City of Glenwood Springs Transportation Commission
July 2022 Commission Regular Meeting Agenda
City Hall, Council Chambers
Tuesday, July 5, 2022, 7:30 – 9:30 am
1. Call to Order / Agenda Modification

2 minutes

2. Approval of the June 7, 2022 Meeting Minutes (Attachment
2a)

2 minutes

3. Comments from Residents and Commission Members for
Items not on the Agenda
a. Avalanche Conditions - Betsy Suerth

10 minutes

4. Long Range Transportation Plan Final Recommendations to
City Council
a. Capital Projects Priority Ranking
b. Plan and Budget Narrative and Policies.
(Attachments 4a and 4b)

20 minutes

5. Transportation Commission Vision Statement (Attachment
5a)
a. Review, Modifications, and Affirmation

10 minutes

6. City Council Work Session Preparation (Attachment 6a)

30 minutes

7. Comprehensive Plan Update
a. Bicycle-Pedestrian Crashes and Injury Data - John
Stephens (Attachment 7a)
b. Commission Discussion

15 minutes

8. Grand Avenue Traffic Calming Concepts – Terri Partch

10 minutes

9. Transportation Demand Management Update – Linda
DuPriest

5 minutes

10. Transit Expansion Analysis Update – Linda DuPriest
a. Request for Proposals issued June 27, 2022

5 minutes

11. Capital Project Specific Updates – Terri Partch
a. Intermountain Transportation Planning Region
(IMTPR) Funding Request for Hwy 6 and 24 Shared
Use Path (Attachment 11a)
b. South Midland, Final Details
c. Other Projects

10 minutes

12. Local Road Safety Plan and Safe Streets and Roads for All
Grant Program Opportunity (Attachment 12a)

10 minutes

13. Agenda Planning for Next Meeting

5 minutes

14. Adjourn (Next Meeting August 2, 2022)

City of Glenwood Springs, Transportation Commission
PROPOSED minutes, regular meeting – June 7, 2022
The meeting convened in city council chambers at 7:35am, adjourned at 9:40am.
Participants included:
Commission members: Ray Alexander, Jon Harman, Dean Kinkel, Steve
Smith, John Stephens, Betsy Suerth, Ralph Trapani
City council member Ingrid Wussow, Shelley Kaup
City staff: Linda DuPriest, Deborah Figueroa, Trent Hyatt, Jenn Ooton, Terri
Partch
Guests: Paula Derevensky, Diane Reynolds
Minutes
May 2022 minutes were approved 6-0-1 (Betsy abstaining).
Traffic calming, speed warning signs
Upon referral from city council (May 19 council meeting), the commission
considered a proposal to use portion of city Traffic Calming Fund to purchase
electronic signs for detecting motor vehicle speed and displaying various messages
to drivers.
Presentations and responses to questions, from guest Diane Reynolds (Take a
Minute Campaign) and from Terri, clarified functional features of the proposed signs
and variations in their design and capacity.
Terri reported that $25,000 remains in the Traffic Calming Fund (of original
$50,000).
Discussion points included reminder that the commission previously established
criteria for traffic calming funding requests, with corresponding intention to
circulate those criteria to commission members and to city council for future use.
The commission recommended to city council approval of up to $14,000 to purchase
electronic signs capable of detecting speed in, and presenting messages to, two lanes
of traffic, signs to be initially experimentally deployed on Grand Avenue/Colorado
Highway 82. Recommendation approved 4-3 (Ray, Jon, and Steve voting against).
Capital projects updates
Terri presented concise updates on transportation capital projects on current-year
priority ranking list:
• 8th Street interim safety improvements—city crew about to begin work on a)
temporary pedestrian path, north side 8th; move crosswalk at 8th/7th eastward.
Commission members variously recommended a) reconsider moving
crosswalk westward instead and b) install rapid flashing beacon at that crosswalk.
Terri will revisit those details with engineering and public works staff.
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• Two Rivers Park bicycle-pedestrian path extension to Highway 6&24—
completed.
• Safety improvements at 8th/Midland—under consideration.
• Rapid flashing beacons at Exit 114, 8th/7th, 6&24/Soccer Field Road,
Wulfson/Midland, and 6&24/CR 135—8th/7th addressed above; Terri will revisit
6&24 and 114 locations with Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT).
• South bridge—90% design drawings are nearly complete; environmental
assessment revision (drainage, airport considerations) is pending; right-of-way
acquisition to begin in August; grant request ($30 million) pending to federal Rural
Surface Transportation Grant Program.
• 6th Street reconstruction—funding in place; final design is pending;
proposed redesign of Maple Street parking was presented.
Comments from commission members included:
- Maple Street currently serves as popular bicycle route, which
would be compromised by proposed parking change (two rows
perpendicular parking, change alleys to one-way); and
- corresponding new attention is needed for safer access to and
across 6th/Laurel intersection
• 27th Street underpasses—Project delayed, pending request for additional
funding through Rebuilding Federal Infrastructure with Sustainability and Equity
funding (RAISE), decision on that requested expected August 2022.
• 6&24 shared-use path reconstruction—city staff have begun initial
engineering/cost estimate work; request for funding is pending through CDOT
Multimodal Transportation and Mitigation Options Fund.
• 8th Street permanent reconstruction—request for consultant design estimate
has been postponed; project to include 10-feet-wide multiple-use paths each side of
8th, retaining walls at railroad crossing.
Discussion of 8th Street reconstruction also revealed that major redevelopment of
confluence area has been postponed indefinitely; city parks department is
considering a smaller park-anchored project there.
Broader discussion of capital projects and allocation of funding included:
- questions about process for allocating funding to projects, including
projects not on council-approved priority ranking (Meadows Mall streets
reconstruction e.g.); and
- corresponding request for clarity in commission’s role in reviewing
capital and/or major maintenance projects.
Terri reported that Federal Highway Administration has compiled traffic safety data
for Glenwood Springs, with possible effects on transportation project ranking.
Details will be presented to the commission when published.
Long Range Transportation Plan, annual update, capital project ranking
The commission discussed potential ranking of transportation capital projects for
city fiscal year 2023. Discussion included:
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- recitation of project-ranking criteria included in Long Range
Transportation Plan 2015-2035:
-- improves safety
-- improves connectivity
-- transportation efficiency
-- expands multi-modal options
-- enhances quality of life
-- reduces congestion
-- minimizes impacts to the environment
-- ease of implementation
-- integrates land use goals and plans
-- improves access to schools;
- continued top ranking of south bridge, and current funding shortfall,
may be overshadowing other important projects;
- staff work continues each year on each of priority-ranked projects.
The commission also discussed possible clarifying recommendations to accompany
project ranking (to be further discussed at next meeting), including:
- name all ranked projects, large and small, in city budget narrative;
- include initial/current cost estimate for each ranked project; and
- reconsider $1 million cost threshold between large and small
projects.
The commission unanimously approved draft recommendation for ranking large
capital projects:
#1 – south bridge
#2 – 27th Street underpasses
#3 – 6&24 shared-use path reconstruction
#4 – 6th Street reconstruction
#5 – 8th Street reconstruction
The commission unanimously approved draft recommendation for ranking small
capital projects:
#1 – 8th/Midland safety improvements
#2 – rapid flashing beacons (various locations)
#3 – 10th Street school-access safety improvements
#4 – 12th Street (Riverside) reconstruction/repaving
NEXT STEPS – The commission will complete final recommendations (projects
priority ranking and policy/narrative) at its July regular meeting.
Comprehensive Plan update
Trent explained integration of transportation projects, policies, and needs into city’s
comprehensive plan update process:
• early process included mobility/transportation focus group
• public comment process has invited comments on mobility
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• plan update steering committee includes transportation expertise
• updated plan will specifically include, by reference, city’s project priority
rankings and transportation policies, possibly Roaring Fork Transportation
Authority 2040 plan
• commission members are welcome/encouraged to attend steering
committee meetings (next meeting June 14, 6pm).
Discussion included observation that various sources for data on transportationrelated crashes, injuries, and deaths appear to be inconsistent among several
sources (including data cited in comprehensive plan revision’s mobility section). All
sources indicate that bicyclist and pedestrian hazards are significant and increasing;
comprehensive plan should include ways to improve bicycle and pedestrian safety.
Traffic/commuter patterns
Trent reported that consultant-prepared data, based on tracking travelers’ cellular
telephones and structured around extensive criteria composed by city engineering
staff, will be delivered to the city at end of June 2022. Resulting insights will include
better information of daily commuter patterns, from, to, and within Glenwood
Springs.
Transportation demand management (TDM)
Linda reported that the city has selected a consultant for designing initial TDM
program. Pending completion of contract, work on the design will begin in late June
2022.
Agenda topics for July 5 meeting
• Long Range Transportation Plan, annual update—final review and
recommendations for plan narrative components and for capital projects ranking
• Bicycle-pedestrian engineering design standards recommendation
• Grand Avenue traffic-calming design concepts
• Transportation demand management, program-development update
• Comprehensive plan update, reports from steering committee, further
commission engagement
Other agenda topics for upcoming meetings
• Commission roles and responsibilities
• Consultation with other boards, commissions, processes
• Capital project-specific updates, as timely
• Citywide emergency access plan
The next regular meeting of the Transportation Commission will be July 5, 2022,
7:30am, city hall.

City of Glenwood Springs Transportation Commission
Long Range Transportation Plan 2015-2035
annual review and recommendations, background
Project-ranking criteria from Long Range Transportation Plan 2015-2035:
-- improves safety
-- improves connectivity
-- transportation efficiency
-- expands multi-modal options
-- enhances quality of life
-- reduces congestion
-- minimizes impacts to the environment
-- ease of implementation
-- integrates land use goals and plans
-- improves access to schools;
DRAFT recommendations, capital projects ranking (from June 7, 2022 meeting)
large projects
#1 – south bridge
#2 – 27th Street underpasses
#3 – 6&24 shared-use path reconstruction
#4 – 6th Street reconstruction
#5 – 8th Street reconstruction
small projects
#1 – 8th/Midland safety improvements
#2 – rapid flashing beacons (various locations)
#3 – 10th Street school-access safety improvements
#4 – 12th Street (Riverside) reconstruction/repaving
Narrative passages accompanying FY2022 project rankings
• south bridge – none
• 27th underpasses – none (assumed construction was imminent)
• 6&24 path - full reconstruction of a functional bike/ped path from Donegan
to Linden, including design, engineering, and construction
• 6th reconstruction – including on-street and separated bicycle facilities, and
including reconfiguring/reconstruction bicycle/ped crossing at Laurel
• 8th reconstruction – east side of bridge to school street: widening 2 lanes plus
center median plus 2 10’-wide sidewalks
• 8th (interim) – full width path on north side of 8th Street from 7th to city
building when funding available; move crosswalk across 8 th to west of intersection
with 7th
• 8th/Midland safety – widen the east-side sidewalk along Midland Ave. from
Oberlin Drive to 8th Street to full-width path, separating it from motor traffic;
constrain or eliminate merge lane from 8th to Midland
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• rapid flashing beacons – I-70 exit 114 westbound off-ramp; 8th @ 7th
crosswalk; Highway 6&24 @ Soccer Field Road - bus stop; Wulfsohn Road @ Midland;
Highway 6&24 @ CR135 - bus stop
• 10th Street school access – on-street bicycle facilities, constructed bulb-outs,
warning lights, restricted car parking near corners (sight distance)
• 12th Street (Riverside) reconstruction/repaving (in separate document) –
remove metal bars parallel to east edge of River Trail; remove railroad rails and worn
crossing pads; repair or replace damaged pavement, full length of 12 th Street east of
trail
Possible additional clarifying recommendations to accompany project ranking
from June meeting discussion
• name all ranked projects, large and small, in city budget narrative
• include initial/updated cost estimate for each ranked project
• reconsider $1 million cost threshold between large & small projects
from FY2022 projects chart (see attachment 4b)
• TDM program development
• parking program
• rebranding Ride Glenwood Springs
• bike-share program
• seasonal tourist circulator

2021 "Large" Project List - over $1,000,000
Type

2021 Approved
Rank

Project / Improvement

6/21 Status
Design in Progress, 90% design
review scheduled for 10/14/21.
ROW planning and negotiations
underwary. Project is funding
dependant.

1

South Bridge.

On Street Bike Facilities

2

6th Street / North Glenwod Landing
Reconstruction and reconfiguration including on-street and separated
Design Kick Off to be scheduled,
bicycle facilities, and including
Design Contract approved 6/17/21.
clarifying / reconstructing the
bicycle/ped crossing at Laurel.

Intersection Improvement

3

Construction Bids anticipated in
27th St. and SH 82 - Grade separated
August with construction to begin in
crossing
October.

4

Hwy 6 Corridor shared use path - Full
reconstruction of a functional bike /
ped separated path from Donegan to Design process not yet begun.
Linden, incl. design, engineering and
construction.

5

8th Street Extension Completion Design in Progress, 90% completed
East side of bridge to School St:
internally. Project is funding
widening- 2 lanes plus center median
dependant.
plus 2-10' wide sidewalks

Bridge and Multi Modal

Bike / Ped Shared-use Path

Bike / Ped On-& Off- Street Improvement

2021 "Small" Project List - under $1,000,000
Type

Bike / Ped On-& Off- Street Improvement

Bike / Ped Shared-use Path

Intersection Improvement

2021 Approved
Rank

Project / Improvement

6/21 Status

1

8th St. Interim Safety improvements Full width path on the north side of
Design process not yet begun. Some
8th Street from 7th St. to City Building
funding is available in the 2021
when full funding available; move
budget.
crosswalk across 8th St. to the West
of intersection with 7th.

2

Two Rivers Park - 6&24 Conection Completion of a coherent Ped / Bike
Connection from Two Rivers Park to Working to get CDOT Mainstreets
grant in place. Project expected to
Highway 6 & 24 bus stop, including
improved access to northern terminus be complete 2021.
of the pedestrian bridge on the east
side of Devereux.

3

8th St. and Midland Ave. Intersection
Safety Improvements - Widen the
east-side sidewalk along Midland
Ave. from Overlin Dr. to 8th Street to Design process not yet begun.
full width path, separating it from
motor traffic, constrain or eliminate
merge lane 8th Street to Midland.

Intersection Improvement

4

RRFB - I 70 Exit 114 @ Westbound offramp
Not yet scheduled.

Intersection Improvement

4

RRFB - 8th St @ 7th St. crosswalk
(plus move)

Intersection Improvement

4

RRFB - Hwy 6 & 24 @ Soccer Field Rd.
Not yet scheduled.
- bus stop

Intersection Improvement

4

RRFB - Wulfson Rd. @ Midland Ave.

Intersection Improvement

4

RRFB - Hwy 6 & 24 @ CR 135 - bus
stop

5

10th Street Surface Improvements –
Blake Ave to School Street. - on
street bicycle facilities, constructed
Not yet scheduled.
bulb outs, warning lights, and
restricted car parking near corners
(sight distance).

On Street Bike Facilities

Not yet scheduled.

Not yet scheduled.
Not yet scheduled.

2021 TDM Program Priority List
Type

Program

2015 Rank

n/a

2021 Approved
Rank

Project / Improvement

1

TDM Program Development Continue to develop comprehensive
strategy for implementing, monitoring
and evaluating a long-term TDM
program for Glenwood Springs

Status
Initial steps taken for Downtown
TDM program; employee travel
survey completed and distributed
6/23/21. Funding for larger
program to be explored in 2022
budget process beginning 7/21

Program

n/a

2

Program

n/a

2

Program

n/a

2

Program

n/a

2

Parking Program - Establish Parking
Enforcement and Development Lead
position to implement and develop
MOVE Paid Parking
Recommendations / Program /
Parking program development in
Enforcement enhancements
progress.
Rebranding of Ride GWS - Handoff
Hwy 6 & 24 service to RFTA to be
MOVE Study final
incoporated in a re-routed Valley
recommendations going to Council
Local sevice.
October 2021
Bike-Share Program - Establish a
RFTA-led regional bike share
seasonal Bike Share program focused
expansion study is underway.
on Tourist / Lodging areas in North
DRAFT governance model
Glenwood and Downtown
presented to RFTA board July 8.
Seasonal Tourist Tram Circulator
Program - Purchase two electric
shuttles and begin running free,
limited shuttle service along Highway
6 & 24 to downtown during peak
summer hours on a trial basis, funded
by bus tax, grants, and advertising
Not yet scheduled.
revenue

presented to city council February 2021

City of Glenwood Springs, Transportation Commission
Vision Statement
The Transportation Commission strives to ensure its priorities at all times align with the
Strategic Vision and Transportation Plan of the City of Glenwood Springs.
Relevant to transportation priorities, the City’s 2020-2025 Strategic Vision includes:
-

Maintaining Glenwood Springs’ small-town character;

-

Developing, constructing, repairing and maintaining high quality infrastructure;

-

Improving the city’s transportation system to meet growing needs for circulation,
access, safety and transit;

-

Ensuring accessibility to recreation facilities and amenities;

-

Opposing any threats to livability and the environment of our community; and

-

Supporting local businesses to enhance economic success.

The City’s Long Range Transportation Plan’s strategic vision is to, create a multi-modal
transportation system that efficiently moves people and goods, enhances the quality of life,
promotes economic vitality and preserves the historic community character that is Glenwood
Springs.
The Transportation Commission prioritizes its efforts, and evaluates development and
transportation proposals submitted to it for comment, according to further the following
priorities:
1) Developing and maintaining a robust, integrated, user-friendly transportation system
for all modes of travel, serving the entire municipality of Glenwood Springs.
2) Reducing the impacts of commuter traffic on the resident individuals, businesses and
cultural identity of Glenwood Springs.
3) Annually updating a proactive, equitable schedule for the repair, reconstruction,
maintenance, signing and striping of existing streets.
4) Fostering and encouraging the use of emerging alternative mobility options including,
but not limited to: cycling, e-bikes, electric vehicles, scooters, on-demand transit, ridesharing, and efficient non-redundant bus & public transit options.
5) Encouraging the City’s leadership in regional planning coordination efforts significant
to the Roaring Fork and Grand Valley corridors.

city code, 020.020.030
(i) Powers and duties of Transportation Commission. The powers and duties of the
Transportation Commission shall be:
(1) To investigate, study and report to the City Council any and all matters concerning
transportation issues which directly affect the City.
(2) To investigate, study and report to the City Council on other intergovernmental
committees, boards or commissions working on transportation issues in the Tri-County (Pitkin,
Garfield and Eagle) area.
(3) To meet with the City Council on an annual basis to identify which transportation
issues require priority attention.
(4) To investigate, study and report to the City Council on grants, donations and other
forms of funding to assist in meeting the transportation needs of the City.
(5) To perform functions concerning oversight of transportation issues or functions as
delegated by the City Council.
(6) To appoint subcommittees as necessary to carry out the foregoing functions subject to
the approval of the City Council.
(in 2021, commission recommended removing or replacing the term
“investigate” in (1) )

City of Glenwood Springs Transportation Commission
preparation for annual work session with city council (July 7, 2022)
possible 2022 topics:
• clarify ground rules, format for work session
• vision statement
• summary of year’s activities
• transportation demand management update
• long range transportation plan, current review & recommendations
• clarify commission roles, responsibilities
• protocol for delivering commission recommendations
• bicycle-pedestrian-trails 2023 master plan update, commission roles
• others
from February 18, 2021 work session
Agenda
1) Introduce commission members, background and experience
2) 2020 activities and accomplishments
• refined commission's vision statement to
a) reduce growth in motor traffic volume and
b) make transportation an enhancement of community values
• commented on traffic/bicycle/pedestrian/transit components of Bell-Rippy
development proposal; commented on options for Blake and Palmer avenues
• commented and actively engaged in MOVE study of BRT enhancements
• recommended bicycle-pedestrian improvements for design of South Midland
• organized commission members into three topical subcommittees to better
focus on specific aspects of transportation improvements—transit, parking, bicyclepedestrian
• crafted draft transportation demand management initiative (TDM)
• delivered annual review and update of recommendations for ranking small and
large transportation capital projects
• collaborated with city staff and council members to increase commission’s
engagement and influence in transportation measures
3) Anticipated 2021 research and efforts
Major emphasis
- continue refining, and implementing, TDM initiative
- follow final stages of MOVE study; integrate with TDM initiative
Continuing services and initiatives
- update recommendations for small and large capital projects
- assist with producing comprehensive bicycle-pedestrian-trails master plan
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update; refine and prioritize maintenance and gap-filling priorities for same
- expand and refine recommendations for transit improvements
- expand and refine recommendations for parking improvements
- initiate discussion of commission serving as city council referral agency for
select projects and proposals
4) Council questions, instructions, discussion

CDOT Crash Summary
Garfield County and Glenwood Springs
Data as reported 6/27/22

Statewide Crash Data 1/1/2012 – 6/23/2022

NM Fatality 22%
NM SI 43%

Garfield County Crash Data 1/1/2012 – 6/23/2022

All Fatalities: 8% Non-motorists
All Serious Injuries: 8% Nonmotorists
Percent of Crashes with Fatality
or Serious Injury : 3%

Glenwood Springs Crash Data 1/1/2012 – 6/23/2022

All Fatalities: 18% Nonmotorists
All Serious Injuries: 36% Nonmotorists
Percent of crashes with Fatality
or Serious Injury: 1%

Data reported in 2022
Comprehensive Plan April Draft
The data shown here from the Draft
Comprehensive Plan shows fewer
Fatalities and Seriously Injured than
shown in the previous slide from the
CDOT Crash Data Dashboard.
This discrepancy may be due to
differing criteria for Seriously Injured
reported in the data.
However, the percent of Nonmotorized (pedestrians plus
bicyclists) involved in Fatalities and
Seriously Injured is consistent in the
two data sets at about 37% of cases.

Crash Event Elements
Season
Lighting
Traffic Locations

Statewide Non-Motorist Crash Data 1/1/2012 – 6/23/2022

Garfield Non-Motorists Crashes 1/1/10 – 6/23/22 - Pedestrians

Glenwood Springs Non-Motorists Crashes 1/1/10 – 6/23/22 - Pedestrians

Garfield Non-Motorists Crashes 1/1/10 – 6/23/22 - Bicyclists

Glenwood Springs Non-Motorists Crashes 1/1/10 – 6/23/22 - Bicyclists

CITY OF GLENWOOD
SPRINGS

HWY 6&24 SHARED USE
SIDEPATH IMPROVEMENTS

101 WEST 8TH STREET
GLENWOOD SPRINGS , CO 81601

CONCEPT DESIGN
PROJECT LIMITS

PROJECT NO./ CODE

VARIES 5.00' MINIMUM
WIDTH FROM TRAVELED
WAY
10.00'
SHARED USE SIDEPATH

EX. GRADE

2.00'
1:6 V:H

2.00'
PAVED
SHOULDER

EXISTING WB LANE
12.00'

WHITE EDGE LINE

1

SHARED USE PATH SECTION, TYPICAL, 10' PATH
STA: 0+00 TO 19+08, 27+56 TO 33+91

5.00' MINIMUM
WIDTH FROM TRAVELED
WAY

2.00' BUFFER
EX. GRADE

5.17' (VARIES)
WALL

8.00'
SHARED USE SIDEPATH

2.00'
1:6 V:H

2.00'
PAVED
SHOULDER

EXISTING WB LANE
12.00'

WHITE EDGE LINE

2

SHARED USE PATH SECTION - CONSTRAINED, 8' PATH
STA: 19+00 TO 27+56,

CITY OF GLENWOOD
SPRINGS

HWY 6&24 SHARED USE
SIDEPATH IMPROVEMENTS

101 WEST 8TH STREET
GLENWOOD SPRINGS , CO 81601

CONCEPT DESIGN
CONCEPT SECTIONS

PROJECT NO./ CODE

8.00'
SHARED USE SIDEPATH
2.00' BUFFER

2.50'
EX. CURB
AND GUTTER
EXISTING WB LANE
12.00'

2.00'
PAVED
SHOULDER

EX. GRADE

WHITE EDGE LINE

SHARED USE PATH SECTION - EXISTING CURB AND GUTTER 8' PATH
STA: 33+91 TO 36+51

3

5.00' MINIMUM
WIDTH FROM TRAVELED
WAY

2.00' BUFFER
10.00'
SHARED USE SIDEPATH
6.76' (VARIES)
WALL

2.00'
PAVED
SHOULDER

EX. GRADE
2.00'
1:6 V:H

EXISTING WB LANE
12.00'

WHITE EDGE LINE

4

SHARED USE PATH SECTION - CONSTRAINED, 10' PATH
NOT USED, FOR CONCEPTUAL REFERENCE ONLY

CITY OF GLENWOOD
SPRINGS

HWY 6&24 SHARED USE
SIDEPATH IMPROVEMENTS

101 WEST 8TH STREET
GLENWOOD SPRINGS , CO 81601

CONCEPT DESIGN
CONCEPT SECTIONS

PROJECT NO./ CODE

10.00'
SHARED USE SIDEPATH
2.00' BUFFER
EXISTING WB LANE
12.00'

EX. GRADE
2.00'
PAVED
SHOULDER
4.07'
WALL

5

WHITE EDGE LINE

SHARED USE PATH SECTION - CONSTRAINED, 10 ' ALTERNATE
NOT USED, FOR CONCEPTUAL REFERENCE ONLY

5.00' MINIMUM
WIDTH FROM TRAVELED
WAY

2.00' BUFFER
8.00'
SHARED USE SIDEPATH

HANDRAIL
3.00'
WALL
(VARIES)

2.00'
PAVED
SHOULDER

EXISTING WB LANE
12.00'

2.50'
WHITE EDGE LINE
EX. GRADE

6

SHARED USE PATH SECTION - CONSTRAINED, 8' ALTERNATE
NOT USED, FOR CONCEPTUAL REFERENCE ONLY
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City Council

STAFF REPORT

City of Glenwood Springs
July 7, 2022

Agenda Item:

Local Road Safety Plan and Safe Streets and Roads for All Grant Program Opportunity

Action Requested:

Review of the draft Local Road Safety Plan and project ideas to reduce speed and improve safety.
Approve moving forward with a Safe Streets and Roads for a planning project to evaluate speed
reduction and safety improvements along SH 82/Grand, SH 6&24 and the West Wulfsohn and Midland
intersection.

Department:

Engineering

Presented By:

Terri Partch

Strategic Goals:

Protect and Preserve our Quality of Life
Ensure Public Safety

Background Info:

The City began working with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Garfield County in 2018
to evaluate road safety issues across the county. CDOT provided crash data from 2017-2021 on state,
county and city roadways for Glenwood Springs as well as peer cities (Aspen, Breckenridge, Frisco,
Rifle and Steamboat Springs). Additionally, crash reports were examined for all fatal and severe
crashes as well as pedestrian and bicycle crashes.
Overall between 2017 and 2021 the city had four fatal crashes and twenty-two crashes with suspected
serious injuries. Midland and Grand Avenue have the majority of the total and severe injury crashes.
Intersection and pedestrian crashes are also over represented compared to peer cities and state data
in these areas.Significant statistics indicating areas where changes or improvements could be made
include:
 10.6% of crashes in Glenwood Springs involved a pedestrian. This number is higher than the
percentage overall statewide (4.0%) and higher than our peer cities (8.3%)
 7.5% of the crashes in Glenwood springs involved a bicyclist. This is higher than the statewide
average of 3.0% and the peer city rate of 5.4%
 Rear end crashes in Glenwood springs were 40.7% of the overall crashes compared to the
statewide average of 29.9% and the peer city average of 37.0%.
 65.3% of the crashes in Glenwood Springs occurred when the speed limit was 25 miles per
hour compared to the statewide average of 6.7% and 36.4 % in peer cities.
 The percentage of fatal collisions and severe injury collisions in Glenwood Springs is 2.0%
compared to a statewide average of 1.8% and a peer city average of 0.9%.
Analysis was also performed for crashes during I-70 closure events. Rear end collisions, pedestrian,
driveway/intersection and careless driving all increased significantly during major closure events.
In May, the Federal government announced one billion in funding to address state and local safety
issues. The grant is called the Safe Streets and Roads for All Discretionary Grant Program. Here is a
program link : Safe Streets and Roads for All The program requires strong safety data to support a
project, regional partnerships and addressing safety issues comprehensively in a community.
These are some ideas for improving safety on SH 82/Grand, SH 6&24 between Laurel and Devereux
and the intersection of West Wulfsohn and Midland:
 Evaluate the implementation of the Access Control Plan and place landscaped medians from
8th to some southern boundary (14th, 27th, city limits). The City receives a lot of complaints









about speeding in the corridor. The hope for the landscaped medians would be to reduce
speed through restricting the roadway section and improve safety by eliminating the cross
traffic turning movements. In addition, pedestrian refuges could be created in the medians at
the high pedestrian volume crossings.
Evaluate the idea of eliminating two signals in the downtown core. The city’s goal for
eliminating the signals would be to allow additional signal timing both for pedestrians and
vehicles at the two remaining signals. The goal for removing signals would be to smooth
traffic flow and reduce rear end crashes.
Evaluate placing an underpass or overpass of SH 82 somewhere between 9th Street and 12th
Street to serve the kids crossing SH 82 to Glenwood Springs Elementary School. The school's
designated safe route to school is at 10th Street, however we would like to poll parents to
determine the most used crossing location. This project would likely be eligible for additional
funding through the Safe Routes to Schools grant program.
Evaluate the use of the parking along Grand between 8th and 14th. The business community
values this area highly as parking. Alternative uses could include widened sidewalks for
pedestrians and merchants and use as a bus lane for RFTA as evaluated in the recent MOVE
Study.
Evaluate the idea of implementing the 6th Street Master Plan on the 6th street corridor from

Laurel to Devereux. The 6th Street Master Plan recommends reducing the overall width of the
drive lanes, adding widened sidewalks and landscaped medians. We anticipate that reducing
the driver’s comfort in this way would reduce overall vehicular speeds and improve
pedestrian safety by channelizing pedestrians to dedicated crossings, and making it difficult
for them to cross in other areas.
 Evaluating the safety of the intersection of West Wulfsohn and Midland. This intersection was
one of the locations of a pedestrian fatality. It also has high transit use.
The grant encourages a community to go through a process of planning and community outreach to
develop an appropriate infrastructure and operations plan to improve safety. City staff would work in
partnership on this project with the Colorado Department of Transportation, the Roaring Fork School
District and the Roaring Fork Transit Authority. This grant request would supply funding for the
planning and outreach process.
If the Council is interested in proceeding, staff will bring back estimates for the planning and
engineering as well as a Resolution to support the grant and adopt the Local Road Safety Plan.

Issues:

None at this time

Fiscal Impact:

Unknown at this time. If the Council is interested in proceeding, I will begin getting planning and
engineering estimates for the project to submit with the grant. The grant match is 20% and would be
funded in 2023.

Legal Review:
Staff Recommendation:

Proceed with developing a project for the Safe Streets and Roads for All Grant Program

MEMORANDUM
To:

Sustainable Strategies DC Client

From:

Sarah Marin, Associate & Client Services Manager

Date:

June 2, 2022

Subject:

DOT Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) Memo

This memorandum provides an overview of the Department of Transportation (DOT) Safe
Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) opportunity and outlines the steps your community will
need to take to work with Sustainable Strategies DC (S2) to submit a competitive proposal.
Please review this memo with the relevant stakeholders in your community and inform S2 of
your intent to apply.
The U.S. Department of Transportation Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) program is offering
grants of up to $30 million to support planning, infrastructure, behavioral, and operational
initiatives to prevent death and serious injury on roads and streets involving all roadway users,
including pedestrians; bicyclists; public transportation, personal conveyance, and micromobility
users; motorists; and commercial vehicle operators. Projects should seek to adopt innovative
technologies and strategies to promote safety, ensure equitable investment in the safety needs of
underserved communities, provide accessibility to all users on public roadways, incorporate
evidence-based projects and strategies, and align with the DOT’s mission and priorities such as
equity, climate and sustainability, quality job creation and economic strength and global
competitiveness. DOT encourages applicants to adopt the “Safe System Approach” for achieving
progress on Vision Zero, and for applicants to utilize “Complete Street” approaches to increasing
roadway safety.
DOT seeks grants to be implemented in 12-24 months, but performance periods of up to 5 years
can be permitted. A 20% non-federal match is required. For FY2022, DOT will provide $1 billion
total in SS4A grants, and will award $5 billion total over five years.
The SS4A program provides funding for two types of grants: Action Plan Grants (for comprehensive
safety action plans) and Implementation Grants:
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 Action Plan Grants ($200,000 - $1 million; up to $5 million for multijurisdictional projects)
are used to develop, complete, or supplement a comprehensive safety action plan. Action Plan must
include the following components:
1. An official public commitment by a high-ranking official and/or governing body to an eventual
goal of zero roadway fatalities or serious injuries (“Vision Zero”) with a target date for Vision
Zero OR an ambitious percentage reduction of roadway fatalities and serious injuries by a
specific date.
2. A body established and charged with oversight of the Action Plan development,
implementation, and monitoring
3. An analysis of existing conditions and historical trends to provide a baseline for crash levels
involving fatalities and series injuries. Based on this analysis, higher-risk locations should be
geospatially identified.
4. Robust engagement with the public and relevant stakeholders that allows for both community
representation and feedback. Plans and processes must be coordinated and aligned with other
plans and planning processes to the extent practical.
5. Identification of underserved communities through data and other analyses in collaboration
with appropriate partners. Should include both population characteristics and initial equity
impact assessment of the proposed projects and strategies.
6. An assessment of current policies, plans, guidelines, and/or standards to identify opportunities
to improve how processes prioritize transportation safety.
7. A comprehensive set of projects and strategies that will address the safety problems described
in the Action Plan. These projects and strategies should be prioritized in a list that provides
time ranges and explains the prioritization criteria used. This list should contain interventions
focused on infrastructure, behavioral, and/or operational safety.
8. Methods to measure progress including outcome data. Must include at minimum, annual public
and accessible reporting on progress toward reducing roadway fatalities and serious injuries,
and public posting of the Action Plan online.
 Implementation Grants ($5 million - $30 million; $3 million minimum for rural projects) are
available to implement strategies or projects that are consistent with an existing, qualifying Action
Plan. Implementation Grants may also fund associated planning and design and supplemental
Action Plan activities in support of an existing Action Plan. DOT encourages Implementation
Grant applicants to include supplemental Action Plan activities in their application to further
improve and update existing plans. Applicants for Implementation Grants must self-certify that
they have in place one or more plans that together are substantially similar to and meet the
eligibility requirements for an Action Plan. Applicants must also upload their plan or plans as an
attachment to the application.

Eligibility applicants include metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs), local governments,
political subdivisions of a state or territory, Tribal governments, and multijurisdictional groups of
entities. A 20% match required.
Applications for the SS4A grant program are due by September 15, 2022.
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Sustainable Strategies DC recommends the following steps to submit a competitive proposal:
1. Grants.gov Submission Issues: We need to confirm that your community has a valid and
active Grants.gov and SAM accounts. If not, we need to take immediate action to register as it
can take more than a month to establish an active account. S2 can take the lead on registering
your locality, but we will need your DUNS number, EIN number and additional information
to do so.
Deadline: ASAP.
2. Confirm Project Scope, Budget, and Match: Your team should set up a call with S2 to discuss
your community’s project concept and determine whether your jurisdiction has an applicable
Action Plan in place. This will help to decide whether to apply for Action Planning or
Implementation. Your team should then draft a bulleted project scope with estimated expenses
for each line item, which will help determine the project budget and size of the 20% local
match. You may wish to coordinate with trusted vendors with the expertise to help produce
safety action plans, to determine the right scope and cost estimation for an action plan.
Deadline: Call to confirm scope and budget by August 15.
3. Consider Multi-Jurisdictional Partnerships: Your jurisdiction should confer with your
local/regional MPO and other neighboring jurisdictions to determine whether a multijurisdictional application, particularly for development of a safety Action Plan, would be more
effective in achieving project goals and application competitiveness. Even if you decide to not
pursue a multi-jurisdictional award, you should consider working closely with your MPO, or
consider having the MPO be the grant applicant.
4. Project Narrative: Narrative elements for SS4A include a 300-word written response for
action planning projects and a 10-page written narrative for implementation projects. S2 will
work with your team to obtain relevant information for these narratives including information
on higher-risk locations and potential locations and corridors for vision zero projects and
strategies. S2 will send a draft out for your team’s review and incorporate all edits and comments
into the final application.
Deadline: Draft narrative for review by August 29, final draft by September 5.
5. Map: Applicants must submit a map that shows the location of the jurisdiction and highlights
the roadway network under the applicant’s jurisdiction.
Deadline: Provide map by September 10.
6. Letter of Match Commitment: If non-Federal share funds or in-kind contributions are from
entities who are not the applicant, your locality will need to include commitment letters or evidence
of allocated cost share as a supporting document. S2 can put together a match commitment letter
for your review and distribution.
Deadline: Send out template letter by August 29 to be signed and returned by September
10.
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7. Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet (for Implementation only): Applicants proposing an
implementation project must complete the self-certification eligibility worksheet to determine
whether your existing plan is substantially similar to an Action Plan. S2 will work with your
team to obtain existing plans and will draft this worksheet for your review.
Deadline: Draft self-certification eligibility worksheet for review by August 29, final draft
by September 5.
8. Submission: All materials must be submitted by Thursday, September 15, at 5:00 PM
EDT.

Please contact Sarah Marin at 202.308.7125 with any questions.
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City of Glenwood Springs, CO
Local Road Safety Plan
July 1, 2022

Meeting the Safety Goals of our Community

INTRODUCTION
The City of Glenwood Springs is committed to improving transportation safety and reducing the risk of
death and serious injury that result from incidents on our local transportation systems. The city is a
vibrant community with a population of 10,630 and 27% Hispanic or Latino population. Without an
identified plan, the risk of fatal or serious injury crashes has remained relatively unchanged over the last
five years. Between 2017 – 2021, four people were killed in the City of Glenwood Springs and 22 people
have had suspected series injuries because of a traffic crash. The city’s “main street” is Grand
Avenue/State Highway 82 which is owned by the State of Colorado. Furthermore, the city of Glenwood
Springs has experienced an increase in unexpected weather events such as wildland fires and mudslides
that has resulted in closures on I-70 and subsequent traffic influxes through the City’s roadway network.

This Local Road Safety Plan was completed with the support of the Federal Highway Administration. It
has been prepared to recognize local road safety needs within Glenwood Springs and identify low-cost
strategies for addressing roadway safety and reducing the risks in the future.
The intent of this plan is to:
•

Increase awareness of road safety and risks through education and enforcement

•

Achieve a reduction in severe crashes

•

Develop lasting partnerships for addressing road safety

•

Develop support for grant funding applications to address road safety

•

Prioritize needed road safety investments

•

Prepare for unexpected weather events that drastically affect our roadway network and the

influences from state highways and I-70
•

Evaluate existing and develop new processes within our City to identify shortcomings and
improve the safety of our transportation system

While this Local Road Safety Plan has been created as a living document for the planning, design, and
installation of systematic safety improvements, solutions for critical locations identified through data
and risk analysis also have been highlighted, as well as strategies for public education that addresses
identified behaviors that have contributed to crashes, and finally data to be used in consideration for
evacuation preparedness and incident management. The FHWA LRSP Do it Yourself website was utilized
for preparation of this plan.

SAFETY VISION, MISSION, & GOALS
The Vision and Mission of this Local Road Safety Plan provides focus to the safety aspects of the City of
Glenwood Springs Strategic Vision and Mission, the Glenwood Springs Comprehensive Plan, and Vision
Glenwood. The Vision, Mission, and Goals of this Local Road Safety Plan area as follows:

Vision:

Goals:

To help all users of the
City of Glenwood
Springs transportation
system to reach their
destination safely.

• Reduce the number of fatal crashes to
Zero by 2030.

Mission:
To advance roadway
safety in the City of
Glenwood Springs by
eliminating fatal and
serious on our
roadways.

• Reduce the number of severe injury
intersection crashes by 50% by 2030.
• Reduce the number of severe injury
pedestrian and bicycle crashes to Zero by
2030.

SAFETY PARTNERS
In addition to the City of Glenwood Springs, multiple partners will be engaged in development and
deployment of this local road safety plan.

List of partners here.
•

Roaring Fork Transportation District (RFTA)

•

Roaring Fork School District (RFSD)

•

Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT)

•

Glenwood Springs Bicycle Advocates

•

Colorado State Patrol

•

Valley View Hospital

•

Colorado Mountain College (CMC)

•

Garfield County (Public Works, Public Health, Sherriff Office)

•

Federal Land Agencies (BLM, USFS)

•

Eagle County (incident perspective)

•

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

PROCESS

The City of Glenwood Springs and Garfield County participated with the Colorado Department of
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration in a FHWA Local Road Safety Planning Pilot
Program in 2018. The following milestones occurred:
January to May 2018: FHWA LRSP Pilot Program and Workshop
May 24, 2018: Status Meeting (Reviewed County LRSP DRAFT and coordinated partner meeting)


City of Glenwood Springs (Engineering and GIS), Garfield County (Public Health by
phone), and FHWA (Resource Center and Division Office)

June 13, 2018: Status Meeting (Partner meeting, Data Discussion, next steps)


Participants:
o City of Glenwood Springs (Engineering and Police Department)
o Garfield County (Public Health – by phone and Road and Bridge)
o Colorado DOT (Region 3)
o Colorado State Patrol
o FHWA (Resource Center and Division Office)

November 2018: City of Glenwood Springs LRSP DRAFT sent out to departments for review

Summer 2021: Re-evaluation of the LRSP and coordination with FHWA

EXISTING EFFORTS
The city does not currently have a Local Road Safety Plan, or a data driven protocol to identify problem
or risk areas within their roadway network. City staff does, however, take all public comments and
concerns to heart. When staff receives feedback from the community, an effort is made to observe
and/or offer a solution to appropriately address the warranted concern. Over the last five years these
improvements implemented/programmed:
•
A grade separated
pedestrian crossing of
Midland Avenue.
•
Multiple Rectangular
Rapid Flashing beacon
installations at non-stop
controlled crossings.
•
Flashing stop signs at a
four way stop.
•
Analysis of existing
intersections that do not
meet the current engineering
standards for sight distances
and angles.
•
Glenwood Springs
Elementary School Pilot
Striping and crosswalk
improvements.
•

Improved School Zone
Signage and Striping

•
Pedestrian Ramp
Replacements
•
Additions to our trails
systems

•
Replacement of a poorly
rated traffic Bridge at 27th
Street
•
Installation of a
separated pedestrian bridge
at 27th Street

This process is supported by the City of Glenwood Springs Engineering department to improve local
roads with the help of FHWA safety solutions.

DATA ANALYSIS AND SUMMARY
CDOT provided crash data from 2017-2021 on state, county, and city roadways throughout the City of
Glenwood Springs. Crash data was also provided for similar peer cities (Aspen, Breckenridge, Frisco,
Rifle, Steamboat Springs) in Colorado as a peer group to compare the crash data. Additionally, crashes
reports were examined for all fatal and severe crashes as well as pedestrian and bicycle crashes. The
City of Glenwood Springs has a substantial amount of pass through and tourist traffic from outside the
community headed to other destinations. Additionally, with recent wildland fires and mudslides the city
has seen an influx of traffic when other non-City roadways in the area have safety closures.
A majority of the total crashes occur on Grand Avenue which coincides with the highest traveled
corridor in the city; however, Midland Avenue has the highest number of suspected severe injury
crashes. Twenty-seven percent of the total crashes occur at intersections and 33% of suspected severe
injury crashes occur at intersections. The table below shows an excerpt of the crash data including the
number of pedestrians, bicyclist, rear end, and intersection crashes. The shaded data indicates these
elements are over-represented compared to the peer cities or the Colorado data.
Overall, Midland Avenue and Grand Avenue has the majority of the total and severe injury crashes in the
city. Intersection and pedestrian crashes are over-represented in the data.

Between 2016 – 2021, the impacts from the Interstate 70 corridor closures is a serious concern. The city
has experienced an increasing number of closures on I-70 due to natural disasters (wildland fires and
mud slides) and traffic incidents. They include:






February 2016: Rock fall in Glenwood Canyon. Closed I-70 east of Glenwood Springs for 4 days
August 2018: Fire in South Canyon. Closed I-70 west of Glenwood Springs
July 2019: Debris event in South Canyon. Closed I-70 west of Glenwood Springs. 27th Street
Bridge was closed during this period as well.
July 2020: Fire in South Canyon. Closed I-70 west of Glenwood Springs.
August 5-24, 2020: The Grizzly Creek Fire. Closed I-70 west of Glenwood Springs though
Glenwood Canyon.




July 29, 2021 – August 14, 2021 – Mudslide on I-70. Closed I-70 west of Glenwood Springs
though Glenwood Canyon.
Ongoing: Safety closures of I-70 west of Glenwood Springs though Glenwood Canyon ongoing
from the potential debris and flash flooding events.

During these extended closures the total and injury crashes shifted. Rear end, pedestrian, driveway
crashes and careless driving all increased significantly during major events.

EMPHASIS AREAS
Emphasis areas are those where the data shows there is overrepresentation in crashes compared to
other roadway elements or contributing factors. The Colorado DOT Strategic Highway Safety Plan
emphasis areas include high risk behavior (distracted, impaired), vulnerable roadway users (pedestrian,
bicycles, motorcycles), severe crash mitigation (intersections, roadway departure), and programmatic
(data, EMS, law enforcement)
Emphasis Area 1: Intersections (including pedestrians)
With 27% of all crashes and 50% of fatal and 33% suspected severe crashes at intersections it is critical
risk area to address in the city. There were 21 pedestrian crashes and 15 bicycle crashes from 20172021. Additional assessment of proximity of the intersection crashes to transit stops and pedestrian
generators will also be essential to identifying the highest risk location for prioritization of
improvements.

Emphasis Area 2: Data
Although through this process the use of crash data has been enhanced including collaboration with
CDOT, updates to the crash data as well as cross referencing traffic violation, 911 emergency data,
maintenance logs, designated safe routes to school crossings, transit routes and stops, and roadway
assets (like signs, pavement markings, etc) are all additional data that can be used to help prioritize
projects that meet the most needs of the community and the safety issues identified.
Emphasis Area 3: Education, Collaboration, and Communication
Eighty-one (81) crashes were rear end crashes many of which occurred during the peak traffic and
events. Consideration of using permanent changeable message signs to keep the traffic informed about
incidents or delays.
Pedestrian safety PSAs in the community in both English and Spanish to remind drivers and pedestrians
the rules of the road. This could be done in conjunction with community groups, public health,
employers, and schools.

CHOOSE PROVEN SOLUTIONS
FHWA’s Proven Safety Countermeasures include many low-cost strategies to improving safety and
reducing risk on roadways. There are many low-cost countermeasures such as signing and pavement
marking that can increase the visibility for both pedestrians and drivers as well as heighten there
awareness for safe locations to be crossing the roadway. Leading pedestrian intervals at signalized
intersections also allows for the pedestrians to be more visible and allowing them to have the right of
way in advance of the vehicles. It also allows for re-timing to ensure pedestrians have ample time to
cross the roadway regardless of their ability.

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION
•
•
•
•

W 6th Street – West of Laurel St
W Wulfson Road and Midland Ave
Devereaux Rd
Signals on Grand Ave (ped timing, number of signals, progression/timing)

FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES
Local, State, and Federal Funding opportunities should all be pursued for improvements based on the
data driven assessment of roadway safety and risks in the City of Glenwood Springs. These safety
solutions can be integrated into maintenance projects, programed capital improvement projects, new
safety projects, and more
Colorado DOT Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funding
USDOT Safety Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) funding
National Highway Transportation Safety Administration (NHTSA) funding
Federal Land Access Program (FLAP) funding
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funding

EVALUATION & IMPLEMENTATION
Describe the process that will be used to evaluate the success of the plan, ensure implementation,
and determine when an update is needed.

•
•
•
•
•

How often will the goals be evaluated to measure success?
When should revision of the plan be considered? (Living Document, every 2 years, etc.)
Will a committee be formed to meet periodically to oversee implementation?
Will the County hold any departments accountable for progress on the plan goals?
Is further involvement needed from safety partners from entities outside the County?

OFFICIAL PLAN ADOPTION

City Engineer

Mayor

City Council

Glenwood Springs Crash Data Summary
Template (v4)
Key Takeaways

Note: Person-level and vehicle-level attributes not available for June 2020-Dec 2021 (some not available
for 2013-2016).














Alcohol- and Drug-Related
o The percent of crashes in Glenwood Springs involving alcohol- or drug-impaired drivers
was 6.5% for 2017-June 2020. This is lower than the 10.3% in Glenwood Springs in 20132016, 7.9% in peer cities in 2017-June 2020, and 7.0% Statewide in 2017-June 2020.
Crash type
o 10.6% of crashes in Glenwood Springs from 2017-2021 involved a pedestrian. This is
overrepresented compared to 4.0% statewide from 2013-2016 and higher than the 8.3%
in the peer cities from 2017-2021.
o 7.5% of crashes in Glenwood Springs from 2017-2021 involved a bicyclist. This is
overrepresented compared to 3.0% for bicyclist crashes statewide from 2013-2016 and
higher than the 5.4% in the peer cities from 2017-2021.
o Rear-end crashes in Glenwood Springs decreased from 46.6% in 2013-2016 to 40.7% in
2017-2021, however this is still overrepresented compared to 29.9% statewide and 37.0%
in the peer cities in 2017-2021.
Light Conditions
o 3.5% of crashes in Glenwood Springs from 2017-2021 occurred in “Dark – Not Lighted”
conditions. This is an increase from 1.7% in 2013-2016, but still less than the statewide
7.4% and the peer cities 8.2% in 2017-2021.
Road Surface Condition
o 10.1% of Glenwood Springs crashes from 2017-2021 occurred on icy, slushy, or snowy
roads. This is higher than 5.9% statewide from 2017-2021, but a decrease from 11.5% in
Glenwood Springs in 2013-2016 and 26.3% in peer cities in 2017-2021.
Roadway Description
o “At Intersection” crashes in Glenwood Springs increased from 27.6% to 32.7% between
the 2013-2016 and 2017-2021 periods. However, “Intersection Related” crashes
decreased from 28.2% to 17.1% between the same periods. Combined, “At Intersection,”
“Intersection Related,” and “At Driveway Access” crashes decreased from 64.9% to 59.3%
between the two periods. This is compared to 63.1% statewide and 60.7% in the peer
cities in 2017-2021.
Alignment
o 28.1% of crashes in Glenwood Springs from 2017-2021 occurred on a grade,
overrepresented compared to 19.6% statewide in 2017-2021 and higher than the 24.1%
in peer cities in 2017-2021.
Motor Vehicle Body Type
o The “Pickup Truck/Utility Van” type was involved in 22.0% of crashes from 2017-June
2020, overrepresented based on 14.3% from 2013-2016 and 14.3% statewide from 2017June 2020. This is also higher than the 18.2% in peer cities from 2017-June 2021.
o The “Passenger Car/Van” type was involved in 36.8% of crashes from 2017-June 2020,
overrepresented compared to 26.5% in peer cities from 2017-June 2020 (but lower than









the 45% statewide from 2017-June 2020 and 40.5% in Glenwood Springs from 20132016).
o The “SUV” type was involved in 26.1% of crashes in Glenwood springs from 2017-June
2020, lower than the 40.3% in peer cities from 2017-June 2020.
Speed Limit
o 65.3% of crashes in Glenwood Springs from 2017-June 2020 occurred when the speed
limit was 25 mph, overrepresented compared to 6.7% statewide and 36.4% in peer cities
from 2017-June 2020.
Motor Vehicle Maneuver
o 4.6% of crashes in Glenwood Springs from 2017-June 2020 involved a vehicle making a
right turn. This is overrepresented compared to 2.3% in peer cities from 2017-June 2020
and higher than 3.1% statewide from 2017-June 2020 (but a decrease from 6.4% in
Glenwood Springs from 2013-2016).
Restraint Use
o A driver was recorded as “not belted” in 18.0% of Glenwood Springs crashes from 2017June 2020, overrepresented compared to 12.4% statewide and 12.6% in peer cities from
2017-June 2020.
o A bicyclist was recorded as not wearing a helmet in 73.3% of Glenwood Springs crashes
from 2017-June 2020, overrepresented compared to 55.2% in peer cities and higher than
69.5% statewide from 2017-June 2020.
Driver Actions
o A driver was recorded as “preoccupied” in 10.3% of Glenwood Springs crashes, a decrease
from 13.9% from 2013-2016 but overrepresented compared to 5.3% in peer cities and
4.7% statewide from 2017-June 2020.

Glenwood Springs Crashes

4/6/2022

Crash Locations
Fatal Injury

Suspected Serious Injury
Suspected Minor Injury
Possible Injury
Property Damage-Only
City Boundary

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri
Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, (c)
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community
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Glenwood Springs Bicycle Crashes
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Bicycle Crash Locations
Fatal Injury

Suspected Serious Injury
Suspected Minor Injury
Possible Injury
Property Damage-Only
City Boundary

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri
Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, (c)
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community
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Glenwood Springs Pedestrian Crashes
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Pedestrian Crash Locations
Fatal Injury

Suspected Serious Injury
Suspected Minor Injury
Possible Injury
Property Damage-Only
City Boundary

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri
Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, (c)
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community
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Glenwood Springs Crashes
During Closures

4/8/2022

Closures Included:
Grand Ave Bridge Closure
South Canyon Fire
South Canyon Mudslide
2020 Landslide
Grizzly Creek Fire
24 car pileup in GW canyon

Closure Crash Locations
Fatal Injury

Suspected Serious Injury
Suspected Minor Injury
Possible Injury
Property Damage-Only
City Boundary

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri
Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, (c)
OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

*2017-2021 Crash Data
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