motorists to expect and 
share street space with bicyclists. This project 
will connect to proposed bike lanes on Village 
Dr and Apres Ski Way.

Village Dr 
to Apres Ski 
Way

$0.0075M 
to $0.01M $6,662.49 372 50 52
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Shield Drive 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway 

B16

Widen Shield Dr to include sidewalks and 
bike lanes on both sides. This project will fill 
sidewalks gaps and connect to existing bike 
lanes on US 40 and Shield Dr to the south, 
providing a connection between US 40 and 13th 
St.

South of 
Curve Ct to 
Lincoln Ave

$1.5M to 
$2.5M $1,499,166.67 370 51 53

Anglers Drive 
Extension S50

Extend Anglers Dr to Fish Creek Falls Rd. This 
project will enhance the street network and 
provide a local connection.

Anglers Dr 
to Highland 
Cir

$0.5M to 
$1M $513,794.26 370 51 54

US40 & Stone Ln 
New Signal S27

Install a traffic signal when the future Stone 
Lane extension (S43) is constructed to 
facilitate traffic flow and improve safety at the 
new intersection. 

US 40 & 
Stone Ln

$0.8M to 
$1M $400,000.00 369 52 55

Amethyst Drive 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B04

Widen Amethyst Dr to include sidewalk on the 
east side and bike lanes on both sides. This 
project will connect to existing and proposed 
sidewalks and bike lanes on Maple St and 
Fish Creek Falls Rd, providing a connection to 
Steamboat Springs High School.

Fish Creek 
Falls Rd to 
Maple St

$3M to 
$4.5M $3,291,397.19 434 35 56

Dougherty Road 
and Walton Pond 
Circle Connector

S44

Upgrade existing streets to establish a formal 
connection between Dougherty Rd and Walton 
Pond Cir as identified in the East Steamboat 
Springs US 40 Access Plan. This project will 
enhance the street network to provide a new 
connection parallel to US 40.

Dougherty 
Rd to Walton 
Pond Cir

$0.75M to 
$1.25M $728,117.82 565 8 57

Pine Street 
Bikeway B19

Mark shared lane markings on Pine St to alert 
motorists to expect and share street space with 
bicyclists. This project will connect to existing 
bike lanes on 2nd St, providing an east-west 
neighborhood connection for bicyclists.

Oak St to 
3rd St

$0.003M to 
$0.010M $11,065.14 368 53 58

East US 40 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway Gaps 2

B13

Widen US 40 to include sidewalk on the 
west side and bike lanes on both sides. This 
project will fill a bike lane gap on US 40 and 
should be coordinated with the US 40 Access 
Management project (S01).

Emerald 
Park Ln to 
north of 
Trafalgar Dr

$1.5M to 
$2.5M $765,174.48 359 54 59
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Downhill Drive 
/ Gossard 
Parkway 
Complete 
Streets

S02

Upgrade Downhill St and Gossard Pkwy to meet 
City standards including stormwater, utilities, 
bike lanes, and sidewalks. This project will 
require roadway widening and potential utility 
relocations.

US 40 to 
Gossard 
Pkwy, to Elk 
River Rd

$1.5M to 
$3M $2,526,321.76 340 60 60

Village Dr 
Bikeway B11

Widen Village Dr to include bike lanes on 
both sides. This project will connect existing 
bike lanes on Walton Creek Rd and Apres Ski 
Way, providing a north-south connection for 
bicyclists between resort and residential areas. 
The existing sidewalk on the east side of the 
street may necessitate widening to the west to 
accommodate bike lanes.

Walton 
Creek Rd to 
Apres Ski 
Way

$0.02M to 
$0.03M $25,003.95 338 61 61

Meadows 
Parking to Base 
Area Gondola

S55

Evaluate the feasibility of a gondola to connect 
the Meadows Parking Lot to the Gondola 
Transit Center. Coordinate with the Mountain 
Area Master Plan.

Meadows 
Parking Lot 
& Gondola 
Transit 
Center

$10M 334 62 62

Walton Creek 
Rd & Village Dr 
Roundabout

S34C

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
should be coordinated with the two other 
roundabout projects on Walton Creek Rd (S34A 
and S34B) and can be phased in their design 
and construction. This project will include other 
multi-modal improvements such as sidewalks, 
bicycle and transit facilities, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Walton 
Creek Rd & 
Village Dr

$2.5M to 
$3.5M $2,400,000.00 281 72 63

Fish Creek Falls 
Rd & Amethyst 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade

S40

Install dedicated turn lanes, signs, and 
markings to reduce conflict points and increase 
intersection capacity. This project would 
require roadway widening to maintain existing 
bikeways and should be coordinated with 
the proposed bikeway on Amethyst Dr and 
proposed sidewalks on both streets.

Fish Creek 
Falls Rd & 
Amethyst Dr

$0.5M to 
$0.75M $459,455.00 277 73 64
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East US 40 
Bikeway Gaps 1 B12

Widen US 40 to include bike lanes on both 
sides and provide marked crossings across 
the interchange ramps with Mt Werner Rd. This 
project will fill a bike lane gap on US 40 and 
should be coordinated with the US 40 Access 
Management project (S01).

Near Pine 
Grove Dr

$0.8M to 
$1.5M $853,699.12 250 74 65

Blue Sage Drive 
Extension S49

Extend Blue Sage Dr to Huckleberry Ln. This 
project will enhance the street network and 
provide a local connection.

Existing 
terminus to 
Huckleberry 
Ln

$0.1M to 
$0.3M $148,852.98 390 46 66

Rockies Way/
Cornice Rd 
Bikeway

B25

Widen Rockies Way and stripe Cornice Rd 
to include bike lanes on both sides. This 
project will connect to existing bike lanes on 
Steamboat Blvd.

Steamboat 
Blvd to 
Clubhouse 
Dr

$0.035M to 
$0.050M $36,756.81 233 75 67

11th Street Soda 
Creek Bridge 
Replacement

S17

Replace existing culverts with a new bridge, 
create pedestrian connections and street 
amenities, enhance water quality, and 
evaluate roadway operations. The project 
will be combined with the Oak Street bridge 
replacement project (S18).

11th St 
(bridge) & 
Soda Creek

$2M to $3M $2,158,810.00 225 76 68

US40 & Brandon 
Circle New 
Signal

S54
Install a traffic signal. This project will increase 
intersection capacity and facilitate crossings 
across US 40 to access Steamboat II.

US 40 & 
Brandon Cir

$0.8M to 
$1M 315 66 69

West Steamboat 
Springs 
Connectors

S11

Construct new roadways as identified in the 
West Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. 
This project will provide a street network for the 
future West Steamboat Springs development.

Varies $12.5M to 
$23M 558 9 70

Mid Valley Dr 
Extension C S47

Extend Ski Town Way as identified in the East 
Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. This 
project will enhance the street network to 
provide new connections parallel to US 40. 
Coordinate with other segments to complete 
parallel route (S13 and S46).

Anglers Dr 
to Emerald 
Park Ln

$1M to $3M 533 15 71

West US40 
Signal S23

Install a traffic signal when the future roadway 
identified in the West Steamboat Springs Area 
Plan (S11) is constructed, located west of Slate 
Creek.

US 40 & New 
Roadway

$0.8M to 
$1M 390 46 72
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Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

Under Construction and Not Included in 15-Year Implementation Strategy

Mt Werner Rd & 
Steamboat Blvd 
Roundabout

S32

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
will include other multi-modal improvements 
such as sidewalks, bicycle and transit facilities, 
replacement of an existing culvert that is 
deteriorated and undersized, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Mt Werner 
Rd & 
Steamboat 
Blvd

$4M to $5M 396 44 Currently Under 
Construction

Mt Werner Circle 
& Eagle Ridge 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade

S22

Install signs and markings to facilitate 
pedestrian and bicycle crossings. Evaluate 
for safety improvements and a traffic signal if 
traffic volumes and crash data warrant.

Mt Werner 
Cir & Eagle 
Ridge

 $0.5M 503 23 Currently Under 
Construction

Howelsen 
Parkway 
Extension

S14

Extend Howelsen Pkwy from its current 
western terminus to 13th Street. This project 
will enhance the street network to provide an 
alternative to US 40 and enhance connectivity 
to the Howelsen facilities. This project will 
include sidewalks and bike lanes and should 
be coordinated with the 11th St bridge project 
(S15).

13th St to 
Howelsen 
Pkwy

$20M 659 3
Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Mid Valley Dr 
Extension B S46

Extend Ski Town Way as identified in the East 
Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. This 
project will enhance the street network to 
provide new connections parallel to US 40. 
Coordinate with other segments to complete 
parallel route (S13 and S47).

Pine Grove 
Rd to 
Anglers Dr

$0.5M to 
$1M 565 8

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Lincoln Avenue 
Complete Street S09

Reconfigure Lincoln Ave to include raised 
crossings, curb extensions, transit amenity 
improvements, and leading pedestrian 
intervals. This project will upgrade pedestrian 
crossings across Lincoln Ave through 
downtown. 

11th St to 
5th St

$0.75M to 
$1.75M 557 10

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Table 12. Projects Under Construction and Not Included in 15-Year Implementation Strategy
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Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

7th Street Ped/
Bike Bridge B15

Extend 7th St via a pedestrian and bicycle 
bridge over the Yampa River and railroad. This 
project will provide a new connection between 
downtown, the Yampa River Core Trail, and the 
Howelsen facilities.

Howelsen 
Pkwy to 
Yampa St

$2.5M to 
$3.5M 548 12

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

US40 & Shield 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade

S29

Install signs and markings to reduce conflict 
points. Evaluate for a traffic signal if traffic 
volumes and crash data warrant. Add a median 
when US 40 is expanded to 4 lanes (S53).

US 40 & 
Shield Dr

$0.2M to 
$1M 539 14

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Meadow Lane 
Extension S10

Extend Meadow Ln as identified in the East 
Steamboat Springs US 40 Access Plan. This 
project will enhance the street network to 
provide a connection between US 40 and 
Whistler Rd.

US 40 to 
Whistler Rd

$2M to 
$3.5M 511 22

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Rollingstone Dr 
Trail Underpass P02

Construct an underpass under Rollingstone 
Dr. This project will provide a grade-separated 
crossing for the trail network.

Rollingstone 
Dr & Trail

$1.5M to 
$3M 497 25

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Oak Street 
Complete 
Streets

B02

Widen Oak St to include sidewalk on the south 
side and bike lanes on both sides. This project 
will connect to existing sidewalks and bike 
lanes, providing an east-west connection 
between 12th St and 3rd St.

12th to 10th 
St $1M to $2M 408 41

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

US40 & Loggers 
Lane New Signal S25 Install a traffic signal when the future Loggers 

Lane extension (S12) is constructed.
US 40 & 
Loggers Ln

$0.8M to 
$1M 395 45

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Mt Werner Rd & 
Mt Werner Circle 
Roundabout

S33

Install a roundabout to reduce conflict points 
and increase intersection capacity. This project 
will include other multi-modal improvements 
such as sidewalks, bicycle and transit facilities, 
and beautification enhancement in adjacent 
green spaces.

Mt Werner 
Rd & Mt 
Werner Cir

$1.5M to 
$3.5M 358 55

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

13th St & Gilpin 
St Roundabout S41

Install a roundabout reduce conflict points and 
increase intersection capacity. This project will 
include other multi-modal improvements such 
as sidewalks, bicycle and transit facilities, and 
beautification enhancement in adjacent green 
spaces.

13th St & 
Gilpin St

$2.5M to 
$3.5M 356 56

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy
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Name Opportunity 
Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
Rank

Implementation 
Rank

Oak St & 7th St 
Roundabout S39B

Install roundabouts on Oak St to reduce conflict 
points and increase intersection capacity. This 
project should be coordinated with the two 
other roundabout projects on Oak St (S39A and 
S39C). The roundabouts on Oak St will need 
to be designed to facilitate truck movements 
when traffic is diverted off of US 40 and onto 
Oak St. This project will include other multi-
modal improvements such as sidewalks, 
bicycle and transit facilities, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Oak St & 
7th St

$2.5M to 
$3.5M 355 57

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Oak St & 9th St 
Roundabout S39A

Install roundabouts on Oak St to reduce conflict 
points and increase intersection capacity. This 
project should be coordinated with the two 
other roundabout projects on Oak St (S39B and 
S39C). The roundabouts on Oak St will need 
to be designed to facilitate truck movements 
when traffic is diverted off of US 40 and onto 
Oak St. This project will include other multi-
modal improvements such as sidewalks, 
bicycle and transit facilities, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Oak St & 
9th St

$2.5M to 
$3.5M 346 58

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Burgess Creek 
Road Pedestrian 
and Bikeway

B26

Widen Burgess Creek Rd to include sidewalk 
on the south side and bike lanes on both sides. 
This project will connect to existing sidewalks 
on Mt Werner Cir, providing a connection 
between the Gondola Transit Center and 
residents and lodging along Burgess Creek.

Mt Werner 
Cir to Ridge 
Rd

$7M to 
$8.5M 344 59

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Steamboat 
Boulevard 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B22

Widen Steamboat Blvd to include sidewalk on 
the east side and bike lanes on both sides. This 
project will connect to existing bike lanes on 
Fish Creek Falls Rd and proposed bike lanes on 
Hilltop Pkwy, providing a connection from US 
40 to Fish Creek Falls Rd.

East of 
Redwoods 
Dr to Fish 
Creek Falls 
Rd

$13M to 
$15M 306 67

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Elk River Road 
Pedestrian and 
Bikeway

B08

Widen Elk River Rd to include sidewalk on the 
west side and bike lanes on both sides. This 
project will connect to existing sidewalks and 
bike lanes, providing a north-south connection 
to and from US 40 for pedestrians and 
bicyclists.

Gossard 
Pkwy to City 
Boundary

$6.5M to 
$7.5M 294 70

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy
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Project PID Description Extent

Total 
Project 
Cost 
Range

Implementation 
Cost Minus 
External 
Funding 
Sources

Prioritization 
Score

Prioritization 
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Implementation 
Rank

Oak St & 5th St 
Roundabout S39C

Install roundabouts on Oak St to reduce conflict 
points and increase intersection capacity. This 
project should be coordinated with the two 
other roundabout projects on Oak St (S39A and 
S39B). The roundabouts on Oak St will need 
to be designed to facilitate truck movements 
when traffic is diverted off of US 40 and onto 
Oak St. This project will include other multi-
modal improvements such as sidewalks, 
bicycle and transit facilities, and beautification 
enhancement in adjacent green spaces.

Oak St & 
5th St

$2.5M to 
$3.5M 285 71

Not included in 
implementation 
strategy

Oak Street Soda 
Creek Bridge 
Replacement

S18

Replace existing culverts with a new bridge, 
create pedestrian connections and street 
amenities, enhance water quality, and 
evaluate roadway operations. The project 
will be combined with the 11th Street bridge 
replacement project (S17).

Oak St 
(bridge) & 
Soda Creek

$2M to $3M 161 78
Not included in 
implementation 
strategy
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Conclusion
The various initiatives contained in this document—
whether they are projects, plans, policies, or 
programs—require the dedication of staff, support of 
the community, and leadership provided by governing 
bodies. The TMP presents a 15-year road map for how 
the City of Steamboat Springs can strategically plan for 
and implement transportation improvements that make 
it safe and enjoyable for Steamboat Springs residents 
and visitors to move about the community in whatever 
way they choose. 

Each of the initiatives included in the TMP will require 
resources of both time and money to realize. Various 
City departments and community stakeholders will 
be involved in its execution. As time progresses and 
Steamboat Springs’ transportation system evolves, 
the City will revisit and adapt the recommendations 
identified in this document.  

City staff will be responsible for including TMP 
recommendations in budget proposal requests, 
applying for grant and other funding for planning efforts 
included in the TMP, and project implementation. City 
Council will ultimately decide which policies, plans, and 
projects to advance. The success of the TMP will be 
measured by quality rather than quantity—by how well 
the City seamlessly integrates transportation options 
into the daily lives of Steamboat Springs community 
members. 
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Appendix 1 - Existing Conditions Summary
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Contents



DEMOGRAPHICS & 

TRAVEL PATTERNS



WHO LIVES IN 

STEAMBOAT 

SPRINGS?



Basic Demographics

Steamboat 

Springs
Colorado United States

Population (2018) 13,212 5,695,564 327,167,434

Population Growth (since 2000) 35% 32% 16%

Median Age (years) 36.1 36.6 37.9

Population Under 18 17% 23% 23%

Population 65 and Over 13% 14% 15%

Median Household Income $71,476 $68,811 $60,293

2000 population data source: US Census Bureau, SF1 Table
2018 population data source: US Census Bureau, PEPANNRESS Table

Other demographic data source: US Census Bureau, 2018 5-Year American Community Survey



❖ Population with Limited English 
Proficiency: 2%

❖ Population living in poverty: 11%

❖ Population with disabilities: 4%

❖ Zero vehicle households: 5%

❖ Hispanic/Latinx population: 9%

Sensitive Populations

Population by Race

Data source: US Census Bureau, 2018 5-Year American Community Survey

White Alone
95%

Black or African American 
Alone

1%

American Indian and 
Alaska Native Alone

0%

Asian Alone
2%

Some Other Race Alone
2%

Two or More Races
0%Other

5%



HOW DO PEOPLE 

TRAVEL IN 

STEAMBOAT 

SPRINGS?



Mean travel time to work:

12.8 minutes

Commute Characteristics

Commute Mode Data: US Census Bureau, 2018 5-Year American Community Survey

Travel Time Data: US Census Bureau, 2017 5-Year American Community Survey

Commute to Work Mode Share



WHERE DO 

PEOPLE TRAVEL IN 

STEAMBOAT 

SPRINGS?



ORIGIN ZONES DESTINATION ZONES
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Top Five O/D Zones

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination



ORIGIN ZONES DESTINATION ZONES

1
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5
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Top Five O/D Zones (with Downtown 

as aggregate)

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination



Top Five O/D Zones: Winter (Dec, Jan, Feb, Mar)

ORIGIN DESTINATION

1
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4

5

1
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Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination



Top Five O/D Zones: Summer (Jun, Jul, Aug)

ORIGIN DESTINATION

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination
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Rank Origin Zone Destination Zone Average Daily 

Trips

1 Central Park Commercial Whistler Village Area 5,173

2 Whistler Village Area Central Park Commercial 4,295

3 Ranch at Steamboat Gondola Square/Base Area 4,057

4 Central Park Commercial Ranch at Steamboat 3,620

5 Central Park Commercial Ski Area/Eagleridge 3,445

6 Ranch at Steamboat Central Park Commercial 3,355

7 Gondola Square/Base Area Central Park Commercial 3,227

8 Central Park Commercial Hotel Row 3,207

9 Ski Area/Eagleridge Central Park Commercial 3,173

10 Hotel Row Central Park Commercial 3,160

Top 10 O-D Pairs



Top Origins for Trips Destined for Pine Grove

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination

SUMMER (JUN, JUL, AUG)
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Top Origins for Trips Destined for Downtown

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination
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Top Origins for Trips Destined for the Base Area

1

2

3

45

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016-2019 , Including Origin = Destination
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Strava Global 
Heatmap –
Bikes

Data source: Strava



WHEN DO PEOPLE 

TRAVEL IN 

STEAMBOAT 

SPRINGS?



Annual Traffic Trends on US40

Continuous count location

*2015 missing 4 months of data 

Average annual 

growth of 2%



Seasonal and Hourly Traffic Trends on US40
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Monthly Trends

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016 – 2019, O-D Traffic within 

Steamboat Springs
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Time of Day Trends (O-D Traffic)

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, 2016-2019
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Avg. Daily Traffic by Gate

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016 – 2019, Pass-through zones, average 

daily zone traffic (StL volume)

Gate

Average Daily 

Zone Traffic 

2 24,143                     

4 24,140                     

1 18,706                     

14 14,841                     

6 12,153                     

10 7,702                       

11 7,577                       

13 6,624                       

12 3,627                       

5 2,934                       

8 2,714                       

3 2,348                       

9 1,892                       

7 1,806                       

Highest Traffic 

Zones



Gate 1

Gate 2

Gate 3

Gate 4

Gate 5

Gate 6

Gate 7

Gate 8

Gate 9

Gate …

Gate 11

Gate 12

Gate 13

Gate 14

0

5,000

10,000

15,000

20,000

25,000

30,000

Jan Feb Mar Apr May June Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Average Daily Gate Traffic, by Month
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Base Area shoulder 

seasons



Trip Length by Gate

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, Pass-through zones, average daily zone traffic 

(StL volume)



Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, Pass-through zones, average daily zone traffic 

(StL volume)

Gate Traffic Volume by Income



Home Distance by Gate

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, Pass-through zones, average daily zone traffic 

(StL volume)



Home Locations

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016 – 2019, Pass-through zones, average 

daily zone traffic (StL volume)



Home Locations

Source: Streetlight Data. All days, All hours, 2016 – 2019, Pass-through zones, average 

daily zone traffic (StL volume)



WHAT IS 

STEAMBOAT’S 

CRASH HISTORY?



Crash Patterns

Year Motor 

Vehicle

Bike Ped

2014 382 2 0

2015 390 2 2

2016 446 6 5

2017 381 3 4

2018 348 3 1

Data source: CDOT 2014 – 2018 crash data



Crash Patterns

45% 
of collisions occur at 

an intersection or 

are intersection 

related.

Collisions by Location

AT DRIVEWAY ACCESS

AT INTERSECTION

IN ALLEY

INTERSECTION RELATED

NON-INTERSECTION

PARKING LOT

RAMP

ROUNDABOUT

Data source: CDOT 2014 – 2018 crash data



Crash Patterns

Top Crash Types

Rear-End (28%) Parked motor Vehicle (21%)

Broadside (14%) Sideswipe (Same Direction) (6%)

Embankment Cut/Fill Slope (5%)

Key Contributing Factors

No Apparent Contributing Factor (50%) Unknown (26%)

Driver Inexperience (11%) Driver Preoccupied (7%)

Driver Unfamiliar with the Area (4%) Distracted by Passenger (6%)

Fatigue (1%)

Intersections with highest crash frequencies (total/injury)

Pine Grove Rd and US 40 (27/3) Lincoln Ave and Hilltop Pkwy. (13/4)

Lincoln Ave and Shield Dr. (6/3) Walton Creek Rd and Village Dr. (8/1)

Lincoln Ave and 3rd St. (12/3)

Data source: CDOT 2014 – 2018 crash data



Injury Rates

Data Source: CDOT 2014 – 2018 crash data



INFRASTRUCTURE 

& OPERATIONS



WHAT ARE 

EXISTING 

CONDITIONS FOR 

WALKING?



Sidewalk 
Network

Data source: City of Steamboat Springs



❖ Pedestrian crossings and curb ramps are sparse outside of 
downtown and the Steamboat Ski Resort area.

❖ Roughly 300 inches of snow falls in Steamboat every winter 
season. Adjacent property owners are responsible for removing 
snow from sidewalks.

❖ New development required to build new infrastructure to City 
standards

❖ Barriers to walking include
❖ lack of crossings on US 40

❖ lack of sidewalks in residential neighborhoods 

❖ limited crossings of the Yampa River and creeks.

Pedestrian Network



WHAT ARE 

EXISTING 

CONDITIONS FOR 

BICYCLING?



Bicycle 
Network

Data source: City of Steamboat Springs



Data source: People for Bikes



❖ In Steamboat, there are:
❖ 13 miles of paved trails

❖ 24 miles of bike lanes

❖ 18 miles of signed bicycle routes (signs/sharrows)

❖ Today, very little of the on-street bike facilities are designed for 
"all ages and abilities," making it difficult for anyone who is not 
strong and confident to bike to destinations outside of the trail 
network.

Bicycle Network



WHAT ARE 

EXISTING 

CONDITIONS FOR 

TRANSIT USE?



Transit 
Network



Transit 
Network





❖ Free for everyone

❖ Serves more than 1 
million riders/year

❖ Routematch website 
shows live updates 
with estimated arrival 
and departure times

❖ Bike racks on all 
buses, ski/board racks 
on some

❖ Most homes and 
businesses are served 
within ½ mile of a 
transit route, except for 
the Fish Creek 
neighborhood

Steamboat 
Springs Transit



❖ Most buses run every 20 
minutes all day, with a few 
exceptions (Yellow Line and 
some early morning service are 
less frequent)

❖ 122 bus stops exist in the city

❖ 40 drivers running 15 
transit buses, 4 regional buses, 
and 1 paratransit shuttle

❖ 6 bus lines in winter, 3 in 
summer, in addition to regional 
route to/from Craig and night bus 
year-round

Transit Service and Data

Transit Stop
Total Boardings December

through April % ADT

GTC 267,461 26.10% 1771

Central Park Plaza TB 49,180 4.80% 326

Walton Pond 44,507 4.34% 295

7th WB 44,207 4.31% 293

Central Park Plaza MB 38,978 3.80% 258

Shadow Run 31,053 3.03% 206

3rd WB 27,358 2.67% 181

7th MB 26,964 2.63% 179

3rd MB 23,802 2.32% 158

Herbage 22,246 2.17% 147

Transit Stop
Total Boardings May through

November % ADT

Central Park Plaza MB 43,538 5.00% 203

Central Park Plaza TB 43,118 4.96% 201

GTC Condos 35,024 4.03% 164

Shadow Run 33,996 3.91% 159

Stockbridge 33,824 3.89% 158

GTC Townbound 32,982 3.79% 154

7th WB 32,191 3.70% 150

The Park 30,368 3.49% 142

7th MB 30,005 3.45% 140

Safeway 29,772 3.42% 139



WHAT ARE 

EXISTING 

CONDITIONS FOR 

DRIVING?



Functional 
Classifications

Data source: City of Steamboat Springs



❖ 75 centerline miles of roadway
❖ .3 miles are unpaved

❖ Additional 21 miles are privately owned/maintained.

❖ 6.4 miles of US 40/Lincoln Ave owned by CDOT.

❖ 2017 Pavement Management Analysis recommends
❖ increase their paving budget to at least $2.15M annually (currently 

~$1M) to maintain roadways at current average PCI scores

❖ Streets Division works 24/7 during winter months to remove 
300 inches of snowfall annually.

❖ Roads are restriped every year in the spring

Roadway Network Maintenance



❖ On-street parking is currently 
free in Steamboat, with two 
paid parking lots on mountain, 
two free lots further away (one 
w/ shuttle)

❖ 2014 Parking Study 
recommends paid parking in 
downtown to encourage 
turnover – many spaces are 
currently time-limited, but 
enforcement is lacking

Parking





PLANNING & 

DEVELOPMENT



WHAT CAN WE 

LEARN FROM 

PREVIOUS PLANS 

AND STUDIES?



A Planning Foundation



Vision and Goal Themes from Citywide Plans
City Area Community Plan 

(2004)
Sidewalk Master Plan

(2016)
Mobility and Circulation Plan 

(1998)
PROSTR

(2019)

Relieving congestion ● ●
Environmental sustainability ● ●
Transportation-land use relationship ● ●
Multimodality ● ● ● ●
Connectivity ● ● ● ●
Transportation demand management ●
Planning for growth ●
Active transportation to recreation ● ●
Safety ● ●
Auto-dependency reduction ● ● ●
Financial sustainability ●



❖ Steamboat Springs Downtown Plan (2019)
❖ Includes connectivity and mobility evaluation and project recommendations

❖ East Steamboat Springs US Hwy 40 Access Study (2016)
❖ Recommends access and signal modifications, alternative local routes, ped/bike 

crossings at all major intersections, transit stops

❖ Downtown Steamboat Springs Parking Analysis (2014)
❖ Recommends on-street paid parking meters be installed in downtown to encourage 

turnover, coupled with increased parking enforcement

❖ Downtown Design Guidelines (2009)
❖ Recommends on-street paid parking meters be installed in downtown to encourage 

turnover, coupled with increased parking enforcement

❖ West Steamboat Springs US Hwy 40 Access Study (2008)
❖ Recommends access and signal modifications, alternative local routes, ped/bike 

crossings at all major intersections, transit stops

Area Transportation Plans and Studies

Contains Relevant Project Recommendations



❖ Steamboat Base Area – Master Transportation Study (2008)
❖ Infrastructure project list to improve operations around Ski Resort

❖ West Steamboat Springs Area Plan (2006)
❖ Mostly focused on land use, with several pages devoted to general ideas around 

improving circulation in West Steamboat Springs

❖ Mountain Town Sub-Area Plan Update (2005)
❖ Includes circulation improvement plans for ped/bike/vehicular access

❖ Whistler Area Transportation Study (1996)
❖ Area Plan for Whistler Area, recommends corridor and intersection improvements

Area Transportation Plans and Studies

Contains Relevant Project Recommendations



LEAD: TAYLOR

QC: TRUNG

Planned 
Projects

Data source: City of Steamboat Springs



HOW WILL PRIVATE 

DEVELOPMENT 

CHANGE 

STEAMBOAT?



Major Private Developments

❖ Major developments are 
expected to add 1,011 
residential units, 338 hotel 
rooms and 71,000 sq. ft. of 
commercial and office space.

Land Use Type Traffic Trips Generated

Residential 5,998

Commercial/Office 3,231

Mixed Use 2,168

School/Government 1,495

Total Trips 12,892



Major Private Developments

Projected Traffic Generation for Major Developments

Development Type Trips

West Steamboat 

Neighborhoods
Residential 4170

Homewood Suites 

Hotel
Commercial 2018

River View Mixed Use 1694

Marriott Residence 

Inn
Commercial 1061

Steamboat School 

Site 2
School 937

❖ Yampa River Trail system 
is planned to extend north 
to Slate Creek and south 
to Legacy Open Space.

❖ Planned crossings 
and underpasses at US40.

❖ West Steamboat 
Neighborhoods and the 
Steamboat School Site 2 will 
require multimodal connections 
to surrounding developments 
and the regional trail system.



HOW DOES 

TRANSPORTATION 

RELATE TO THE 

CITY’S SOCIAL 

COMPONENTS?



❖ Reduce drive alone work commute trips below 60% (66% in 2017) and public 
transportation/walk/bike above 25% (17.7% in 2017)

❖ Conduct early development reviews of subdivisions and other developments that includes 
an analysis of destinations within ½ mile of project borders and multi-modal access routes

❖ Increase the percentage of households with access to public transit (within ¼ mile) from 
73% to 75%

❖ Increase the mileage of striped or buffered bicycle lanes, cycle-tracks, parallel off-street 
paths and/or other dedicated facilities

❖ Establish or support a community-wide public bike share program

❖ Establish school siting guidelines that give preferential considerations to locations that 
maximize the number of students who can walk or bicycle safely to school

STAR Communities Report Transportation Choices 
Key Recommendations



❖ Transportation is the largest source of 
greenhouse gas emissions in the U.S.

❖ A five percent increase in the walkability 
of a neighborhood is associated with a 
32.1 percent per capita increase in active 
travel, 6.5 percent fewer miles driven, and 
5.5 percent fewer grams of harmful 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 
emitted.

Transportation and the Environment

Source: EPA website



❖ America spends $160 billion annually on transportation 
infrastructure…highway crashes cost Americans $242 billion 
annually, including the cost of medical bills, lost wages, legal fees, 
auto repairs and delays

❖ "Two-thirds of adults and one-third of children are overweight or 
obese. Left unchecked, obesity’s effects on health, health care costs, 
and our productivity as a nation could become catastrophic. The 
staggering human toll of obesity-related chronic disease and 
disability, and an annual cost of $190.2 billion for treating obesity-
related illness, underscore the urgent need to strengthen prevention 
efforts in the United States.“

❖ Research shows that proximity to trails in urban areas increases 
property values, which in turn boosts property taxes

Transportation and the Economy



❖ Accessibility is typically thought of as providing solutions for 
people with disabilities, but can also mean providing easy and 
safe access for all people to use their mode of choice to travel.

❖ In both senses of the word, providing accessibility in a 
transportation system can increase access to jobs, educational 
opportunities, recreation, and more, which stimulates the 
economy and makes a community livable.

❖ The Americans with Disabilities Act also mandates that 
transportation networks be accessible for all – this can include 
curb ramps, adequate sidewalk widths, audible pedestrian 
signals, paratransit, and more.

Transportation and Accessibility 



❖ Risk of obesity climbs 6% with 
every additional mile spent in 
the car and 
decreases 5% with 
approximately every half mile 
walked

Transportation and Health

Connected networks can reduce auto dependency and 
crash risk, and improve overall health and quality of life



❖ All of the aforementioned social components have an impact on 
quality of life for individuals and communities – environment, 
economy, accessibility, and health.

❖ Opportunities to travel safely in any mode increases access for 
all to employment, education, and recreational opportunities 
and makes for a happy community.

Transportation and Quality of Life



STEAMBOAT SPRINGS 
TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN 

April 5, 2021 

Appendix 2 - Community Engagement Summary 

This Community Engagement Summary is intended to document community engagement efforts to support the 
development of the Steamboat Springs Transportation Plan. The Request for Qualifications provided the following 
expectations: 

A robust community engagement effort will be a necessary component of successful plan adoption. City staff intends to 
call together a Transportation Solutions Working Group to help inform and guide the plan process. Outside of this group it 
will be important for the consultant to develop a plan to ensure that robust community input is gathered and considered 
including a survey, creation of a web-based presence via the City’s Engage platform, and by holding public meetings. It 
is an expectation of city staff that the input gathered should help inform realistic decision making mindful of 
necessary tradeoffs considering the high cost of infrastructure projects and limitation of resources. Development of a 
project wish list is not the measure of a successful outreach effort. A Problem Statement based approach to focus 
the plan efforts would address the community’s general sense related to transportation matters of how they are currently 
being served by the city, what the city could do differently or approach in a different manner, and what is currently 
being done well that should be continued. 

Key Stakeholder Groups 
• Transportation Solutions Working Group (TSWG): The Transportation Solutions Working Group

(TSWG) served as the primary sounding board for the development of the Transportation Plan. We met
with the TSWG seven times during the planning process to provide project updates, develop
Transportation Plan elements, and solicit feedback. The City of Steamboat Springs was responsible for
inviting members, scheduling meetings, and addressing meeting logistics. The TSWG comprised of
representation from City departments and local partners responsible for planning, designing,
constructing, and operating transportation facilities in Steamboat Springs.

• City Council and Planning Commission: Interaction with Steamboat Springs’ elected and appointed
officials took place via one work session and one recommendation hearing to the Planning Commission,
three work sessions with the City Council, and one adoption hearing with the City Council. The City
Council provided feedback at strategic points in the planning process and is ultimately responsible for
adopting the Transportation Plan. We presented the draft Transportation Plan to the Planning
Commission before finalizing a draft for City Council adoption.

• General Public: Community engagement should focus on obtaining input from residents and visitors of
all ethnicities, races, ages, incomes, genders, physical abilities, and languages. The general public has
had several opportunities to participate in the planning process including via Engage Steamboat, the
online survey and online open house, and an online review of the graphical draft Transportation Plan. We
also facilitated focus group sessions with members of the public involved with Integrated Communities
and took the graphical draft on a “road show” to various key stakeholders, including the Steamboat
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Springs Parks and Recreation Commission, School District, Urban Redevelopment Authority Advisory 
Committee, and the development community.  

Messaging 
The development of the Transportation Plan comprises four major phases. The overarching message guiding 
community engagement efforts will vary for each phase, along with the public’s and stakeholder’s ability to 
influence the planning process. The descriptions below offer suggested messaging to encourage participation 
while setting realistic expectations. 

Throughout the Project 
The City of Steamboat Springs is advancing an effort to evaluate existing transportation issues, develop solutions to 
address them, and chart a course for funding and construction over the next 20 years. If you live in, work in, travel 
through, or visit Steamboat, you’re invited to take part in the planning process. 

Phase 1: Existing Conditions Evaluation 
The first step to any good plan is to establish a clear understanding of existing conditions. Travel in and through 
Steamboat today should influence investment decisions of tomorrow. Help us to identify the streets, intersections, 
sidewalks, trails, and services in town where you see issues related to safety, congestion, and access, and tell us about 
how you currently get around and how you would like to get around in the future. This information will help us develop 
project recommendations to create tomorrow’s transportation system. 

Phase 2: Project Development 
Based on input provided by you during the existing conditions evaluation phase of the planning process combined with 
previous planning efforts, transportation data collection, and technical analysis, we’ve made our first attempt to develop 
project recommendations related to roadways, sidewalks, bikeways, trails, and transit. Your feedback during this phase 
will help us to refine the list of project recommendations.  

Phase 3: Project Prioritization and Implementation Strategy 
Since resources are limited, we need a plan that tells us which projects to implement first and identifies potential funding 
sources for design and construction. In order to get there, we need to balance the planning process’s technical 
information with public and stakeholder input to determine what is most important to the future of Steamboat’s 
transportation network. Your feedback on the factors we use for scoring each project and the resulting list of high-priority 
projects will help us check project prioritization against community values. 

Phase 4: Documentation and Adoption 
The planning process is culminating in the creation of a planning document called the Steamboat Springs Transportation 
Master Plan. Guided by technical analysis and informed by input from you and stakeholders, we’ve drafted a 
Transportation Plan document for your review. Following this 30-day period where you can read and comment on the 
Transportation Plan, we’ll make revisions as appropriate and present the final document to City Council for adoption. 
Thank you for being part of developing a plan that defines a clear path forward for improving transportation in Steamboat 
Springs. 

Activity Summary 

Date Activity Purpose 

Throughout 
project 

Engage Steamboat Keep the public informed about the Transportation Plan planning process 
Promote public engagement activities 

Phase 1: Existing Conditions Evaluation 

February 2020 Online survey Obtain public input regarding transportation issues, priorities, and opportunities 
March 17, 
2020 

TSWG meeting #1 Review findings from Existing Conditions Evaluation (Task 3) 
Obtain input on transportation issues, priorities, and opportunities 



 3 

 

Date Activity Purpose 

May 2020 Focus group Identify transportation concerns and desires for underrepresented community members 

May 2020 Online Open House Present findings from Existing Conditions Evaluation (Task 3) 
Obtain input on transportation issues, priorities, and opportunities 

Phase 2: Project Development 

June 11, 2020 TSWG meeting #2 
Review findings from Existing Conditions Evaluation (Task 3) 
Present public input to date 
Obtain input for Project Identification (Task 4.2) 

September 8, 
2020 

City Council work 
session #1 

Present public input to date 
Review outcomes from Existing Conditions Inventory (Task 3) and Project Development (Task 
4) 

 

Phase 3: Project Prioritization and Implementation Strategy 

October 12, 
2020 

TSWG meeting #3 
Review outcomes from Roadway Classification Update (Task 4.1) 
Review Project Identification (Task 4.2) 
Obtain input for Project Prioritization (Task 5.1) 

November 
16,2020 

TSWG meeting #4 Finalize Project Prioritization (Task 5.1) 
Review Transportation Plan document outline 

December 
15,2020 

TSWG meeting #5 Finalize Project Identification (Task 4.2) 

Phase 4: Documentation and Adoption 

January 28, 
2021 

TSWG meeting #6 Review outcomes from Project Prioritization (Task 5.1) 

February 9, 
2021 

City Council work 
session #2 

Present prioritization and implementation frame 
Discuss funding opportunities 

February 23, 
2021 

TSWG meeting #7 Review draft Transportation Plan (Word) 

April 2021 Public comment Gather feedback on graphical draft Transportation Plan (InDesign) 

April 12, 2021 
School District 
presentation Gather feedback on graphical draft Transportation Plan  

April 14, 2021 

Parks and 
Recreation 
Commission 
presentation 

Gather feedback on graphical draft Transportation Plan 

April 15, 2021 

Urban 
Redevelopment 
Authority Advisory 
Committee 
presentation 

Gather feedback on graphical draft Transportation Plan 

April 22, 2021 
Planning 
Commission Work 
Session #1 

Present effort to date 
Review content from graphical draft Transportation Plan 

May 4, 2021 
Presentation to 
developer group Gather feedback on graphical draft Transportation Plan 

May 11, 2021 
City Council work 
session #3 Review content from graphical draft Transportation Plan 

June 24, 2021 

Planning 
Commission 
Recommendation 
Hearing 

Review and recommend adoption of Final Draft 

July 6, 2021 
City Council 
adoption resolution Adopt Final Draft of Transportation Plan 



Appendix 3 - 
Online Open House Summary



 14 interviews with Integrated Community members
 92 comments through the interactive map
 402 responses to the online survey
 3 Q&A sessions with 5 participants
 170 views of the open house videos

Engagement Levels



INTEGRATED 
COMMUNITY 
INTERVIEWS



Interviewee Demographics

 14 interviews
 28 to 66 years old
 10 females and 4 males
Primarily Latinx



Interviewee Highlights

Primarily use the bus, especially in winter, but also walk in
summer

 Lots of love for Steamboat Springs Transit, the operators, and 
the fare-free service

 Travel feels very safe and comfortable for all modes except for 
bicycling
 Walking/driving in winter can be precarious

Opportunities for improvement
 Extend SST service hours and frequency
 Improve SST bus stops



INTERACTIVE 
MAP



Interactive Map Responses

 45 comments about walking
 18 comments about bicycling
 4 comments about transit
 19 comments about driving
 1 comment about parking



ONLINE 
SURVEY



FULLY COMPLETED 
SURVEYS

PARTIALLY COMPLETED 
SURVEYS

296

106



Survey respondent demographics



Survey respondent demographics



Survey respondent demographics



Survey respondent demographics



Most respondents live/work in Steamboat



Most respondents drive to work daily in winter



But driving rates decrease in summer



Non-work trips in winter are more varied



But people are more likely to walk/bike in summer



There is significant demand for biking/walking access to the 
mountains during summer months



People feel much more comfortable driving than using other modes

88.4%



But a large number of people would be more likely to 
walk or ride a bike if they felt safer doing so

83.5%

85.0%



Important destinations include...

Others included:
 Work (Honey 

Stinger, Bob 
Adams, etc.)

 West end
 Biking/hiking trails
 Colorado 

Mountain College



In the past 5 years, respondents think that driving has become more 
difficult and biking/walking/transit have stayed the same or slightly 
improved



Respondents most value bicycle and pedestrian connectivity and 
vehicle movement/loading/parking



Some of the biggest issues are too much traffic, not enough parking, 
and poor sidewalk connectivity. Many people wrote in "bike 
infrastructure" as well

Others included:
 Lack of bike 

infrastructure
 Need a bypass
 Speeding/red light 

running
 Transit access to 

neighboring 
communities

 Lincoln Ave 
traffic/safety 



Respondents think the City should keep building out the bike network, 
providing transit service, and encouraging active transportation



On average, respondents would prefer to spend City dollars on 
bikeways, more parking, and transit service



1 

TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN 

Appendix 4 - Prioritization Summary 
To prioritize transportation projects, each project was scored according to 16 criteria corresponding to each of the 
plan’s eight guiding principles. Each metric was either manually evaluated based on the project’s attributes or 
assessed using coding scripts to process available GIS data1. In some cases, projects were assigned to pre-set 
score categories of 0, 3, or 9. In other cases, such as historic crash patterns, projects were scored between 0 and 
9 relative to where they fall compared to all other projects using proportional allocation.  

These criteria were weighted according to TSWG input as well as stakeholder discussions. The scoring criteria is 
presented in the table below.  

Criteria Weight Measure Points 

Total 
Weighted 

Points 
Possible 

Scoring Method 

Safety 

Will the project reduce or 
eliminate pedestrian/bicyclist 
/driver conflict points?  

10 

Yes; completely eliminates multiple conflict 
points (project types include new signals or signal 
upgrades, roundabouts, grade separations)

9 

90 
Manually evaluated based 

on project type. 

To some extent; reduces conflict points (project 
types include new sidewalks or bike lanes, most non-
intersection projects, raised intersections, and 
intersection turn lanes)

3 

No; does not reduce conflict points or increases 
conflict points (project types include new roadways, 
streetscape improvements, road widening, 
maintenance of bridges)  

0 

Will the project address historic 
crash patterns? 10 

Number of crashes2 within 100’ of the 
project, normalized by project corridor length (if 
applicable). Score between 0 and 
9 applied proportionally. If the project is located 
in area with a crash history, but the proposed 
project does not include proven safety 
countermeasures, a score of zero is allocated.  

9 90 

The number of crashes, 
normalized by length, 

within 100’ of each 
project was determined 
via scripting. The scores 

were applied using 
proportional allocation. 
Projects were manually 

reviewed to assess 
whether the project type 
would typically include a 

proven safety 
countermeasure.  

Will the project improve 
emergency response times and 
create a more resilient roadway 
network? 

5 

Yes; adds new roadways that enhance the overall 
roadway network and provide additional routes for 
emergency response 

9 

45 

Determined via scripting. 
Nine points were 

allocated to all new 
roadway project types.  No; project does not enhance the emergency 

response network 
0 

1 PostgreSQL was used to process GIS data and related spatial analyses. 
2 Includes all injury and non-injury crashes that occurred between 2015 and 2019. 
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Criteria  Weight  Measure  Points   

Total 
Weighted 

Points 
Possible  

Scoring Method 

Active Transportation Connectivity   

Will the project connect to existing 
and proposed sidewalks, bikeways, 
or transit routes?  

10  
Number of existing or proposed sidewalks, bikeways, 
or transit routes normalized by project corridor 
length (if applicable). Score between 0 and 9 applied 
proportionally.   

9  90  

Determined via scripting 
based on the number of 
sidewalks, bikeways, and 
transit routes, within 25’ 

feet of the project, 
normalized by length. The 
scores were applied using 

proportional allocation 
for each network 

separately. The sub-
scores for each network 
were summed and final 
scores for this category 

were applied using a final 
proportional allocation.   

Will the project fill a gap in the 
sidewalk, bikeway, or transit 
network?   

10  

Yes; fills a gap in the sidewalk, bikeway, or transit 
network. 9  

90  

Manually evaluated based 
on project type and visual 

review of existing 
networks. All new 

collector roadways are 
assumed to have bike 

facilities and sidewalks. 

No; does not fill a gap in the sidewalk, bikeway, or 
transit network  0  

Community and Quality of Life   

Is the project likely to reduce 
motor vehicle congestion?  9  

Yes; adds capacity or reduces delay at locations with 
existing congestion issues (includes signal timing 
upgrades, new travel lanes, turn lanes, and new 
roadways) 

9  

81  

Manually evaluated based 
on project type. Existing 
congestion issues were 
determined based on 

local knowledge of where 
congestion issues exist 

currently.   

To some extent; moderately reduces congestion or 
adds capacity/reduces delay at locations without 
existing congestion issues (includes roundabouts)  

3  

No; increases congestion or has no effect on 
congestion  0  

Will the project improve access to 
community facilities (schools, 
healthcare, libraries, or 
community centers)?  

9  
Yes; within 500’ of a community facility  9  

81  
Determined via scripting, 

based on land uses 
categorized as public 
services/institutional. 

No; not within 500’ of a community facility  0  

Public Health and Active Living   

Will the project encourage trips by 
walking, bicycling, or transit 
instead of driving?  

8  

Yes; includes infrastructure for walking AND 
bicycling,  9  

72  

Determined via scripting 
based on project details, 
using flags that indicate 

the presence of 
pedestrian and bicycle 

infrastructure.  

To some extent; includes infrastructure for walking 
OR bicycling 3  
No; does not include infrastructure for walking or 
bicycling  0  

Will the project connect to 
recreation opportunities (trails or 
parks)?  

8  

Yes; directly connects to a recreation 
opportunity (within 25’)  9  

72  Determined via scripting.  To some extent; within 500’ of a recreation 
opportunity  3  

No; further than 500’ from a recreation opportunity  0  

Economic Vitality     

Will the project improve access to 
employment areas?  7  

Yes; within a top Streetlight Destination Zone 
(downtown, the base area, or the Pine Grove 
shopping area)  

9  
63  Determined via scripting.  

No; not within a top Streetlight Destination Zone  0  
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Criteria  Weight  Measure  Points   

Total 
Weighted 

Points 
Possible  

Scoring Method 

Is the project likely to make freight 
movement or deliveries easier or 
more efficient?  

7  

Yes; makes freight movement and deliveries easier 
or more efficient (includes increased road capacity 
or new roadway connections) 

9  

63  Manually evaluated based 
on project type.  

To some extent; moderately improves efficiency or 
ease of freight movement or deliveries (includes 
roundabouts, new signals, underpasses, or 
intersection capacity modifications) 

3  

No; does not improve efficiency or ease freight 
movement or deliveries  0  

Accessibility and Inclusion   

Will the project serve sensitive 
population areas? This includes 
Yampa Valley Housing Authority, 
Horizons, and dense rental 
communities.  

7  

Yes; connects directly to an identified sensitive 
population geography.   9  

63  

Determined via scripting, 
based on a shapefile of 
low-income households 

provided by City staff 
from STAR communities 

report. 

To some extent; within 500’ of an identified sensitive 
population geography.  3  
No; further than 500’ from an identified sensitive 
population geography.   0  

Will the project include accessible 
design strategies for people using 
mobility devices, children, or older 
adults?  

7  

Yes; corridors with accessible curb ramps, pedestrian 
signals, sidewalk widening, etc. where they don't 
exist already  

9  

63  
Determined via manual 

review of existing facilities 
and proposed project 

types.  

To some extent; intersections with accessible curb 
ramps, pedestrian signals, signal upgrades where 
they don't exist already  

3  

No; intersections with accessible curb ramps, 
pedestrian signals, signal upgrades where they don't 
exist already  

0  

Environmental Sustainability   

Is the project likely to reduce 
single-occupancy vehicle trips?  6  

Yes; project includes elements that make it easier to 
walk or bike 9  

54  

Determined via scripting 
based on project details, 
using flags that indicate 

the presence of 
pedestrian and bicycle 

infrastructure.  

No; project does not include elements that make it 
easier to walk or bike 0  

Will the project negatively impact 
natural resources (bodies of water, 
open spaces, trees, wildlife, etc.)?  

6  
No; does intersect and is not directly adjacent to a 
body of water or park, and will not impact trees.   9  

54  
Determined via manual 

review of existing 
facilities, using satellite 

imagery.  
Yes; intersects or is directly adjacent to a body of 
water or park, or could impact trees  0  

Land Use Integration   

Will the project serve future high-
intensity land uses?  6  

Yes; the project is within areas designated with a 
future land use of Old Town Commercial, Mixed-Use 
Corridor, or Commercial Activity  

9  

54  

Determined via scripted 
analysis. Spot projects 
were allocated points 
based on the highest 

category of future land 
uses within 150' of the 

project. Corridor projects 
were allocated points 

based on the future land 
use that comprised the 
majority area of a 150' 

buffer around the project. 

To some extent; the project is within areas 
designated with a future land use of Old Town 
Residential, Community Commercial, Resort 
Residential, Resort Commercial, Industrial, or 
Neighborhood Residential (medium)  

3  

No; the project is not within the above future land 
use categories  0  

 

The full list of project scores is presented in the table below. 
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Project Name Rank Final Score 
(weighted) 

Score 
(unweighted) 

Conflict 
Points  

Addresses 
Historic 
Crashes 

Emergency 
Response 

Multimodal 
Connections 

Multimodal 
Gaps 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Congestion 

Community 
Facility Access 

Encourage 
Non-car 

Trips 

Recreation 
Connections 

Access to 
Employment 

Areas 

Freight/Deliveries Sensitive 
Population 

Areas 

Accessible 
Design 

Reduce SOV 
Trips 

Natural 
Resources 

Future High 
Intensity Land 

Uses 
11th Street 
Extension 

1 677 92 0 0 9 2 9 9 0 9 9 9 9 0 9 9 0 9 

11th Street 
Complete Street 

2 675 87 3 2 0 7 9 0 9 9 3 9 0 0 9 9 9 9 

Howelsen 
Parkway 
Extension 

3 659 86 0 0 9 2 9 9 9 9 9 0 9 0 9 9 0 3 

Stone & Ingles 
Lane Extension 
& Complete 
Streets  

4 651 87 3 0 9 6 9 3 0 9 9 9 3 0 9 9 0 9 

East US 40 
Access Control 

5 610 79 9 1 0 0 0 9 9 0 9 9 3 3 9 0 9 9 

Curve Area 
Connectors 

5 610 82 0 0 9 1 9 3 9 3 9 0 9 9 9 9 0 3 

West US 40 
Roadway 
Widening 

6 588 78 0 0 0 0 0 9 9 9 9 9 9 3 9 9 0 3 

West US 40 
Access Control 

7 574 73 9 1 0 0 0 9 9 0 9 9 3 3 9 0 9 3 

Mid Valley Dr 
Extension B 

8 565 79 0 0 9 1 9 3 0 3 9 0 9 9 9 9 0 9 

Dougherty Road 
and Walton 
Pond Circle 
Connector 

8 565 79 0 0 9 1 9 3 0 3 9 0 9 9 9 9 0 9 

West Steamboat 
Springs 
Connectors 

9 558 75 0 0 9 0 9 3 9 3 9 0 9 3 9 9 0 3 

Lincoln Avenue 
Complete Street 

10 557 74 3 9 0 2 0 0 9 3 3 9 0 0 9 9 9 9 

3rd Street 
Access 
Management 

11 551 71 3 4 0 4 0 9 9 0 3 9 3 0 9 0 9 9 

7th Street 
Ped/Bike Bridge 

12 548 71 0 0 0 8 9 0 0 9 9 9 0 0 9 9 0 9 

12th Street 
Bikeway 

13 546 69 3 1 0 5 9 0 9 3 9 9 0 0 0 9 9 3 

US40 & Shield Dr 
Intersection 
Upgrade 

14 539 68 9 5 0 3 0 9 9 3 0 0 0 0 3 9 9 9 

Mid Valley Dr 
Extension C 

15 533 74 0 0 9 2 9 3 0 3 9 0 9 3 9 9 0 9 

Walton Creek 
Road Extension 

15 533 74 0 0 9 2 9 3 0 3 9 0 9 3 9 9 0 9 

Gondola Transit 
Center 
Improvements 

16 532 70 3 1 0 0 9 9 0 3 3 9 3 0 9 9 9 3 

East Lincoln 
Avenue 
Downtown 
Bikeway 

17 531 69 3 6 0 3 9 0 0 3 9 9 0 0 0 9 9 9 

Pine Grove Rd & 
Angels View Way 
Pedestrian 
Crossing 

18 524 68 9 3 0 2 9 0 0 3 3 9 0 0 3 9 9 9 

Mid Valley Dr 
Extension A 

19 523 73 0 0 9 1 9 3 0 3 9 0 9 3 9 9 0 9 

US40 & Elk River 
Road Underpass 

20 518 65 9 9 0 2 9 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 3 9 9 9 

5th Street 
Bikeway 

21 513 66 3 3 0 9 9 0 0 3 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 9 

7th Street 
Bikeway 

21 513 66 3 5 0 7 9 0 0 3 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 9 

Meadow Lane 
Extension 

22 511 70 0 0 9 1 9 3 0 3 9 9 9 0 9 9 0 0 

Mt Werner 
Circle & Eagle 
Ridge Dr 
Intersection 
Upgrade 

23 503 65 9 3 0 5 0 3 0 3 9 9 0 0 3 9 9 3 
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Project Name Rank Final Score 
(weighted) 

Score 
(unweighted) 

Conflict 
Points  

Addresses 
Historic 
Crashes 

Emergency 
Response 

Multimodal 
Connections 

Multimodal 
Gaps 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Congestion 

Community 
Facility Access 

Encourage 
Non-car 

Trips 

Recreation 
Connections 

Access to 
Employment 

Areas 

Freight/Deliveries Sensitive 
Population 

Areas 

Accessible 
Design 

Reduce SOV 
Trips 

Natural 
Resources 

Future High 
Intensity Land 

Uses 
West Lincoln 
Avenue 
Downtown 
Bikeway 

24 498 63 3 2 0 1 9 0 9 3 3 9 0 3 9 9 0 3 

Rollingstone Dr 
Trail Underpass 

25 497 65 0 0 0 8 9 0 0 9 9 0 0 0 3 9 9 9 

9th Street 
Bikeway 

26 494 62 3 0 0 8 9 0 9 3 0 9 0 0 0 9 9 3 

Ranch Road 
Extension 

27 491 65 0 0 9 5 9 3 0 0 9 9 9 0 9 0 0 3 

US40 East of 3rd 
St Pedestrian 
Crossing 

28 489 63 9 0 0 3 9 0 0 9 3 0 0 0 3 9 9 9 

Mt Werner Rd & 
Pine Grove Rd 
Roundabout 

29 482 62 3 7 0 7 0 3 0 0 9 9 3 0 3 0 9 9 

Mt Werner 
Road/Circle 
Complete 
Streets 

29 482 62 3 1 0 1 9 0 0 9 9 9 0 0 9 9 0 3 

Ski Time Square 
Drive Complete 
Streets 

30 466 64 3 0 0 4 0 0 0 9 9 9 0 0 9 9 9 3 

US40 & Weiss Dr 
Intersection 
Upgrade 

31 460 61 9 6 0 1 0 3 0 3 3 0 3 3 3 9 9 9 

13th Street 
Bikeway 

32 452 56 3 0 0 2 9 0 9 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 0 3 

US40 & 
Stockbridge 
Transit 
Center/Indian 
Trails Signal 
Relocation 

33 450 60 9 4 0 2 0 3 0 3 3 0 3 3 3 9 9 9 

US40 & Downhill 
Drive New Signal 

34 446 56 9 6 0 2 0 9 0 0 3 0 3 3 3 0 9 9 

Amethyst Drive 
Bike Lanes 

35 434 53 3 0 0 2 9 0 9 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 0 0 

Fish Creek Trail 
Underpass 

36 426 54 9 0 0 0 9 0 0 9 3 0 0 3 3 9 0 9 

Chinook 
Lane/Owl Hoot 
Trail Bikeway 

36 426 57 3 0 0 3 0 0 9 3 9 9 0 0 0 9 9 3 

9th Street 
Complete Street 

37 424 58 0 0 0 7 0 0 9 3 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 9 

West US40 Trail 
Underpass 

38 414 54 0 0 0 3 9 0 0 9 9 0 0 3 3 9 9 0 

Hilltop Lane 
Bikeway 

39 412 52 3 0 0 4 9 0 0 3 9 0 0 3 9 9 0 3 

Pine Grove Road 
Bikeway 

40 409 49 3 1 0 3 9 0 9 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 0 3 

Oak Street 
Complete 
Streets 

41 408 51 3 1 0 5 9 0 0 3 3 9 0 0 9 9 0 0 

Clubhouse Drive 
Bikeway 

42 406 55 3 0 0 1 0 0 9 3 9 9 0 0 0 9 9 3 

8th Street 
Complete Street 

43 404 56 0 0 0 5 0 0 9 3 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 9 

Mt Werner Rd & 
Steamboat Blvd 
Roundabout 

44 396 51 3 3 0 6 0 3 0 0 9 9 3 0 3 0 9 3 

US40 & Loggers 
Lane New Signal 

45 395 53 9 3 0 2 0 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 3 9 9 9 

West US40 
Signal 

46 390 51 9 0 0 0 0 9 0 3 3 0 3 3 3 9 9 0 

Blue Sage Drive 
Extension 

46 390 51 0 0 9 3 9 3 0 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 

Walton Creek 
Road/Apres Ski 
Way Bikeway 

47 381 48 3 0 0 3 9 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 0 3 
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Project Name Rank Final Score 
(weighted) 

Score 
(unweighted) 

Conflict 
Points  

Addresses 
Historic 
Crashes 

Emergency 
Response 

Multimodal 
Connections 

Multimodal 
Gaps 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Congestion 

Community 
Facility Access 

Encourage 
Non-car 

Trips 

Recreation 
Connections 

Access to 
Employment 

Areas 

Freight/Deliveries Sensitive 
Population 

Areas 

Accessible 
Design 

Reduce SOV 
Trips 

Natural 
Resources 

Future High 
Intensity Land 

Uses 
Missouri Avenue 
Bikeway 

47 381 48 3 0 0 3 9 0 9 3 0 0 0 0 0 9 9 3 

13th St & Shield 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade 

48 380 50 9 0 0 2 0 3 0 9 3 0 0 0 3 9 9 3 

Rollingstone 
Drive Bikeway 

49 378 51 3 1 0 8 0 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 9 9 

River Road 
Bikeway 

50 372 48 3 0 0 0 9 0 0 3 9 0 0 3 9 9 0 3 

Medicine Springs 
Drive Bikeway 

50 372 48 3 0 0 3 9 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 9 3 

Shield Drive 
Bikeway  

51 370 49 3 1 0 3 0 0 9 3 3 0 0 0 9 9 0 9 

Anglers Drive 
Extension 

51 370 49 0 0 9 1 9 3 0 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 

US40 & Stone Ln 
New Signal 

52 369 51 9 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 0 3 0 3 9 9 9 

Pine Street 
Bikeway 

53 368 50 3 0 0 2 0 0 9 3 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 3 

East US 40 
Bikeway Gaps 2 

54 359 47 3 1 0 1 9 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 9 9 0 9 

Mt Werner Rd & 
Mt Werner 
Circle 
Roundabout 

55 358 46 3 9 0 1 0 3 0 0 3 9 3 0 3 0 9 3 

13th St & Gilpin 
St Roundabout 

56 356 44 3 2 0 6 0 3 9 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 9 3 

Oak St & 7th St 
Roundabout 

57 355 43 3 7 0 9 0 3 0 0 0 9 3 0 0 0 9 0 

Oak St & 9th St 
Roundabout 

58 346 43 3 1 0 6 0 3 9 0 0 9 3 0 0 0 9 0 

Burgess Creek 
Road Bikeway 

59 344 47 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 9 9 0 0 9 9 0 3 

Downhill Drive / 
Gossard Parkway 
Complete 
Streets 

60 340 46 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 9 9 0 0 3 9 9 0 3 

Village Dr 
Bikeway 

61 338 41 3 1 0 4 9 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 0 3 

Meadows 
Parking to 
Gondola Transit 
Center Gondola 

62 334 40 3 0 0 7 0 9 0 0 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 3 

Walton Creek Rd 
& Chinook Ln 
Roundabout 

63 328 43 3 3 0 4 0 3 0 0 3 9 3 0 3 0 9 3 

Walton Creek Rd 
& Whistler Rd 
Roundabout 

64 326 41 3 8 0 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 3 3 3 0 9 3 

Howelsen Pkwy 
& 5th St Raised 
Intersection 

65 323 44 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 9 9 0 0 0 3 9 9 0 

US40 & Brandon 
Circle New Signal 

66 315 42 9 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3 0 3 0 3 9 9 0 

Steamboat 
Boulevard 
Bikeway 

67 306 42 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 9 9 0 0 9 9 0 0 

Pine Grove Rd & 
Rollingstone Dr 
Roundabout 

68 301 40 3 3 0 4 0 3 0 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 9 9 

8th Street One-
Way Conversion 

69 295 40 3 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 9 

US40 & Mt 
Werner Rd 
Roundabout 

70 294 39 3 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 3 9 3 0 3 0 9 0 

Elk River Road 
Bikeway 

70 294 39 3 0 0 0 0 0 9 3 3 0 0 0 9 9 0 3 

Oak St & 5th St 
Roundabout 

71 285 36 3 2 0 7 0 3 0 0 0 9 3 0 0 0 9 0 



   
TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN 

7 

 

Project Name Rank Final Score 
(weighted) 

Score 
(unweighted) 

Conflict 
Points  

Addresses 
Historic 
Crashes 

Emergency 
Response 

Multimodal 
Connections 

Multimodal 
Gaps 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Congestion 

Community 
Facility Access 

Encourage 
Non-car 

Trips 

Recreation 
Connections 

Access to 
Employment 

Areas 

Freight/Deliveries Sensitive 
Population 

Areas 

Accessible 
Design 

Reduce SOV 
Trips 

Natural 
Resources 

Future High 
Intensity Land 

Uses 
Tamarack Drive 
Bikeway 

72 281 38 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 9 9 0 3 

Walton Creek Rd 
& Village Dr 
Roundabout 

72 281 35 3 6 0 5 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 9 3 

Fish Creek Falls 
Rd & Amethyst 
Dr Intersection 
Upgrade 

73 277 34 3 5 0 5 0 3 0 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 9 0 

East US 40 
Bikeway Gaps 1 

74 250 31 3 0 0 1 9 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 9 0 3 

Rockies 
Way/Cornice Rd 
Bikeway 

75 233 32 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 3 9 0 0 0 9 0 3 

11th Street Soda 
Creek Bridge 
Replacement 

76 225 33 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 9 

Elk River Rd & 
Downhill Dr 
Intersection 
Upgrade 

77 211 28 3 1 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 9 3 

Oak Street Soda 
Creek Bridge 
Replacement 

78 161 23 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 9 0 

 



Page 
Number Name Comment

35
   

approved to avoid compliance
40

  
for the rest of us?

42 Ba
42 Blank pages should be labeled
1 Ben Beall and Mobility
3 Ben Beall add titles
3 Ben Beall add organization

13 Louis "Lou" Tortora Are we saying insufficient traffic is a transportation issue?
25 Louis "Lou" Tortora Shouldn'

41 Louis "Lou" Tortora
Was a trolley or other mode of mass transit considered. Not sure about an above ground 
gondola, but a trolley system might be doable if we remove/limit parking on main street.

48 Louis "Lou" Tortora
     

especially be true for larger $$$ projects.
Correct to say "Insufficient parking".

30 Shane

           
some bike lanes that put cyclists in the door space of vehicles parked on the shoulder. A 
sensible cyclist will of course not ride there but use the main lane of traffic; but the 
presence of the supposed bike lane then gives motorists the impression that cyclists are 
encroaching. This is not good for motorist/cyclist relations or for safety.
what does insufficient traffic mean?

13
ensure that there are places for peds and not everywhere allows bikes. bikes and peds 
don't really mix well in this town, bikes take over

25
there are many areas in downtown which lack sidewalks as well, it feels very unsafe to walk 
in downtown, very crowded too, on the sidewalks there are

25 it's also a big pedestrian travel way and needs to accommodate walkers also
29

 
existing

29 pine street does not have existing sidewalks 
prioritized.

31
the core trail is more than a bike lane, if it's listed as a bike lane, others are discouraged 
from using it and bikes will continue to take people out on the trail

35

              
or staff positions. a transportation management agency seems like something for a way 
bigger city/region and like something the consultants put in as a cookie cutter approach to 
keep putting money in their pocket, not applicable to this area.

35 does this include all electric vehicles like bikes and scooters or just cars
35 include contribution for all scale of developments, not just large ones
36 seems like transit should focus on transit and this should be something new

36

get CDOT to change this intention when hwy 40 is in downtown- in downtown it's primary 
function and focus should not be long distance high speed motor travel. we need to change 
the way we think about hwy 40 when it's in town and we need cdot to do that with us.

37 what does this mean?
37 weird wording, remove such as the many

37
there have been so many parking studies. we do nothing with them. Make a decision with 
one we have, do something, half the people will hate it, move forward anyway.

37 add sidewalks, make narrower space between sides of the street, problem solved.
37

 
spolied

38

               
voice heard. not everywhere works for peds and bikers, keep some places separate, bikers 
take over and are rude and cause safety hazards for peds, and make the ped experience 
unpleasant and eventually places (like emerald mountain) are not enjoyable for peds and 

39
separate commuter routes from those that people enjoy with families or for purposes other 
than commuting. fast bikes and all other uses are not compatible.

Appendix 5 - Online Comments on Draft TMP



39 not everyone uses Strava, be more inclusive.
40 what does reducing headways mean?

40

               
thousands of dollars listed in categories above. More emphasis should be placed on transit, 
transit is a far better solution to many of the concerns listed.

40 is a study really needed? shouldn't we just use 30,000 to subsidize rent instead?

40

              
funding from taxes and such. another cookie cutter strategy from consultants. focus on 
other thing more applicable to our community.

41
they'll also become more costly the longer they are put off. there should be a better, more 
practical, less hopeful approach to really achieving these projects.

41

              
impacts to lincoln would be negative to howelsen, is this really what we want? two busy 
roads, one in our biggest park and one in a big tax revenue area? shouldn't we focus on 
other methods of reducing cars to make all experiences more pleasant?

41

               
are supposed to share the road with cars, that doesn't happen. bikes ride on the nice new 
wide sidewalk designed for peds and further limit where peds can be.

42
some public funding should really be included and this should not be a pipe dream- we 
should take active steps to acheive this in the near term- next 5 years or less

43
why? seems like a lost opportunity. also, didn't actions above say we were going to look at 
their recommendations? why not include those in this plan?

43
if gondola transportation is going to be like transit, city and county should provide funding 
also and it should be part of the public system

46

             
used throguhout and it's confusing, active transportation isn't defined- help non 
transportation people understand

46
                

everything
46 will the project make a better social trail, or replace a social trail that trespasses?
46 will the project serve current land uses?
47 pine grove and central park interesction should be considered instead or in addition

48

where are the top 10 ped projects? how about top 10 transit projects? this plan seems 
skewed and biased towards bikes and cars, not much included for transit at all and peds as 
an afterthought- not very inclusive to anyone not wealthy with a bike, a car, and on strava

51
there is not a lot of consideration in this whole plan for growth to the west. seems like a big 
opportunity lost, we'd have to rethink everything to include anything for the west

53 so many bikeway projects. do we really need them all?

54

                 
bike improvements, it seems like this is a bike plan, rather than a multi-modal plan. really 
consider if you are hitting the "whole" community with this or just responding to an 
organized loud bike lobby, that does not include everyone in the broadest sense of the word 

56
seems like a bike lane on amethyst is dangerous, include traffic calming, speed reductions 
to make this feasible for everyone who is not extreme

57

              
dangerous street, this could affect a lot of people positively and get this plan closer to 
inclusion of the less rich

58
                  

bikes) and use this money elsewhere

58
this is very unimportant, no one lives over here, spend this money on something else, peds 
or transit, this shouldn't even be on the list

59
              

and should be able to share the road.

13

              
and community engagement is really captured well here or in the plan, transit was often 
highly ranked and is basically missing from this plan.

9

                 
town with parking on one side of pretty much all of our bike lanes and moving traffic on the 
other.

19 scott wedel
Bikeways should also be separate from pedestrians. A bike lane alongside hwy 40 from 3rd 
to Mt Werner would be safer than trying to ride through pedestrians on the Core Trail

19 scott wedel

                  
not long loopy paths. For instance, someone could take a path to Amethyst, connect to 
downtown to Core Trail to Mt Werner to get to Central Park Plaza in what might be an hour 
instead of a 10 minute drive. Or could take Tamarack across RVP to Anglers in 20 minutes.



31

              
commuter bike option to town, as well as create a safe route for kids. please note that this 
should not be accomplished at the cost of defunding the proposed rabbit ears mtn bike 
trails                
need more ped-friendly options across town.

13 Jennifer I strongly support adding dedicated bike lanes to and from town. And in town as well

18 Jennifer

                
committee in charge of allocating those funds directed the funds to trails that were not part 
of 2A. The Core Trail needs to be expanded out to Heritage Park
agree with this statement. Motorized bikes have no place on the Core Trail.
Surface street bike lanes need to be improved

20 Jennifer

                
improved. The Green Line is unwieldy and makes sense if you're a visitor at a hotel, not if 
you're a resident. We live a mile from the resort and use the bus often (precovid), but found 
it faster to walk home from the resort than wait for the green line. But the problem is, there 
is no shoulder or sidewalk for us to walk on, making it dangerous to walk in ski boots, and 

20 Jennifer
             

Impose a lift tax!
21 Jennifer US 40 is a nightmare when the tourists are in town.
23 Jennifer crashes peak with the tourists - no surprise.
24 Jennifer the nightmare that is Pine grove & US 40 needs to be addressed.

The Core Trail is dangerous for walkers/runners. Too many bikes, and the motorized bikes 
have made it even worse. I don't use the core trail anymore because of this :(               
Neighborhood walkers are always in the street, and it's dangerous at night. Apres ski way 
has no sidewalk from the bus stop at Herbage- if you live close to that bus stop, you're 
taking your life in your hands when you walk - with ski equipment or at night. No shoulder,                     
addition of motorized bikes, makes it very dangerous for walkers/joggers. This must be 
addressed.
agree. I'm afraid to use the core trail as a pedestrian anymore. It's simply too dangerous                 
and the 2A funds that were approved for that should be used, NOT on the trails they were 
diverted to, that the public did not vote for, and that was done without the public's 
knowledge. I disagree with the above commenter - we need to fund safety in town first, 
before adding more recreational trails that negatively impact our environment and wildlife

31 Jennifer

                  
takes you South of Howelson is worthless if it suddenly ends when there's no way to get off 
River Road until Walton Creek. The most dangerous part of River Road is south of 
Brooklyn where the shoulder disappears

33 Jennifer

              
coming from the resort to condos/residences South of Walton Creek. What's needed are 
more 4 way stops, and flashing pedestrian lights.
agree with this.
agree with this                 
Trail.
agree with this                
Tandem w/ Transit, but not be part of it.
agree. Slower speed limits have been ineffective with semi-trucks and tourist traffic. The 
noise alone is offputting- you can't have a conversation on Lincoln without shouting.
agree.
Add to that, add more stop signs on North-South streets off of Lincoln. People move to the 
neighborhoods b/c traffic on 40 is a nightmare. The intersection at 3rd/Lincoln is awful.                 
busses don't come close to where they live. Steamboat Resort gouges the locals - we get 
no benefit from them - no locals discount, now they've not delivered on their Transportation 
funding promise, how much more are the locals going to have to take so they can sit back 
and rake in the tourist dollars?

37 Jennifer

                 
much in no-man's land. No sidewalks, extremely limited bus accessibility, no shoulders or 
bike lanes
YES!!! Core Trail is safe for kids, not ebikes.



               
running/cycling app...
And furthermore, you need to poll pedestrians specifically- many pedestrians are walking 
elsewhere b/c they view the Core Trail as unsafe.                  
Steamboat in part becuase of the free bus. We're a 1 car family, and it enabled my children 
to bus too and from town/jobs. The bus system should definitely be expanded into more 
residential parts of the community - not just the ski condos/hotels and downtown.
exactly                 
shortfalls in the system are.                
everyone KNEW we needed mass transportation beyond RTD busses along I-25 and US 
36.                
infrastructure NOW                 
the Yampa, hot springs, etc? Developers already ruined the original Steamboat Springs in 
the 19th century. This doesn't seem like a wise move.              
longterm plan to divert US 40 away from steamboat and bring it up the back side of 
Emerald so that it comes out closer to Milner.
this just seems like a ridiculous idea

43 Jennifer
               

than later.
agree

46 Jennifer Add to this "Will the project keep pedestrians safe from vehicles/bikes
Agree with this 100%. This feels a lot like a plan to accommodate tourists and the uber 
wealthy, not middle class families, single parents, service workers, etc.

50 Jennifer

one of the nicest things about downtown is that there are limited ways to cross the river. It 
makes the beauty of the river enjoyable to pedestrians, fishermen, floaters.. .don't ruin the 
serenity of the Yampa by putting ANOTHER vehicle bride over the river. Bad, bad bad idea

52 Jennifer
moving the post office would be a good start. The post office at that intersection is a 
nightmare, compounded by people jaywalking on 3rd between Lincoln/Oak to get to the PO               
Creek? A roundabout will not solve this problem, only make it more treacherous for 
pedestrians. 4 way stops would be better. People FLY up/down Walton Creek

58 Jennifer

              
Herbage bus stop to South of Walton Creek along Apres ski way and there is NO shoulder, 
NO Sidewalk. It's treacherous when carrying ski equipment, and lifethreatening after dark.                   
please close the Core Trail on the opposite side of the river to bikers so that there's 
SOMEPLACE safe for pedestrians to walk/jog without fear of being run over by a bike.

60 Jennifer
               

Roundabout? This is a terrible idea
63 Jennifer

                  
come to the river with their young

64 Jennifer
                

times a day

65 Jennifer

              
improving the sidewalks South of Walton Creek - from 40 to Apres Ski Way- this area is 
home to families, service industry workers, not just wealthy second homes that sit empty. 
The bus system is limited, clunky at best, and there are no sidewalks - this is especially 
dangerous for individuals and families walking home from the bus stops after dark.

65 Jennifer

              
middle class residents, and vulnerable populations as stated in the beginning. You've left 
those areas COMPLETELY out of the improvement list- no additional bus stops, no 
sidewalk development, nothing. I guess anyone earning $20/hour should just fend for 

29
There is a gap in the trail system where the trail that crosses the dam. There is a large gap 
here that makes this impassable at times of high water and in the winter.

29

              
merge lanes be considered instead? These are not areas that have a constant need for 
lights.

29
All of these efforts to complete sidewalks where there are gaps will make a huge difference. 
How can we get them plowed in the winter so they are safe year round?



49 Mary Wilson

                 
downtown should be prioritized. Given that most, if not all, new housing and schools are 
focused out west, providing safe bike and walking trails from at least the school to 
downtown need to be considered. Steamboat just built a k-8 school on a busy part of a 
highway with no consideration for pedestrian connectivity. This seems like a HUGE missed 
opportunity. I fear that with the new school and increased traffic and pedestrian traffic, this 

33
                
pedestrian safety!
I agree that flashing crosswalks would help, but the roundabouts would help as well.

33
             

instead?

33

             
they have the added benefit of reducing the amount of traffic on those roads and keeping 
traffic slowed down.

39 Mary Wilson

                
School. It has been built on a very busy part of highway 40. This plan does not seem to 
address the immediate need to make pedestrian and bike traffic safe and accessible to the 
new school.

13 Dan Edmiston

                 
in the winter is hard enough without having to compete for space on US40 thru town due to 
too much snow on the path.

25 Dan Edmiston
                   

things to clear on snow mornings!

29 Dan Edmiston

               
to up their game. Sidewalk along 13th is nearly always covered in winter while private 
property is clear.

37 Dan Edmiston
                 

version of parking study are we on now?
43 Dan Edmiston Queue the Simpson's monorail episode...

42 marguerite victoria cole
this gondola should have some hours of service in the summer high season. It would create 
more walkability around the mountain and connect walkers to the businesses in that area

42 marguerite victoria cole
               

that is clear in summer and winter
Agree with Mary Wilson. The new school to the west needs an all-weather, year-round bike 
path to connect not only the school, but the 3 populated housing areas to connect to town.               
Shield Drive to access 40, is this light in a good location? Before when they had to go west 
across 40 I could understand the conflict but now it appears they access (I believe) using 
Lagoon. I see the West Shield Dr intersection will not be as much of a conflict as it was in 
the past data set due to this change (I could be wrong though I have no idea what kind of 
accidents occurred at the intersection outside of 3 from this packet and/or why they 
occurred, just a thought about the data). I believe seeing a light on Lagoon would make 
more sense for RCSO/ SSPD, so they can cross 40 quicker and also with the hopefully new 
development going in there it will be a benefit for them as well. There is already a light on 

13 Dave Kinnear I agree that adding more bikeways should be our top priority.
19 Dave Kinnear Clearing the scoria from the sides of roads would make bicycling easier and safer.
29 Dave Kinnear

              
completed, at least to Rita Valentine Park.

30 Dave Kinnear

                 
becomes more crowded with pedestrians, it becomes less viable as a route for bicycle 
travel. Bicyclists need a safe way to ride on U.S. 40.

33 Dave Kinnear

Some streets, such as Parkview Drive, are narrower than recommended by national civil 
engineering organizations. Parkview Drive is only 25 feet wide. When traffic increases, due 
to new development, streets such as this will be inadequate. This needs to be addressed.

34 Justin Sonnentag Having personally partnered               
would be extremely careful. The bikes and scooters will end up as trash scattered about the 
community. I personally had to remove bikes out of trees and fish them out of rivers. The 
companies generally do not care about cleaning them up. There are photos from china 

40 Justin Sonnentag

           
business that employ them. If the Resort can take investor money for upgrades they can 
figure out how to attract employees.              
resort is spending tons of investor cash on upgrades that will benefit them. Managing traffic 
and parking is their problem and is the cost of private economic growth.

37 Justin Sonnentag

                 
unwilling to contribute to the bus line that serves them then why should public dollars go 
toward fixing problems that they are creating.

39 Justin Sonnentag These products already exist.



                  
Trail and on similar efforts to enhance non-motorized travel, but not primarily recreational 
biking on National Forest.

19 Diane Brower Yes! More emphasis on ease of biking as an alternative to driving.

25 Diane Brower

               
bicycle because of so many tubers, etc. Is there a way to separate bikes and pedestrians 
during congested times?

25 Diane Brower
            

Climate Action Plan
33 Diane Brower "... urban space should belong to people not vehicles."
34 Diane Brower

                  
and driving alone.

35 Diane Brower

               
electric vehicles are much better than gasoline/diesel, they still require motorized 
infrastructure and increased traffic. Emphasize public transit!

36 Diane Brower Great idea to educate and increase options and provide incentives/disincentives!
37 Diane Brower Take action to discourage parking in downtown
40 Diane Brower Public transit must be expanded!
40 Diane Brower

                  
not commute from 30 or 40 miles away.

40 Diane Brower And be close to public transit.

41 Diane Brower
The solution is less motorized traffic, not putting more traffic on more roads. The 13th St. 
option has been studied and rejected more than once already. It's not a good solution.

31

              
"Complete Street" on other pages but lacks cycling infrastructure. People are gonna bike 
there anyway, signage should at least acknowledge that they're allowed to be there so 
cars/tourists are aware.

34 John Spezia
                 

sidewalks on the residential porperty
33 John Spezia The map is not very legible...use google earth so we can see the details
31 John Spezia Use google earth to provide the details we need to see the map clearly
29 John Spezia Need to have bigger detailed map as these one are not big enough to understand
25 John Spezia The City needs to develop laws to reduce rgw
25 John Spezia The City needs to develop a set of vehicle ordinances to encetiviaze es
3 John Spezia Add other citizens for a more balanced working group from the community

8 John Spezia

The circulation and Mobility Plan prioritized non motor vehicle transportation over motor 
vehicles...there were several dozen strategies to incentivize people from using their 
cars....please consider these strategies

9 John Spezia
                 

vehicle

9 John Spezia
We need disincentives to prevent people from driving alone...paid parking, less parking 
lots, 5 minute shuttle bus service in the core, remote parking lots with shuttle busses,

10 John Spezia Where are the funds going to come from?

11 John Spezia

                 
Remember we are not going to solve our transportation impacts, Climate Change and 
congestion with pedestrian and bike transportation, it will be public transportation and land 
use planning

12 John Spezia
As in all plans, they are only guide lines, will we pass laws and ordinance to make sure they 
are left on the shelf similar to the Circulation and Mobility Plan

13 John Spezia We need carrot and stick laws to change that 9 out of 10 mentality
13 John Spezia There are already is insufficient width of present trail to fulfill the needs of people and bikes

16 John Spezia
Making easier to drive will not be possible if we don't make it harder to drive and instead a 
Public Transportation system to replace most driving

17 John Spezia
                 

essential workers
18 John Spezia Our sidewalks are overcrowded at times and locations now
19 John Spezia Bike lanes between traffic cars are prone to parked car opening accidents
20 John Spezia

               
lane or bikes lanes



21 John Spezia
                   

between Gilpin and Evans. Why?
21 John Spezia We need paid parking in town as an incentive to stop driving

25 carly

              
killed in an accident, that would be great. Between the blind corner, no shoulder, and no 
sidewalk, it is terrifying to try and navigate HWY 40. I choose to drive from that area and 
park my car at the Community Center rather than try and navigate walking highway 40 with 
two children. It is frustrating that access to the core trail is right there, but there is no safe 
way to actually get to the core trail. And with additional housing going into Sunlight, this 
needs to be addressed. Perhaps before additional housing projects are approved, we need 

25 John Spezia
               

enough....proven fact
28 John Spezia There is a need for more inclusive participation in the working group

29 carly

               
hitting the market soon, this lack of safe crossing onto HWY 40 is going to lead to more and 
more accidents.

47 carly

                  
it nearly impossible to walk along highway 40 in a safe manner. And you can forget about it 
during the winter time. When the lanes were shifted, we lost all ability to walk over to the 
core trail. The blind corner and high traffic area are going to lead to more accidents. And 
considering we are going to be adding 30 more lots to the market in the coming weeks, we 
will continue to see an uptick in the traffic coming out of Indian Trails. The fact that the 
development was allowed to happen with zero plans of making this a safe intersection is 

36 Diane Brower
           

parking, shuttle buses
36 Diane Brower Review the Circulation and Mobility Plan
37 Diane Brower We don't need more parking, we need a Shuttle bus network with offsite parking lots

55 carly

                 
and is already dangerous. How can we link the neighborhoods so they can both safely enter 
onto highway 40. If they can't do it for vehicles, please at least consider a connecting foot 
path so pedestrians can safely access the light without having to walk on the side of 
highway 40 and hope they don't get hit.

37 Diane Brower
Alternate routes through does not solve the problem it just degrades the town, community 
and our image...we end up looking everywhere: black toppes car landscape

38 Diane Brower Most bike accident happen with pedestrians....need wider paths or seperate paths
40 Diane Brower We
36 Diane Brower yes, good idea
3 Diane Brower There should be a broader repsentation from the community
8 Diane Brower Will these guidlines be turned into laws and ordinances?
9 Diane Brower Please the Circulation and Mobility Plan strategies for reducing driving

11 Diane Brower The Circulation and Mobility Plan has many, many solutions to reduce driving
13 Diane Brower Most bike accidents occur with pedestrians....need wider lanes or seperate lanes
17 Diane Brower

                
busses should be often and free

18 Diane Brower New comercial development should pay a special district fee for sidewalks
19 Diane Brower Its nice to make non motorized travel easy but we have winter and it is time consuming
20 Diane Brower Real time shuttle bus service in the core areas, downtown and Mountain

21 Diane Brower
The sidewalk between the James Brown bridge and the Library is missing a block between 
Gilipin and Evans St.....Residence can't afford the cost and the plowing

22 Diane Brower We need the Public Transportation system and funding

25 Diane Brower
We need to disencentivize driving...paid parking, congestion pricing, real time shutle 
busses, remote parking, no more parking garages

28 Diane Brower Better representation on working solutions group

29 Diane Brower Sidewalk between Gilpin and Evans st
30 Diane Brower

                
car

31 Diane Brower Bikes and Pedestrian don't mix safely
31 Diane Brower E-bikes and foot traffic and bicycle are dangerous



33 Diane Brower As long as bike lanes are sandwhiched between cars and parked cars...car doors opening
34 Diane Brower All this is great during non winter condidions but very hard to implement suring winter
35 Diane Brower Yes, it has to be fair, not place a burden on residential owners...cost and plowing
35 Diane Brower Include businesses
36 Diane Brower This is key to all the TMP
36 Diane Brower Broaden the citizens represetnation on the Task Force...need community by in
37 Diane Brower

               
and tell us we don't need more parking

37 Diane Brower No non residents parking in residential areas
37 Diane Brower

            
paved over our town for driving cultures

38 Diane Brower
                

and the plowing
40 Diane Brower

                  
from driving

40 Diane Brower Affordable housning, not just rentals for certain incomes....low paid service workers
40 Diane Brower City should develop a ordinance to provide funds for affordable housing and the transit

41 Diane Brower
The 13th street option creat more traffic to clog up our streets....decades of history reveal 
you can't build tour way out of congestion, we have to reduce traffic with other solutions

42 Diane Brower
              

40.

43 Diane Brower
Although long term and expensive this would solve the Craig-Hayden traffi dilema we are 
facing today. This could be financed with State and Federal grants and money.

43 Diane Brower
The rails are designed for freight so they would have to be modified for passenger but this 
would have a big impact on our CAP that is in the works.

47 Diane Brower
              
mentioned?? te change or the CAP

46 Diane Brower Shouldn't one of the Guiding
46 Diane Brower Shouldn't one of the Guiding Principles be CLIMATE CHANGE??? Our CAP ?
48 Diane Brower Do you mean Gilpin to Evans St on 13th???
47 Diane Brower Yes, this is a dangerous intersection

48 Diane Brower

               
trying to meet: I believe in reducing vechicular traffic meets many of the Guiding Principle 
goals above. .....safe non motorized travel, clean air, CAP, and attractive and thriving 
commuinity not compromised by more cars, pavement, parking garages and asphalt

49 Diane Brower How about qn r

49 Diane Brower

             
many motoiized vechicle over running our valley? It has the sharing of cost of all concerned 
and meeting many of the needs out side the City that is driving the problem..

50 Diane Brower w
50 Diane Brower

              
special interest....?

50 Diane Brower
              

seperate.
51 Diane Brower t
51 Diane Brower t
51 Diane Brower The 2 -4 lane convergence needs to be 4 with consierarion for bike and pedestrains

54 Diane Brower

               
and safety concerns we make biking and walking safer with less non motorized safety 
concerns

54 Diane Brower

                
way to walk or bike into town because of the missing link between Evans and Gilpin 
street....Gilpin stree is very dangerous as well. Tourist visit the Lithium Hot Springs, There 
is a mile long sidewalk to the James Brown bridge buy nothing betwee Gilpin-Evans where 

57 Diane Brower PID P03 Yes, very dangerous and confusing intersection
63 Diane Brower No, No,
63 Diane Brower This is a bad Idea and has been rejected many times over the years to come again.

63 Diane Brower

                 
traffic and make 13th and US 40 intersection worse. We are reducing the ease of driving 
and providing incentives to drive more. No matter roads we build we can't build our way out 
of too many vehicles and congestion.



64 Diane Brower
Round abouts make driving attractive and easier.....I thought we are attempting to reduce 
driving and making non motorized travel safer and easier?

47 Diane Brower

                
efficient, not lane merging, fast, easy and very attractive alternative to driving and looking 
for parking?

8 Kimball Crangle Purpose should also include equitable access to multi modal options
9 Kimball Crangle Safety to include "...feel safe for every mode of travel all year long..."
9 Kimball Crangle Safety: minimizing ped to cyclist conflict

10 Kimball Crangle Are existing auto conditions via a traffic study?
17 Kimball Crangle Change "vulnerable" to something else...."neglected" is an option
19 Kimball Crangle Need to minimize bike and ped conflicts along Core Trail
19 Kimball Crangle

                
riding to the trail head

25 Kimball Crangle

            
to pay for transportation improvements, offer them a reduction in fees based on their % of 
affordable housing

33 Kimball Crangle

                
current approach of connecting drive lanes thru parking lots and other drive lanes is not 
ideal and poses a weird dynamic of auto users using parking lots as a through-street.

34 Kimball Crangle

             
create bike garages, scooter parking, and other means of encouraging resident reduction 
of auto dependencies

35 Kimball Crangle
CIP should consider paying for a portion of development-caused upgrades if that 
development includes affordable housing. Can be pro rata based on % of units.

36 Kimball Crangle
               

dependency by users

37 Kimball Crangle

              
This isn't a comprehensive strategy for a safe E-W route that is parallel to highway 40. As 
more auto traffic uses
...drive thru private parking lots or drive aisles of commercial or residential places, there is 
more chance of conflict. It isn't a safe strategy.

40 Kimball Crangle

                 
waive those fees for those developments that provide deed restrictions for affordable 
housing. Offer more density near TOD (especially if the density is tied to new units being 
affordable housing)

41 Kimball Crangle
                

auto.

50 Kimball Crangle
Make this a ped and bike connector only. Not for autos. This would offer a good way to 
access Howelson from 13th ,(Blackmere) in an easier bike/walking route during winter

50 Kimball Crangle
Make this a ped and bike connector only. Not for autos. This would offer a good way to 
access Howelson from 13th ,(Blackmere) in an easier bike/walking route during winter

58 Kimball Crangle S20: yes please. This is a strange ped experience now

29 Kevin

                 
walking and riding bikes. There is no shoulder and it is incredibly dangerous for 
pedestrians. I have had many near misses (within inches) of getting hit while walking my 
dogs on this road.

29 Sara Boyle

                  
not want people walking through my backyard to access the main bike trail from the hotels. 
Why ruin my privacy and beautiful backyard? I bought my Indian Meadows townhome in the 
F building because I like the green space behind me and I was never told about the new 
trail until this year. In the front of my townhome is the parking lot and the only place of 
privacy I have is in my backyard- don't ruin it by building a path behind the F building of 
Indian Meadows. If you want to link the hotels to the bike path then link all the hotel 
sidewalks together and build a bridge over the creek by Billo- that won't interrupt anyone 

32 Adonna Allen

            
roadway improvements. Large pickup trucks pulling horse trailers often have a difficult time 
maneuvering tight & confined spaces.

33 Greg Jaeger

                  
use Lagoon now instead of shield like they did in the past to access 40. This would make 
their access westbound much safer, and what I suspect could be part of the cause of the 
conflict at this intersection before. There is already a stop light on Elk that can be accessed 
from Shield so if you go one block down you can already safely access 40 from there. This 
would also help the new apartment complex, and access to the skate park be much easier.

54 The City should pay for this sidewalk segment as
54

                 
residential owner



50 This is a bad idea because it cuts across the

50

                
impossible, impact the environment along the river and degrade the peace of Yampa St 
and will attract more traffic causing negative impacts to the atmosphere that is calm and 
peaceful t

46
              

motorized infrastructure.

33
The 4-way stop sign at 3rd and Oak is a disaster. Traffic is frequently gridlocked and it's a 
nightmare getting through it at peak times. A roundabout here would be helpful.

29
               

Hilltop.
11 Remove City

29 Jared Terrio

                 
our privacy in our backyard which will now be ruined. The only people who will use this trail 
(if any) will be people staying at the hotel. This will also run through a wetland that is habitat 
for beavers, moose, ducks and other birds among many others. If the sidewalks are 
connected along 40 that would be a much better solution and wouldn't ruin home owners 
privacy only to cater to people staying at hotels. Thank you for understanding all of our                 
safety issue. Vehicles making left hand turns from the two subdivisions will reduce cars 
from pulling out in fast moving traffic. The majority of the cars are turning left to get to town. 
Often cars have to whip out in front of US40 traffic that is traveling at a high speed. At busy 
times, vehicles are lined up on Indian Trails to make a left and cars begin going into a very 
small center lane that exists in the roadway. This is a dangerous practice. A traffic signal 
would alleviate this situation and provide safety to the increasing number of families that                    
drivers get frustrated and race out in front of other cars. This is very dangerous and a light 
would alleviate this danger.

29

                
safety issue. Vehicles making left hand turns from the two subdivisions will reduce cars 
from pulling out in fast moving traffic. The majority of the cars are turning left to get to town. 
Often cars have to whip out in front of US40 traffic that is traveling at a high speed. At busy 
times, vehicles are lined up on Indian Trails to make a left and cars begin going into a very 
small center lane that exists in the roadway. This is a dangerous practice. A traffic signal 
would alleviate this situation and provide safety to the increasing number of families that 

29
I live in Sunlight Subdivision and we need the light. It can be very dangerous thrying to 
make a left hand turn out of here in the morning and especially at 5 PM.

13
If adding bikeways lets also make sure adequate education is provided of using those 
bikeways and keeping them safe for bikers, e-bikers, and pedestrians
Very much agree
Yes this is so true. So many times trying to commute using the core trail and people are 
walking in the middle with headphones in and its hard to ask to bike around them

25 Can there be a walkers/runner lane vs. biker? Might help with congestion
37 offsite parking areas and buses!
38 include education in these programs for safe biking                

a tunnel under the RR tracks and will provide a by pass for commuters when the two 
existing tunnels are flooded.               
enough room between the Nordic Lodge and the existing boarddwalk across the street to 
add anything else. Besides, pedestrians will always choose the safer boardwalk side of the 
street, instead of sandwiching themselves between parking cas and the concrete block wall                    
surface parking for the overnight guests at Howelsen Place. It is well known that this 
population has been vocal and has time to attend meetings to complain about the lack of 
parking for their guests. Overnight parking is a substantial concern and surface parking at 
Howelsen Hill is not the answer. The bike trail bridge is best located at Third Street to serve                
surface level crossing at this location is dangerous. If a crossing at this location is desired, it 
will need to go under or over the highway.

33 Laura Beauregard
A high density parking structure would be well located on the RiverView property. This 
seems to be the highest demand in Downtown, and the property currently has no interest.

29 Laura Beauregard Move the light at the Community Center to line up with the road across the street.



31 Laura Beauregard Provide a separate walking path next to the paved bike trail to avoid conflicts.
35 Laura Beauregard

            
these challenged "pathweays."

37 Laura Beauregard Do you mean overnight van parking? Lots of skiers live this way.

38 Laura Beauregard

              
complexes. Put the bike bridge at Third Strret first, for the sake of the working class 
commuters.

40 Laura Beauregard

                 
revived. Right now overnight "Hotels" are approved in all Zone Districts. Next you will want 
approvel for "Traditional Neightborhoods" west of Steamboat, since Old Town, the original 
"traditional Neighborhood" was destroyed by city approvals.

47 Laura Beauregard Add a bike trail over the river at Third Street.
47 Laura Beauregard Any grade level pedestrain crossing East of Third Street will nbe denied by CDOT
9 Maya

                
physically set apart from traffic lanes

9 Maya More EV charging stations please!
Agreed.

9 Mike

                
signal they are going to sue the off-ramp and there are no markings to indicate that a bike 
may cross the the off-ramp entrance. Please add striping similar to just before the Pine 
Grove intersection

13 Mike

              
substantially increases around opening and closing times of the ski area. Increase the 
frequency of buses around those times so guests will not be forced to drive so they don't 
have to wait several buses to gain a seat before the bus is full.
OF course, nothing is ever 'free', you should say no-cost to the rider!

20 Mike

               
time of the resort to reduce the occurrence of full buses that can't accept the waiting 
passengers. Also note that when buses run late, even more people congregate at the bus 
stop making the wait for the next-not-full bus even longer for those newly-arriving at the 

31 Mike
There should be an easy way to access Central Park Plaza from Walton Creek Road. This 
would encourage a quick bike ride to pick up some needed items rather than using a car

37 Mike

                
take away the enforcement burden from the police. With the proliferation of short-term 
rentals (to the detriment of the character of the neighborhood, by the way), instances of 
speeding has proliferated. Be sure to leave enough room on either side of the hump and 

37 Mike

                 
getting left behind for anothe bus 20 minutes later that might also be full. Increase 
frequency of buses around opening and closing times and that will be easier for most 
people to use rather than getting in a car and clogging up the exiting parking.

37 Mike

               
signal, and crossing over the path of the off-ramp is harrowing. The on-ramps would be 
nice also, but those are not as dangerous since the cyclist can usually see the merging 
vehicle.

39 Mike
                    

never for commuting!
21 Zach Henrichs Long tea
33 Zach Henrichs

              
tunnel that parral                 
field configurations, but would provide an alternate route, that is continuous through town. 
This is need for emergency routes, detours for events, etc.

29 Zach
            

pedestrian crossing points. If not, then the l                
an unfair advantage to businesses on the west end of downtown when compared to the 
east end. People do not want to walk to 5th street to go to a store on the other side of 
Lincoln at 6th. This also would reduce the number of jay walking incidences.

50

                  
wouldn't have to extend Howelsen Pkwy and have less of an impact on the natural 
environment.

8 Becky Edmiston
                  

have to pay when the road is repaved.

9 Becky Edmiston
Could we please make Steamboat "hands free" while driving? We would all be safer if 
people would put down their phones and drive. Jackson Hole implemented this.

9 Becky Edmiston If you consider                  
considered part of winter transportation plan. Perhaps road and bridge needs to take over 
the core trail instead of the recreation department.



11 Becky Edmiston
                  

don't pay if the road gets repaved?
13 Becky Edmiston plow the core trail in time for commuters!

YES! Please!
"free bus" is amazing! I wonder if more people would take it if parking cost money

18 Becky Edmiston On the 13th st bridge over
On the 13th st bridge over the Yampa is that sidewalk a sidewalk for pedestrians or is it a 
bike path? it runs into the real wide new sidewalk towards fairview which makes it seem like 
a bikepath but it's narrow across the river and you can't fit a bike and a pedestrian
Bike racks at the trailheads are a great idea!
good point!                  
install...
I have no idea why a resident would pay for a sidewalk. They don't pay for the road.

23 Becky Edmiston
               

drive!
didn't they add an underpass by safeway?
If you don't plow it til 10am its not a transportation option, it's just a rec path.

26 Becky Edmiston Biking on Yampa (with 15mph) is great. Could we do the same with Oak?
City did better this year. 2 homeowners are good, third never cleared it.
That's a good idea!
agreed. If you really want feedback on this we need a bigger map!

30 Becky Edmiston

                 
straight. Cars coming from the right don't expect it either. Be on your A game when riding 
here.               
parents drive their kid to school? I feel like someone needs to reevaluate that system if 
people don't feel safe or convenient using it
YES!
YES!
agreed, let's use something
especially with e-bikes coming around
I believe the new school is in the county, not the city
Doesn't YVHA take care of this?

43 Becky Edmiston commuter rail or rails to trails would be amazing!

48 Becky Edmiston

                   
parking lot full of semis. Eastbound it ends in the railroad tracks. Both ways I feel like I have 
to merge into traffic when they are not expecting it.

57 Becky Edmiston with the new traffic light I'm not sure this is necessary anymore.                   
road anyway?

50 Becky Edmiston I feel like the developers should have paid for this

19
Need sidewalk/ trail connectivity to the population centers of SB II HP and Silver Spur. This 
will encourage bike trips and reduce traffic

19
               

the 700 property
21 Howelsen Park needs a secondary access
33 Secondary access to Howelsen Park is needed
42 Likey like

47 Kathleen Titus

                    
priority with all potential residential and commercial development on Hwy 40 between 3rd 
street and Pine Grove Road.

13 Laraine Martin
The Safety Stop initiative shows us that there are some ways of increasing cyclists' safety 
without implementing infrastructure improvements. Awesome!
it's a typo             
"underrepresented" or.....

19 Laraine Martin
                

love.



19 Laraine Martin

                
whatnot but it's still a bit lacking other places around town, so more attention to higher 
capacity bike rack zones?

23 Laraine Martin AM I the only one wondering what the heck happened in 2016?

23 Laraine Martin

              
same as cars!!" is so incredibly damaging and dangerous. It's OK to treat cylists + 
pedestrians as 'different' than cars. Some of this discussion has happened with City Council 
recently and I worry about the attitudes of our public vis a vis how cyclists should be 

31 Laraine Martin great to see these two intersection upgrades
Personally, I don't need a sign to tell me not to hit someone with my bike on the Core Trail. 
So many comments about etiquette on this document that are somewhat misplaced.              
street with so many parked cars on either side that you can't see oncoming traffic that 
doesn't have a stop sign - this keeps things moving smoothly + safely
you can do roundabouts and flashing pedestrian lights......

34 Laraine Martin Love the attention to bike + scooter share! Yes!
36 Laraine Martin Love this.

37 Laraine Martin

            
Steamboat doesn't ever really make sense to me and the idea of bypasses + alternate 
routes are probably what will preserve some actual downtown-ness to the entire area if we 
put energy into it moving forward.            
bicycle section. And rude people exist who use ALL forms of transport including their two 
feet.

39 Laraine Martin
                  

see it

39 Laraine Martin

               
+ funds for this. I've heard people say "there's no money for SRTS" and that's just not 
correct.

39 Laraine Martin
Strava produces heat maps that are applicable to gain insight even if people aren't 
competing for king of the mountain. great ideas kicking around here at least.....

29

               
primary reason of loving the privacy of the backyard and the nature that it provided us and 
our environment. It brings me incredible heartbreak knowing that there may be a 
sidewalk/path put in our serene backyard for purpose of connecting the hotel guests to the 
core trail. There is adequate access to the core trail for the hotel guests (the parking lot in 
front of F Building, for example) without disrupting the integrity of the Indian Meadows 
property that the residents love and adore. Please do not add this sidewalk behind F 
Building to adhere to visitors/guests concerns of Steamboat. Instead, please consider the 
concerns of the Indian Meadows F Building Full-Time, Year-Round Homeowners that live in 
these units. This sidewalk truly would disrupt the privacy (and wellbeing for myself and 
possibly others) of the residents that purchased these units. Not only is privacy and 
wellbeing my concern, but the land is also very wet, and the water is overflowing in this area 
Agreed! Please don't put the trail there! I like Sara's proposal of linking hotel sidewalks 
together and building the bridge by Billo. It would be a Win - Win for everyone.

40 Ralph Pickett

                
be more supportive of higher density, lower cost housing in and near town. Without visitors, 
we won't need lower cost housing because there will be no need for

47 Ralph Pickett

                
blocks away. A bridge at 11th would ruin the open feeling of the river in town and would add 
traffic near Little Toots Park where lots of children ride their bikes, walk and play. If a 
crossing is really necessary, put it at 9th St, half way between existing bridges at 13th and 

41 Ralph Pickett

                
Howelsen Pkwy, the two bridges at 5th and 13th should be sufficient. If another crossing is 
deemed necessary, it should be in the middle of the two existing crossings (5th and 13th) at 
9th St. In addition, 11th is too close to Little Toots Park and would create too much traffic 
near a place where children play, ride bikes and play.

47 Ralph Pickett Save the $6 million! This bridge is unnecessary!
24 Lots of accidents at Weiss Drive and Hwy 40, needs a stoplight



47 Lacey

                   
meadows (Ingles Lane) are 100% against adding an extention to the bike path behind the F 
building. This will severely disrupt an incredible habitat of a vsriety of different wildlife. The 
land back there is a safe haven for Moose, Bears, Elk, and even beavers that live and 
thrive back there. There are no residents in this neighborhood that want this bike path 
addition, since it will only benefit people that are staying at the hotels. Completely 
unnecessary as well as a waste of money!!! Please come talk to us and we will show you 

50 Laraine Martin

                     
curious about the actual concrete benefit being realized + why it was put at the top of the 
list. With a prioritization rank of 44 how did it win the #1 slot for implementation?
More parking should come in the form of park & ride locations, combined with the 
elimination of downtown parking which is simply an invitation to increased traffic.

51
                    

this population
50 Yes!

52

                 
right at the Post Office is currently difficult and likely to get more so with more traffic over 
time
Agreed! If there is any possibility of moving the post office, that would be great. It's currently 
very difficult to access to post office by car or by foot.

56 Nice enhancement. Appropriately ranked lower in the list
59 Yes! Coordinate with Stone Lane extension
60 Yes!
62 Yes!

65
Maybe I missed it? Is there a project identified to extend the Core trail further West? I think 
this would be a major enhancement. I think the Core trail is a wonderful City asset.

34 These always seem like good ideas, but I wonder how well they are utilized in other towns.
40 Yes

SBII, HP & SS are not part of the city.
24 Lee Cox Has the restructuring of Pine Grove and Rt 40 helped recently?

Bikes belong on the roads, not the sidewalks.
Go through WildHorse

33 Lee Cox How about a roundabout at River Road and Mt Werner? Or a four-way stop?
I agree

37 Lee Cox I can't read this, it is blocked by comment bubbles.
38 Lee Cox Yes, please!
38 Lee Cox Yes, please!                    

route is a commute.
Love this idea!

42 Lee Cox Move the Meadows station closer to the parking lot.
I agree

47 Lee Cox Make this one cheaper by making it a ped/bike connector
48 Lee Cox I don't feel this should be priority #1.

See # 8
55 Lee Cox Install multiple lights, in sync, to address Indian Trails, Conestoga, and the transit center

I agree
64 Lee Cox Eliminate the roundabouts on Oak Street. The four-way stops work just fine.
63 Lee Cox Totally unnecessary.
58 Lee Cox No room to widen this road.
57 Lee Cox Much cheaper to add pedestrian crossing light to the existing four way stop.
56 Lee Cox What is a raised intersection?
56 Lee Cox Why replace the traffic light? You mean Mt Werner Road, correct?
55 Lee Cox Roundabout not needed. The stop signs work perfectly well.



20 Bring transit service to sr
20 Bring transit service to steamboat 2

21
Work with Cdot and get street signs installed on signal poles in downtown. Current street 
signs are very difficult to locate while driving.

21 Work with cdot and install street signs on signal poles in downtown
21

               
driving

25
             

construction?
28 This is a great graphic!

46
Who prioritized? The solutions working group? Think you need some mention of who/how 
prioritization framework was applied not just the reference to the appendix.

29
A crosswalk at Village Dr. and Walton Creek would improve safety for many pedestrians 
that walk to the base during ski season or just while walking dogs.

29
                 

blur when zoomed.

33
I love the addition of more roundabouts. They have such power! I would like to see 
crosswalks included with them like the one near City Market.

37 $200,000 for a parking study seems like a huge waste of money.

29

              
green space. The majority of people living in that complex (F to be specific) and year 
around Steamboat residents. There are other options of where to build this trail that have 
no effect homeowners in this area. How would you like people walking and biking through 
your yard?? Very weird idea and I hope you realize how rude this is to homeowners and 
I agree with this! This makes no sense and should not be considered as an option.

19 Missy Madden
              

allows for tunnel under 40
18 Missy Madden

             
where it just ends.

21 Missy Madden
                

school times

21 Missy Madden

                  
entrance. People have a hard time turning left in there from 40 bc the back up traffic does 
not stop to let people in.

21 Missy Madden The 4 way stop at Walton Creek/ Whistler really needs a round-about.
30

                
between bikers, walkers, fishermen, etc.

34
              

buses, and school buses.
34

             
reducing traffic congestion.

31 Missy Madden
Pine Grove needs better sidewalks/ bike lanes for people to access shopping corridor more 
safely. I think we would find much less cars in this area if it were easy and safe to get to

36 Missy Madden Great idea!
35

              
goals.

36
           

vehicles
39 Missy Madden

                 
should be #1 priority

36
Electric railway car from US40/Walton Creek to Steamboat 2? Dedicated stops at major 
points along the way to drop off/pick up. That would be awesome.

42 Missy Madden Yes and resort should pay for this

39

             
sidewalks/walking paths that encourages kids to ride bikes to school. Gets them excited 
about biking and exercise simultaneously.

40 yes
40 great idea
42 Yes, and upgrade shuttles to electric buses to reduce carbon/emissions

47

             
street/intersection improvements. Those are band aid approaches to the larger problem of 
too many people driving their personal vehicles daily, including residents and tourists. The 
only way to improve traffic flow is to reduce the number of vehicle miles traveled, which 

47

                
wildlife. Adding more vehicle traffic makes Yampa less walking friendly and more 
dangerous for pedestrians and bikers. I like going there now knowing that cars are not 
going to be coming down to cross at places other than 5th and 13th. Already having 2 



50
Absolutely terrible idea. It ruins the calmness of the area and will be damaging to wildlife 
and vegetation. No good will come from putting in another bridge over the Yampa.

60
              

safety.

25 Steve Williams
The core trail is wonderful but only works for commuting and serious riding early in the 
morning and during the cold seasons otherwise it just for careful cruising on a bike

25 Steve Williams

                  
morning or during the cold seasons to real ride safely and efficiently you have to take 
another route

31 Steve Williams

               
without those and set up as a shadow street plus if you add the safety stop bike will move 
well and drivers will be happier too with them out of the way

37 Steve Williams g
38 Steve Williams This might have saved one life already!
39 Steve Williams It would be very interesting and valuable to learn how the serious commuters get around              

in from the south, north and west can park and ride their bikes the last few miles to town. 
This would help reduce traffic and parking congestion downtown and give a little exercise 
before and after work.

41 Steve Williams

                   
Howelsen is not where we want anymore traffic the only solution is less traffic and I would 
eliminate parking on Lincoln in downtown then you might have for a dedicated bike lane 
and the sidewalks for peds so bring on the Lincoln trolley

48 Steve Williams
I have never felt as someone who come in from the south crossing the Yampa is a problem 
since and its real easy on a bike put this toward everything following it

50 Steve Williams
                   
those both as a driver and a biker

63 Steve Williams glad its not included keep it that way
53 Steve Williams for those of us cycling in from the south to downtown this would make things a lot better
52 Steve Williams

               
cluster boxes people

52 Steve Williams

                
have a lot of vehicle traffic but give everything else some room and that would be equitable 
for all the businesses

8 Steve Williams
                     
sidewalks

27 Steve Williams
I do not live in Steamboat rather South Routt near Stagecoach but I come to Steamboat a 
lot mostly by car sometimes on my bike and I often walk a lot in town
oh cut me off again
So for me US 40 Lincoln is the get thru town route Yampa is wonderful both drive and bike 
and walk to bet to lots of downtown without the big traffic
I see Oak being a lot the same way the route you use to get to a spot or two then walk and 
be gone so parking meters would help this

27 Steve Williams

                  
frustrated with the traffic and the hunt for parking but likewise I would trade parking anyway 
for saner streets and move that long term parking crew to the edge to town and let them 
take transit or bike I would be happy to if we could create more of a Yampa st feel on Oak 
and recognize Lincoln is going to take the traffic but use as much of the space on it as 

51

             
residents?? We don't understand where this bridge will be and where/how Ingles Lane will 
be extended?? As an Ingle Lane/Indian Meadows resident, there needs to be more 
outreach/information on what is in the works here. Please come talk to the residents or 
send our HOA information regarding how this would effect our townhomes.

33

             
residents?? We don't understand where this bridge will be and where/how Ingles Lane will 
be extended?? As an Ingle Lane/Indian Meadows resident, there needs to be more 
outreach/information on what is in the works here. Please come talk to the residents or 
send our HOA information regarding how this would effect our townhomes.

29 Pl



29

                
area highly value the serenity and peace provided by this beautiful location. In addition, 
there is an abundance of wildlife and the habitats of many species live in this area. 
Constructing a path will only lead to the destruction and disruption of their natural habitats. 
It seems extremely selfish that there would be a desire to put a path in a place that could 
easily be avoided through different avenues. There are many more populated and already 
developed paths or areas that could be utilized to help avoid disrupting the privacy of the 
residents and wildlife in this area. Please reconsider your decision of ruining this amazing 
place that so many people and wildlife already love and appreciate for what it is. The town 
of Steamboat needs to start considering the populations that live here year round and are 

41

              
and others on howelsen parkway on a daily basis. The speed limit there should be as low 
as possible, with as many traffic calming devices built in as are possible. It is not an 
apropriate location for a bypass for folks wanting to go faster than the current traffic and 
speed limits allow on Lincoln. If we can "effectively preclude" a bypass on Yampa Street, 
then we should do the same for Howelsen. Ease of traffic flow should not be prioritized 
above quality of life, enjoyment of our crown jewel recreational facility, and safety for our 
citizens. Additional emergency services access to Howelsen is important, and could be 

37
Paid parking to support transit and sidewalks/bike/ped infrastructure would help get people 
out of their vehicles while also bringing revenues to areas that need expansion.

37

                  
community, or at least park and ride lots, needs to make it easy to get to the base with 
kids....

37

              
expensive capital projects, we should focus on bike/ped/transit and creating affordable/low 
income housing near where people work.

40 The city should construct seasonal employee housing on city lands for city employees.

42
This will only work if the meadows parking lot remains free or if there is some other way to 
access it without having to pay alot of money to get near it with skis and kids in tow.

50

               
Park while also preserving as much of the park as possible. The howelsen bypass is a 
horrible idea and would ruin this area for the sake of saving a few minutes driving time.

36
Great idea - please make sure that it prioritizes bikes/peds/transit and not conveniece / 
efficiency of single occupancy vehicles. SOV should be penalized.

38 This is very needed!
38

             
addition to recreation.

38
             

has changed as well.
39

                
the mountain can easily bike to school.

41
              

efficiency

47

                
an emergency services bridge at 9th street and make it an emergency/ped/bike bridge that 
can be opened to vehicles for emergencies.

47
                   

negatively impacting the park.
47 Another access to the whistler neighborhood would be very helpful.

48
This should not be our highest priority..... there are already two connections. Other areas of 
the community have really poor connectivity.

50
               

the park need to be minimal.
51

                
it is essentiallyl defunct.

51 Another connection to the whistler neighborhood is needed.
51 Connectivity to the new school is critical.
52 Removing the bank drive through access would help alot.
53

                  
transit and additional bike/ped improvements.

53
                

see small kids on bikes.

53
Restriping is great. Why not have that as a stand alone project, and have the bridge a 
completely separate (and aspirational, not prioritized) project.

54
           

transit/carpooling.
55 Require the developer to fund this as a part of development of the undeveloped land.



55
More connections from the mountain neighborhoods to Highway 40 would be great - 
especially if there were additional bike/ped enhancements

56 This is greatly needed and should be a priority.
56 This seems unduly expensive for a crossing....
62

                
on the list.

63

                
"precluded" a bypass on yampa, the existence of howelsen as our best park should 
preclude this forever.

8

                
easier rather than alternative sources of transportation, such as bike, pedestrian, and public 
transit.

9
                  

motor vehicles.
9 Walking, biking, transit, and carpooling should all be encouraged and incentivized.

13
             

projects.
17 A reliable transit system is essential for many workers.
18 The Core Trail should be extended.

21
The intersection at 3rd and Oak must be improved. Traffic is constantly backed up during 
busy times, and it is not very safe for pedestrians.

21 A sidewalk is needed on Tamarack due to all of the pedestrians.
34 Link to the Climate Action Plan as well.
40

                
to house them.

41
              

path would be nice.
43 This seems like a huge expense that is not needed.
47 11th Street is a bad place to extend, with the park and so many bike and pedestrian users.
53

                   
Could add parking meters on Lincoln.

29 Peter

              
connector will aid in traffic, not only whne core trail flood each spring, but year round for 
access.

31 Peter Same comment as above. Please extend Stone Lane.
33 Peter Stone lane connector has been in City pan for years.

33 Peter
STone lane has been on City plan for years. Never makes it to the CIP for implementation. 
This will be very important for access, traffic, and MM use.

48 Peter

                  
Prioritization of this should be in plan as it will continue to be something of concern, 
especially if the school/mt.werner property becomes developed with housing.

51 Peter
How does this project ever get prioritized? WHat are the parameters for prioritization? Are 
there traffic counts/limits pedestrian use? What needs to occur to have this happen?                 
the trails to go to school many times with blinding morning sun in driver's eyes. Thank you 
for the opportunity to comment!

Patricia and Michael SidinGeneral opposition to Howelsen Pkwy Extension
Kathleen Titus Would like to see intersection improvements at both US40 and Pine Grove and US 40 and 
Chuck Cerasoli (Fire ChiefStone lane is important

We would then suggest moving the Ranch Road and Anglers to Fish Creek connection up 
above the Mid-Valley Drive connector.  While Mid-Valley is important at its current state 
it could hold off until development in that area increases, and at that time make the 
The Blue Sage Drive connector would fall lower on our list, below all of the other 
connectors we spoke about yesterday.  This seems to primarily serve one neighborhood.               
Access control, US 40 and Indian Trails.  All of these areas have significant safety 
concerns.

Email comments



I also had a question regarding the proposed light on US 40 and Stone Lane.  It appeared 
that this was a different project than the connector and I would strongly suggest you tie 
these together and complete them at the same time.  Additionally, I think that would be 
the opportunity to address the US 40 and Weiss Drive intersection to create a right only 

Jon Snyder See word doc for prioritization comments on projects 
Jon Snyder TP to revise plan/policy/program section per Jon's comments
Ralph Pickett Consider eliminating the 11th St bridge project
Kathleen Titus Would like to see more details on East US40 ACP, improvement at Anglers

Bret Schnitzer
desires a walking/ski path that connects the base area with ski trail lane. We may need to 
add Base Area Sub Area Plan trail connections to this Plan

Rich Levy desires interventions to slo vehicle speeds in general
Sierra Club 1-Too much focus on making driving easier:
Sierra Club 2- Make transit, bicycle and pedestrian solutions a priority:
Sierra Club 3 - Expand public transit
Lou Tortora See word doc
Lou and Frank Dolman Reroute US40 over emerald mtn and ask for $ to do so. 
Lou and Frank Dolman parking structure at Howelsen Hill with covered moving sidewalk to Lincoln
Lou and Frank Dolman need major capital project to construct all sidewalk gaps
Lou and Frank Dolman Build an interstate highway  from Wolcott [ I -70] = following 131 , Oak Creek, Hayden, 
Sally Myers Build a clean energy train for commuters from outlying areas
Sally Myers escooter support
Sally Myers electric car rentals
Sally Myers make yampa ave bike/ped only
Sally Myers disallow bikes/peds from River Road
Sally Myers support for HowelsenHill/Ski area gondola
Sally Myers More emphasis on environmental resiliency
Sally Myers Affordable housing in Hayden
Marilyn McCaulley hope increase road bike trails are discussed in the Plan
Rich Levy See word doc highlights

19 Rich Levy
           

improvements are elsewhere)

19

            
of TMP, but certain types of zoning  (exclusive, large lot) is a key factor in driving 
needs, (lack of neighborhood stores, sprawl)


