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MINUTES 
BIKE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRAILS COMMISSION 

March 1, 2021 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
Matt Gworek called the virtual meeting to order at 6:00 pm on March 1, 2021. 
 
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 Edlund, Member 
Adam Wibby, Member (Late) 

Town Staff Present: Kevin Schorzman, Staff Liaison 
Ben Bohmfalk, Board of Trustees Liaison 
Kae McDonald, Boards and Commissions Clerk 
Jen Quevedo, On-call Interpreter 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Motion Passed:  Niki moved to approve the Bike, Pedestrian, and Trail 
Commission meeting minutes from February 1, 2021 with one addition near the 
bottom of page 4: “Laurie clarified that there isn’t currently a municipal ordinance 
regarding this issue.”  Laurie seconded the motion, and it was unanimously 
approved.  
 
PERSONS PRESENT NOT ON THE AGENDA 
There were no persons present not on the agenda. 
 
REVIEW PROPOSED DESIGNS FOR 8TH STREET 
Matt gave a brief introduction to the project.  The survey was available last fall and 
the BPTC has gone through many iterations of design and public comments.  He 
reminded all that were listening that in the 2013 Comprehensive Plan, the TOC made 
it a priority to try to improve multi-modal transportation.  Multi-modal transportation 
is defined as streets with sidewalks and pathways so that getting around town without 
a car was viable and attractive.  The goal was to set up a network of corridors to 
achieve that connectivity; 8th Street from Village to Main Street is a priority corridor.  
Matt noted that he has been on the commission for about three years and the 
commission has heard from many groups and individuals that have all had issues 
with what is happening along 8th Street—cars going too fast, non-contiguous 
sidewalks, no safe place to bike.  CAFCI took on a survey of all the priority corridors 
in 2019—it was a great benefit to the BPTC—they pointed out issues that made 
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walking difficult along our priority corridors.  CAFCI emphasized the need to start 
with 8th Street.  The BPTC then took that proposal to the Board of Trustees and the 
BOT allocated funding to hire a consultant to provide design options to facilitate 8th 
Street as a multi-modal corridor.  He reminded all the participants that the Bike, 
Pedestrian and Trails Commission is an advisory board tasked with making a 
recommendation for approval to the Board of Trustees. 
 
Consultant Presentation 
Chloe proceeded to explain the development of the design options.  She added that 
the BPTC definition of a multimodal corridor was the guiding principle for the design: 

 
“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.” 
 
Chloe then detailed the progression of the project: 

• Phase 1 began in February 2020 with the goal to collect community feedback 
concerning perceived problems along 8th Street: 

o There were 40 responses at the March First Friday with preferences 
for considering side path/bike lanes, speed humps or bulb-outs, 

o Due to Covid, the public outreach shifted to an online survey with 248 
responses returned; responses echoed those issues identified at the 
March First Friday event. 

• Phase 2 took place between September and November 2020 with three 
concept designs created for public feedback incorporating elements to 
address those issues identified during the Phase I outreach. 

o Two of these concept designs were translated into physical 
demonstrations along 8th Street, 

o An online commenting platform elicited 363 votes, 84 comments, two 
resident petitions, 15 public attendees at the October and November 
BPTC meetings, 26 emails, 3 letters, and one voicemail, 

o Major concerns were the possible elimination of parking and 
suggestions that bikes use the roadway (with sharrows). 

• Based on information gathered during Phase I and Phase II, two final concept 
designs were created for consideration. 

o Options A and B are somewhat similar, with the primary difference 
being that Option A has six-foot sidewalks and retains most of the on-
street parking along 8th Street and Option B has nine-foot sidewalks 
and eliminates a good percentage of parking along one side of 8th 
Street. 

o The benefits of Option A are the installation of continuous six-foot 
sidewalks along both sides of 8th Street, bike sharrows installed along 
the roadway, curb extensions at intersections for additional traffic 
calming and limited loss of on-street parking.  The cons of this design 
are no dedicated bike facilities, and potential impacts to trees, utilities, 
driveways, etc.  Estimated costs for Option A are $500,000.00. 
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o The benefits of Option B are sidewalks wide enough to accommodate 
side-by-side walking and children bicycling, bike sharrows installed 
along the roadway, and curb extensions at intersections for additional 
traffic calming.  The cons of this design are no dedicated bike facilities, 
the loss of parking along the west side of 8th Street and potential 
impacts to trees, utilities, driveways, mailboxes, and personal property 
that has been installed within the public right-of-way.  Estimated costs 
for Option B are $685,000.00. 

 
The goal of this meeting is to make a recommendation of one concept for 
consideration by the Board of Trustees. 
 
BPTC Commission Questions/Comments: 
Matt noted there was an error on page 4 of the packet—the 12/17/20 8 pm parking 
count for the East Side should read 24 and not 224. 
 
Laurie wondered if someone turning right onto 8th Street from a side street will need 
to swing into oncoming traffic to navigate the curb extensions.  Chloe responded that 
that would depend upon how well the curb extensions are designed and how tight 
the turning radius is.  Chloe noted that larger trucks may need to swing wider into 
oncoming traffic and accommodations may need to be incorporated into the design. 
 
Ben reminded the commission members that curb extensions are installed along 
Main Street and when someone turns right onto Main they stay in their lane because 
the curb extensions are the same width as the parking. 
 
Matt asked what the width was of the public right-of-way along 8th Street.  Chloe 
responded that it is generally 55 feet but also noted that the design doesn’t utilize 
the entire right-of-way. 
 
Matt followed up by noting that the parkways were placed in different spots on 
Options A and B.  Chloe responded that the parkway locations may change after a 
detailed survey, but she tried to strategically locate the parkway to preserve existing 
trees. 
 
Matt also noted that the centerline had been shifted in Option B.  Chloe responded 
that the centerline was shifted approximately four feet to the west in Option B 
because of the facility placements.  Chloe added that the design tried to minimize 
impacts to the right-of-way. 
 
Public Comments 
Holly Buell (445 N. 8th Street) stated that based upon the location of her property, 
both options would impact her a lot.  She questioned the width of Option B and the 
possibility of using an additional six feet of right-of-way, which would consume most 
of her front yard.  She added that nothing has been done to curb speeding and 
suggested narrow street designs such as those posted on the City of Boulder 
website. 
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Karen Tafejian (492 N. 8th Street) noted that she has been following the process and 
has the following comments: 

• It is safer when pedestrians and bicyclists travel in the same direction, 
• She preferred Option A because parking is at a premium along 8th Street, 
• She reminded the commission members that emergency vehicles must travel 

along 8th Street and she worried that curb extensions might be a challenge for 
them to navigate corners.  She thought that a 10 ½ foot drive lane was wide 
enough to accommodate them, 

• She was concerned about continuous access for mailboxes and driveways, 
• She would like to see less truck traffic, 
• She wondered if the Municipal Code allowed for bicyclists to use the sidewalk 

because there are a lot of young kids riding bikes in the area.  She thought a 
six-foot sidewalk would be adequate, 

• She noted that the current design of the Rio Grande bike crossing at 8th Street 
was safe and urged the retention of the four-way stop at that intersection. 

 
Sue Zislis (648 Surrey Road) was appreciative of the work that has been completed 
on this project and she was receptive to the concerns expressed.  She noted that 
parking isn’t just a convenience and if parking is eliminated along 8th Street, residents 
will park those cars on adjacent streets causing new problems.  She also pointed out 
that there is a long way to go for public transportation in town and for those reasons 
preferred Option A. 
 
Casey Miller (442 N. 8th Street) echoed the sentiments of the previous commenters 
and noted that there several multi-dwelling units along 8th Street with inadequate 
parking.  He was concerned about the number of large trees that may be impacted 
by the sidewalk installation.  He added that he thought 8th Street was an alternate 
truck route and if so, it is not a good idea to mix bicyclists with that kind of traffic. 
 
Ron Kokish (1056 Village Road) explained to the commission members that he was 
the Chair of Senior Matters and on the CAFCI steering committee and talk to 
Carbondale’s older residents all the time.  He was also appreciative of the attention 
that the BPTC and the BOT has given to 8th Street.  He noted that while Public Works 
has letters on file from the three Senior Living facilities in town and all three stress 
the value of wide and continuous sidewalks for their residents, there are more than 
1200 other town residents that are over 60 years of age and they also have the same 
mobility requirements.  These needs are compatible with those of families, children 
navigating town by themselves, and school groups.  He thought both options were 
good but liked the nine-foot sidewalks in Option B.  He did see the advantage of 
retaining parking along both sides of 8th Street to help slow vehicular speeds.  He 
did question the extra $200,000.00 to gain three extra feet of sidewalk.  He also 
noted that when commission members went out and did some impromptu counts, 
the maximum number of parking spaces filled was 38.  The lack of parking seemed 
inconsequential to him. 
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Laurel Catto (310 N. 8th Street) was appreciative of the proactive report.  She 
acknowledged the comment on the width of the collector street and noted that it 
would enhance the pedestrian experience.  She expressed concern on the amount 
of the hard surface in the design and suggested a greener, pedestrian-friendly 
collector street to encourage people to walk and not drive. 
 
Jillene Rector (432 N. 8th Street) noted that the two major concerns of the residents 
along 8th Street are speeding and trucks.  She noted, however, that the big trucks 
need to use this corridor.  She pointed out that with so many working people with 
cars, it would be tough to eliminate parking spaces, so she prefers Option A.  She 
wondered how speeding is being addressed and noted that she has also observed 
many people ignoring the stop signs at the 8th and Colorado intersection.  She would 
prefer the use of Morrison as a bike route. 
 
Marty Silverstein noted that he wasn’t going to comment on either option, but had 
several points he wanted to address: 

• He wanted to thank the BPTC members for their hard work, especially during 
Covid, 

• He noted that he has observed parking along 8th Street completely full at night, 
• Traffic through Carbondale is completely dependent upon Highway 133, so if 

Highway 133 is ever closed, 8th Street is the primary transportation conduit.  
He encouraged everyone to consider the needs of emergency vehicles, 

• He reiterated the need to consider the issue of speeding vehicles. 
 
Makenzie Gates (525 N. 8th Street) preferred Option A.  She agreed with Marty’s 
point about 8th Street being a working neighborhood.  She would like to see a lot of 
effort put forth to save as many trees as possible.  She wondered who would pay to 
move fences, etc. if the design expands beyond the current footprint.  She would 
also like to see more effort put towards slowing people down and noted that she has 
observed semi drivers using the intersection next to her house to turn around. 
 
Heather MacDonald (445 N. 8th Street, Unit B) reiterated the speeding issue.  She 
wondered why the traffic lanes are 10 ½ feet wide when they could be narrower.  She 
has also observed parking along 8th Street is completely full after 10 pm and 
questioned how parking would be distributed given the varying housing densities 
along the corridor. 
 
Joani Lubrant (185 N. 8th Street) stated that she has lived on 8th Street for 44 years.  
She prefers Option A and thought it would be disastrous to take away parking. 
 
Kevin Schorzman read into the record four emails received from concerned citizens: 

• Susan Rhea (901 Wheel Circle):  I prefer a hybrid option - option B but with 
sidewalks as in option A. There would be less erosion of street front properties 
and subsequent lower construction costs, there would still be good room for 
sidewalks on both sides with cycling for less confident riders, and there would 
be better riding for street cyclists with parked cars on one side only. 
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Otherwise, option B is best. Fewer parked cars provides a much safer and 
pleasant walking and cycling space. 

• Mary Groome: I want to voice my support for the 8th St corridor plan that 
maintains parking. 

• Hilda Ramirez (also represents several Spanish-speaking residents along 8th 
Street): We are against any options that eliminate parking and don’t agree 
with bike path. 

• Sean McWilliams (452 N. 8th Street): I favor the Maintain parking concept.  I 
strongly oppose eliminating any parking on 8th St.--there is a shortage of 
parking as it is.  How are they going to provide 6 ft. sidewalks without taking 
3 ft. off my west property line and remain a "Tree City” without removing the 
30 ft tall blue spruce adjacent to the sidewalk? 

 
Nancy Peterson (905 Melissa Lane) supports Option A.  She would also like to see 
less concrete and to keep the trees. 
 
Ryan Larkin (158 Sopris Avenue) would like to save as many trees as possible.  He 
would also prefer to see the design incorporate landscaping and lighting to make 8th 
Street more of a pedestrian corridor. 
 
BPTC Commission Discussion 
Ben asked if there were any factual responses that Chloe need to respond to.  He 
noted three prevalent comments from community members: 

• Impact of the roadway width on speeding, 
• Roadway width, 
• How the use of the public right-of-way may impact people’s yards and cost of 

moving items within that space. 
 
Niki asked Chloe to clarify the issue surrounding the public right-of-way and how that 
might impact people’s yards. 
 
Chloe noted that speed data was continuously collected for several weeks in 
November.  Analysis of the results found that 90% of traffic speeds were between 
20 and 25 miles per hour.  She added that speeding is most likely to occur when 
fewer cars are parked along the street and the addition of curb extensions will also 
narrow the street.  She went on to say that both designs are entirely within the TOC 
right-of-way and there will be no “taking” of private property.  She also pointed out 
that because of the nature of 8th Street as an alternate route to Highway 133, 10 ½ 
feet works well for the types of vehicles using the roadway including emergency 
vehicles as well as providing shy distance for snow removal. 
 
Kevin agreed with Chloe’s assessment and reiterated the need to maintain an 
alternate travel route to Highway 133.  He thought 9 feet would be too narrow and 
stressed the need for emergency vehicles and school buses to be able to travel the 
roadway. 
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Matt pointed out that with the number of cars traveling along 8th Street, even a few 
percentage points of speeding vehicles is a lot. 
 
Chloe referred to the memo and reiterated that the average speed for 85% of 
vehicles was 23 mph. 
 
Adam noted that since he has moved to the northern end of 8th Street, he has found 
it nearly impossible to turn left at the intersection of Cowen Drive and Highway 133 
and reasoned that it is possible that people are speeding to make up time.  He 
thought that if it was easier to turn onto Highway 133, it might lessen the number of 
cars using 8th Street as an alternative route. 
 
Niki wondered if it was possible to address the green space and asked for 
confirmation that 8th Street was a designated truck route. 
 
Chloe pointed out that based on the aerial overlay there may be some impacts to 
existing trees, but it would be hard to tell until a detailed survey was completed.  She 
thought that if it is a priority to save the trees, the sidewalk could be designed to 
meander around them. 
 
Kevin acknowledged that 8th Street is a designated truck route between Merrill and 
Colorado.  He added that trucks are allowed on all town streets if they have business 
on that street or in a particular neighborhood. 
 
Matt appreciated all the comments and concerns.  He noted that because bike lanes 
won’t work, the fall back is wider sidewalks and sharrows.  The wider sidewalks will 
also benefit kids and families.  He likes the idea of a parkway between the cars and 
the sidewalk.  He is concerned about maximizing the existing public right-of-way, but 
thought that steps could be taken to encroach on people’s yards as little as possible.  
He didn’t like the design option that moved the centerline.  He was troubled by the 
parking issue and pointed out that the parking counts completed by Commission 
members didn’t show a significant use of on-street parking.  He added that he wasn’t 
sure that that was a concession that was necessary given the use of 8th Street by 
others in town for transportation.  He preferred Option B with the provision of moving 
the centerline and adding more greenspace. 
 
Niki thought both designs were okay.  She thought that parking was a community-
wide issue that needs to be addressed.  She added that when she envisions the end-
product for 8th Street, it will reflect the multi-modal corridor definition.  She would like 
to see more greenspace and wide, continuous sidewalks on both sides. 
 
Laurie prefers Option B primarily for the wider sidewalks.  She does have some 
second thoughts after hearing about the parking concerns from community 
members.  She has observed wide work trucks parked along 8th Street and thinks 
that that is unsafe. 
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Michael has observed the difference between 6-foot and 9-foot sidewalks throughout 
the town and thought the 9-foot sidewalks would make it easier for families.  He 
acknowledged the concerns about the impacts to the greenspace and hoped the final 
design could make some accommodations.  He preferred Option B with the provision 
of moving the centerline and retaining the greenspace. 
 
Meg appreciated the comments from community members.  She noted that after 
hearing about the parking concerns, she thought that they need to make Option A 
work.  She advocated for the multi-modal features of Option A that will help them get 
to their goal.  She also acknowledged the need for greenspace and reminded 
everyone that these options are only concepts and the actual designs will provide 
more information. 
 
Ian noted the importance of the community feedback and pointed out that if parking 
is eliminated it will expand into other areas.  He thought Option A was still an upgrade 
from the current conditions while still addressing parking concerns. 
Adam supported a hybrid model.  He doesn’t see the need for 9-foot sidewalks on 
both sides of the street, but also thought 6-foot sidewalks aren’t wide enough.  He 
wondered if there was a way to meet in the middle.  He would like to see the 
greenspace placed between the sidewalk and the street to provide a buffer and 
mental space from the hardscape.  He reiterated his desire to see if there was a way 
to improve access onto Highway 133 at Cowen Drive. 
 
Matt noted the concerns about parking and asked about the possibility of moving the 
greenspace to provide a buffer between the street and the sidewalk. 
 
Chloe pointed out that when she was laying out both concepts she looked for the 
least impact to lawn frontage and trees and added that if the greenspace is moved it 
will impact more of the existing vegetation.  She noted that if changes are made at 
the design phase, it should be done strategically to save what already exists. 
 
Niki moved to recommend Option A adding as much greenspace as possible.  
Meg seconded the motion.  
 
Discussion: 
Matt was not in favor of Option A and pointed out that a multi-modal corridor needs 
to have a wider sidewalk. 
 
Adam preferred Option B because it has the most greenspace. 
 
Roll Call: 
Matt: No 
Laurie: No 
Niki: Yes 
Michael: No 
Meg: Yes 
Ian: Yes 
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Adam: No 
 
Michael moved to recommend Option B to the Board of Trustees with consideration 
of opportunities to keep the current centerline alignment and situate the greenspace 
between the sidewalk and the street.  Adam seconded the motion. 
 
Discussion: 
Meg asked if it was possible to find a way to add back some parking and still have 
wider sidewalks. 
 
Chloe noted that the design would be limited by the existing public right-of-way. 
 
Michael thought that if the greenspace was repositioned between the sidewalk and 
street, the trees and shrubs might help with the perceived viewshed and slow 
vehicular speeds.  He thought it would also help pedestrians feel safer. 
 
Chloe noted that by moving the greenspace, it would have a negative effect on the 
current vegetation strips along 8th Street. 
 
Adam asked if diagonal parking might be considered to increase the usable space 
for parking. 
 
Motion Passed: Michael moved to recommend Option B to the Board of Trustees 
with consideration of opportunities to keep the current centerline alignment and 
situate the greenspace between the sidewalk and the street.  Adam seconded the 
motion, and it was unanimously approved. 
 
THE LEAGUE OF AMERICAN BICYCLISTS BIKE FRIENDLY COMMUNITY 
APPLICATION 
This item was tabled to the next BPTC meeting. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The March 1, 2021, regular meeting adjourned at 8:25 p.m.  The next regular 
meeting is scheduled for April 5, 2021, at 6:00 pm.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Kae McDonald 


