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MINUTES 
BIKE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRAILS COMMISSION 

August 30, 2021 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
Matt Gworek called the in-person/virtual meeting to order at 6:00 pm on August 30, 
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 
Ian Edlind, Member 

Town Staff Present: 
 
 
 
Guests: 

Kevin Schorzman, Staff Liaison 
Ben Bohmfalk, Board of Trustees Liaison 
Kae McDonald, Boards and Commissions Clerk 
 
Keith Walzak, Cushing Terrell 
Dave Dixon, Cushing Terrell 
Sydney Provan, Fehr and Peers Transportation 
Consultants 

CONSENT AGENDA 
Motion Passed:  Laurie moved to approve the Bike, Pedestrian, and Trail 
Commission meeting minutes from June 7, 2021, with corrections as specified by 
Laurie.  Meg seconded the motion, and it was unanimously approved.  
 
PERSONS PRESENT NOT ON THE AGENDA 
Gary Pax came before the commission to make the Bike, Pedestrian, and Trails 
Commission aware of a new ruling effective December 2, 2020, that classifies E-
Bikes as a non-motorized conveyance.  Gary noted that while there are three classes 
of E-Bikes (I, II, and III), most people use Class I bikes which require peddling in 
addition to the electric assist.  He added that in 2019, Park City, Utah, allowed older 
adults 65+ and those of all ages with disabilities to apply for a sticker allowing use of 
an E-Bike within the town limits. 
 
Kevin asked if the BLM ruling included all three classes. 
 
Gary replied in the affirmative but noted that he doesn’t support the use of Classes 
II and III on BLM trails.  Gary also noted that the BLM ruling doesn’t apply to 
easements obtained across private land that originally classified E-Bikes as 
motorized conveyances such as those in place along Prince Creek Road. 
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE 
Keith introduced the Cushing Terrell team which included himself, Dave Dixon, and 
Sydney Provan and noted that they would be willing to provide information at their 
disposal, as needed. 
 
Matt asked Keith to describe how the update fits into the existing Comprehensive 
Plan. 
 
Keith noted that the current update is a supplement to the 2013 Comprehensive Plan 
and the consultants are tasked with rewriting sections identified by the Planning 
Department including growth/population projections, future land use map because 
of population growth, aging in the community, key physical geographies that might 
be appropriate for high density residential development such as Downtown North, 
and active mobility/multi-modal component.  He added that the Comprehensive Plan 
should be considered a “30,000-foot view,” and more of a policy discussion rather 
than a detail-oriented plan.  He did point out that Chapter 5 does contain 
implementation strategies. 
 
Sydney took the lead on the discussion and shared her screen containing the slides 
included in the meeting packet.  She noted that in terms of multi-modal access, there 
are several topics being considered: 

• Existing conditions (which referenced the 2019 multimodal corridor map 
drafted by the BPTC) 

• Barriers to crossing Highway 133 
• The presence of the Rio Grande Trail as an asset 
• Identifying missing sidewalk pieces 

 
Sydney pointed to the 8th Street project outcomes and asked if this could be a 
template for other corridors throughout the community. 
 
Meg responded that that question was a hot topic as the commission members 
worked through the 8th Street corridor plans.  She noted that the value of prioritizing 
on-street parking over more generous space for bike/pedestrian transit was 
discussed at length and, in the end, the Commission’s recommendation was to 
reduce on-street parking in favor of adding additional bike/pedestrian facilities but 
both the Board of Trustees and 8th Street residents preferred to keep the on-street 
parking.  Meg added that 8th Street is a dense neighborhood and other 
neighborhoods’ opinions may differ. 
 
Matt agreed with Meg that that project was more of a referendum on 8th Street than 
anything else. 
 
Sydney continued with her presentation and noted that facilities for improved bike 
riding includes: 

• Sharrows 
• Sidepaths 
• Curb extensions 
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• Raised pedestrian crossing 
 
Sydney asked for feedback on what the commission members deemed appropriate 
for the area.  She went on to enumerate the different aspects of Aging in Place.  
Sydney noted that the next steps would include 

• The expansion of downtown and exploring what the community members 
preferred for a transportation network 

• Identifying high priority bike/pedestrian investments.  This topic would include 
reevaluating the 2019 High Priority Corridor map for missing pieces, 
identifying sidewalk gaps and identifying the top five enhanced 
bike/pedestrian crossings. 

 
Matt thought that the topics of parking, design, aging in place and high priority 
corridors were worthy of discussion.  He noted that there are trade-offs with parking 
and wondered what kind of feedback the consultants were getting on the parking 
topic. 
 
Keith responded that they weren’t getting a lot of feedback on parking as it relates to 
mobility, but it is focused more on the supply of parking in certain areas. 
 
Dave agreed with Keith, noting that the 8th Street Project was the exception. 
 
Niki noted that 8th Street developed as the town’s population grew and there wasn’t 
a lot of forethought in its design.  She asked whether the predictions for population 
growth of 10 to 12,000 people was accurate. 
 
Keith responded that that information was gathered from DOLA and they used it in 
concert with the physical geography to determine a growth population target. 
 
Niki responded that it is incumbent on the BPTC and the Comprehensive Plan update 
to not do what happened on 8th Street.  She pointed out that it is important to envision 
infrastructure for older adults—because the trend is for older adults to comprise 
between 20 to 25% of Carbondale’s population in the next few years.  Niki noted that 
there were compromises made on the 8th Street design and it is not a blueprint for 
anything.  She emphasized the need for a design of all streets based on the 
population projections. 
 
Keith thought that that was an astute observation.  He noted that small towns 
generally don’t have a standalone transportation plan, but with the pace of growth in 
Carbondale such a plan might be what is recommended. 
 
Matt echoed Meg and Niki in his perception that 8th Street was a cumbersome 
process and really an exercise in what the residents liked and disliked.  He thought 
that given the population growth and nuances of each street in Carbondale, it would 
be too much for the BPTC as an advisory board to develop the street designs.  He 
went on to say that he would prefer a professional to put a plan in place.  Matt added 
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that the safety features noted by Sydney are great design tools, but not the only 
tools. 
 
Meg pointed out that it is important to take the long view and gave the example of 
the west of Highway 133 that used to be a long, unbroken path that is now interrupted 
by the City Market entrances.  She thought that it could be a good lesson—where 
there is growth, design a better version rather than be reactionary.  Meg suggested 
making those areas destined for growth a model for bike and pedestrian access.  
She noted that in her opinion traveling parallel to and crossing Highway 133 were 
big challenges. 
 
Matt noted that the definition of a multimodal corridor was not in the 2013 
Comprehensive Plan and asked that the definition used in the 8th Street RFP be 
included in the update. 
 
Niki asked that “Aging in Place” be changed to “Aging in Community” and noted that 
that refers to from the time one is born to the end of life.  She added that in planning 
for the young—like being able to walk side-by-side with a stroller and a dog on a 
leash—it will also accommodate those with assisted mobility devices. 
 
Sydney expressed her appreciation for everyone’s input and that they were open to 
different options for traffic safety.  She asked for feedback on the high priority corridor 
map included in the packet. 
 
Niki pointed out that in addition to the highlighted corridors, there is a lot of traffic on 
the “ditch trails;” these trails intersect with the high priority corridors in many places 
and Niki would like them denoted as high traffic corridors. 
 
Meg reminded the commission members that the map originated as existing and 
aspirational corridors that provide safe passage from day to night.  She noted that 
not all the priority routes have good lighting, but if lighting were added they would 
also be important as safe passage routes.  Meg noted they the BPTC has leaned 
heavily on this map since it was developed about five years ago and it has helped 
identify gaps in desired facilities.  She thought it would be great to include in the 
update. 
 
Matt agreed with Meg and thought the map should be viewed as a living document 
that may change. 
 
RFTA EXPANSION PLAN UPDATE 
The RFTA representative, Dave Johnson, was not in attendance.  This item will be 
tabled until the October meeting. 
 
8TH STREET DESIGN UPDATE 
Kevin noted that by the end of the week, he should have 60 and 70% plans ready to 
present to the Board of Trustees for a discussion concerning final directions.  He 
noted that he had hoped to be ready to get something done this fall, but it is unlikely 
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to happen.  He thought that the better option would be to get the feedback from the 
BOT and put the project out to bid for next spring utilizing the budget line item from 
both 2021 and 2022. 
 
Matt asked if Kevin knew when it would come before the BOT. 
 
Kevin thought that it might be the second regular meeting in September, but that isn’t 
confirmed yet. 
 
STREETSMART ADS 
Matt announced that Kevin had allocated funding to the BPTC to spend on bike 
education and other items to be determined; the funding will allow the Town to join 
the American League of Cyclists, as well as run a few ads in the Sopris Sun.  He 
pointed out that Kevin received the StreetSmart ads from Aspen and with a few 
modifications, would be a good appropriate for Carbondale. 
 
Laurie noted that the “Be Mindful” ad is applicable not just in downtown Carbondale, 
but throughout the community.  For the “Be Aware” ad, she also suggested specifying 
the three-foot distance required of passing vehicles. 
 
Matt was agreeable to the suggested changes and asked when the commission 
members would like to see them run. 
 
Ben suggested confirming with the Police Department whether bikes are required to 
yield at stop signs.  It was his impression that Carbondale didn’t want to make those 
changes allowed by state law. 
 
Kevin asked if the commission members would like the ads to run before winter. 
 
Matt answered in the affirmative and suggested running them in September and 
October. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The August 30, 2021, regular meeting adjourned at 7:20 p.m.  The next regular 
meeting is scheduled for October 4, 2021, at 6:00 pm.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Kae McDonald 


