
CARBONDALE BIKE, PEDESTRIAN & TRAILS 
COMMISSION 

REGULAR MEETING 
December 7, 2020 

VIRTUAL MEETING 
6:00 P.M. 

ATTENTION: Due to the continuing threat of the spread of the COVID-19 Virus, all regular Carbondale 
Advisory Boards and Commission meetings will be conducted virtually.  If you have a comment 
concerning one or more of the Agenda items please email kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net a by 4:00 pm on 
December 7, 2020.   

If you would like to comment during the  meeting please email kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net  with your 
full name and address by 4:00 pm on December 7, 2020.  You will receive instructions on joining the 
meeting on-line prior to 5:30 p.m.  Also, you may contact kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net to get a phone 
number to listen to the meeting, however, you will be unable to make comments. 

You may also watch a live streaming of the meeting on You Tube. Search Town of Carbondale Bike, 
Pedestrian, and Trails Commission Meeting December 7, 2020. Please be aware that you will experience a 
15-30 second delay.

You are invited to a Zoom webinar. 
When: Dec 7, 2020 06:00 PM Mountain Time (US and Canada) 
Topic: Town of Carbondale Bike, Pedestrian and Trails Commission Meeting December 7, 2020 

Please click the link below to join the webinar: 
https://zoom.us/j/99508779352?pwd=aWFQTXdOZ213S0xsMGxEeXhnSmRndz09 
Passcode: 899606 
Or iPhone one-tap :  
US: +16699006833,,99508779352#,,,,,,0#,,899606# or +12532158782,,99508779352#,,,,,,0#,,899606#  
Or Telephone: 
Dial(for higher quality, dial a number based on your current location):  
US: +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782 or +1 346 248 7799 or +1 929 436 2866 or +1 301 715 8592 or +1 312 
626 6799  
Webinar ID: 995 0877 9352 
Passcode: 899606 
International numbers available: https://zoom.us/u/aeGAhNunWt 

TIME* ITEM DESIRED OUTCOME 

6:00 1. Roll Call 

 6:01 2. Consent Agenda: Approval of November 2, 
2020 Minutes  

ATTACHMENT A 
REVIEW & VOTE 

 6:05 3. Persons Present Not on the Agenda. 

6:10 4. New Member Application: Adam Wibby ATTACHMENT B 
REVIEW & VOTE 

6:20 5.
Discussion with the police chief about the 
department’s policies and practices for 
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enforcing speed limits 

6:35 6. 

Consider data provided by Alta and public 
input in order to recommend best options 
for the development of 8th Street into a 
multi-modal street 

ATTACHMENT C 
REVIEW & DISCUSS 

7:35 7. 
Discuss the ANB Bank development at 
Marketplace in order to provide feedback to 
PR Studio 

ATTACHMENT D 
REVIEW & DISCUSS 

7:45 8. Adjourn 

*Please note times are approximate.

The mission of the Carbondale Bicycle Pedestrian and Trails Commission is to create a more bicycle and pedestrian friendly community.  The 
commission makes recommendations to the Town Board of Trustees that educate, promote, and develop safe and effective programs and 

infrastructure to encourage bicycle and pedestrian use.” 
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            TOWN OF CARBONDALE 
         PUBLIC WORKS 
                         511 Colorado Avenue            
                                  Carbondale, CO  81623 
                                 

Bike Pedestrian and Trails Commission Agenda Memorandum 
 

Meeting Date: December 7, 2020  
 
TITLE:  8th Street Multi-Modal and Traffic Calming Project Public Outreach 

  Summary 
 
SUBMITTING DEPARTMENT:  Public Works 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Public Outreach and Speed Data Summary-Alta 
 
BACKGROUND 
Beginning this spring, the Bike Pedestrian and Trails Commission has been 
guiding the review of potential options to improve multi-modal use and traffic 
calming on 8th Street from Main Street to Village Road.  Initial public input from 
March through June was used to develop three potential options for the 
Commission and the public to consider during a second round of public outreach 
in September and October.  The vast majority of public outreach during the entire 
project has been done virtually due to COVID-19. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The attached summary of public input received in September and October is 
based on the three options developed based on the first round of public input.  
These options were presented in the webtool designed for this round of public 
outreach.  Two of the three options were also temporarily laid out on 8th Street 
north and south of the Rio Grande Trail so that the public could experience them 
first-hand.  In addition to the public input received from the webtool, e-mails and 
on-site meetings, public comments were also taken at the October and 
November BPTC meetings. 
 
Once the demonstration projects were removed at the first of November, speed 
data was also collected north and south of the Rio Grande Trail on 8th Street.  
Following the public outreach summary, there is a speed data summary that 
discusses the results. 
 
The desired outcome of this meeting is for the BPTC to consider all of the public 
comments received and to provide direction on what types of multi-modal or 
traffic calming elements should be included in the final layout recommendation.   
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
These items are provided for the Commission’s information and discussion.  
 
Prepared by:  Kevin Schorzman 
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Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 1 

To:  Kevin Shorzman, Town of Carbondale 

From:  Chloe Ward, Alta Planning + Design 

Date:  November 23, 2020 

Re:  8th Street Corridor Study – Phase II outreach responses, summary, and preliminary recommendations  

 

This memo summarizes the outreach process following development of three concept designs for the 8th Street 
Corridor Study. Raw responses and copies of materials are provided at the end of the memo.  

Corridor Design Concepts 
At the beginning of the 8th Street project in March 2020, public outreach was conducted which surveyed 
community members about perceived problems along the 8th Street corridor, mobility challenges, and 
preference for various improvements. Results of this outreach were summarized in a memo to the Town of 
Carbondale dated June 18, 2020.  

Following the first round of public outreach for this project, Alta developed three concept designs based on the 
feedback provided by the community as well as the “Multi-Modal Corridor” definition developed by 
Carbondale’s Bike, Pedestrian, and Trails Commission (BPTC). The BPTC defines Multi-Modal Corridors as: “a 
connected system of streets, pathways and sidewalks on which the needs of all users (regardless of age, ability 
or mode of transportation) are of equal importance and all users have the same rights to safe and comfortable 
use.” None of the options included modifying the existing curb line of the roadway, to minimize construction 
costs and impacts.  

The three concepts included: 

• Option 1: Neighborhood Street 
This option includes a minimum of 5-foot wide sidewalks on both sides of 8th Street, an 8-foot wide 
two-way cycle track separated from traffic on the west side by a two-foot wide buffer (striped or 
concrete), two 10-foot vehicle travel lanes, and parallel on-street parking provided on the east curb. 

• Option 2: Shared Sidepath 
Figure 1: Option 1 Cross Section 
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Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 2 

This option includes an 8-foot minimum shared sidepath on the west curb for use by both pedestrians 
and bicyclists, with the curb-to-curb layout of 8th Street not changing from existing. Parking would 
continue to be provided on both sides of 8th Street, with speed humps added intermittently to provide 
traffic and speed calming.  
 

• Option 3: Bike Lanes 
This option provides 5-foot directional bike lanes on 8th Street, and 5-foot sidewalks on both sides. To 
allow for the bike lanes, parking would be removed on one side of 8th Street.  

Public Outreach 
Online Commenting Tool, Demonstration Projects, and Flyer 
Due to COVID-19, public engagement related to the three concept designs was forced to be conducted virtually, 
using an online PDF commenting tool. Community members who visited the website were provided background 
information for the project, as well as information regarding each of the options. The cross sections shown 
above were included on the website, to provide a visual representation of the roadway allocation based on 
modes (walking, biking, driving), along with representative photo simulations using a photo from 8th Street as a 
backdrop. Long-plot PDFs of each concept, spanning the entire corridor from Main Street to Village Road 
provided an opportunity for people to place comments at specific locations along the corridor to comment on 
specifics of the design and/or respond to comments made by others. A voting option was also provided for each 
option, for people to choose if they “Liked” or “Disliked” each option. The webtool was provided in both English 
and Spanish, and links to the webtool were shared on the Town’s Facebook page, the Town website, on flyers, 
and in an article in the Sopris Sun.  

Figure 2: Option 2 Cross Section 

Figure 3: Option 3 Cross Section 
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In mid-September, the Town delivered flyers to residents along 8th Street to encourage their participation in the 
outreach and provide feedback on the design concepts.  

This flyer corresponded with the installation of a demonstration of two of the three concepts (Options 1 and 3), 
which ran from mid-September through the end of October. Demonstrations were installed using flex posts and 
flexible pavement markers. A short segment of Option 1 was installed north of the Rio Grande Trail, and a 
segment of Option 3 was installed south of the Rio Grande Trail. Flyers explaining these options and a link to the 
webtool were installed alongside the demonstrations to encourage feedback on the website. Option 2 was not 
demonstrated as this option did not have an impact on the roadway width and curb-to-curb allocation of space 
to different modes.  

Figure 4: Project webtool homepage 

Figure 6: Option 3 demonstration 

Figure 5: Option 1 demonstration 
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Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 4 

The webtool ran from September 11, through November 2, 2020, and generated 363 votes and 84 comments 
and responses combined between the three concepts.  

Several comments were made to the Town during the run of the webtool about confusion on how to use the 
website, or slowness due to the file size. Alta made attempts to address these issues, but they may have been 
due to varying browsers, internet connection, and number of overlapping comments. Additionally, people could 
vote on each option rather than choosing one preference. Since votes had already been collected once this was 
discovered, this issue was not resolved in order to keep the information already collected.  

The results for each option are summarized below. Raw comments pulled from the webtool are included at the 
end of this memo.  

Option 1: Neighborhood Street 

Option 1, which includes the two-way bicycle facility and parking removal on one side, received 39 comments 
and responses. 131 people voted on the option, with 34% (45 votes) “liking” the concept, and 66% (86 votes) 
“disliking” the concept. While the majority disliked each of the options, Option 1 received the most “like” votes 
of the three.  

Major concerns with Option 1 include loss of parking, narrow roadway width, access in and out of the Cleveland 
Place neighborhood, confusion with two-way bicycle facility and contra-flow riding for the northbound bikes 
against southbound vehicles, increase in speeding, and impacts to trees. Parking and impact to Cleveland Place 
were the most frequently mentioned.  

Like
45, 34%

Dislike
86, 66%

OPTION 1 - NEIGHBORHOOD 
STREET

Figure 7: Webtool comments for Option 1 
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Support for the concept cite the narrow travel lanes and dedicated space for each mode (pedestrians, bicyclists, 
and vehicles) to travel safely and comfortably along 8th Street as benefits for this design.   

Option 2: Shared Sidepath 

Option 2, with a shared sidepath on the west side and speed humps provided for traffic and speed calming, 
received 19 comments and responses, and 118 votes. 14% (17 votes) “liked” this concept, with 86% (101 votes) 
“disliking” the design.  

Major concerns with Option 2 include the installation of speed humps, impact to trees to construct the wide 
sidepath, and conflicts with bicyclists and pedestrians sharing the same path. Opposition to speed humps was 
the most frequent comment for this option, based on the noise they will create as well as their efficacy.  

Commenters appreciated that parking is maintained on both sides with this option, and other supporters 
mentioned that a shared sidepath is comfortable for children or families biking the corridor.  

Many comments for this option suggested installing sharrows on the road and encouraging cyclists and vehicles 
to share the road.   

Like
17, 14%

Dislike
101, 86%

OPTION 2 - SHARED SIDEPATH

Figure 8: Webtool comments for Option 2 
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Option 3: Bike Lanes 

Option 3 for the corridor provides 5’ bike lanes, one side of on-street parking, and 5’ sidewalks on both sides. 
This concept received 26 comments and responses, along with 114 votes. 19% (22 votes) “liked” this option, and 
81% (92 votes) “disliked” the design.  

Concerns with Option 3 include parking removal, narrow bike lanes, potential for “dooring” due to narrow bike 
lanes next to parked cars, and it will have no impact on speeding. Parking removal and potential for door zone 
conflicts were the most frequent comments.  

This option did not have many comments in support of the concept. One comment made favored the directional 
bike lanes over the two-way bike facility in Option 1.  

This concept also had many comments suggesting the use of sharrows rather than bike lanes and having bikes 
“take the lane” and share the roadway with vehicles to maintain parking.  

Other Comments 

Many comments were made on the website that were not specific to any of the options, but relevant to the 
project. These include: 

• Concern over the need for the project 
• Preference for a “do nothing” option, leaving 8th Street as it is today or only adding sidewalks on both 

sides 

Like
22, 19%

Dislike
92, 81%

OPTION 3 - BIKE LANES

Figure 9: Webtool comments for Option 3 
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• Suggestions to improve visibility and safety at the intersections along 8th Street, either by restricting 
parking at the intersections, or with curb extensions 

• Stop sign at intersection of 8th and Colorado 
o This issue was brought up in online comments, as well as at the October BPTC meeting. Alta explained 

that adding or removing stop signs is a more complex issue that requires warrants described in the 
Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and will not be recommended in any future design 
concepts for this reason. 

• Rerouting the bike route to alternate routes 
• Concern over 8th Street remaining a truck route 
• Preference for increasing speed enforcement along the corridor rather than constructing 

improvements 
• Concern over any loss of trees 
• Opposition to any parking removal 
• Request in any concept for continuous and safe sidewalks (5’ minimum sidewalks on both sides were 

provided in each option) 

October 2020 BPTC Meeting 
At the October 5th BPTC meeting, after a background on the 8th Street project, nine community members in 
attendance voiced their thoughts about the project. Minutes from this meeting are included with this memo. 
Major themes brought up by community members in this meeting include: 

• Parking & potential removal of parking in two of the three presented options 
• Perceived increase in speeding with the installation of the demonstration projects, and concern for 

increased speeding and traffic with some of the proposed options 
• Increase visibility and safety at intersections, especially 8th and Colorado 
• Interest in mitigating speeding by installing speed detection signs and increasing enforcement 
• Concerns about 8th Street continuing to be designated as a truck route 
• Suggestions to route bicyclists to an alternate route, such as 7th Street 
• Narrow and uneven sidewalks along 8th Street 

 
Following public comments, commissioners voiced their concerns, which included the following: 

• Interest in considering the use of sharrows, rather than dedicated bike lanes or sidepaths 
• Concern for oversized vehicles impeding on bike lanes and door zone concerns 
• Concern for confusion with installation of a two-way bike facility (option 1) 

Sopris Sun Article 

Following a request made at the October BPTC meeting for expanded outreach and information, an article was 
published in The Sopris Sun describing the project and encouraging readers to view the three concept designs and 
visit the project website. The article was published on October 21st. A copy of this article is included with this memo.  

8th Street Resident Petition  

In reaction to the demonstration installations on 8th Street and the concepts presented, residents of the 8th 
Street Community presented a petition to the Town of Carbondale with 35 signatures. The petition rejects any 
of the presented options for multimodal improvements to the 8th Street corridor. The signatories cite parking 
problems, increasing traffic, lack of snow storage space as existing problems they already face, and feel that the 
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proposed options will make 8th Street worse, especially if parking is removed. This petition was brought up to 
the BPTC at the November 2nd BPTC meeting. The complete petition and signatures are attached to this memo. 

November 2020 BPTC Meeting 

At the November 2nd BPTC meeting, community members were once again given an opportunity to provide 
comments on the 8th Street project. Six Carbondale residents attended and provided feedback on the project. 
Complete minutes for this meeting are included with this memo, and major themes from the meeting are below. 

• Perception that demonstration projects make access to/from Cleveland Place neighborhood difficult, 
and permanent installation will make it worse 

• Support for a design that improves safety for all modes and slows traffic 
• Support for widest possible sidewalks and sharrows and traffic calming in the roadway 
• Consideration for the aging population in Carbondale and installing safe and accessible sidewalks 

While the majority of the public involvement at the October and November BPTC meetings was from residents 
along 8th Street, BPTC commissioners agreed that the final recommendations should balance the desires of the 
8th Street residents with the goals and needs of the greater Carbondale community.  

Miscellaneous Emails and Comments 

A total of 26 emails, 3 letters, and one voicemail were collected during the public comment period while the 
online comment tool was live and the demonstration projects were installed. These items are included with this 
memo.  

• Speed of vehicles, suggestions to increase enforcement, add flashing speed detection signs 
• Added congestion to the street, road too narrow for added bike facilities 
• Impact on large trucks using the 8th Street designated truck route 
• Opposition to parking removal, perception of parking on both sides being an effective traffic calming 

measure and buffer for pedestrians 
• Potential impacts to adjoining neighborhoods if parking is removed on 8th Street 
• Not enough bike use to warrant changes, no need for the project, things work fine as-is, “do nothing” 

option 
• Danger of narrow bike lanes next to parked cars 
• Impacts to mail delivery, trash removal, snow removal, etc.  
• Support for less heavy truck traffic on 8th Street 
• Suggestions to only improve sidewalks and add sharrows to the road 
• Suggestions to route cyclists to an alternate route 
• Cost of the project study and cost of implementing any changes 
• Opposition to two-way cycle track option, which places northbound cyclists on the wrong side of the 

road 
• Support for any of the three concepts over the existing layout (2 email) 
• Support for addition of 5’ wide sidewalks on both sides, presented in all options 
• Opposition to speed humps 
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Carbondale Housing Authority, Sopris Lodge, and Carbondale Age-Friendly Community Initiative Letters 

Carbondale Housing Authority, on behalf of Crystal Meadows; Sopris Lodge; and Carbondale Age-Friendly 
Community Initiative wrote in support of the growing elderly population in Carbondale. They support 
improvements to create continuous, wide, and accessible sidewalks so people walking or using mobility devises 
feel safe and comfortable traveling along the corridor. Other suggestions in the letters include improving 
amenities such as providing benches and functional street lighting, enforcing speed limits, and enforcing 
regulations related to sidewalk maintenance in front of homes (snow removal, landscape maintenance, etc.). 

These letters are included at the end of this memo.  

Spanish Language Outreach 

A large goal of the 8th Street project was to engage with the Spanish-speaking population in Carbondale.  All 
materials for this round of outreach were provided in both English and Spanish.  While no Spanish language feedback 
was received on the webtool, the outreach was successful in generating several e-mail responses as well as a meeting 
request from Spanish-speaking members of the community.  On the evening of October 8th, Kevin Schorzman and 
Eric Brendlinger met with a group of approximately 20 residents along 8th Street (a majority of the attendees were 
Spanish-speaking members of the community).  The general consensus from both the e-mail responses as well as the 
meeting attendees was that they were opposed to any concept that reduced parking on 8th Street.  One of the 
suggestions during the meeting, that was echoed by other respondents on the webtool and via e-mail, was to think 
about rerouting pedestrians and bicyclists on other roads in the area. 

Summary and Major Themes 
• Continuous, wide (5-6’), and accessible sidewalks along the entirety of the 8th Street corridor, on both sides 
• No, or limited, removal of parking along 8th Street 
• No tree removal along 8th Street 
• Increase visibility and safety at intersections 
• Consider rerouting bikes to alternate routes 

Next Steps 
Outreach for the three concepts developed produced many comments and reactions from the Carbondale 
community. There was not an obvious preference for any of the three options presented, and many voices came 
forward in support of making no changes. The next steps for this project include developing preliminary 
recommendations for improving the corridor, leading to an ultimate recommended concept. This final concept 
likely will not look like any of the three already presented, but will rather reflect the major themes and values 
brought up during this round of outreach.   
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Attachments 
1. Comments and Votes from project webtool 
2. Project flyer distributed prior to demonstration projects 
3. October BPTC meeting minutes 
4. Sopris Sun article - October 21, 2020 
5. 8th Street Community Petition 
6. November BPTC meeting minutes 
7. Collected emails, letters, and voicemails (transcripts) 
8. Long-plot PDF of each concept design 
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Page/Option Options Name Comment Likes Created

1 Comment Elli In all three options, parking is lost on the west side. Option 3 uses Blake Street in GWS as a local example, which is great because parking is not lost on the west side. 1 09-18-2020

1
Response to 

above
Is there a traffic study available to validate these proposed changes? If so, where can the public view it? Also, can the town comment on the future road from Industry Way (crossing Rio Grande Trail) to 8th by 
Merrill? This will put more traffic on 8th Street

1 Comment Jessica At the very least, there needs to be a stop sign at 8th & Colorado. 1 09-18-2020

1
Response to 

above

I do not see any of the presented options being viable.  I am very concerned about narrowing the road, especially during the long winter months and heavy snow falls when plows pile snow up in the center line for 
clearing.  Trash haulers, FedEx and furniture delivery trucks will have issues navigating. Two large personal vehicles can barely squeeze through the mock up area now.  Have trash haulers and snow clearing crews 
been consulted? The loss of on street parking will push those cars to surrounding streets that already competing for sparse guest and overflow parking.  Can we perhaps fix the sidewalk by Blue Lake preschool and 
make small improvements such as signage and lighting?

1 Comment Public, John Q
Increasing the already restricting parking is MORE poor planning. None of these changes are necessary, all of them are inconsiderate to the residents of the surrounding streets. The town failed to ensure adequate 
parking to appease the builders of the over packed Cleveland Place (1&2) housing, who's dollars are involved in this nonsense?

4 09-19-2020

1
Response to 

above
All options basically make 8th street one lane

1 Comment Kate Hugo
Where can the public find information about the proposed (or actually planned) road from Industry Way (crossing Rio Grand Trail) to 8th ST exiting near Merrill?  This will affect traffic on 8th ST and is important to 
consider in context of these bike lanes.

1 09-20-2020

1
Response to 

above

As a walker, biker, pedestrian, and resident of the affected area I don't see a need for this project.  I would rather have the rest of 8th street paved from the cemetery to hotels.  All three proposals with bike paths 
narrow the street to much.  So far I have seen people in POVs swerve into bike lanes just to get by each other.  One of the markers is already shredded from someone running over it.  Removing the parking 
resulted in a stranger parking a camper van in front of our house with and they were living there, because they were initially staying with a friend on 8th street who doesn't have a driveway. The only parking 
removal should be 100 feet on either side of Cleaveland pl, Cleveland ave, and Lincoln to remove the very dangerous blind spots. The other parking spots are much needed for 8th street residents.  I bike 8th a lot 
and never feel unsafe.  Sharrows are the only thing that is needed.  The sidewalk is in good condition and wide enough.

1 Comment Kate Hugo
From what is shown, Option One will make exiting the Cleveland Place neighborhoods and turning right (towards Main Street) dangerous as cars will have to make wide turn, potentially into oncoming traffic, 
before being able to proceed.

4 09-20-2020

1 Comment Kate Hugo Is there a traffic study to validate these proposals?  If so, where can the public find this to view? 2 09-20-2020
1 Comment Holly Buell DO NOT REMOVE PARKING!!! 1 09-21-2020

1 Response
Overall, I like the striped barrier option, but I suspect the barriers will need to be replaced on a routine basis. The biggest problem will be the reduction in car parking options. Where will the 50 or 75 displaced cars 
park?

1 Response The current "alignment:" impedes drivers and I drive a small car.

1 Comment Holly Buell
Same failed options that is next to Gianietti park. Cars and semi trucks speeding next to a wide sidewalk that no one uses because it doesn't feel safe with large vehicles speeding past.  There needs to be parking 
on both sides of the street to give a buffer and make pedestrians feel safe from the cars.

1 09-21-2020

1 Comment Blake Snyder Will trees be removed on the west side of 8th Street in this option?  Will curbs remain unchanged on the west side of 8th Street in this option?  I do not support the removal of any trees. 2 09-22-2020

1 Comment Blake Snyder
Frankly I would rather stick with our current situation and not change anything.  I live at the corner of 8th Street and the Rio Grande Trail.  I bike daily on the RGT and 8th Street with my dogs on leash and have 
never had a problem.  I propose that this option is the best but still completely unnecessary.

4 09-22-2020

1
Response to 

above

I live on Main & Colorado and frequently bike along 8th St. to access the RGT - never had a problem until the mess of a bike solution at 8th & RGT - all the "solutions" make cars swerve closer to me. Also, I rarely 
see other bikes until I'm on the RGT and would hate to remove parking on 8th - where would all those cars go?? Even worse would be the loss of greenery and trees along the side of the road.  If there is a need for 
slowing traffic, squeezing new bike lanes in and forcing cars and trucks dangerously close is not a solution - also not a fan of speed humps/bumps.  Perhaps a photo speeding ticket camera or a sign showing current 
speed? I agree with the other commenters and would like to see a stop sign on 8th and Colorado and think its a great idea to extend the sidewalk on 8th from RGT north, to at least the cemetary.

1 Comment Jamie
1) take away one or two parking spots on 8th street at each intersection (Cleveland & 8th Street) It is very difficult to see cars coming when pulling onto 8th street.   2.) Add sidewalk from Rio Grande to Village 
Road

3 09-23-2020

1 Comment Nathan
I like option 1 the best. Pedestrian sidewalks on both sides are sheltered from cars (west side by bike lanes, east side by parking lane). One potential con not mentioned is that for cars coming out of Cleveland 
place onto 8th, as well as driveways on the west side of 8th, cars may not think to look for northbound bikes on their right before pulling across the bike lane

0 09-24-2020

1 Comment Michael Henry

Trafic calming is of course the ultimate goal with all of these plans.  I applaud the Town for addressing the issue with this study.  However, have we tried a first step of appealing to people's better natures by giving 
them a nudge in renewing their awareness of existing local ordinances in re: speed limits, truck routes, bicycle/pedestrians rules etc and requesting they abide by these community laws for the safety of everyone 
in our community?  Perhaps a community awareness/outreach flyer sent out with the water bills? It could include bullet points for motor vehicle laws, acceptable truck routes and horrifying pictures illustrating the 
potential results of speeding through our neighborhoods at breakneck speeds. A gentle reminder could help inform the general public and perhaps an informed public helps alleviate some of the concerns 
regarading traffic calming throughout town, cause 8th Street ain't the only speedway in Bonedale.

1 09-24-2020

1 Comment Michael Henry
I like to think of Carbondale as an eclectic, funky little place so its disappointing to not see traffic calming solutions that perhaps include more out of the box options.  Roadside Kinetic art, Burma Shave sign 
sequencing(Google it), banners, road murals, roadside sculptures and library exchanges, overhanging art to create a tunnel illusion and a sense of peril.  All of these can create pleasant distractions(except for the 
peril, of course) for drivers that produce the same ultimate goal of traffic calming as traditional methods while also giving folks something cool to look at when they are walking down the street.

1 09-24-2020

1 Comment Michael Henry

I understatnd that this study is currently ongoing and is only part of addressing and ultimately coming up with viable solutions to the broader concerns re: traffic issues in Carbondale.  Concurrent with this 
study/on going process could we be utilizing tools we already have in place to make the community safer in the now?  Stricter enforcement of the 20 mile per hour speed limit throughout town comes to mind.  I 
think we can all agree that speeding is the main underlying issue affecting safety on our neighborhood streets.   Hitting people in the wallet is an effective method for changing behavior patterns.  We already do a 
pretty good job at mitigating drunk driving why not apply this same effort to other asinine driving behaviors?

1 09-24-2020

1
Response to 

above
Plenty of research to back up enforcing speed limit to enhance safety

1 Comment Niki Delson
Narrow bike lanes alongside parked cars are dangerous. If a driver in a parked car does not see the cyclist approaching the opening of a door will cause a serious accident.   If such an option were chosen, would 
there be an enforced regulation prohibiting  oversized vehicles, or vehicles with extended mirrors.

1 09-25-2020

1
Response to 

above
This whole idea seems to be going in the wrong direction. It's too complicated and doesn't even want to work.  I would prefer to get big trucks off 8th street and back onto hwy 133.  Take out the traffic circle so 
the big trucks can pass through.  Then we might be able to swallow making 8th street bicycle-friendly. Really, Carbondale, the solutions suggested don't work.....that is a sign.

1
Response to 

above

First off, I find this page and comment system very confusing and difficult to navigate. (Kind of like getting from Wheel Circle to downtown by foot or bicycle, especially with children.) I think that the town needs to 
further explore opening up the existing PUBLIC right of way from Wheel Circle to 8th St/ the bike path.  This would make pedestrian/bike access to town significantly safer and quicker for many Carbondale 
residents. I understand that the bikes and trails commission is reluctant to pursue this because they have not heard a public demand for it, but most people don't know about it. It would significantly reduce the 
stress on northern 8th St.

1 Comment elli mckinley
Parking for both Cleveland Place I and II are extremely limited due to the narrow streets and close driveways, not to mention its not allowed per HOA's. Decreasing parking on 8th St. disproportionately affects 
these residents who rely on parking on 8th street. 8th street parking is almost always occupied, why should it be taken away? The proposed solutions just push the problem elsewhere.

0 09-27-2020
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1 Comment Darryl Fuller

As a cyclist and occasional pedestrian (that does not own property along 8th Street) this option is the most appealing. Ideally a curb separated bikeway is most appealing. The loss of trees is a bummer and should 
be weighed carefully, as is the imposition on property owners along 8th Street.  Another option not listed here (not sure where to suggest this so I am doing it here). would be to add sidewalks on both sides for 
pedestrians, limit parking to one side or the other (probably the east side), narrow lanes to calm traffic (perhaps also reduce speed limit to 15 mph - spent any time walking around towns with 15 mph speed limits? 
At that speed roadways become much more inviting (and safe) for cyclists - think Crested Butte). Sharrow both lanes and share the road. Younger riders could ride on sidewalks. Might have benefit of preserving 
trees and less impact for adjacent property owners as well.

2 10-04-2020

1 Comment Matt Patera
Ill start by saying any option to remove parking in this densely populated corridor is a bad decision. Not only for the impact of less parking but, also for the flow. I live off of 8th street and while there are some cars 
that drive fast through here, that number is pretty limited. Since this "experiment" has been enacted, I have noticed more cars driving fast then when there were cars parked on either side. Having cars parked on 
either side of the roadway seems to be a bigger deterrent because when vehicles feel that bikers have there own lane, then they no longer use additional caution to be vigilant in watching for bikers.

1 10-05-2020

1 Comment Matt Gworek
Sections of the street south of the RGT have a parkway between the street and sidewalk.  Is it possible to continue this to Village Rd?  While it would require taking more right of way, it might open up landscaping 
options that would create a nicer environment.

0 10-06-2020

1 Response
I don’t think the road should be changed, I have lived here for 11 years and it has never been a problem with the bikers. The road is spacious enough to pass them. I drive to work through 8th street all the time 
and I rarely see people biking, so it’s not worth taking away the parking for all those houses that need them.

1 Comment Matt Gworek I like this option because it creates safe and dedicated areas for each use. As seen in other areas of town, without a dedicated bike lane many cyclists feel safer on the sidewalk.  This results in bike/ped conflicts. 0 10-06-2020

1 Comment Matt Gworek
I would like to see a traffic slowing device in this option. Speed humps?  Traffic on 133 is increasing and more people will be inclined to cut through town on 8th.  In order to make 8th street safer, we need to 
discourage this "shortcut" and slow traffic.

0 10-06-2020

1 Comment Eighth Resident There is not enough year round bike traffic to warrant such invasive action on residents of this corridor. The residential density is too high to lose valuable parking. 2 10-06-2020

1 Comment Tricia Mines

I think that there should be one bike lane, similar to the neighborhood plan.  I think that it should be on the east side of the street instead of the west side.  I feel that this makes more sense because this is the side 
closest to town and the side where the concrete barrier above the ditch is next to Little Blue.  That concrete barrier poses a safety risk to vehicles.  In addition, there seems to be more need for parking on the west 
side of the street rather than the east side of the street.  I also think whatever improvements are made should extend all the way to the stopsign at Village and 8th.  The current sidewalk is not large enough to 
accomodate a wheelchair and most strollers and is unsafe for cyclists.  It really only works for pedestrians walking single file.   Finally, opening the historic right of way between Crown Dr (Wheel Circle) and the Rio 
Grande trail would greatly decrease the congestion on 8th street and would offer a much safer way to get to town.

2 10-07-2020

1 Comment Laurie Two-way bikeway on one side of road very confusing for cyclists, creating riding against traffic and contrary to proper riding on other streets. 0 10-07-2020

1 Comment Matt Gworek
Do we need narrow lanes and parking on both sides to slow traffic?  I assume the idea is that the narrow lane and visual tunnel created by parked cars causes drivers to slow down. Although this is the existing set 
up and speeding is one of the main complaints.  in option #1, can we use the buffer between the bike lanes and driving lanes to create visual effect that will cause drivers to slow?  Maybe use some flashing speed 
limit signs. Sometimes a reminder is all that is necessary.

0 10-07-2020

1 Comment Meg Plumb
This option has the narrowest road dimension. I believe a narrow dimension would help reduce speeds on this route. And it would be great to see that additional space given to pedestrians on the sidewalk or to 
add additional greenspace between the private properties and the sidewalk.

0 10-19-2020

1 Response
I frequently bike, drive and walk 8th St between Merrill and Main. I have not liked any of the options over the way it is now. In the demo area it is actually harder to ride a bike or drive a fairly narrow car. Trucks 
use more than one lane. It would be an improvement to make the sidewalk continuous on the west side and fix the obstruction of the ditch on the east side to make that sidewalk continuous too.

2 Comment Public, John Q Speed humps, narrow lanes, just MORE poor planning. Bet no one profiting from this foolishness has to live on this street! Carbondale officials going after the $$$$$$$$$$$$'s. 2 09-19-2020
2 Comment Holly Buell Speed Bumps are not effective 2 09-21-2020

2
Response to 

above
No speed bumps please, been tried before, didn't work.  Vehicles just speed up between speed bumps to make up for "lost time" I guess.  Residents on 8th street can already feel and hear traffic going over the 
existing transitions, speed bumps make it even louder.  Not to mention snow plow trouble.

2 Comment Holly Buell Look at the full size Semi Truck on this image. All three options continue to promote semi truck traffic on this street. 0 09-21-2020

2
Response to 

above
North 8th Street from Merrill on north to the cowen center, I believe, is not currently considered a truck route by the Town and gross vehicle weight is restrcited to no more than 10,000 pounds/5 tons.   Better 
signage, communicating local truck route information to major delivery companies and a modicum of enforcement may alleviate at some of the worst offenders.

2 Comment Blake Snyder
I live at the corner of 8th Street and the Rio Grande Trail.  I have invested time and money in the trees on the west side of 8th Street.  The Chokecherry is dedicated to my parents.  I think it would be an absolute 
shame to cut down trees in a time like this with wild fires across the west.  I can not condemn this idea strongly enough, please do not go forward with this option.  I support maintaining current construction on 
the west side of 8th Street.

2 09-22-2020

2 Comment Nathan
Option 2 is my least preferred. I don't think cyclists will use a shared sidewalk with pedestrians on this street; they'd stick to the street. If this option is the most viable, I would say save money and avoid cutting 
trees by just making a regular-width sidewalk extend the entire length of 8th St. on both sides.

0 09-24-2020

2 Comment Aaron Aeschliman I think the best would be to match Main Street. Whole lane can be used by bikes. I think this makes cars pay attention, making it safer. 1 09-25-2020

2
Response to 

above
I agree with Aaron Aeschliman's comments regarding whole lane bike usage.  We need to prioritize the safety of bikers and pedestrians over the convenience of automobiles on our neighborhood streets.

2 Comment Ron Kokish
Parking on both sides slows down traffic, as to speed humps.  Add sharrows to the street,  giving bikes a better option than interacting with pedestrians (generally more dangerous than interacting with 
cars/trucks. ) Sharrows entitle /encourage bikes to take the lane, further slowing traffic when they are present. Easily the best of the 3 options.  Big bike/auto "Share The Road signs every block or 2 and bright 
speed limit signs also might help. When initial effect wears off,  increased enforcement may be called for.

0 10-01-2020

2 Comment Darryl Fuller
Speed humps provide inadequate traffic calming (think Midland Drive. Cars speed up in between speed humps, and then brake for humps, and then speed up again. Narrowing travel lanes is a far more effective 
traffic calming strategy.

2 10-04-2020

2
Response to 

above

I like this option the best. Maintaining parking on both sides is important for the neighborhood and most cyclists will be comfortable in a dedicated lane.  The wider sidewalk on the west allows for older, younger, 
disabled, and groups of users. I agree with the comment that parking should be restricted near the Rio Grande trail for visibility and the daily school bus stop. (Maybe this is a future commuter bus stop as well?) In 
addition to other comments against speed bumps, low clearance electric vehicles hit bottom on many of them.

2 Comment Matt Patera
The option to increase the size of the sidewalk for duel use seems fair in theory. However, the usage would be somewhat limited. It is legal and more easily accessible for cyclists to use the road so the cost to 
enact this option outweighs the limited benefit, since cyclists will still utilize the roadway. Adding speed bumps sounds like a nightmare of potential sound for my family living right off of the right of way. Maybe 
stop signs spread out in their place instead?

1 10-05-2020

2 Comment Eighth Resident
The speed humps, in any variety, will greatly increase the truck and trailer noise that already negatively impact homes that run very close to 8th St.  Persons living along this corridor already need to pause 
conversations as loud vehicle traffic passes. This is the worst plan of all. Residents with experience hate speed humps more than drivers and work very hard to get them removed.

1 10-06-2020
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2 Comment Matt Gworek
8th Street has been designated by the Town as a multi-modal corridor. The bike ped trails commission uses the following definition for a multi-modal corridor:  Multi-Modal Corridors (MMCs) are a connected 
system of streets, pathways and sidewalks on which the needs of all users (regardless of age, ability or mode of transportation) are of equal importance, and all users have the same rights to safe and comfortable 
use.    Please consider this goal as you view the options.  If you have questions, please attend the Bike Pedestrian Trails Commission meeting in November

0 10-07-2020

2 Comment Laurie Pedestrians and cyclists sharing same space is unsafe and usage unclear. 0 10-07-2020

2 Comment Meg Plumb
The options with bikes sharing the road with cars is most aligned with bike infrastructure throughout town. This consistency, I think, helps keep drivers and cyclists most aware of their surroundings. This options 
also maintains the parking as a neighborhood amenity, which seems critical for this neighborhood. I'd like to better know how much we could expand the sidewalks in this option in order to give pedestrians 
maximum space for 2 way traffic on both sides of the street.

0 10-19-2020

2 Comment Meg Plumb
Speed is a critical issue along this route. There seems to be a perception that speed bumps are noisy, and i'm curious -- are there speed bump options that don't add road noise? I'm thinking of cemetery lane in 
Aspen. That route seems to have low speeds that align with it's neighborhood feel and is heavily used by pedestrians.

1 10-19-2020

2 Comment Jay Engstrom

This makes the most sense to me. Given how narrow this ROW is, bike and pedestrian access needs to be combined. I am not opposed to eliminating parking but a lot us, so we should keep it to keep this project 
positive and moving forward.   My recommendation is to look at another option - (1) eliminate the sidewalk to the south, (2) shift the parking/North Bound/South Bound/Parking road section to the East, and (3) 
install an 8' separated sidewalk (with a buffer) or a 10' connected sidewalk. I know that a sidewalk on both sides is desirable, but there just is not enough space. This option allows for no added total width (no tree 
removal), keeping all parking, not decreasing road widths, parking acts as a buffer for pedestrians, and a smooth transition into the Rio Grande Bike Path. Oh and keep the speed bumps and add a 4 way stop at 
Colorado. I understand that this option would be more expensive, however I think the result would be something that complements our community as a whole.

0 10-27-2020

3 Comment Public, John Q It gets worse??? Who is getting paid to push for this nonsense? Where are the dollars pushing vomit like this down the throats of the residents of these neighborhoods? 1 09-19-2020

3
Response to 

above
John Q, you're spot on.

3 Comment David Thickman Bike lanes are too narrow. Too much congestion within the street bikes, cars and pedestrians. 1 09-19-2020
3 Comment Holly Buell Adding a bike lane will open up the view corridor increasing speeds. Cars will drift into bike lane if there are chicanes and physical concrete barriers are not installed to prevent it. 1 09-21-2020

3
Response to 

above
This was a terrible idea

3 Comment Holly Buell
Unless a physical barrier is added to prevent cars from going into the bike land the cars will veer into and continue to speed on 8th st. Bikes should use full lane down 8th street just like on numerous other streets 
in town. These plans only promote speeding and prioritize vehicle traffic over alternative transportation.

1 09-21-2020

3
Response to 

above
Could the sidewalk on the west side of 8th street be continued past Rio Grande? The sidewalk situation between Cemetary and Rio Grande is very inconsistent is difficult to walk.

3 Comment Holly Buell Nice try having a chicanes to slow traffic but with the bike lanes opening up the view corridors and no parked cars to block views it's not going work and speeding and semi truck traffic will only get worse. 1 09-21-2020

3 Comment david teitler
Seems too crowded.  I feel the way it is usually is better than the current simulation.  I live on Mesa Verde and bike to work downtown most days.  I bike on the right hand side, cars go around me, no problems for 
anybody.

2 09-22-2020

3 Comment Blake Snyder Will side walks on the west side of 8th Street be altered in this approach?  Would there be a loss of trees on the west side of 8th Street?  If so, I do no support this option. 1 09-22-2020

3
Response to 

above
Add 4' or 5' sidewalk to west side of street by narrowing street and not removing trees.

3 Comment Lisa Fischer
None of these options seem viable.  I drove my husbands big F350 truck through the option currently on display at the trail crossing and was very hard pressed not to hit the oncoming car and the posts marking 
the lanes.  Today I saw a bicyclist riding right down the middle of the road not using the lanes.  I have had to wait for traffic coming across the trail just so I could have enough room to turn left on to 8th street  
from Colorado Ave.  I can't believe every home owner on the street isn't complaining about losing parking or  the blocked view of the cross traffic.  This seems like a complete waste of taxpayer dollars.

3 09-23-2020

3 Comment AP DO NOT REDUCE PARKING and NARROW THE STREET. Parking on both sides actually limits visibility and slows traffic 0 09-24-2020

3 Comment Sue Schimmenti
I like option #3 - 2 One way bike paths.  I think an 8' wide 2 lane in too narrow.  There are bikes with wide handle bars, bikes dragging burlies behind, etc.  I think it will force cyclists into the curb or out onto the 
street. Thanks for taking the time to read!

0 09-24-2020

3 Comment Nathan Option three is not bad, though I think there would be multiple incidents of drivers opening their doors into oncoming cyclists without first checking. 0 09-24-2020

3 Comment Nathan Whichever option is chosen, is it possible to level the sidewalks at peoples' driveways? Walking across the sloped driveway entrances in the winter when it's icy always causes me to slip 0 09-24-2020

3 Comment elli mckinley
Drivers exiting W 8th Pl have a difficult time turning Left with both parking and a bike lane. If there is a car headed north on 8th St, there is not enough room to turn Right. Additionally, with parking next to mail 
boxes, the vehicles do not yield to cars turning Left from W 8th Pl onto 8th Street. Overall the three options negatively affect residents of Cleveland Place II (and I) due to the lack of parking and unsafe turn onto 
8th street.

2 09-27-2020

3
Response to 

above
This was a terrible idea.

3 Comment Friendly Neighbor

Agreed with all the concerns with this plan - it's not viable as currently demonstrated by the trial setup in place right now.  - Having plans for the connecting road between the industrial would be valuable in 
understanding if options 1 or 2 is/are viable.  - The 'traffic calming' concern is valid. I live at the intersection of 8th and the Rio Grande and cars repeatedly blow the stop sign. Prior to adding structural impediments 
to reckless driving, can a police officer attempt to enforce the driving laws since it's 1) a known area of reckless driving and 2) two officers (including the new police chief) literally live within line-of-sight of the 8th 
and Rio Grande intersection?

0 09-29-2020

3 Comment Ron Kokish Easily the worst option because a 5' bike lane between moving traffic and parked cars is an invitation to open a door into the face of a cyclisy coming up from behind. DOwnright dangerouse. 0 10-01-2020

3 Comment Darryl Fuller
Option 3 with bike lanes on roadway. Bike lanes along cars parked parallel must have at least a 3' to account for the "door zone". This plan as conceived here does not provide adequate safeguards for cyclists. Ever 
been door'ed? It sucks, and this plan creates an ever-present door hazard, not to mention cars crossing the bike lane to enter and exit parking. Finally, cars parked parallel on the side of 8th Street will screen 
cyclists so that cars leaving driveways will be unable to see oncoming bicycle traffic.

0 10-04-2020

3 Comment Matt Patera

Removing any parking from 8th street is a bad move for such a densely populated area. Living off of 8th street and having limited parking, like so many others, has already affected us. If this option happens then it 
will limit parking even further with all the cars competing for parking on one side. Having these bike lanes designated will not reduce traffic speed. If anything, motorists will believe that bicyclists need to remain in 
the bike lanes and will not utilize as much caution when driving on 8th. I have seen more cars going fast, as well as hitting the bike lane cones, since this experiment has started. With cars on either side of the 
roadway, it helps the flow to seem more constricted and forces drivers to utilize additional caution when driving. Cyclists will still utilize the roadway to ride because they will be allowed and its easier to do so. My 
option would be to leave 8th how it was and add bike paint markers in the road, as Main St has

1 10-05-2020

3 Comment Matt Gworek bike lane next to parked cars is not wide enough in the option to be safe.  Do you have enough width to create buffer between parked cars and bike lane? Maybe take another 3' of ROW? 0 10-06-2020
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3 Comment Eighth Resident
This plan is way too crowded! Improve the existing sidewalks that are too narrow so people with strollers can walk on them safely. This can be done over time starting with one side of the street. Bikes and cars 
share the road. Add signs and police this area more. Leave the street alone.

1 10-06-2020

3 Comment Laurie Too narrow bike lanes present challenges to some riders, cause riders to be too close to motorized traffic, and vulnerable to pared car doos opening into bike lane. 0 10-07-2020

3 Comment Erin Quinn

The first option seems to offer the safest and most enjoyable experience for bikers, pedestrians, and cars. Separating the uses reduces the risk of conflict. Is it possible to add a dip or speed bump into option 1? 
Can we consider a more obvious alert to drivers at the intersection of 8th and the bike bath (a flashing light, speed dip, etc)?  Option 2 seems to relieve little pressure from the current dilemma of unsafe, mixed 
uses. The road is straight, naturally encouraging higher vehicle speeds. Traffic is increasing, so a plan to separate uses now is wise.   The third option, with the bike lane between traffic and parking, leaves a lot of 
opportunity for bike-car conflict. Children on bikes could easily be overlooked by a car pulling into or out of a parallel parking spot. Additionally, the bike lane would be vulnerable to the dreaded 'door prize', where 
someone getting out of their parked car swings open their door just in time for a biker to run into it.

0 10-15-2020
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22, 19%

92, 81%

OPTION 3 - BIKE LANES

Option 3 - like Option 3 - dislike

45, 34%

86, 66%

OPTION 1 - NEIGHBORHOOD STREET

Option 1 - like Option 1 - dislike

17, 14%

101, 86%

OPTION 2 - SHARED SIDEPATH

Option 2 - like Option 2 - Dislike
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MINUTES 
BIKE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRAILS COMMISSION 

October 5, 2020 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
Matt Gworek called the virtual meeting to order at 6:00 pm on October 5, 2020. 
 
ROLL CALL 
The following members were present for roll call:  
 

BPTC Members:  Matt Gworek, Chairperson 
Laurie Loeb, Member 
Meg Plumb, Member 
Niki Delson, Member 
Michael Gorman, Member 
Ian Edlind, Member 
 

Town Staff Present: Kevin Schorzman, Staff Liaison 
Ben Bohmfalk, Board of Trustees Liaison 
Kae McDonald, Boards and Commissions Clerk 

  

CONSENT AGENDA 
Motion Passed: Niki moved to approve the Bike, Pedestrian, and Trail 
Commission meeting minutes from August 3, 2020.  Michael seconded the motion, 
and it was unanimously approved.  
 
PERSONS PRESENT NOT ON THE AGENDA 
There was no one present, not on the agenda, to address the Commission. 
 
REVIEW 8TH STREET OPTIONS WITH ALTA PLANNING 
Matt opened the discussion by providing a brief background on the 8th Street project.  
He highlighted the fact that the project grew out of a CAFCI survey, as well as 
concerns brought forward by citizens living along 8th Street. He noted that the BPTC 
is an advisory board only, and no decisions will be made at this meeting, but once 
Alta has completed their work the commission would forward recommendations to 
the BOT.  He also mentioned that Ben Bohmfalk, the BOT liaison to the BPTC, is in 
attendance and will provide an update to the BOT. 
 
Public Comments: 
Gina Perkins (302 Cleveland Place, Carbondale):  Listening to the meeting to obtain 
more information about the project. 
 
Adam Wibby (653 Northbridge Drive, Carbondale):  Listening to the meeting to obtain 
more information about the project and the BPTC in general.  He is very interested 
in the outcome of the project. 
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2 
 

Matthew Patera (303 Cleveland Place, Carbondale): He is concerned about the 
project’s proposal to eliminate parking along 8th Street because it would affect many 
residents in the area.  He already posted detailed comments on the website for the 
8th Street Corridor options, but also wanted to state that it was his opinion that the 
proposed improvements as laid out on 8th Street aren’t beneficial.  He has observed 
more people speeding—possibly because they have a clearer line-of-sight and bikes 
have their own lane.  He thought that the project is misleading because the way it is 
presented makes people feel like they must choose one of the three options when in 
fact the BOT could elect to do nothing. 
 
Matt Gworek interjected that no decisions will be made during this meeting.  Once 
the public process is complete, the BPTC will consider the recommendations made 
by Alta Planning and Design and forward them to the BOT for a decision. 
 
Kevin added that the timeline for a decision hasn’t been finalized yet.  The public 
outreach will continue through the end of October, after which Alta will need time to 
compile the information and develop their recommendations.  The BOT will most 
likely take this up in January 2021. 
 
George Andrews (296 North 8th Street, Carbondale):  He commented that the roads 
are not wide enough to accommodate two-way traffic and a bike lane.  It was his 
opinion that 8th street is dangerous both because of the heavy car traffic but also 
because it is a truck route.  He suggested that rather it might be better to install the 
bike lane along a less busy street such as 7th Street. 
 
Jessica Markham (85 North 8th Street, Carbondale):  Jessica’s biggest concern was 
the intersection at 8th and Colorado and suggested either eliminated parking near 
the intersection to improve visibility or install a four-way stop. 
 
Jillene Rector (432 North 8th Street, Carbondale): Jillene related that she has lived 
in her current location for 40 years and she has observed how busy travel along the 
street has gotten.  In her opinion, the biggest problem are those drivers that exceed 
the speed limit and the truck traffic.  She is opposed to eliminating parking because 
many residents along 8th Street don’t have off-street parking.  She also observed that 
the sidewalk along 8th Street is very narrow.  She agreed with George Andrews and 
suggested that a less busy street be used to accommodate a wider sidewalk or a 
bike lane. 
 
Joani Lubrant (185 North 8th Street, Carbondale): Joani also related that she has 
lived in her current location for over 44 years, and she has seen many changes in 
town which includes the massive increase in traffic.  She didn’t feel like a bike lane 
was necessary, but speeding vehicles.  She also pointed out that removing parking 
north of the Rio Grande Trail would create a lot of problems for those residents 
without off-street parking. 
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Teresa Fink (301 Cleveland Place, Carbondale): Teresa identified the biggest 
problem along 8th Street as speeding.  In her opinion, there isn’t a big problem 
between cyclist coexisting with traffic in 8th Street’s current configuration. 
 
Richard Kihnley (321 Cleveland Place, Carbondale):  Richard agreed with Teresa’s 
assessment that vehicular speed is the biggest problem and wondered whether 
enforcement was included as a consideration. 
 
Meg interjected that the BPTC took on the project as a result of residents along 8th 
Street complaining about perceived problems.  She highlighted the fact that change 
is in flux and the commission realizes that speed enforcement is an issue.  She 
stressed that the commission wants to show that they have heard their concerns and 
they want to find solutions. 
 
Matt also pointed out that Carbondale residents at large don’t feel safe using 8th 
Street. 
 
Chloe Ward, Alta Planning & Design, Consultant Response: 
Chloe acknowledged the public participants comments and explained that there was 
an initial round of public engagement in January but the Covid pandemic brought 
that portion of the project to a halt.  In order to keep the project moving along, an on-
line survey was substituted for the remaining rounds of public engagement.  There 
were several themes brought out in the survey: 

• Families don’t feel safe; 
• Speeding vehicles are a problem; 
• 8th Street should be a multi-modal corridor; 
• Bike lanes would be helpful; 
• A side path would give pedestrians and bikes more room to travel along 8th 

Street. 
 
The two traffic layouts on 8th Street, as well the third layout presented on the TOC’s 
website, are the result of the comments received from the survey.  However, 
additional options could be considered.  The goal of this part of the project is to obtain 
feedback from community members, especially those features that are most favored, 
and present a final recommendation to the Board of Trustees.  The Board of Trustees 
could also opt to do nothing. 
 
Chloe went on to address comments regarding the traffic layouts that have been 
received to this point.  She also explained that because the examples are very short 
they may seem more clunky or convoluted than they would be if they ran the entire 
length of the street. 

• In terms of the bike lanes, comments have suggested that both the width of 
the road and the width of the bike lane is too narrow.  Chloe pointed out that 
the width of 8th Street is relatively narrow to begin with, and the design is 
trying to avoid removing established trees along the street.  Therefore, both 
the roadway and the bike lane are narrower than they would be in other 
situations. 
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• A second concern with the bike lane is the “door zone” issue.  Removing on-
street parking is an unpopular option, and the bike lane must remain at five 
feet in order to provide adequate width for the vehicular lanes.  Therefore, 
the bike lane option is the least viable from a safety perspective. 

• In terms of ways to reduce vehicular speed, the easiest and cheapest way to 
slow down traffic is to narrow traffic lanes.  The option with the sidepath 
doesn’t change the width or use of 8th Street; a speed table would be installed 
to help reduce vehicular speed.  Curb extensions could also be considered 
to help slow vehicular traffic, but because 8th Street is an established truck 
route chicanes are not an option. 

• Many comments were posted requesting a four-way stop sign at 8th and 
Colorado.  This process is a complex, detailed warrant process as prescribed 
by the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).  The Town would 
need to review this request and engage with the Colorado Department of 
Transportation. 

• The two-way sidepath provides flexibility and the opportunity to experiment 
with bike and pedestrian lanes.  Although the current sidepath example is 
separated from vehicular traffic by a temporary buffer, the permanent 
construction would be concrete and on the same level as the sidewalk. 

 
Bike, Pedestrian, and Trails Commission Members Comments: 
Laurie asked Chloe about the use of sharrows, which would provide the opportunity 
to upgrade the sidewalks and keep on-street parking.  She also thought that each of 
the presented options has problems. 
 
Chloe responded that the goal was to try to create the most comfortable options for 
everyone. 
 
Niki commented that she has driven, walked, and ridden her bike down 8th Street 
multiple times.  She was concerned about oversize vehicles parked along the street 
impeding bike traffic in a designated bike lane.  She has spoken with many people 
that would like to see consistent sidewalks that are separate from a bike lane. 
 
Chloe responded that the only way to provide a bike lane is to remove parking on 
one side of the street and narrow the on-street parking on the other side.  She went 
on to explain that the ideal width of a bike lane is eight feet with a three-foot buffer 
from parking.  Another option would be to install five-foot sidewalks on both sides of 
the street.  A third option would be shared eight-foot wide sidepath. 
 
Matt asked if those options would allow for a driving lane wide enough for trucks or 
schoolbuses. 
 
Chloe responded that the narrowest vehicular lane is ten feet, which should be wide 
enough for most large vehicles.  She went on to say that several people were 
concerned about the noise level of large vehicles going over speed humps and a 
solution would be what is called speed cushions—there is a cut that allows wider 
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wheel bases to pass through but passenger vehicles would still have to go over the 
hump.  Emergency vehicles could also pass through safely. 
 
Niki asked if there was a weight limit for trucks traveling on 8th Street. 
 
Kevin responded that on 8th Street north of Merrill, trucks are limited to five tons 
unless they are conducting business in the area. 
 
Michael asked if there was any utility in having a two-way bike lane on one side of 
the street rather than a single bike lane on both sides of the street. 
 
Chloe responded that if a two-way bike lane was installed, on-street parking would 
be eliminated. 
 
Laurie added that there is so much confusion about what is or isn’t permitted for 
cyclists, she thought a two-way bike lane would add even more confusion and be 
contrary to current right-of-way rules. 
 
Ben asked if a formal right-of-way survey had been completed and whether the Town 
has access to the entire right-of-way.  He also asked whether the right-of-way is 
consistent the length of 8th Street. 
 
Chloe responded that no formal survey was completed in conjunction with this 
project.  According to the most recent survey she was provided with, the 8th Street 
right-of-way is 55 feet, and the proposed options don’t use the entire right-of-way 
because of various considerations including cost, impact to trees, and impacts to 
perceived personal property. 
 
Kevin added that, in general, south of the Rio Grande Trail has a consistent 60-foot 
right-of-way but north of the trail the right-of-way is inconsistent and ranges from 55 
to 57 feet.  The right-of-way also narrows the further north one travels on 8th Street.  
He also pointed out that at least two-to-three feet on the edge of the right-of-way 
should be reserved for constructability—this eliminates the need to constantly ask 
property owners for permission.  The proposed design options range from 48 to 53 
feet. 
 
Chloe pointed out that the width of the sidewalk can be adjusted according to the 
final design requirements. 
 
Ben asked if there was a current count on the number of parking spaces that might 
be lost if on-street parking was eliminated along one side of the street.  He was 
concerned about the scale of this issue.  He also asked what the width of the vehicle 
lanes were when Main Street was narrowed to accommodate outdoor dining. 
 
Kevin responded that the lanes were less than twelve feet and probably closer to 
eleven feet. 
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Ben asked if Chloe would be preparing a summary of the survey and input for the 
options presented on the website. 
 
Chloe responded that that was part of the scope of work. 
 
Ben added that he really liked the interactability of the options posted on the website, 
and he also liked to see the on-street mock-ups. 
 
Niki asked if there was the possibility of making 8th Street a one-way street with 
speed humps. 
 
Kevin responded that it isn’t his decision to make, but he would recommend to both 
the BPTC and the Board of Trustees to take the one-way option off the table.  8th 
Street is an important parallel corridor to Highway 133 and is a vital artery for 
emergency services.  He went on to point out that each of the options presents 
challenges in the delivery of services, but that should affect the consideration of each 
option. 
 
Chloe also pointed out that all of the options presented for consideration have been 
successfully vetted in other communities and neighborhoods. 
 
2021 BUDGET 
Kevin asked for feedback from the BPTC in considering one of two projects that will 
be allocated funding in the 2021 budget—money could be allocated for the 
implementation of 8th Street recommendations or for the mill and overlay on Village 
Road.  It was Kevin’s opinion that the mill and overlay on Village Road was not 
critical, and it might be better to keep 8th Street in the budget and carryover the CIP 
to 2021.  After a brief discussion, the BPTC supported Kevin’s recommendation to 
keep 8th Street in the budget for 2021. 
 
OTHER COMMENTS 
Niki was concerned that not enough community members were aware of the 8th 
Street project and asked if it was possible to have an article in the Sopris Sun. 
 
Kevin indicated that he would reach out to the editor of the Sopris Sun, as well as 
KDNK, to see if the project can be publicized. 
 
Matt asked the commission members for feedback on next steps on this project. 
 
Meg would like to see the results compiled and take some time to digest all of the 
information. 
 
Michael agreed with Meg and would like to see the results compiled before 
considering next steps.  He would also like to see a few more media hits on the 
project before it wraps up. 
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Kevin reminded the commission members that it is unlikely that Chloe will have the 
results compiled before the November meeting.  He also pointed out that the demo 
on the north side of the trail would require modifications to the Weaver Ditch, so it 
wouldn’t be a long term cut. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The October 5, 2020, regular meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m.  The next regular 
meeting is scheduled for November 2, 2020, at 6:00 pm.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Kae McDonald 

Page 28 of 111

Chloe W
Text Box
October BPTC Meeting Minutes



https://www.soprissun.com/2020/10/21/weigh-in-on-eighth-street-plan/ 

Weigh in on Eighth Street plan 
News  By John Colson Published Oct. 21, 2020 
Share to Facebook57 Post to Twitter Email 
 

The Town of Carbondale is looking for a little help from its 
residents to figure out how best to improve one of the major 
arterial streets leading traffic from Main Street toward 
Highway 133, and the time to get involved is now. 

For many years, Carbondale’s Eighth Street corridor, 
between Main Street and Village Road (really, all the way 
north to Highway 133), has troubled city officials, planners 
and local senior-citizen advocacy groups. That’s because 
that stretch of the street never has met the standards that 
some say are critical to the mobility of senior citizens and 
others with mobility challenges. 

Now, the Town government is determined to do something 
about Eighth Street, and it wants public help to ensure that 
whatever is done, it passes muster with a majority of 
residents. 

For several weeks, motorists and others traveling along 
Eighth Street may have noticed that the traffic lanes feel a little narrower, that parking has 
temporarily been prohibited on the east side of the street (the side toward Basalt, for directionally 
challenged readers) and that there are two pedestrian/bicycling lanes marked off on either side of 
the street to make a traveling space for bicyclists, joggers, skateboarders and other users, leaving 
the sidewalks themselves for the use of plain old pedestrians. 

Known as the “Eighth Street Demonstration Project,” the arrangement grew out of work done by 
the town’s Bike/Pedestrian/Trails Commission (BPTC) and a local, independent organization 
known as the Carbondale Age Friendly Community Initiative (CAFCI) that is connected to 
similar organizations around Colorado and the U.S. 

The work also is due, in part, to a couple of attempted sexual assaults committed in 2016 on the 
north side of town, which drew public attention to the poor street lighting and the equally 
inadequate non motorized-travel amenities in that area. Subsequent town meetings and public 
agitation lead to the establishment of a map of “priority routes” around Carbondale, including 
Eighth Street and other streets that could use some upgrades and improvements to make them 
safer and more user-friendly. 
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Niki Delson, a member of the BPTC and of CAFCI, pointed out this week that the talk of what to 
do with Eighth Street goes back a long way. 

“I’ve been on the BPTC since 2016,” Delson said. “And I know that the issues of Eighth Street, 
if you go into Town records, are always talked about going back many years, well before I got on 
the commission. And it’s something that’s always gotten kicked down the road.” 

But that, she acknowledged happily, has changed over the past couple of years, as the 
commission and CAFCI, along with a consultant hired by the town (Alta Planning & Design, a 
national company), have put together the demonstration project and certain supporting efforts to 
go with it. 

Among other things, there is a web page dedicated to three suggested “options” for making 
changes to Eighth Street (go to the town’s website, www.carbondalegov.org and click on the 
“Eighth Street Corridor Options” button to get to the carbondale.alta.planning site and read about 
the project). 

The page also has provision for citizen comments, and the town will be accepting those 
comments until around the end of October, according to Public Works Director Kevin 
Schorzman. 

“The reason we went with the demonstration project is to try to get the public engaged while 
we’re still doing the planning” on how to improve Eighth Street for all users, Schorzman said. 

In the coming weeks, comments from the planning web page and other sources, including from 
public meetings of the BPTC (a final BPTC public hearing is scheduled for Nov. 2), will be 
gathered together and analyzed to craft the next step in the process — a new set of options to be 
presented to the BPTC for further work. 

Schorzman estimated that the BPTC likely will take “maybe a couple of meetings” to go through 
the data and come up with a recommendation to the town’s Board of Trustees, which could 
receive that report in the first months of 2021. 

Then it will be up to the trustees to hold hearings, crunch data and come up with its own idea of 
what should be done to make Eighth Street more usable to bicyclists, pedestrians, joggers and 
anyone else. 
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MINUTES 
BIKE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRAILS COMMISSION 

November 2, 2020 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
Matt Gworek called the virtual meeting to order at 6:00 pm on November 2, 2020. 
 
ROLL CALL 
The following members were present for roll call:  
 

BPTC Members:  Matt Gworek, Chairperson 
Laurie Loeb, Member 
Meg Plumb, Member 
Niki Delson, Member 
Michael Gorman, Member 
 

Town Staff Present: Kevin Schorzman, Staff Liaison 
Ben Bohmfalk, Board of Trustees Liaison 
Kae McDonald, Boards and Commissions Clerk 

  

CONSENT AGENDA 
Motion Passed: Niki moved to approve the Bike, Pedestrian, and Trail 
Commission meeting minutes from October 5, 2020.  Meg seconded the motion, 
and it was unanimously approved.  
 
PERSONS PRESENT NOT ON THE AGENDA 
Representing PR Studios, Kathleen Wanatowicz and Planner Doug Pratt appeared 
before the commission to present conceptual plans on the proposed ANB Bank at 
the corner of Hendricks Drive and Highway 133.  The building will feature a low, 
energy efficient profile with pedestrian and bike access given priority; an electric 
charging station will also be installed.  The lot will accommodate a bike rack, and 
Kathleen encouraged the commissioners to provide feedback on a preferred 
location. 
 
NEW MEMBER APPLICATION: ADAM WIBBY 
Adam was not able to attend the meeting and the review of his application will be 
postponed to a later date. 
 
REVIEW COMMUNITY FEEDBACK ON 8TH STREET DESIGN OPTIONS 
Matt opened this topic by explaining that Commission members had met community 
members at the location on the on-street demonstration, and because many of those 
same community members would not be able to attend tonight’s meeting, two 
petitions were submitted—one representing five addresses and the other 
representing eight.  Essentially both petitions asked the BPTC to choose the “Do 
Nothing” option.  Matt then opened the meeting up to public comment. 
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Public Comments: 
Rachel Elliott (475 N. 8th Street, Carbondale):  Rachel is listening to the meeting to 
become informed on the current topic. 
 
Jeff Smith (329 W. 8th Court, Carbondale):  Jeff asked the commission members if 
they had read the comments on the website and emphasized the desire of many 
residents of the 8th Street corridor to choose the “Do Nothing” option.  He added that 
if speeding is the problem that the Carbondale Police Department should be doing 
more to address this issue. 
 
Judie Blanchard (905 Melissa Lane, Carbondale):  Judie is the Co-Chair of CAFCI 
and asked the commission to consider those 8th Street options that make navigating 
this transportation corridor easier.  She also recommended that the infrastructure 
design take into account those with greater physical risks with the following 
suggestions: 

• 6’ wide continuous sidewalk; 
• Benches at 8th and the Rio Grande Trail; 
• Speed enforcement; 
• Improved nighttime lighting; 
• Enforce property maintenance code requirements; 
• Enforce snow removal code requirements. 

 
Sherry Gaynor (Cleveland Place, Carbondale): Sherry explained that she lived at 
Cleveland Place and that it was already difficult to navigate entering 8th Street from 
this property.  With the demonstration projects in place, it made it even more 
challenging. 
 
Ron Kokish (1056 Village Road, Carbondale): Ron stressed that 8th Street doesn’t 
just belong to those residents that live along that corridor.  He would like to see a 
design that allows cyclists, pedestrians, and motorists safely share the 
road/sidewalk.  He promoted a design that created conditions that slows vehicular 
traffic such a narrowing the drive lanes, leaving vehicular parking on both sides of 
the street, and put in the widest possible sidewalks.  He also suggested bike lane 
sharrows and speed humps. 
 
Sue Zislis (648 Surrey Road, Carbondale):  Sue is the acting Chairperson for Senior 
Matters, as well as a retired physical therapist.  She encouraged the commission to 
consider the large number of physically disabled (both permanent and temporary) 
that potentially utilize this corridor.  She stressed that safe sidewalks and bike lanes 
are not limited to more vulnerable populations but benefit all ages and activity levels.  
In her opinion the area between Village Road and Cleveland is the most dangerous.  
Her design recommendations include: 

• Benches at 8th and Rio Grande; 
• 6’ wide continuous sidewalk; 
• Bike sharrows and curbside signage; 
• Vehicular speed reductions and traffic calming devices; 
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• Use available design options to discourage truck traffic. 
 
Bike, Pedestrian, and Trails Commission Members Comments: 
Matt emphasized the need to get traffic speed data in order to parse out whether 
vehicular speeding is perceptual or real. 
 
Kevin confirmed that the speed counters were installed when the demonstrations 
were taken down.  The data will be collected for as long as possible, and it is 
dependent upon the severity of the upcoming storm is next weekend--if snowfall 
requires plowing, the speed counters will need to be dismantled. 
 
Matt also wondered if even though the survey has ended, if the options could remain 
up so community members could still refer to them.  Kevin was willing to leave them 
up but noted that the revised concepts are unlikely to look like the demonstration 
options. 
 
Matt asked Chloe to explain what was left to satisfy the deliverables of the project.  
Chloe replied that in addition to the public outreach, the original project scope called 
for two rounds of public engagement, compiling the feedback from the public 
outreach and engagement, and develop final design options.  The public 
engagement deliverable is currently being satisfied by the BPTC meetings, and she 
will now begin to compile the report and develop the final design options.  She 
reminded the commission that the final design will still only be a recommendation 
and it will be up to the BOT, with the BPTC’s input, to decide how to move forward. 
 
Matt didn’t feel like comments had been received from a broad spectrum of 
community members and wondered if more time for comments should be provided.  
Meg countered that she thought there was solid feedback and pointed out that a 
deadline for comments must be imposed or the process will never end. 
 
Laurie commented that she didn’t see any of the creativity or innovation that has 
been a hallmark of Carbondale in the proposed designs.  She encouraged Chloe to 
come up with a design that was special and maintained the character of Carbondale. 
 
Niki asked if comments were still being accepted.  She pointed out that the online 
survey seemed to cater to residents along 8th Street, but she has tried to encourage 
everyone she meets to provide input.  Kevin assured Niki that comments can still be 
submitted to him and he will forward them to Chloe. 
 
Matt asked Chloe to compare the benefits of sharrows versus bike lanes.  Chloe 
responded that with the 20 mile per hour speed limit on 8th Street it is a good 
candidate for bikes to share the traffic lane.  Faster speed limits reduce the viability 
of this option, especially for less experienced cyclists, and that is where sharrows 
are a good option.  She noted that she received a lot of feedback promoting the use 
of sharrows on 8th Street. 
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Chloe also noted that to date she has received 80 comments from the website along 
with 24 emails and voicemails.  She also pointed out that the demonstration options 
were meant to provoke comments and she feels like the feedback has been fairly 
balanced.  She agreed with Meg’s point that if there isn’t a deadline for the comment 
period the project would never achieve resolution. 
 
Kevin also reiterated that there is a need to keep the project moving along.  He 
indicated that there are common themes in the comments including: 

• The request to not eliminate streetside parking; 
• The installation of bike sharrows; 
• The use of alternate bike/pedestrian routes to 8th Street. 

 
Ben added that he appreciated the community’s involvement and thought that it was 
a successful public outreach.  He questioned whether more feedback was needed 
and pointed out that the needs of residents along 8th Street needs to be balanced 
with the needs of the greater Carbondale community.  He encouraged the 
commission to more broadly advertise the upcoming meetings—especially the 
meeting that includes the final design option. 
 
Kevin pointed out that this is still an ongoing public process and there are still plenty 
of opportunities for the public to join in.  He suggested that both the public and the 
BPTC will be better served by a two-meeting process with an initial review of Chloe’s 
summary during the December meeting and a decision on recommendations at the 
January meeting. 
 
Matt summarized points that he would like to see addressed in the final report: 

• Keep the multi-modal definition at the forefront of the final design; 
• If a bike lane is installed along the west side of the street approximately 50 

parking spaces would be lost.  Although residents of both Cleveland Place 
Phase I and II argue that they will be impacted by the loss of those spaces, a 
review of the PUD plans show an allotment of 3.1 parking spaces per unit for 
Cleveland Phase I and 2.3 parking spaces per unit for Phase II, which he felt 
was a reasonable parking ratio; 

• He emphasized the need for the forthcoming vehicular speed data. 
 
DEVELOP A LIST OF TOPICS TO DISCUSS WITH THE TOC POLICE CHIEF 
Matt asked commission members if there were particular topics they would like to 
cover when the police chief attends the next meeting. 
 
Laurie would like to see enforcement issues discussed.  In particular she would like 
to cover: 

• Vehicular speeding; 
• Parking to close to the intersections; 
• Cyclists riding on the sidewalks; 
• Clarify expectations for cyclists--“Rules of the Road”; 
• Vehicular weight limits enforced on town streets; 
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• Enforcement of the “No Idling” ordinance. 
 
Matt pointed out that many of these concerns also apply to the current 8th Street 
discussions. 
 
Meg would like to strengthen the partnership with the police department and would 
like to begin by introducing the mission and goals of the BPTC to the police chief.  
She would also like to engage in a conversation about the police department’s 
philosophy on education versus enforcement and how the BPTC can promote the 
education aspect. 
 
Niki brought up the enforcement issue of shoveling snow off the sidewalks.  She 
pointed out that it is a real issue because some community members are either 
physically incapable of that requirement and others work such long hours that they 
can’t keep up on particularly snowy days.  She thought there was an opportunity to 
partner those that can with those that can’t and provide that list to the police 
department.  She emphasized the idea that there are more creative ways to get the 
job done rather than rely solely on enforcement. 
 
Michael agreed with Meg that it would be helpful to get the police chief’s insight on 
enforcement, particularly where it works and where it doesn’t. 
 
Matt pointed out that this doesn’t have to be the only meeting the BPTC has with 
the police chief.  He added that he would like to gain insight about how much 
latitude is given regarding the speed limits. 
 
Meg suggested that since many community members might already be listening 
because of the 8th Street topic, she thought it would be very helpful for the police 
chief to address the efficacy of speed enforcement particularly as it related to 8th 
Street. 
 
Ben finished the conversation by pointing out that the 2021 budget currently has 
$250,000.00 earmarked for 8th Street so there is a continued push to improve 
conditions along this travel corridor. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The November 2, 2020, regular meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m.  The next regular 
meeting is scheduled for December 7, 2020, at 6:00 pm.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Kae McDonald 

Page 37 of 111

Chloe W
Text Box
November BPTC Meeting Minutes - DRAFT



Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: Carbondale - 8th Street Corridor Comment 
2 messages

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Thu, Oct 29, 2020 at 8:17 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: larimer g <larimerg@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2020 5:28 PM 
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> 
Subject: Carbondale - 8th Street Corridor Comment

 

Hi Kevin, 

 

I'd like to provide some input on the multi-modal transportation improvement options provided. I live on Wheel Circle and regularly ride my bike, run, or walk from Village Drive toward
downtown. 

 

I agree that there are solutions that could improve the multi-modal transportation options through Carbondale,  although I'm not sure the entirety of 8th street needs to be in the scope
of work. I think including all of 8th street does have some unnecessary impacts. 

The focus of the project should be bike/ped connectivity between Merril, the Rio Grande Trail, and Cleveland. From those three intersections, bike/ped traffic should be directed into
the residential neighborhoods to the east of 8th street, including Morrison St. and Cleveland/7th Street. 

 

The blue line on the image below is my suggestion for the bike/ped route in place of directing any bike/ped traffic along 8th street:

(sorry for the juvenile artwork) 

 

Here's why: 

1.  These routes are much more appropriate bike/ped routes than 8th street.
2. These routes are equally as efficient and direct as travel along 8th street. 
3. Using wayfinding to redirect bike/ped traffic to these routes allows for the majority of parking to remain, although I think parking carries too much weight in this conversation, in

general. 
4. It also allows the majority of 8th street to remain unchanged for vehicular traffic. 
5. It eliminates bike, ped, vehicular interactions at the intersection of Colorado and 8th which is a problematic intersection for vehicles alone, nevermind when you add bikes/peds

to the mix.
6. The Cleveland Pl. neighborhood can access the Rio Grande trail without using 8th street. 
7. Except for the houses along 8th street, all neighborhoods north of the Rio Grande Trail can access Morrison/village bike route. 
8. Option 6 and 7 mean not a single neighborhood along 8th street from the Cown Convenience Center to 8th street and 133 to the south need to use 8th street, except between

Merril and Cleveland. 
9. There are numerous access points from the Rio Grande Trail between 8th street and 4th street

10. Sending bike and ped traffic through neighborhoods to and from downtown improves the bike/ped experience, overall. 
11. You can also tie in a bike/ped route along Merril ave to 4th street and the dog park. 

 

Carbondale already has coordinated wayfinding and this would be an easy shift to include redirecting bike/ped traffic to these, more appropriate, existing routes. This would reduce
initial costs and maintenance costs down the road as compared to all three options presented. 
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Using this alternative would only require changes on the stretch of 8th street between Merril and Cleveland. For this section, I think option 1 would be best. If the bike lanes are on the
east side of 8th street it could reduce the number of people that have to cross 8th street if they're traveling north and south from downtown to or from any neighborhood to the north,
and would only require the removal of a handful of parking spaces. That is, as long as the ditch to the north of the Rio Grande Trail doesn't interfere with a double bike lane on this
side of the street. 

 

I'm sure you were looking to tally votes for each option, and this does not answer the question being asked, but I think it's a more simple and elegant solution toaddress the problem. I
also think this solution will receive far less push back from the community. The three existing options result in change, and people don't like change - even if it's an improvement. 

 

Since I'm throwing out random unsolicited ideas, an even better solution may be to acquire an easement across 788 Merril Ave to connect Morrison and 7th Street via the Rio Grande
Trail. Although I realize that may be a bigger challenge than working with the ROW, but hey, if you don't ask, the answers always no. 

 

I'd love an opportunity to discuss or participate in the process moving forward to board review, etc., if that would be helpful. I work as a Land Use Planner in another community in the
valley and understand the challenges a project like this faces. 

 

Reach out if you'd like. 

 

Best,  
Garrett Larimer 

(303)641-1885

Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com> Thu, Oct 29, 2020 at 8:23 AM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>

Thanks Kevin. Rerouting the bike route seems to be a pretty common theme in responses. This was brought up in the first survey as well. 
[Quoted text hidden]
--  
CHLOE WARD, PE 
Engineer |  Alta Planning + Design, Inc. 
d: 720.573.9652  |  c: 815.505.5170 
Glenwood Springs, CO  |  altago.com 
We have a new domain name and logo! Please update your Contacts with my new email address: chloeward@altago.com
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: CARBONDALE BIKE, PEDESTRIAN & TRAILS COMMISSION MEETING
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:47 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net> 
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2020 2:51 PM
To: 'Matt Gworek' <mtgworek@gmail.com>; Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: FW: CARBONDALE BIKE, PEDESTRIAN & TRAILS COMMISSION MEETING

-----Original Message-----
From: Rachel Elliott <rachelaelliott@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 1:20 PM
To: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: CARBONDALE BIKE, PEDESTRIAN & TRAILS COMMISSION MEETING

Hello. My name is Rachel Elliott. Address is 475 N. 8th Street, Unit E, Carbondale, CO 81623. I would like instructions on
joining tonight’s meeting and the ability to comment on the 8th Street Corridor. I am going to be cutting it close timing wise
due to a previous engagement, but will try my best to attend. Is it possible to submit my written comments? 

“Hello, All. Thank you for your time and efforts in the 8th Street Corridor Study. As a 20+ year resident on 8th Street, I
have seen residential density increase over the years and can agree that cars do tend to speed through on occasion.
That said, I am very concerned about making major changes that may result in unintended consequences. There is
already limited parking for residents and guests - I have two assigned parking spaces and if my parents or friends visit
they park on the street as I assume many others do. I can’t imagine asking my elderly parents to fight for parking in the
adjoining neighborhoods and walk on icy roads fo two blocks to join us for Christmas dinner.  I am not in support of any
option that removes on street parking or narrows the roadway. Thought must be given to winter snow removal, school bus
access, trash haulers, delivery vehicles, mail delivery, etc.  A better solution in my mind would be to focus on enforcing
the speed limit, signage reminding drivers to share the road and other awareness measures. Thank you.”

Much appreciated. 

Rachel Elliott

Sent from my iPhone
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 10/5 meeting
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:47 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net> 
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2020 2:49 PM
To: 'Matt Gworek' <mtgworek@gmail.com>; Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: FW: 10/5 meeting

-----Original Message-----
From: Lubrant's <lubrant@sopris.net> 
Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 2:17 PM
To: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 10/5 meeting

Hello.

These are my comments for the meeting tonight.  I had emailed them to Kevin awhile back and his comment was for me
to send them to Alta Planning and to check their website for the actual designs.

Having lived at 185 N. 8th Street for 43 years, I have seen many changes, not only to my street but to the town itself.  I
see most of these changes as good, however, I'm not so happy about what the plans are for the 8th St Corridor.  The
problem is not the bikers going down the street, it's how fast all the cars go!  We are continually yelling at drivers to slow
down, and there are soooo many cars and trucks on the street as drivers try to avoid traffic on Hwy. 133.  There will be so
many more problems if you don't allow parking on 8th Street, because it is a very high density neighborhood, as you
know.

I would like to comment during the meeting.  My name is Joan Hallenberg Lubrant, 185 N. 8th Street.  I will look for further
instructions regarding the meeting.

Thank you,
Joani Lubrant
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: comment re: 8th street
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:46 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net> 
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2020 2:48 PM
To: 'Matt Gworek' <mtgworek@gmail.com>; Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: FW: comment re: 8th street

 

 

 

From: Amanda Benis <truckmama@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 5, 2020 2:22 PM
To: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: comment re: 8th street

 

Hello!

While I am not fully educated on the history of the 8th street planning, I have driven through a couple of times and I like it!
I’d like to see our neighborhoods slow down a bit. I’d love to see similar studies done on Holland Drive and Northbridge
Drive. These are two highly trafficked routes with wide roads and no obstacles. These streets are also a popular route to
the high school, middle school, and two elementary schools. Cars fly through these neighborhoods substantially above
the speed limit and recently I’ve been hearing cars honk at children crossing the streets rather than slow down and let
them cross.

 

For reference, I drive a Chevrolet Tahoe, a fairly wide car. I did not have trouble navigating the temporary markings on 8th

street. I understand that people may have concerns about the parking and I hope that is taken into consideration,
however increasing safety and mobility for pedestrians and bikers should always be a priority and a reminder that that is
part of our community identity.

 

Best of luck,

Amanda Benis

653 Northbridge Drive

Carbondale
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: Comments on 8th St designs
2 messages

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:45 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Susan <rheacolo@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 9:16 AM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: Comments on 8th St designs

Commenting on the webpage too difficult.
Not sure my vote recorded, tried to change it and software wouldn’t let me.
I cycle, walk, and drive 8th street frequently.

Design 3 is the best option presented so far. 
I would prefer parking on one side only, walking on one side only. Cannot see how you are going to economically install
usable sidewalks on both sides of street, lots of infrastructure to move on west side. 

Really dislike 2-way bike traffic in one lane. Seems designed for crashes, especially if there is a hard divider between bike
lane and car lane. Ack!!

Really dislike speed humps. They never seem to be well designed for the posted speed limit, and are destructive to low
clearance vehicles, like new Prius and other electric cars (and my collector car!). I think painted obstacles, like imaginary
cattle grates, work for people too (😂). Something to wake you up that this is a slow zone. 

And, When are these changes to 8th St likely to be constructed?
Susan Rhea
901 Wheel Circle

Sent from my iPad

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:49 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Susan <rheacolo@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2020 6:31 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: Re: Comments on 8th St designs

Hi Kevin, 
Having lived with the 8th st designs a couple of weeks now, and comparing the designs to other streets in Carbondale, I
have to say I don’t like any of the options. 
This project started as a response to make 8th more walkable, and these temporary designs do not help. They seem to
be all about addressing a bike-car issue, and I don’t think one exists. Other streets have a sign giving bikes full use of the
lanes sharing with cars. Both as a cyclist and a driver, I like that arrangement. 

As a walker, I need a better sidewalk- separated from moving vehicles and not hemmed in by parked cars. Seems a lot of
parking is going to be lost, and power and light poles have to be moved,  it at least one side of the street should have a
good wide sidewalk. 
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Thanks, 
Susan Rhea
901 Wheel Cir

Sent from my iPad

> On Sep 30, 2020, at 11:42 AM, Susan <rheacolo@gmail.com> wrote:
> 
> Thanks-
> 
> Sent from my iPad
> 
>> On Sep 30, 2020, at 10:55 AM, Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> wrote:
>> 
>> Got it.  I will make sure to pass this along to the consultant so your comments are incorporated.  The timing of the
improvements will be dictated by which option (or other idea) is ultimately recommended for approval.  Some changes
could come next year, but it will likely take several years to fully implement based on budgetary considerations.  We'll
know more once we have settled on a final concept.
[Quoted text hidden]
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th street considerations
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:46 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Sue Zislis <segzislis@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 02, 2020 1:33 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th street considerations

 

Hi Kevin, 

I was one of the CAFCI folks who met with you yesterday at 8th Street.  Thank you so much for your time and for
demonstrating respect and patience for all opinions. Since my comments are a bit long, I bypassed the survey to send
these by email instead.  I hope this is ok.

 I would humbly like to offer up these thoughts for consideration, in particular for the stretch between Village and
Cleveland;

 

1.  If the 1st goal is to address the immediate safety concerns in regard to pedestrians and little people on bikes..... 5 ft
wide sidewalks seems like a win.  Both sides would be ideal, but one side could help tremendously.  However, creating
the sidewalks at the expense of the front yards on either side might make the road wider, which may not be a desired
effect.  It is my understanding that widening the street may, in fact, encourage more speeding.  

Most importantly, regardless of the long term approved plan, the community is very anxious for a short term intervention
there to protect us all while we wait for the budgeting, contracting and implementation to be completed in a couple of
years.  Of all the things that can, and certainly will be decided, surely everyone can agree, that ASAP sidewalk creation
(even just on one side) could make a tremendous safety impact while we wait for more complete mitigations to get under
way. So many of us have witnessed almost-catastrophic impacts with bikes, kids, pets.....

 

2.  If the next goal is to support the safety of our many adult bicyclists, it seems that sharing the main roadway with motor
vehicles using painted sharrows and curbside signage (for a No Passing directive)  is the most efficient and safe strategy. 
There would be minimal confusion, more clarity in regard to who goes where. Whenever there is a peripheral dedicated
bike lane, safety is compromised when left turns need to happen, especially when trees and shrubs are along the road
and vision is limited.  There is also the hazard of car doors being opened when parked.  An oncoming bike may be difficult
to see.  A biker swerving to avoid being hit by an opening car door, could easily fall into oncoming traffic.  Enabling bikes
to operate following the same rules of the road as cars do, has worked well on Main Street.  When the functional speed
limit is the speed of the bicycle in front of you, it can also be a contributing factor to effectively reducing speeds overall.
When safety interventions are implemented, more bicyclists are likely to use 8th Street.  I know several folks who avoid it
now because of bad experiences in the past.

Here again, it seems that the painting of the sharrows is a mitigation that might be considered and completed
immediately.  We want to feel safe NOW, and not wait for budgeting, contracting and implementation of a long range
plan. 
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3.  My understanding is that traffic calming is the next goal.  Understandably speed bumps are a controversial choice that
complicate life for drivers of emergency vehicles and snow plows.  It seems speed bumps certainly would have the impact
of slowing most vehicles, but choosing this strategy may truly not be within the purview of the public.  Pros and cons of
this strategy need to be weighed at a higher pay grade than folks on the street. However, if traffic calming is to be
accomplished, clearly something more restrictive than posted speed limits, needs to be done. In the absence of speed
bumps, (certainly short term, and possibly long term) , electronic digital SMART speed reader signs (sorry I do not know
the proper name for these) would likely be more effective than a small speed limit sign hidden by landscaping.  In addition
to a Smart speed reader (i.e., one that does collect helpful data) the intermittent  presence of law enforcement  is better
than none.  

 

4. The combination of each of these strategies, while taking precautions NOT to widen the street are likely to discourage
truck traffic, at least temporarily until other alternative truck routes through town can be developed. 

 

Thank you for listening.  Thank you for passing on our concerns in regard to immediate lower cost mitigations while we
wait for the full implementation of comprehensive plans.

 

Sue Zislis

648 Surrey Rd, C'dale 

480 532 4375 
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th Street Corridor Study
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:43 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Colin Cares <cares.colin@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2020 4:20 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th Street Corridor Study

 

I was surprised by the negative comments on the proposed 8th Street enhancements. I will defer to the planning experts
as to which option is best, but I wanted to voice my support for all three options over the existing layout. Thank you for the
opportunity to provide feedback, and please follow through on options 1, 2, or 3!

 

Colin Cares

165 N. 8th Street
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th Street comments
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:49 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Daniel Costello <costellodaniel@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2020 3:42 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th Street comments

 

Dear Mr. Schorzman,

 

I am a resident of Carbondale, and live on Wheel Drive just off Village Road. I use Eighth for
walking, biking, and driving. I've looked at the documents for all three of the
proposed options Eighth street, and looked at the demos in person, but
I'm not certain any of these are the best option.
 

I ride my bike on Eighth--by myself, with my kids in a bike trailer, or with my four-year-old son
on his bike, and I have not had any experiences that made me feel that Eighth needs separate
bike lanes or a path. Is there data that shows that bikers don't feel safe on Eighth or that there is a
high accident rate with bicycles? I would also prefer to keep bicycles and pedestrians separate
since I think it is safe for bicycles to be in the street. 

 

My least favorites are the options with bikes on the "wrong" side of the road, which is awkward
for drivers, and makes for confusing interactions when bikers are entering or leaving the lane.
The option with bike lanes moving with car traffic is better, but my experience with lanes like
these is that it traps bikes in a narrow space. With the current configuration, if I'm passing a
parked car where I think someone may open a door or start to pull out, I can arc out further into
the lane because there isn't as strictly of a defined space that I'm supposed to stay within. When
there is a striped bike lane, cars expect bicyclists to stay in that space, react negatively when they
stray out of it, and feel more comfortable passing bicyclists more closely.

 

The biggest problem that I see with Eighth right now is the discontinuous sidewalk on the west
side and the narrow and endless trip-hazard sidewalk on the east side. How about considering an
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option with new, wider sidewalks on both sides and no bike lanes? If this necessitates reclaiming
some of the public right of way in front yards and driveways, that would be disruptive, but it is
better than being stuck with a mediocre solution for the next 30 or 40 years. I have the narrow
sidewalks in front of my house on Wheel Drive, and would be happy to give up several feet of
our driveway in exchange for safer sidewalks.

 

Lastly, I think preserving parking on both sides of the street should be a priority. Parking on the
street creates a buffer between cars in the street and pedestrians on the sidewalk. A lack of a
buffer makes walking less pleasant and less safe. An example of this is the newer sidewalk along
Gianinetti park on Village Road. It is better than nothing, but cars going by inches from
pedestrians is jarring, especially with small children. If parking is reduced, it is not
going to reduce the number of cars. It will just drive creation of more
parking on private property in spaces that are currently lawns, gardens,
and other green space.
 

Thanks for working on improving this street and your consideration of
my feedback.
 

Daniel Costello
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th Street
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:46 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Nancy Peterson <honorablecat@icloud.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 02, 2020 2:58 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th Street

 

Hi Kevin -

 

I was writing my comments online but they disappeared, so I’m writing directly to you. 

 

I am in favor of sidewalks on both sides of the street, sharrows,

signage that bikes can use full lane and no passing bikes, signage restricting speed to 15 mph (that’s the mileage in
school zones. Don’t know what you could say to “justify” lower limit.)

 

Thank you. 

Nancy Peterson

 

Life is short. Break the rules. Forgive quickly. Love truly. Laugh uncontrollably and never regret anything that made you
smile. 

 

Sent from my iPhone
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th Street Bike Path simulation
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:48 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2020 2:45 PM
To: 'Matt Gworek' <mtgworek@gmail.com>; Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: FW: 8th Street Bike Path simulation

-----Original Message-----
From: Beverly Patera <beverly.patera@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 11:58 AM
To: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net>
Cc: Matthew Patera <mppatera17@gmail.com>; Tee Fink <tvfink@gmail.com>
Subject: 8th Street Bike Path simulation

Good afternoon, Kae - 

I greatly appreciate the invitation to Monday’s BPTC meeting, as it was very informative. My husband, Matt, along with
many of my neighbors expressed their concerns with the proposed options and I felt their points were valid and majorly
unaddressed. I would like to echo their feelings and layer in my perspective for consideration by the committee.

Frankly, the survey being conducted will be invalid due to the way it was presented to the community, as not all options
were available for input and/or selection. After multiple conversations with Kevin by my husband and neighbors, we were
told there was, in fact, another option that wasn’t presented - that option was to do nothing. The survey results will be a
skewed representation of the community’s interest as many people felt they had to choose one option. Or, to Ben’s point
made during Monday’s meeting, the survey participant could simply dislike all options. Additionally, the survey portal was
down for some time during the beginning where people were showing the most interest in the signage posted. I’d like to
understand how much weight will be put into these results, and what the cost implications were to the Town of
Carbondale to conducted such a study.

With regard to Ms. Ward’s presentation and summary of the scope of this project, there are problems with each proposal
that was brought forward. None of the options met Ms. Ward’s “ideal” standards for safety and efficacy (door zones,
clearance, width of traffic lanes to accommodate the demographic of vehicles traveling on the street) and the fact the no
one could identify the number of vital parking spots that will be lost to the residents in the area shows a complete
disconnect of the proposal’s true impact on the surrounding neighborhoods.

I guess I’m struggling with understanding how the proposed options will truly address the concerns for speeding vehicles
through this corridor. I do know that I’m rather ignorant to Public Works and traffic controls, but heard other seemingly less
impactful options presented (ie; up law enforcement/traffic control, extend 5 ton weight limit, curb extensions, flashing
speed signs, etc). I would like to further understand the committee’s thought process in hiring a third-party consulting firm
(which I assume wasn’t cheap) before exploring alternative options. Were the things I mentioned above explored first?
Was there a formal bid process that identified Alta as the most qualified and cost-effective? Could a survey of the
surrounding area been completed to accomplish the same thing using a lower cost method (door tags, HOA outreach,
social media, etc.)?

I was pleased at the committee’s decision with regard to enhancing the communication around the project so more people
can be informed and made aware of their options. I will look forward to the article or press release from the Town of
Carbondale in the near future. I’ve heard multiple people express their feelings that the town is trying to slide this project
in, without real input from the community or true understanding of the impact to those of us who live within close proximity
to the proposed change. 
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Lastly, in my opinion as a cyclist and owner of a home on the corner of Cleveland Place and 8th, the bike lanes present
more of a danger to myself, my family and my neighbors as they are now than they ever were before. I’ve heard cars
smack into the white barriers at least once a day, and have come close to being hit by a door on two occasions. It feels
much more comfortable to ride in the lane with the cars, and I feel that’s the safest, most visible place for cyclists. 

Again, I appreciate your time and attention in fielding these concerns, and will look forward to hearing from you. Please
keep us apprised as to any upcoming meetings, open for public comment, regarding this project.

Kindest regards,
Beverly Patera
Owner: 303 Cleveland Place
970-274-8559
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8 th Street
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:43 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Jillene Rector <jillenerector@icloud.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2020 8:16 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8 th Street

Hi, i’ve lived on North eighth street for many years. There has been a problem for several years now and it gets worse
every year with cars speeding on eighth and other problems. It has become a thorough fare to get around Carbondale
without having to stop at stop signs all the way down the street as it runs parallel to Hwy 133 and has gotten busier and
busier. The speeds do not seem to be monitored. When I’m out working in front of my place I see speeders all the time.
The speed limit is 20 mph. Also The east side of eighth Street is multi family housing so at night both sides of the street
are filled with cars that are parked. The sidewalks are not adequate up and down the street for strollers or wheelchairs or
people trying to walk side-by-side. When they took the street away  which connected Eighth Street with one 33 years ago
they always said they would replace that but never did. This would help get trucks and traffic off of eighth Street. There
are signs and ordinance in place that there are not supposed to be trucks going down eighth Street. This is not enforced.
The street is loud, busy and dangerous. I feel that there are so many problems and have been for the last few years on
eighth street that the best thing would be to get the bikes off of Main Street and make a path through a quieter
neighborhood. The streets east of eighth Street in Colorado Meadows are quiet. Maybe a bike path that would connect to
the bike path that goes east and west. I do not understand why there has not been more action on getting industry way
completed. Sometimes I wonder if it’s because several of our council members are on the RAFTA board and RAFTA has
a say and they are discouraged to do anything about it. Please let me know if there are meeting concerning 8th Street. I
will talk to neighbors and see what ideas they may have. I hope the people that live on the street who are impacted have
some say in these decisions. Thank you for your time and all your work to make Carbondale a better place. I hope the
people that live on the street who are impacted have some say in these decisions. Thank you for your time and all your
work to keep Carbondale safe and The town we love.

Sent from my iPad
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8st corridor
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:48 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: xiomararequeno10 <xiomararequeno10@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2020 7:05 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8st corridor

 

Hi this is Xiomara and I think that this project is a bad idea since I bought my house back in 2011 I haven't had any
problem with any cyclist. I just dont see the reason why we need it since not very many people ride there bikes and it
doesn't make much sense either since people in the winter don't ride there bikes. There are many families with 5
members and it doesn't seem right to take their parking spots since most homes come with 3 parking spots.

 

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S8+, an AT&T 5G Evolution capable smartphone
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th St feedback
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:47 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Mary Groome <megroome@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2020 9:15 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th St feedback

 

Hi Kevin,

 

Thanks for your time.  I've tried out the mock ups with my young son, and I think a simpler plan is
best.  Just finish/join the existing sidewalks on the west side and put bike reminder marks
on the streets, like the ones on Sopris Ave.  This way we don't lose parking, I will feel more
comfortable as a pedestrian with cars protecting me from the street, the complete western
sidewalk will spread out the sidewalk traffic, my family and I can choose to bike on the sidewalks or
street per our comfort and ability levels, no/nearly no trees will need to be removed, I will feel more
comfortable as a bicyclist on the street if I have the full car lane to dodge doors, turn left, etc, AND
best of all--it should be massively less expensive than any of the three plans.  

 

Also, an official, public cut through from the Wheel Cir/Wheel Dr neighborhood or anywhere along
Village Rd to the Rio Grande Trail will funnel some pedestrian and bike traffic off of 8th.  We would
use it all the time.  Thank you for enabling me to provide my input.  The commenting method was
too cumbersome, so I appreciate you providing your email.  If you want to chat, I'd be happy to
help!

 

Thanks again,

Mary Groome

970-778-8725

Page 55 of 111

mailto:megroome@hotmail.com
mailto:kschorzman@carbondaleco.net
Chloe W
Text Box
Public Emails



Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th St Corridor
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:49 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: K. M. Tafejian <tafejian@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 7:05 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th St Corridor

 

Greetings Kevin.  Karen Tafejian here, 492 N 8th St.

 

I have looked at all the options on the planning site for the 8th St. Corridor.  I didn’t feel that any of
them offered an optimal solution, so I’m emailing you my feedback.

 

My first reaction is “if it ain’t broke, don’t fix it”.  Seriously. 

 

In my opinion, there is not enough room, i.e. actual road surface, to accommodate new lanes for
biking, walking, mothers cycling with bicycle strollers behind them, and parked cars.  As you know,
8th St. parking is already at a premium and seriously challenged. 

 

The design of the proposed bike lanes seems very narrow, which I think is more dangerous for
young riders who might not be proficient yet.  They are accustomed to riding on the sidewalk with
adults, not in the street.

 

There is also the school bus route to consider, with frequent stops on 8th.

 

Mail delivery is also an issue.  How would postal workers deliver mail across bike lanes?

 

The upside would be that big trucks would no longer be allowed on 8th St.  THAT would be
something I support.

Page 56 of 111

mailto:tafejian@gmail.com
mailto:kschorzman@carbondaleco.net
Chloe W
Text Box
Public Emails



 

Bottom line, there should be some back to the drawing board activity based on comments provided
by those who are directly affected. 

 

I wouldn’t feel bad if things were left as they are at present.

 

Thanks for reading my feedback.  Please feel free to reply.

 

Best regards, Karen
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: comments from the BPT mtg, for the record. thanks so much 
2 messages

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Wed, Nov 4, 2020 at 1:59 PM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FYI

 

From: Sue Zislis <segzislis@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 04, 2020 1:23 PM 
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> 
Subject: comments from the BPT mtg, for the record. thanks so much

 

I am Sue Zislis, writing as Acting Chairperson for Senior Matters and as a retired physical therapist
with concerns about safety and access for all folks in the communty.  (Please see demographic
notes at the end of this letter)
 
When we look specifically at the 8th street stretch between Village and Cleveland;
 I humbly offer up the following for consideration within this worthy project.
 
1.  Addressing safety concerns in regard to all pedestrians and little people on bikes..... 5-6 ft wide
continuous, level, well-lit, unobstructed sidewalks seems like a win.  This should be done
without widening the road, as research seems to indicate, a wider road tends to invite /
inadvertently promote use by larger vehicles and faster speeds.
 
2.  To support the safety of our many adult bicyclists, regardless of age or ability, it seems that
sharing the main roadway with motor vehicles using painted sharrows and curbside
signage (for a Share the Road / No Passing directive)  is the most efficient and safe strategy.   
The following safety concerns are more associated with use of peripheral dedicated bike lanes
than preferred “share the road” arrangements;

·         Confusion in regard to “who goes where?”, especially when left turns by bikes or cars
need to happen.

·         Overgrowth of trees and shrubs along the roadsides is more hazardous, limiting cyclists’
and drivers visibility. 

·         Oncoming bikes are more difficult to notice by a person in a parked car, ready to open
the car door.  A cyclist swerving to avoid being hit by an opening car door, could easily fall
into oncoming traffic. 

·         Cyclists are more at risk when poorly judged passing is attempted by trucks. 

·         Recumbent bikes, bikes with mini trailers, adapted trikes and cyclists with dogs all have
a broader footprint than the standard bike lane can safely accommodate. These are all in
common use in Cdale.  would be in harm’s way for side swiping by a vehicle. 
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Painting bike sharrows on 8th Street enables bikes to operate following the same rules of the road
as cars do. This has worked well on Main Street.  When the functional speed limit is the speed of
the bicycle in front of you, it can also be a contributing factor to effectively reducing speeds overall.
“Share the road” also reduces the need to remove some parking along the narrow stretch.
 
Most importantly, regardless of the much-debated long term plan, the community is anxious for an
immediate short term intervention along this stretch.  While we wait for the budgeting, the
contracting, the implementation to be completed in a couple of years, we hope that some less
expensive, temporary mitigations might be applied to address safety.    It seems that the painting of
sharrows, sooner rather than later could help keep cyclist safe and calm traffic a bit while we wait
for the long-term solution to be completed.
 
3.  Addressing traffic calming; Understandably, speed bumps are an effective but controversial
choice that complicate life for drivers of emergency vehicles and snowplows.  However, if much-
needed traffic calming is to be accomplished at all, clearly something more restrictive than posted
speed limits, needs to be done. In the absence of speed bumps, short or long-term use of large
digital speed-reader signs would likely be more effective than a small speed limit sign hidden by
thriving shrubs and trees. 
In addition to a speed reader, the intermittent presence of law enforcement is certainly better than
none.  
As noted above, bike sharrows and sharing the road is also likely to contribute to reducing speed
overall.
 
4. The combination of each of these strategies, while taking precautions NOT to widen the street,
are likely to discourage truck traffic, at least temporarily until other alternative truck routes through
town can be developed.  These strategies would also continue to allow parking on both sides of
the street, an issue that deserves serious attention.   Convenient parking is not a frivolous request. 
It is also an accessibility issue.  Aging or temporarily disabled folks often can’t walk 2 or 3 blocks
away to access their cars.
 

5. Lastly, I would like to propose consideration of an accessible bench installment at the
intersection of Rio Grande Trail and 8th Street.  In addition to the neighborhood pedestrians
who regularly use 8th Street, residents and rehabilitation participants at Heritage Park have
expressed a desire to be able to walk from that facility to the Rio Grande Trail.  For these folks and
others, knowing that there is a predictable and accessibly placed bench for brief respite, actually
enables that outing.

 
Thank you for listening and passing on our concerns, especially in regard to immediate temporary
lower cost mitigations while we wait for the full implementation of comprehensive plans.
============================================================
===============================================================
DEMOGRAPHIC NOTES:
 
According to the US Census website, by 2030, one of every five people in the U.S. will be 65 or
older and by 2035, the number of those folks will be greater than the number of children under 18.
In the Town of Carbondale, older adults comprise more than 11% of the population and it is
anticipated that this figure will double within the next 10 years.
The CDC says that, regardless of age, 20-25% of our population has some kind of disability.
To clarify;   When we refer to “disability”, we mean “any physical, mental or psychological
condition  that limits a person’s movements, senses or activities”. 
Disability can be congenital or acquired, temporary or permanent, and obvious or not so obvious. 
Remember that more folks have invisible disabilities than obvious ones. So, we are not just talking
about folks who use wheelchairs.  Those with diabetes, PTSD, epilepsy, hearing or vision loss,
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stamina limitations or heat intolerance caused by a variety of conditions, all have a need for
intentional safety on any community outing.  All these folks must be mindful of how they plan their
outings, conserving energy, calories, avoiding environmental challenges that might make them
even more vulnerable.  Disability is unpredictable and can happen to anyone, at any age.  This 20-
25% estimate is ever-increasing. Folks on the road to recovery from back or joint surgeries, or from
COVID or heart attack are told by docs and therapists to get out there and MOVE IT, gradually
challenging themselves a little more everyday.
So I am here to say, with some certainty, that regardless of your current status, YOU are likely to
have some kind of disability in your lifetime, &/or certainly there will be someone in your circle of
friends or family whose disability will impact you in some way.     Perhaps only temporarily, but
notable just the same. Wouldn’t you want your street, your sidewalk to be out of harm’s way for
yourself and for others in your circle?  Wouldn’t you want your community’s infrastructure to
support everyone’s participation in community life?
 
We, as a community, do not need to know who has what kind of disability. Nor need we be
concerned with accommodating every possible need.  We, as a community, just need to use some
common sense and simply acknowledge that AT LEAST 20% of us don’t just think sidewalks and
safe bikeways would be nice, but need walkways and bike ways as free of hazards as possible. 
Add that 20% to the able bodied folks pushing strollers, or teachers taking a small group on an
outing, the neighborhood little kids learning to ride a bike, but not yet sophisticated enough to deal
with traffic.  That adds up to a lot of folks.  Yes, I am here representing our ever-growing ageing
population, but common sense Universal Design supports folks from all over the age and ability
spectrum.   When it comes to accessibility, more often than not, what’s good for an 80 year old is
good for an 8 year old.  
We are a community where most folks have lofty expectations for full community engagement. 
Disabled, or not, there indeed is an exhilaration in a meaningful participatory life.
Sue ZIslis 
480 532 4375
648 Surrey Rd, CDale 81623
 

Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com> Wed, Nov 4, 2020 at 2:55 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>

Thanks
[Quoted text hidden]
--  
CHLOE WARD, PE 
Engineer |  Alta Planning + Design, Inc. 
d: 720.573.9652  |  c: 815.505.5170 
Glenwood Springs, CO  |  altago.com 
We have a new domain name and logo! Please update your Contacts with my new email address: chloeward@altago.com
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1

Kevin Schorzman

From: Mike Luciano <mluciano@wellage.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2020 9:02 AM
To: niki@agefriendlycarbondale.org
Subject: Sopris Lodge Letter

Mr. Kevin Schorzman 
Director of Public Works 
511 Colorado Ave. 
Carbondale, CO.  81623 
 
RE: Proposed 8th Street Project; Citizen Input 
 
 
Dear Mr. Schorzman, 
 
I am the Executive Director of the" soon to be completed" Sopris Lodge Senior Living community located 
adjacent to the Rio Grande Trail. I have lived in the valley for over 25 years, and am honored to be associated 
with the WellAge Senior Living team dedicated to helping our residents live well & age well, while keeping 
them in the valley. When fully occupied, we will have approximately 80 seniors living on our campus. 
 
An integral element in providing good physical and mental health for our residents is mobility, 
exercise,outdoor activities and human interaction. With our close proximity to the downtown core, we plan to 
take advantage of all our town has to offer, by getting our residents outdoors, strolling our streets and 
enjoying Carbondales charm. 
 
Since it is my responsibility for our resident's safety, I encourage you to consider just how essential sidewalk 
safety is to our seniors as you make infracture plans for the town. Uneven surfaces, narrow sidewalks and 
unpredictable footing can be very dangerous to a person with a cane, walker, wheelchair, or arm in arm with a 
Caregiver. As you seek input from the community regarding 8th Street improvements, and other 
infrastructure improvements around town, I would like to stress the importance of sidewalk consistency for 
our seniors. 
 
Thank you very much for your time, and helping keep our seniors stay safe.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Mike Luciano 
Executive Director 
Sopris Lodge at Carbondale 
295 Rio Grande Avenue 
Carbondale, CO  81623 
 
mluciano@wellage.com 
(m) 970.230.1468 
(o)  970.340.4460 
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8st Corridor
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:49 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Kelvin Requeno <requeno2019@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2020 7:20 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8st Corridor

 

Hi, my name is Kelvin Requeno. I believe that this project that you have in mind is a bad idea because you will be taking
the street parking spots for the residence and their guest during the holidays and year-round. I've lived here for a while
now and I haven't had any problems with anyone that rides their bike down this area but the thing is that not very many
people do and I don't see how it can help people since it'll only be used for a fourth of the year since hardly anyone rides
their bike during the winter. I just don't see how it would help the community rather than just create more problems with
the residents that park out on the street.
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th st.
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:43 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: corybarry89 <corybarry89@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2020 3:41 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th st.

 

Hi so

I have a home at 522 8th st. And I think that area is so congested as is, the path you,have up right now is so tight,we also
have a dump truck. That is the  designated truck route, these big trucks would not stay in lane if you narrow it down
,making it dangerous for everyone! What is the porpoise of this anyway. I feel for those who have home along there
.Please don't not make this permanent. We vote NO .

 

 

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th St Corridor
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:44 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Lubrant's <lubrant@sopris.net> 
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 9:23 AM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th St Corridor

Good morning!

Having lived at 185 N. 8th Street for 43 years, I have seen many changes, not only to my street but to the town itself.  I
see most of these changes as good, however, I'm not so happy about what the plans are for the 8th St Corridor.  The
problem is not the bikers going down the street, it's how fast all the cars go!  We are continually yelling at drivers to slow
down, and there are soooo many cars and trucks on the street as drivers try to avoid traffic on Hwy. 133.  There will be so
many more problems if you don't allow parking on 8th Street, because it is a very high density neighborhood, as you
know.  I encourage you to lower the speed limit and to actually give tickets to speeders.

I will look for live demonstrations or Zoom meetings regarding the plans, but I would like to go on record  with my
comments.

Thank you for your consideration.

Joani Lubrant
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th Street improvements
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:44 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

 

 

From: Teresa Garcia <teresadelamontana@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2020 1:09 PM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: 8th Street improvements

 

My name is Teresa Garcia I live on 8th street in Carbondale and I disagree on the new improvements. 

 

 

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

FW: 8th Street Improvements
1 message

Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net> Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 8:49 AM
To: Chloe Ward <chloeward@altaplanning.com>

-----Original Message-----
From: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net> 
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2020 10:41 AM
To: Kevin Schorzman <kschorzman@carbondaleco.net>
Cc: 'Matt Gworek' <mtgworek@gmail.com>
Subject: FW: 8th Street Improvements

-----Original Message-----
From: Emily Good <emilykgood@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 9, 2020 10:38 AM
To: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net>
Subject: Re: 8th Street Improvements

Thanks! You can relay them to him if you don’t mind. I am with most others about wanting traffic to slow down on 8th and
divert trucks on another route, making it more friendly to pedestrians and bikers. My concern as a Morrison Ave resident,
is wanting to ensure that the diverted traffic and diverted parking does not impact our quaint neighborhood on Morrison. I
simply hope that Morrison Ave is not impacted by the changes to 8th, unless it’s recommending pedestrians and bicyclists
go down Morrison which doesn’t affect the street like motorized traffic and parking would. I hope this is in the back of the
minds of those making decisions about the 8th Street changes. 

Thank you! 
Emily 

Sent from my iPhone

> On Oct 9, 2020, at 10:25 AM, Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net> wrote:
> 
>  Hi Emily,
> 
> You can either submit comments to me, and I can forward them, or you can submit them directly to Kevin Schorzman,
Public Works Director: kschorzman@carbondaleco.net, 970-510-1217.
> 
> Thanks,
> Kae
> 
> 
> Kae McDonald
> Town of Carbondale
> Boards and Commissions Clerk
> kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net
> (970) 510-1248
> *Please note: This is a part-time position and my hours vary through the week.
> 
> 
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Emily Good <emilykgood@gmail.com> 
> Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 11:59 PM
> To: Kae McDonald <kmcdonald@carbondaleco.net>
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> Subject: 8th Street Improvements 
> 
> Hi Kae,
> 
> I’m interested in joining the meeting on Nov 2nd regarding 8th St. I’m also wondering who I should voice my opinion to
before then? 
> 
> Thank you!
> Emily 
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MEMORANDUM 

Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 1 

To: Kevin Shorzman, Town of Carbondale 

From: Chloe Ward, Alta Planning + Design 

Date: November 23, 2020 

Re: 8th Street Corridor Study – Speed data summary 

During the public engagement for the 8th Street Corridor Study, a major comment made by 8th Street residents and 
other members of the Carbondale community was a perceived speeding issue along the corridor. Community 
members feel that many vehicles travel too fast along the corridor, making it unsafe for people walking and biking 
along 8th Street. A second common theme was the number of large trucks traveling along the corridor. 8th Street is 
currently designated as a truck route, and the posted speed limit on 8th Street is 20 mph.  

The Town of Carbondale placed two traffic tubes on 8th Street, north and south of the Rio Grande Trail, to collect 
traffic and speed data in conjunction with the 8th Street Corridor Study project. The resulting data will illustrate the 
existing vehicle speeds along 8th Street, and provide a base to measure from if traffic calming and/or multimodal 
improvements are implemented.  

Data Collection 
Traffic data collection took place from November 2nd-13th, 2020. Tubes were placed approximately 180’ north of the 
intersection of 8th Street and Merrill Avenue (north of Rio Grande Trail), and approximately 85’ north of the 8th 
Street-Lincoln Avenue intersection (south of Rio Grande Trail). The tube north of the trail was damaged on November 
9th, so reliable data north of the trail is only available from November 2nd-8th, 2020.  

The collected data is broken down into speed statistics, speed by hour, traffic by vehicle class, and speed by vehicle 
type. Vehicle classes 1-13 are as follows: 

Class 1: motorcycles 

Class 2: passenger cars 

Class 3: four-tire, single unit (pickup trucks, etc.) 

Class 4: buses 

Class 5: two-axle, six-tire, single unit 

Class 6: three axle, single unit 

Class 7: four+ axle, single unit 

Class 8: four- axle, single trailer 

Class 9: 5-axle tractor semitrailer 

Class 10: six+ axle, single trailer 

Class 11: 5- axle, multi trailer 

Class 12: six axle, multi trailer 

Class 13: seven+ axle, multi trailer 
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Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 2 

Speed Data South of Rio Grande Trail 
This tube was placed between Lincoln Avenue and Cleveland 
Place. Between Monday, November 2nd and Friday, November 
13th, 2020, the tube registered 18,167 vehicles. Of these vehicles, 
10,046 (55%) were traveling faster than the posted speed limit 
(20 mph); however, 90% of vehicles were traveling 25 mph or 
slower. 85th percentile speed collected at this location was 23 
mph, and 95th percentile speed was 26 mph, so while 55% of 
vehicles traveling during this period were exceeding the posted 
speed of 20 mph, the majority of those vehicles were traveling 
between 20 and 25 mph. Less than 1% of vehicles traveled faster 
than 30 mph.  

Two speeds far exceeding the 20-mph posted speed limit were 
recorded during the week of Friday, November 6th to Friday 
November 13th, 2020. One vehicle was recorded at 50.5 mph, 
and another at 63 mph.  

Traffic by Vehicle Class 

During the first week of data collection (Nov. 2nd-6th), 95% of the 
daily traffic was made of Class 1, 2, or 3 vehicles – motorcycles, 
passenger cars, and four-tire single unit vehicles (i.e. pickup 
trucks, delivery box truck, etc.). During the second week, 98% of 
daily traffic was Class 1, 2, or 3. The remaining 2-5% of traffic 
comprised of buses and larger trucks.  

A passenger car (Class 2) was recorded traveling at 50.5 mph, 
and a pick-up or box truck (Class 3) was recorded at 63 mph.  

Traffic and Speed by Hour 

The greatest traffic volumes were recorded between the hours 
of 2 and 5 PM. The 85th and 95th percentile speeds during this 
period were consistent with the overall speeds for the entire 
data collection; from 2-5 PM, the average 85th percentile speed 
was 23.5 mph and the 95th percentile was 25.5 mph.  

The two vehicles recorded at 50.5 and 63 mph were traveling at 
8 pm and 1 pm, respectively.   

  

Lincoln Ave 

Colorado Ave 

Cleveland Pl 
Traffic tube 

location

Page 72 of 111



MEMORANDUM 
 

 

 

Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 3 

Speed Data North of Rio Grande Trail 
This tube was placed approximately 180’ north of the 
intersection of 8th Street and Merrill Ave. Between 
Monday, November 2nd and Friday, November 6th, 2020, 
the tube registered 14,163 vehicles. Of these vehicles, 
6,582 (46%) were traveling faster than the posted speed 
limit (20 mph); however, 93% of vehicles were traveling 
25 mph or slower. 85th percentile speed collected at this 
location was 23 mph, and 95th percentile speed was 26 
mph, so while 46% of vehicles traveling during this period 
were exceeding the posted speed of 20 mph, the majority 
of those vehicles were traveling between 20 and 25 mph. 
Less than 1% of vehicles traveled faster than 30 mph. The 
fastest vehicles recorded on this segment traveled 
between 35 and 45 mph; six between 35 and 40 mph, and 
only 1 between 40 and 45 mph.  

Traffic by Vehicle Class 

95% of the daily traffic was made of Class 1, 2, or 3 
vehicles – motorcycles, passenger cars, and four-tire 
single unit vehicles (i.e. pickup trucks, delivery box truck, 
etc.). The remaining 5% of traffic comprised of buses and 
larger trucks. This volume of heavy vehicles is higher than 
expected, since the designated truck route does not 
continue north of Merrill Avenue, however town refuse 
pick-up was recorded (Tuesday) and many Town fleet 
vehicles travel north of the trail. It should once again be 
noted that the tube north of the trail was damaged, and 
therefore collected 4-5 days less data than the tube south 
of the trail.  

The seven vehicles traveling faster than 35 mph included 
passenger cars, pick-up or box trucks, and one Class 5 
truck.  

Traffic and Speed by Hour 

As with the traffic south of the Rio Grande Trail, the 
greatest traffic volumes were recorded between the hours of 2 and 5 PM. The 85th and 95th percentile speeds during 
this period were consistent with the overall speeds for the entire data collection; from 2-5 PM, the average 85th 
percentile speed was 23 mph and the 95th percentile was 25.9 mph. The one vehicle recorded at 44 mph was traveling 
at 8 pm.  

Traffic tube 
location

Merrill Ave 

Village Rd 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

 

 

Alta Planning + Design, Inc.  Town of Carbondale 4 

Conclusion 
Generally, traffic along 8th Street is traveling at speeds between 20 and 25 mph, and is primarily comprised of 
passenger vehicles. This does not illustrate a speeding problem along 8th Street. Raw traffic data is attached.  

 

Attachments 
Raw speed data, north and south of the Rio Grande Trail, including: 

• North of RGT, 11-2 to 11-6; Speed by Class, Speed by Hour, Vehicle by Type 
• North of RGT, 11-6 to 11-10; Speed by Class, Speed by Hour, Vehicle by Type 
• South of RGT, 11-2 to 11-6; Speed by Class, Speed by Hour, Vehicle by Type 
• South of RGT, 11-6 to 11-13; Speed by Class, Speed by Hour, Vehicle by Type 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics 
 
SpeedStat-50 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th Street N of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88466) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 8128 / 8135 (99.91%) 
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Speed Statistics 
   
SpeedStat-50 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 8128 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 3720 (45.77%), Mean Exceeding = 22.44 mph 
Maximum = 37.3 mph, Minimum = 5.6 mph, Mean = 19.6 mph 
85% Speed = 22.87 mph, 95% Speed = 25.05 mph, Median = 19.69 mph 
10 mph Pace = 15 - 25, Number in Pace = 7089 (87.22%) 
Variance = 11.42, Standard Deviation = 3.38 mph 
 
Speed Bins (Partial days) 
 
  Speed   |      Bin      |     Below     |     Above     |  Energy   |   vMult | n * vMult 
  0 -   5 |      0 0.000% |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
  5 -  10 |     58 0.714% |     58 0.714% |   8070 99.29% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 10 -  15 |    577 7.099% |    635 7.813% |   7493 92.19% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 15 -  20 |   3773 46.42% |   4408 54.23% |   3720 45.77% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 20 -  25 |   3297 40.56% |   7705 94.80% |    423 5.204% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 25 -  30 |    397 4.884% |   8102 99.68% |     26 0.320% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 30 -  35 |     23 0.283% |   8125 99.96% |      3 0.037% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 35 -  40 |      3 0.037% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 40 -  45 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 45 -  50 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 50 -  55 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 55 -  60 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 60 -  65 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 65 -  70 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 70 -  75 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 75 -  80 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 80 -  85 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 85 -  90 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 90 -  95 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 95 - 100 |      0 0.000% |   8128 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 
Total Speed Rating = 0.00 
Total Moving Energy (Estimated) = 0.00 
 
 
Speed limit fields (Partial days) 
 
    | Limit                     |     Below     |     Above     
  0 | 20 (PSL)                  |   4408  54.2% |   3720  45.8% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Class Speed Matrix 
 
ClassMatrix-55 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th Street N of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88466) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 8128 / 8135 (99.91%) 
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Class Speed Matrix 
   
ClassMatrix-55 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16)  
 
_______________________________________________________Class__________________________
__________________________________________                                                                                                                                                                             
           CYCLE      PC   2A-4T     BUS   2A-6T   3A-SU   4A-SU <5A DBL  5A DBL >6A DBL 
<6A MUL 6A MULT >6A MUL      Total                                                                                                                                                                                  
  mph          1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9      
10      11      12      13                                                                                                                                                                                             
  5- 10 |      5      37      12       .       2       1       1       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     58   0.7%                                                                                                                                                                             
 10- 15 |     30     370     136       8      17      15       1       .       .       
.       .       .       . |    577   7.1%                                                                                                                                                                             
 15- 20 |     13    2604     931      37     177      10       .       .       1       
.       .       .       . |   3773  46.4%                                                                                                                                                                             
 20- 25 |      3    2424     709       9     148       4       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |   3297  40.6%                                                                                                                                                                             
 25- 30 |      2     290      88       .      17       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |    397   4.9%                                                                                                                                                                             
 30- 35 |      .      15       8       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     23   0.3%                                                                                                                                                                             
 35- 40 |      .       1       1       .       1       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      3   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 40- 45 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 45- 50 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 50- 55 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 55- 60 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 60- 65 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 65- 70 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 70- 75 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 75- 80 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
________|_____________________________________________________________________________
___________________________|______________                                                                                                                                                                             
Total   |     53    5741    1885      54     362      30       2       0       1       
0       0       0       0 |   8128                                                                                                                                                                                    
        |   0.7%   70.6%   23.2%    0.7%    4.5%    0.4%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    
0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0% |                                                                                                                                                                                           
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics by Hour 
 
SpeedStatHour-53 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th Street N of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88466) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 8128 / 8135 (99.91%) 
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Speed Statistics by Hour 
   
SpeedStatHour-53 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 8128 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 3720 (45.77%), Mean Exceeding = 22.44 mph 
Maximum = 37.3 mph, Minimum = 5.6 mph, Mean = 19.6 mph 
85% Speed = 22.87 mph, 95% Speed = 25.05 mph, Median = 19.69 mph 
10 mph Pace = 15 - 25, Number in Pace = 7089 (87.22%) 
Variance = 11.42, Standard Deviation = 3.38 mph 
 
Hour Bins (Partial days) 
 
Time |      Bin      |  Min  |  Max  | Mean  | Median |  85%  |  95%  |     >PSL      
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |    20 mph     
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |               
0000 |     11 0.135% |  17.9 |  25.1 |  22.2 |  23.0  |  24.3 |  25.1 |      9 81.82% 
0100 |     10 0.123% |  17.4 |  24.6 |  21.1 |  20.5  |  24.3 |  24.6 |      6 60.00% 
0200 |     12 0.148% |  14.1 |  24.3 |  19.7 |  19.9  |  22.9 |  24.3 |      6 50.00% 
0300 |      4 0.049% |  17.7 |  24.4 |  20.2 |  19.2  |  24.4 |  24.4 |      2 50.00% 
0400 |     19 0.234% |  16.7 |  28.0 |  21.2 |  20.7  |  23.5 |  28.0 |     15 78.95% 
0500 |     93 1.144% |  13.7 |  30.2 |  21.2 |  21.4  |  24.8 |  26.6 |     61 65.59% 
0600 |    257 3.162% |   8.9 |  29.0 |  19.7 |  19.5  |  23.1 |  25.9 |    110 42.80% 
0700 |    467 5.746% |   6.3 |  32.2 |  19.3 |  19.4  |  22.3 |  24.3 |    195 41.76% 
0800 |    537 6.607% |   5.7 |  31.3 |  19.6 |  19.8  |  22.8 |  25.2 |    258 48.04% 
0900 |    386 4.749% |   6.3 |  37.3 |  20.5 |  20.4  |  23.8 |  25.9 |    221 57.25% 
1000 |    383 4.712% |  10.4 |  32.3 |  20.1 |  20.2  |  23.1 |  24.8 |    199 51.96% 
1100 |    488 6.004% |   6.9 |  34.3 |  19.9 |  20.1  |  23.2 |  25.9 |    251 51.43% 
1200 |    513 6.312% |   6.6 |  30.3 |  19.5 |  19.9  |  22.6 |  24.8 |    250 48.73% 
1300 |    647 7.960% |   5.6 |  32.5 |  20.0 |  20.0  |  23.2 |  25.5 |    318 49.15% 
1400 |    661 8.132% |   7.7 |  31.7 |  20.2 |  20.1  |  23.7 |  25.5 |    341 51.59% 
1500 |    837 10.30% |   5.7 |  30.6 |  19.5 |  19.6  |  22.8 |  25.0 |    373 44.56% 
1600 |   1006 12.38% |   6.8 |  31.4 |  18.7 |  18.8  |  21.8 |  24.0 |    329 32.70% 
1700 |    891 10.96% |   7.0 |  31.0 |  19.0 |  19.0  |  22.1 |  24.5 |    326 36.59% 
1800 |    435 5.352% |   8.3 |  34.1 |  20.1 |  20.0  |  23.2 |  25.2 |    218 50.11% 
1900 |    215 2.645% |  11.7 |  35.5 |  20.2 |  20.2  |  23.6 |  25.7 |    113 52.56% 
2000 |    103 1.267% |  10.2 |  28.7 |  19.6 |  19.3  |  23.6 |  26.8 |     44 42.72% 
2100 |     79 0.972% |  11.6 |  35.9 |  19.8 |  19.2  |  23.3 |  25.2 |     34 43.04% 
2200 |     53 0.652% |  14.1 |  31.6 |  20.9 |  20.5  |  24.7 |  27.1 |     31 58.49% 
2300 |     21 0.258% |  14.4 |  25.8 |  20.1 |  19.9  |  23.3 |  25.5 |     10 47.62% 
---- |   8128 100.0% |   5.6 |  37.3 |  19.6 |  19.7  |  22.9 |  25.1 |   3720 45.77% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Daily Classes 
 
DailyClass-57 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th Street N of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88466) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 8128 / 8135 (99.91%) 
 
Class 1: motorcycles 
Class 2: passenger cars 
Class 3: four-tire, single unit (pickup trucks, etc.) 
Class 4: buses 
Class 5: two-axle, six-tire, single unit 
Class 6: three axle, single unit 
Class 7: four+ axle, single unit 
Class 8: four- axle, single trailer 
Class 9: 5-axle tractor semitrailer 
Class 10: six+ axle, single trailer 
Class 11: 5- axle, multi trailer 
Class 12: six axle, multi trailer 
Class 13: seven+ axle, multi trailer 
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Daily Classes 
   
DailyClass-57 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:13 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Monday, November 02, 2020 
         1     2     3     4     5     6     7     8     9    10    11    12    13    
Total 
Mon*    10  1206   339    10    75     4     1     0     1     0     0     0     0    
1646  
(%)    0.6  73.3  20.6   0.6   4.6   0.2   0.1   0.0   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Tue     13  1577   538    16    95    14     1     0     0     0     0     0     0    
2254  
(%)    0.6  70.0  23.9   0.7   4.2   0.6   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Wed     19  1550   510    14    85     8     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
2186  
(%)    0.9  70.9  23.3   0.6   3.9   0.4   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Thu      9  1306   449    12    98     4     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1878  
(%)    0.5  69.5  23.9   0.6   5.2   0.2   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Fri*     2   102    49     2     9     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     
164  
(%)    1.2  62.2  29.9   1.2   5.5   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sat*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sun*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
Average daily volume 
 
Entire week 
        14  1478   499    14    93     9     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
2106  
(%)    0.6  70.2  23.7   0.7   4.4   0.4   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekdays 
        14  1478   499    14    93     9     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
2106  
(%)    0.6  70.2  23.7   0.7   4.4   0.4   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekend No complete days. 
 
* - Incomplete 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics 
 
SpeedStat-59 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th St N of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:16 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 11-6 to 11-10.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020 
(4.10659) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 6028 / 6036 (99.87%) 
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Speed Statistics 
   
SpeedStat-59 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 6028 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 2862 (47.48%), Mean Exceeding = 23.21 mph 
Maximum = 44.0 mph, Minimum = 5.1 mph, Mean = 20.0 mph 
85% Speed = 24.05 mph, 95% Speed = 26.73 mph, Median = 19.80 mph 
10 mph Pace = 15 - 25, Number in Pace = 4949 (82.10%) 
Variance = 15.22, Standard Deviation = 3.90 mph 
 
Speed Bins (Partial days) 
 
  Speed   |      Bin      |     Below     |     Above     |  Energy   |   vMult | n * vMult 
  0 -   5 |      0 0.000% |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
  5 -  10 |     37 0.614% |     37 0.614% |   5991 99.39% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 10 -  15 |    445 7.382% |    482 7.996% |   5546 92.00% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 15 -  20 |   2684 44.53% |   3166 52.52% |   2862 47.48% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 20 -  25 |   2250 37.33% |   5416 89.85% |    612 10.15% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 25 -  30 |    552 9.157% |   5968 99.00% |     60 0.995% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 30 -  35 |     56 0.929% |   6024 99.93% |      4 0.066% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 35 -  40 |      3 0.050% |   6027 99.98% |      1 0.017% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 40 -  45 |      1 0.017% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 45 -  50 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 50 -  55 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 55 -  60 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 60 -  65 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 65 -  70 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 70 -  75 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 75 -  80 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 80 -  85 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 85 -  90 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 90 -  95 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 95 - 100 |      0 0.000% |   6028 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 
Total Speed Rating = 0.00 
Total Moving Energy (Estimated) = 0.00 
 
 
Speed limit fields (Partial days) 
 
    | Limit                     |     Below     |     Above     
  0 | 20 (PSL)                  |   3166  52.5% |   2862  47.5% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Class Speed Matrix 
 
ClassMatrix-60 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th St N of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:16 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 11-6 to 11-10.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020 
(4.10659) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 6028 / 6036 (99.87%) 
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Class Speed Matrix 
   
ClassMatrix-60 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16)  
 
_______________________________________________________Class__________________________
__________________________________________                                                                                                                                                                             
           CYCLE      PC   2A-4T     BUS   2A-6T   3A-SU   4A-SU <5A DBL  5A DBL >6A DBL 
<6A MUL 6A MULT >6A MUL      Total                                                                                                                                                                                  
  mph          1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9      
10      11      12      13                                                                                                                                                                                             
  5- 10 |      2      27       6       .       2       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     37   0.6%                                                                                                                                                                             
 10- 15 |     15     297     108       5      14       5       1       .       .       
.       .       .       . |    445   7.4%                                                                                                                                                                             
 15- 20 |     12    1940     613      13     105       1       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |   2684  44.5%                                                                                                                                                                             
 20- 25 |      2    1480     576       6     184       2       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |   2250  37.3%                                                                                                                                                                             
 25- 30 |      .     342     146       1      63       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |    552   9.2%                                                                                                                                                                             
 30- 35 |      .      33      20       .       3       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     56   0.9%                                                                                                                                                                             
 35- 40 |      .       1       2       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      3   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 40- 45 |      .       .       1       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      1   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 45- 50 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 50- 55 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 55- 60 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 60- 65 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 65- 70 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 70- 75 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 75- 80 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
________|_____________________________________________________________________________
___________________________|______________                                                                                                                                                                             
Total   |     31    4120    1472      25     371       8       1       0       0       
0       0       0       0 |   6028                                                                                                                                                                                    
        |   0.5%   68.3%   24.4%    0.4%    6.2%    0.1%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    
0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0% |                                                                                                                                                                                           
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics by Hour 
 
SpeedStatHour-61 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th St N of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:16 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 11-6 to 11-10.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020 
(4.10659) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 6028 / 6036 (99.87%) 
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Speed Statistics by Hour 
   
SpeedStatHour-61 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 6028 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 2862 (47.48%), Mean Exceeding = 23.21 mph 
Maximum = 44.0 mph, Minimum = 5.1 mph, Mean = 20.0 mph 
85% Speed = 24.05 mph, 95% Speed = 26.73 mph, Median = 19.80 mph 
10 mph Pace = 15 - 25, Number in Pace = 4949 (82.10%) 
Variance = 15.22, Standard Deviation = 3.90 mph 
 
Hour Bins (Partial days) 
 
Time |      Bin      |  Min  |  Max  | Mean  | Median |  85%  |  95%  |     >PSL      
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |    20 mph     
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |               
0000 |     12 0.199% |  16.5 |  34.2 |  23.3 |  22.1  |  31.0 |  34.2 |      6 50.00% 
0100 |      4 0.066% |  13.9 |  21.6 |  18.2 |  18.7  |  21.6 |  21.6 |      2 50.00% 
0200 |      8 0.133% |  19.1 |  26.1 |  22.4 |  22.8  |  25.6 |  26.1 |      6 75.00% 
0300 |      5 0.083% |  15.1 |  26.0 |  21.2 |  22.3  |  26.0 |  26.0 |      3 60.00% 
0400 |     10 0.166% |  12.3 |  27.2 |  20.9 |  20.8  |  25.5 |  27.2 |      5 50.00% 
0500 |     31 0.514% |   9.1 |  31.5 |  21.5 |  21.3  |  25.7 |  29.7 |     21 67.74% 
0600 |     89 1.476% |   9.4 |  31.6 |  19.8 |  20.1  |  22.9 |  24.9 |     45 50.56% 
0700 |    165 2.737% |   8.9 |  29.3 |  19.8 |  19.6  |  24.2 |  26.9 |     71 43.03% 
0800 |    311 5.159% |   7.1 |  30.4 |  20.2 |  19.8  |  24.2 |  27.4 |    147 47.27% 
0900 |    419 6.951% |   9.5 |  34.6 |  20.2 |  19.7  |  24.4 |  27.3 |    196 46.78% 
1000 |    430 7.133% |   7.6 |  35.0 |  20.4 |  20.5  |  24.5 |  27.5 |    239 55.58% 
1100 |    556 9.224% |   9.7 |  35.0 |  20.0 |  19.7  |  24.3 |  27.0 |    259 46.58% 
1200 |    568 9.423% |   5.1 |  32.2 |  19.6 |  19.5  |  23.7 |  26.7 |    247 43.49% 
1300 |    536 8.892% |   9.1 |  34.5 |  19.9 |  19.7  |  24.0 |  26.8 |    248 46.27% 
1400 |    549 9.107% |  11.1 |  31.0 |  19.9 |  19.6  |  23.3 |  25.8 |    254 46.27% 
1500 |    514 8.527% |   5.4 |  31.7 |  19.9 |  19.7  |  24.0 |  26.4 |    238 46.30% 
1600 |    561 9.307% |   7.1 |  32.2 |  19.7 |  19.5  |  23.5 |  26.2 |    248 44.21% 
1700 |    525 8.709% |   7.5 |  35.1 |  20.3 |  20.1  |  24.4 |  26.9 |    264 50.29% 
1800 |    286 4.745% |   6.0 |  32.1 |  20.3 |  20.2  |  24.3 |  27.2 |    149 52.10% 
1900 |    188 3.119% |   9.9 |  31.9 |  20.2 |  20.0  |  24.0 |  26.4 |     93 49.47% 
2000 |    116 1.924% |   9.8 |  44.0 |  20.5 |  19.9  |  24.9 |  27.8 |     57 49.14% 
2100 |     74 1.228% |   5.9 |  27.1 |  18.8 |  19.0  |  22.8 |  25.3 |     27 36.49% 
2200 |     45 0.747% |   5.9 |  29.6 |  19.9 |  20.1  |  23.7 |  26.9 |     24 53.33% 
2300 |     26 0.431% |   7.2 |  25.8 |  19.9 |  20.0  |  23.8 |  25.3 |     13 50.00% 
---- |   6028 100.0% |   5.1 |  44.0 |  20.0 |  19.8  |  24.0 |  26.7 |   2862 47.48% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Daily Classes 
 
DailyClass-62 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street N of RGT] 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Attribute: 8th St N of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:16 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street N of RGT 11-6 to 11-10.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NX272M6V MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020 
(4.10659) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 6028 / 6036 (99.87%) 

Page 89 of 111



 

Daily Classes 
   
DailyClass-62 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Monday, November 02, 2020 
         1     2     3     4     5     6     7     8     9    10    11    12    13    
Total 
Mon*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Tue*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Wed*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Thu*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Fri*    12  1285   418    14   112     4     1     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1846  
(%)    0.7  69.6  22.6   0.8   6.1   0.2   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sat     10  1049   377     4    84     1     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1525  
(%)    0.7  68.8  24.7   0.3   5.5   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sun      8   789   298     0    61     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1156  
(%)    0.7  68.3  25.8   0.0   5.3   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
Average daily volume 
 
Entire week 
         9   919   338     2    73     1     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1341  
(%)    0.7  68.6  25.2   0.1   5.4   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekdays No complete days. 
Weekend 
         9   919   338     2    73     1     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1341  
(%)    0.7  68.6  25.2   0.1   5.4   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
* - Incomplete 
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Daily Classes 

   
DailyClass-62 
Site: 8th Street N of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street N of RGT near Henry's north PL 
Filter time: 8:17 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 10:50 Tuesday, November 10, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Monday, November 09, 2020 
         1     2     3     4     5     6     7     8     9    10    11    12    13    
Total 
Mon      1   993   377     7   114     3     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1495  
(%)    0.1  66.4  25.2   0.5   7.6   0.2   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Tue*     0     4     2     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
6  
(%)    0.0  66.7  33.3   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Wed*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Thu*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Fri*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sat*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sun*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
Average daily volume 
 
Entire week 
         1   993   377     7   114     3     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1495  
(%)    0.1  66.4  25.2   0.5   7.6   0.2   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekdays 
         1   993   377     7   114     3     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1495  
(%)    0.1  66.4  25.2   0.5   7.6   0.2   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekend No complete days. 
 
* - Incomplete 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics 
 
SpeedStat-51 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th Street south of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88781) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 7053 / 7060 (99.90%) 
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Speed Statistics 
   
SpeedStat-51 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 7053 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 3979 (56.42%), Mean Exceeding = 22.85 mph 
Maximum = 37.8 mph, Minimum = 5.4 mph, Mean = 20.4 mph 
85% Speed = 23.94 mph, 95% Speed = 26.06 mph, Median = 20.47 mph 
10 mph Pace = 16 - 26, Number in Pace = 5929 (84.06%) 
Variance = 13.30, Standard Deviation = 3.65 mph 
 
Speed Bins (Partial days) 
 
  Speed   |      Bin      |     Below     |     Above     |  Energy   |   vMult | n * vMult 
  0 -   5 |      0 0.000% |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
  5 -  10 |     38 0.539% |     38 0.539% |   7015 99.46% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 10 -  15 |    493 6.990% |    531 7.529% |   6522 92.47% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 15 -  20 |   2543 36.06% |   3074 43.58% |   3979 56.42% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 20 -  25 |   3343 47.40% |   6417 90.98% |    636 9.017% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 25 -  30 |    598 8.479% |   7015 99.46% |     38 0.539% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 30 -  35 |     36 0.510% |   7051 99.97% |      2 0.028% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 35 -  40 |      2 0.028% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 40 -  45 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 45 -  50 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 50 -  55 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 55 -  60 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 60 -  65 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 65 -  70 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 70 -  75 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 75 -  80 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 80 -  85 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 85 -  90 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 90 -  95 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 95 - 100 |      0 0.000% |   7053 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 
Total Speed Rating = 0.00 
Total Moving Energy (Estimated) = 0.00 
 
 
Speed limit fields (Partial days) 
 
    | Limit                     |     Below     |     Above     
  0 | 20 (PSL)                  |   3074  43.6% |   3979  56.4% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Class Speed Matrix 
 
ClassMatrix-54 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th Street south of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88781) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 7053 / 7060 (99.90%) 
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Class Speed Matrix 
   
ClassMatrix-54 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16)  
 
_______________________________________________________Class__________________________
__________________________________________                                                                                                                                                                             
           CYCLE      PC   2A-4T     BUS   2A-6T   3A-SU   4A-SU <5A DBL  5A DBL >6A DBL 
<6A MUL 6A MULT >6A MUL      Total                                                                                                                                                                                  
  mph          1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9      
10      11      12      13                                                                                                                                                                                             
  5- 10 |      6      20       9       1       1       1       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     38   0.5%                                                                                                                                                                             
 10- 15 |     32     344      90       5      15       7       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |    493   7.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 15- 20 |      8    1796     562      53      63      54       1       .       3       
3       .       .       . |   2543  36.1%                                                                                                                                                                             
 20- 25 |      6    2493     705      22      89      23       .       3       2       
.       .       .       . |   3343  47.4%                                                                                                                                                                             
 25- 30 |      .     461     119       2      11       2       .       1       2       
.       .       .       . |    598   8.5%                                                                                                                                                                             
 30- 35 |      2      29       4       .       1       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     36   0.5%                                                                                                                                                                             
 35- 40 |      .       2       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      2   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 40- 45 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 45- 50 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 50- 55 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 55- 60 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 60- 65 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 65- 70 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 70- 75 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 75- 80 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
________|_____________________________________________________________________________
___________________________|______________                                                                                                                                                                             
Total   |     54    5145    1489      83     180      87       1       4       7       
3       0       0       0 |   7053                                                                                                                                                                                    
        |   0.8%   72.9%   21.1%    1.2%    2.6%    1.2%    0.0%    0.1%    0.1%    
0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0% |                                                                                                                                                                                           
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             

Page 95 of 111



 
MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics by Hour 
 
SpeedStatHour-52 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th Street south of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88781) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 7053 / 7060 (99.90%) 
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Speed Statistics by Hour 
   
SpeedStatHour-52 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 7053 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 3979 (56.42%), Mean Exceeding = 22.85 mph 
Maximum = 37.8 mph, Minimum = 5.4 mph, Mean = 20.4 mph 
85% Speed = 23.94 mph, 95% Speed = 26.06 mph, Median = 20.47 mph 
10 mph Pace = 16 - 26, Number in Pace = 5929 (84.06%) 
Variance = 13.30, Standard Deviation = 3.65 mph 
 
Hour Bins (Partial days) 
 
Time |      Bin      |  Min  |  Max  | Mean  | Median |  85%  |  95%  |     >PSL      
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |    20 mph     
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |               
0000 |     10 0.142% |  15.5 |  25.7 |  21.2 |  21.4  |  25.2 |  25.7 |      7 70.00% 
0100 |      6 0.085% |  14.8 |  23.0 |  19.7 |  20.3  |  23.0 |  23.0 |      3 50.00% 
0200 |      6 0.085% |  15.6 |  25.6 |  20.1 |  20.2  |  25.3 |  25.6 |      3 50.00% 
0300 |     10 0.142% |  13.5 |  26.6 |  17.9 |  15.7  |  23.7 |  26.6 |      3 30.00% 
0400 |     10 0.142% |  11.2 |  27.3 |  19.5 |  20.2  |  27.2 |  27.3 |      6 60.00% 
0500 |     52 0.737% |   9.9 |  28.2 |  20.0 |  19.9  |  23.9 |  28.1 |     26 50.00% 
0600 |    151 2.141% |   6.5 |  31.8 |  19.7 |  19.9  |  24.1 |  26.7 |     71 47.02% 
0700 |    321 4.551% |   6.2 |  29.5 |  19.2 |  19.4  |  22.5 |  24.3 |    137 42.68% 
0800 |    446 6.324% |  10.0 |  32.0 |  20.9 |  20.9  |  24.4 |  26.6 |    285 63.90% 
0900 |    344 4.877% |   5.4 |  37.8 |  21.5 |  21.7  |  25.2 |  27.6 |    233 67.73% 
1000 |    320 4.537% |   7.6 |  35.8 |  21.1 |  21.2  |  25.0 |  27.1 |    202 63.13% 
1100 |    490 6.947% |   6.1 |  34.1 |  20.6 |  20.7  |  24.3 |  26.5 |    292 59.59% 
1200 |    547 7.756% |   8.9 |  30.9 |  20.3 |  20.5  |  24.1 |  26.3 |    308 56.31% 
1300 |    564 7.997% |  10.3 |  33.6 |  20.9 |  21.2  |  24.6 |  27.3 |    355 62.94% 
1400 |    553 7.841% |   8.1 |  33.2 |  21.1 |  21.5  |  24.7 |  26.3 |    368 66.55% 
1500 |    742 10.52% |   8.3 |  30.1 |  20.7 |  20.7  |  24.1 |  26.2 |    453 61.05% 
1600 |    814 11.54% |   8.6 |  33.2 |  19.8 |  19.9  |  22.9 |  24.7 |    399 49.02% 
1700 |    747 10.59% |   9.3 |  29.8 |  19.8 |  20.0  |  22.8 |  24.9 |    376 50.33% 
1800 |    400 5.671% |   9.0 |  30.6 |  20.1 |  20.1  |  23.6 |  26.0 |    206 51.50% 
1900 |    252 3.573% |  10.0 |  30.3 |  20.0 |  20.0  |  23.5 |  26.1 |    127 50.40% 
2000 |    109 1.545% |  10.6 |  28.2 |  19.8 |  19.9  |  23.1 |  25.7 |     53 48.62% 
2100 |     86 1.219% |  10.9 |  32.8 |  19.0 |  18.8  |  22.8 |  23.9 |     29 33.72% 
2200 |     54 0.766% |  11.7 |  30.1 |  21.2 |  20.7  |  23.9 |  28.7 |     31 57.41% 
2300 |     19 0.269% |   8.7 |  28.2 |  18.1 |  18.8  |  21.9 |  28.2 |      6 31.58% 
---- |   7053 100.0% |   5.4 |  37.8 |  20.4 |  20.5  |  23.9 |  26.1 |   3979 56.42% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Daily Classes 
 
DailyClass-58 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th Street south of RGT 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 112020 M-F.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020 
(3.88781) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 7053 / 7060 (99.90%) 
 
Class 1: motorcycles 
Class 2: passenger cars 
Class 3: four-tire, single unit (pickup trucks, etc.) 
Class 4: buses 
Class 5: two-axle, six-tire, single unit 
Class 6: three axle, single unit 
Class 7: four+ axle, single unit 
Class 8: four- axle, single trailer 
Class 9: 5-axle tractor semitrailer 
Class 10: six+ axle, single trailer 
Class 11: 5- axle, multi trailer 
Class 12: six axle, multi trailer 
Class 13: seven+ axle, multi trailer 
 

Page 98 of 111



 

Daily Classes 
   
DailyClass-58 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 11:00 Monday, November 02, 2020 => 8:18 Friday, November 06, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Monday, November 02, 2020 
         1     2     3     4     5     6     7     8     9    10    11    12    13    
Total 
Mon*     5  1016   285    10    39    11     0     0     2     1     0     0     0    
1369  
(%)    0.4  74.2  20.8   0.7   2.8   0.8   0.0   0.0   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Tue      9  1352   396    25    54    28     0     1     2     0     0     0     0    
1867  
(%)    0.5  72.4  21.2   1.3   2.9   1.5   0.0   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Wed     24  1366   369    23    46    15     1     2     0     0     0     0     0    
1846  
(%)    1.3  74.0  20.0   1.2   2.5   0.8   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Thu     15  1347   414    20    38    27     0     1     3     2     0     0     0    
1867  
(%)    0.8  72.1  22.2   1.1   2.0   1.4   0.0   0.1   0.2   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Fri*     1    64    25     5     3     6     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     
104  
(%)    1.0  61.5  24.0   4.8   2.9   5.8   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sat*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sun*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
Average daily volume 
 
Entire week 
        16  1355   393    23    46    23     0     1     2     1     0     0     0    
1860  
(%)    0.9  72.8  21.1   1.2   2.5   1.3   0.0   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekdays 
        16  1355   393    23    46    23     0     1     2     1     0     0     0    
1860  
(%)    0.9  72.8  21.1   1.2   2.5   1.3   0.0   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekend No complete days. 
 
* - Incomplete 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics 
 
SpeedStat-77 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th St S of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:20 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 0 2020-11-13 1157.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020 (7.15041) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 11109 / 11118 (99.92%) 
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Speed Statistics 
   
SpeedStat-77 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 11109 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 6067 (54.61%), Mean Exceeding = 22.80 mph 
Maximum = 63.0 mph, Minimum = 5.7 mph, Mean = 20.3 mph 
85% Speed = 23.71 mph, 95% Speed = 26.12 mph, Median = 20.36 mph 
10 mph Pace = 15 - 25, Number in Pace = 9340 (84.08%) 
Variance = 13.20, Standard Deviation = 3.63 mph 
 
Speed Bins (Partial days) 
 
  Speed   |      Bin      |     Below     |     Above     |  Energy   |   vMult | n * vMult 
  0 -   5 |      0 0.000% |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
  5 -  10 |     54 0.486% |     54 0.486% |  11055 99.51% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 10 -  15 |    820 7.381% |    874 7.867% |  10235 92.13% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 15 -  20 |   4168 37.52% |   5042 45.39% |   6067 54.61% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 20 -  25 |   5120 46.09% |  10162 91.48% |    947 8.525% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 25 -  30 |    898 8.084% |  11060 99.56% |     49 0.441% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 30 -  35 |     45 0.405% |  11105 99.96% |      4 0.036% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 35 -  40 |      2 0.018% |  11107 99.98% |      2 0.018% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 40 -  45 |      0 0.000% |  11107 99.98% |      2 0.018% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 45 -  50 |      0 0.000% |  11107 99.98% |      2 0.018% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 50 -  55 |      1 0.009% |  11108 99.99% |      1 0.009% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 55 -  60 |      0 0.000% |  11108 99.99% |      1 0.009% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 60 -  65 |      1 0.009% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 65 -  70 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 70 -  75 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 75 -  80 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 80 -  85 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 85 -  90 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 90 -  95 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 95 - 100 |      0 0.000% |  11109 100.0% |      0 0.000% |      0.00 |    0.00 |      0.00 
 
Total Speed Rating = 0.00 
Total Moving Energy (Estimated) = 0.00 
 
 
Speed limit fields (Partial days) 
 
    | Limit                     |     Below     |     Above     
  0 | 20 (PSL)                  |   5042  45.4% |   6067  54.6% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Class Speed Matrix 
 
ClassMatrix-78 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th St S of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:20 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 0 2020-11-13 1157.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020 (7.15041) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 11109 / 11118 (99.92%) 
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Class Speed Matrix 
   
ClassMatrix-78 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16)  
 
_______________________________________________________Class__________________________
__________________________________________                                                                                                                                                                             
           CYCLE      PC   2A-4T     BUS   2A-6T   3A-SU   4A-SU <5A DBL  5A DBL >6A DBL 
<6A MUL 6A MULT >6A MUL      Total                                                                                                                                                                                  
  mph          1       2       3       4       5       6       7       8       9      
10      11      12      13                                                                                                                                                                                             
  5- 10 |      4      38       5       1       5       1       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     54   0.5%                                                                                                                                                                             
 10- 15 |     17     604     155       8      16      14       3       .       1       
2       .       .       . |    820   7.4%                                                                                                                                                                             
 15- 20 |      3    3008     925      58      97      73       2       .       1       
1       .       .       . |   4168  37.5%                                                                                                                                                                             
 20- 25 |      .    3868    1101      25     108      16       .       2       .       
.       .       .       . |   5120  46.1%                                                                                                                                                                             
 25- 30 |      .     717     169       .      11       1       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |    898   8.1%                                                                                                                                                                             
 30- 35 |      .      40       5       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |     45   0.4%                                                                                                                                                                             
 35- 40 |      .       1       1       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      2   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 40- 45 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 45- 50 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 50- 55 |      .       1       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      1   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 55- 60 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 60- 65 |      .       .       1       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      1   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 65- 70 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 70- 75 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
 75- 80 |      .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       .       
.       .       .       . |      0   0.0%                                                                                                                                                                             
________|_____________________________________________________________________________
___________________________|______________                                                                                                                                                                             
Total   |     24    8277    2362      92     237     105       5       2       2       
3       0       0       0 |  11109                                                                                                                                                                                    
        |   0.2%   74.5%   21.3%    0.8%    2.1%    0.9%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    
0.0%    0.0%    0.0%    0.0% |                                                                                                                                                                                           
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Speed Statistics by Hour 
 
SpeedStatHour-79 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th St S of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:20 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 0 2020-11-13 1157.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020 (7.15041) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 11109 / 11118 (99.92%) 
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Speed Statistics by Hour 
   
SpeedStatHour-79 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Vehicles = 11109 
Posted speed limit = 20 mph, Exceeding = 6067 (54.61%), Mean Exceeding = 22.80 mph 
Maximum = 63.0 mph, Minimum = 5.7 mph, Mean = 20.3 mph 
85% Speed = 23.71 mph, 95% Speed = 26.12 mph, Median = 20.36 mph 
10 mph Pace = 15 - 25, Number in Pace = 9340 (84.08%) 
Variance = 13.20, Standard Deviation = 3.63 mph 
 
Hour Bins (Partial days) 
 
Time |      Bin      |  Min  |  Max  | Mean  | Median |  85%  |  95%  |     >PSL      
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |    20 mph     
     |               |       |       |       |        |       |       |               
0000 |     19 0.171% |  16.7 |  25.8 |  21.5 |  21.3  |  25.1 |  25.8 |     12 63.16% 
0100 |      8 0.072% |  14.5 |  23.4 |  18.0 |  17.1  |  22.9 |  23.4 |      2 25.00% 
0200 |      9 0.081% |  14.8 |  24.1 |  20.7 |  21.0  |  24.0 |  24.1 |      6 66.67% 
0300 |      9 0.081% |  13.4 |  25.6 |  19.0 |  18.8  |  24.4 |  25.6 |      3 33.33% 
0400 |     16 0.144% |  10.9 |  26.7 |  19.2 |  20.1  |  24.9 |  26.7 |      8 50.00% 
0500 |     67 0.603% |   8.8 |  26.6 |  19.0 |  19.6  |  23.1 |  25.4 |     30 44.78% 
0600 |    179 1.611% |   5.7 |  29.2 |  19.9 |  19.7  |  23.6 |  25.9 |     85 47.49% 
0700 |    426 3.835% |   8.8 |  28.9 |  19.5 |  19.8  |  23.4 |  25.7 |    209 49.06% 
0800 |    743 6.688% |   7.6 |  31.6 |  20.6 |  20.7  |  24.1 |  26.4 |    440 59.22% 
0900 |    678 6.103% |   8.2 |  30.8 |  20.6 |  20.7  |  24.4 |  26.8 |    385 56.78% 
1000 |    640 5.761% |   7.6 |  32.5 |  20.5 |  20.7  |  24.5 |  26.8 |    366 57.19% 
1100 |    781 7.030% |   7.4 |  31.9 |  20.8 |  20.9  |  24.4 |  27.4 |    464 59.41% 
1200 |    878 7.904% |   8.5 |  32.8 |  20.5 |  20.7  |  24.1 |  26.4 |    502 57.18% 
1300 |    864 7.777% |   7.4 |  63.0 |  20.4 |  20.5  |  23.7 |  26.5 |    489 56.60% 
1400 |    918 8.264% |   7.1 |  31.6 |  20.2 |  20.4  |  23.6 |  25.6 |    512 55.77% 
1500 |   1117 10.05% |   9.6 |  32.7 |  20.3 |  20.3  |  23.6 |  25.6 |    612 54.79% 
1600 |   1129 10.16% |   8.2 |  39.3 |  20.1 |  20.1  |  23.3 |  25.4 |    573 50.75% 
1700 |   1126 10.14% |   6.9 |  32.1 |  20.2 |  20.3  |  23.3 |  25.3 |    605 53.73% 
1800 |    609 5.482% |   7.3 |  31.8 |  19.9 |  20.0  |  23.2 |  25.3 |    307 50.41% 
1900 |    389 3.502% |   8.1 |  29.6 |  20.1 |  20.1  |  23.7 |  26.4 |    197 50.64% 
2000 |    224 2.016% |   8.9 |  50.5 |  19.9 |  20.2  |  23.2 |  26.0 |    116 51.79% 
2100 |    160 1.440% |  11.3 |  33.8 |  20.0 |  20.0  |  23.4 |  26.3 |     79 49.38% 
2200 |     86 0.774% |   9.0 |  31.9 |  19.9 |  20.1  |  24.2 |  27.6 |     45 52.33% 
2300 |     34 0.306% |  15.3 |  26.9 |  21.1 |  21.0  |  24.3 |  26.4 |     20 58.82% 
---- |  11109 100.0% |   5.7 |  63.0 |  20.3 |  20.4  |  23.7 |  26.1 |   6067 54.61% 
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MetroCount Traffic Executive 

Daily Classes 
 
DailyClass-80 -- English (ENU) 
 
Datasets:  
Site: [8th Street south of RGT] 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Attribute: 8th St S of RGT Friday 
Direction: 5 - South bound A>B, North bound B>A. Lane: 0 
Survey Duration: 8:20 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020, 
Zone:  
File: 8th Street south of RGT 0 2020-11-13 1157.EC0 (Plus ) 
Identifier: NT79FMR7 MC5900-X13 (c)MetroCount 09Nov16  
Algorithm: Factory default axle (v5.02) 
Data type: Axle sensors - Paired (Class/Speed/Count) 
 
Profile: 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020 (7.15041) 
Included classes: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 
Speed range: 5 - 100 mph. 
Direction: North, East, South, West (bound), P = North, Lane = 0-16 
Separation: Headway > 0 sec, Span 0 - 300 ft 
Name: Default Profile 
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Units: Non metric (ft, mi, ft/s, mph, lb, ton) 
In profile: Vehicles = 11109 / 11118 (99.92%) 
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Daily Classes 
   
DailyClass-80 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Monday, November 02, 2020 
         1     2     3     4     5     6     7     8     9    10    11    12    13    
Total 
Mon*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Tue*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Wed*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Thu*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Fri*     1  1176   328    15    32    11     2     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1565  
(%)    0.1  75.1  21.0   1.0   2.0   0.7   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sat      4  1099   307     6    18    11     1     1     0     0     0     0     0    
1447  
(%)    0.3  76.0  21.2   0.4   1.2   0.8   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sun      7   858   238     0    18     1     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1122  
(%)    0.6  76.5  21.2   0.0   1.6   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
Average daily volume 
 
Entire week 
         6   979   273     3    18     6     1     1     0     0     0     0     0    
1285  
(%)    0.4  76.2  21.2   0.2   1.4   0.5   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekdays No complete days. 
Weekend 
         6   979   273     3    18     6     1     1     0     0     0     0     0    
1285  
(%)    0.4  76.2  21.2   0.2   1.4   0.5   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
* - Incomplete 
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Daily Classes 

   
DailyClass-80 
Site: 8th Street south of RGT.0.1SN  
Description: 8th Street between Cleveland PL and Lincoln 
Filter time: 8:21 Friday, November 06, 2020 => 11:57 Friday, November 13, 2020  
Scheme: Vehicle classification (Scheme F3) 
Filter: Cls(1-13) Dir(NESW) Sp(5,100) Headway(>0) Span(0 - 300) Lane(0-16) 
 
Monday, November 09, 2020 
         1     2     3     4     5     6     7     8     9    10    11    12    13    
Total 
Mon      1  1265   355    15    47    19     0     0     0     0     0     0     0    
1702  
(%)    0.1  74.3  20.9   0.9   2.8   1.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Tue      3  1194   334    18    47    17     1     1     0     1     0     0     0    
1616  
(%)    0.2  73.9  20.7   1.1   2.9   1.1   0.1   0.1   0.0   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Wed      4  1263   384    16    46    23     0     0     0     2     0     0     0    
1738  
(%)    0.2  72.7  22.1   0.9   2.6   1.3   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Thu      3  1351   392    18    26    19     0     0     2     0     0     0     0    
1811  
(%)    0.2  74.6  21.6   1.0   1.4   1.0   0.0   0.0   0.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Fri*     1    71    24     4     3     4     1     0     0     0     0     0     0     
108  
(%)    0.9  65.7  22.2   3.7   2.8   3.7   0.9   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sat*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Sun*     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0     0       
0  
(%)    0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
 
Average daily volume 
 
Entire week 
         3  1268   366    17    42    20     0     0     1     1     0     0     0    
1717  
(%)    0.2  73.9  21.3   1.0   2.4   1.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekdays 
         3  1268   366    17    42    20     0     0     1     1     0     0     0    
1717  
(%)    0.2  73.9  21.3   1.0   2.4   1.1   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0   0.0  
 
Weekend No complete days. 
 
* - Incomplete 
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PROPOSED ANB BANK – CARBONDALE, Hendrick Drive & HWY 133 

ANB Bank, a community bank in Carbondale for 19 years, is proposing a new bank building just west of the new City 
Market and Main Street Marketplace to help create a more compact retail/business environment and to reduce vehicle 
trips within the community. With pedestrian and bicycle friendly elements the new bank will help this center become the 
heart of shopping, residences and commerce in Carbondale. 

PROPOSED HIGHLIGHTS LOCATION 

 Location and proximity to the marketplace provide synergies in a mixed-use environment allowing ease of access to
adjacent commercial and residential properties.

 The new ANB Bank building is designed to provide an engaging space for bank customers and the public by serving
as a connector and welcoming gateway between the marketplace and downtown Carbondale.

 The ANB Bank design team considered the character of Carbondale and incorporated elements that reflect
community feedback, such as pedestrian connections and access, responsive landscape, bike racks, benches and
seating, and shared public spaces.

 The design team incorporated multiple public outdoor spaces, including a screened/sheltered outdoor courtyard
along the Hwy 133 trail and an open public plaza at the corner of Hendrick Drive and 133 to allow for a meeting
node for users of the trail and HWY 133. There is also a private outdoor patio for the employees of the bank.

 The site plan provides a extensive pedestrian access through and around the property creating an environment that
is ideal for bicyle use and walkability.

 The design adheres to the Unified Development Code Guidelines and follows New Urban design recommendations
as outlined by the Carbondale Comprehensive Plan.
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2 
 

 

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS BUILDING 

 Sustainability – It is built to meet the current sustainability 
codes of Carbondale. The new bank will use many recycled 
and regionally sourced materials to provide a timeless 
building that reduces the impacts on the environment. 

 Energy Efficient – The bank will follow the energy code for 
new buildings in Carbondale. The new bank will be built to 
reduce its carbon footprint by using energy savings fixtures, 
HVAC systems, solar garden power and many other 
attrubutes to be a state-of-the-art, energy efficient building 
in Carbondale.  

 Accesibility – It is designed to accommodate various means 
of transportation and to reduce vehicle trips the bank. It will 
enhance the Rio Grande multiuse pedrestrian/bicycle trail 
along Hwy 133 and provide easy access into the bank, with 
bicycle parking, a garden area for people to rest and to 
enjoy the outdoors. It will also provide direct connections 
into the shopping center to allow walkers, runners, bicylists 
and others easy access.    

 Adding additional business opportunities – ANB plans to 
subdivide the property to allow more businesses to occupy 
the center and it is included in the development review. The 
northern section (Lot 1) is where the new bank building is 
proposed, and the other (Lot 2) is to be rezoned for mixed-
use.  

 
DRAFT PROJECT RENDERING  
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DRAFT TIMELINE 
 
October 2020: Outreach 
 
November 2020: Application submitted. 
 Rezoning to Commercial/Retail/Wholesale 
 Major Site Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit Applications 

 
December 2020: Work on any required revisions, collecting and submittal of additional information 
 
Spring 2021: Target for project start, if approved. 
 
 
 
 
PROJECT CONTACTS 
 
Owner/Applicant  
ANB Bank  
Carbondale Bank President | Tony Spires | Tspires@anbbank.com | 970-928-1834 
Regional Bank President | John Ward | John.Ward@anbbank.com | 970-544-0393 
 
Local Planner/Landscape Architect 
The Land Studio | Doug Pratte | Landstudio2@comcast.net | 970-927-3690  
 
Outreach Coordination/Project Information 
Project Resource Studio | Kathleen Wanatowicz | Kathleen@prstudioco.com | 970-618-5114 
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