
Date:  September 1, 2010 
 
To:  Chair and Members of the Metro Vision Issues Committee 
 
From:  Jill Locantore, Senior Planner, Customer Resource and Support 
 
Through: Simon Montagu, Director of Customer Resource and Support 
 
Subject: Summary of Sustainability Actions to Date 
 
REQUESTED ACTION 
No action requested. This item is for information only. 
 
SUMMARY EXPLANATION 

• At its 2009 annual retreat, the DRCOG Board expressed the desire to incorporate 
sustainability into the next major update of Metro Vision 2035, scheduled for 
adoption in January 2011, and ancillary documents. 

• This agenda item describes the subsequent activities that DRCOG undertook to 
address the Board’s desire. Attachment 1 (Incorporation of Sustainability into Metro 
Vision) summarizes those activities and highlights key actions and 
recommendations of the DRCOG Board and Metro Vision Issues Committee.  
Attachment 2 details all relevant actions and recommendations in table format.  The 
additional attachments provide further background information. 

• The update has focused on four main activities: 
o Obtaining stakeholder input 
o Identifying sustainability concepts (a working definition of sustainability) 
o Identifying goals related to the concepts 
o Developing policies related to the concepts and goals 

• MVIC will discuss the remaining sustainability topics at its September and October 
meetings: 

o September - Incorporation of sustainability concepts into vision, goal, and 
policies of the  2035 MVRTP (completion of August 4 MVIC discussion) 

o October -   Potential modifications to the draft water conservation goal 
statement (per July 7 MVIC discussion) 

• DRCOG will release a draft of the updated plans for public comment in November 
 

BACKUP INFORMATION 
Attachments: 
1 Incorporation of Sustainability into Metro Vision  
2 DRCOG Actions and Recommendations to Date 
3  Attendees of DRCOG Sustainability Cafés 
4 Survey Results – Average Ranking of Potential Sustainability Principles 
5 October 21, 2009 Board agenda memo 
6 November 18, 2009 Board agenda memo 
7 Sustainability Work Plan 
8 Draft Schedule of 2035-S Metro Vision Plan and Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP) Criteria Development 
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
For additional information on DRCOG’s ongoing effort to incorporate sustainability into 
Metro Vision, visit http://www.drcog.org/index.cfm?page=MetroVision2035S.  Should you 
have any questions, please contact Jill Locantore at 303-480-6752 or 
jlocantore@drcog.org. 
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Attachment #1: Incorporation of Sustainability into Metro Vision 
DRCOG actions as of August 2010 

Overview 

• At its 2009 annual retreat, the DRCOG Board expressed the desire to incorporate sustainability into the next major 
update of Metro Vision 2035, scheduled for adoption in January 2011.  This necessarily also included the update 
of the Regional Transportation Plan and the Transportation Improvement Program policy. 

• This document describes the subsequent activities that DRCOG undertook as part of the Metro Vision update, 
including key actions and recommendations of the DRCOG Board and Metro Vision Issues Committee.  
Attachment 2 summarizes these actions and recommendations in table format. 

• The update has focused on four main activities: 
o Obtaining stakeholder input 
o Identifying sustainability concepts (a working definition of sustainability) 
o Identifying goals related to the concepts 
o Developing policies and related to the concepts and goals  

Stakeholder input 

• To obtain stakeholder input on the issue of regional sustainability, DRCOG hosted two workshops or 
“Sustainability Cafés” on July 29 and August 10, 2009. 

• More than 100 people attended one or both Cafés, representing a wide range of interests.  See Attachment 3 (list 
of attendees).  Attendees included: 

o Local government staff (34%) 
o Non-profits (26%) 
o Local elected officials (17%) 
o State government officials (9%) 
o Private sector (7%) 
o Other (6%) 

• The first Café focused on the questions “What would a sustainable Denver region look like?” and “What principles 
should Guide DRCOG funding and policy decisions to promote a more sustainable region?”  The second Café 
focused on the questions “How do we know if we are achieving regional sustainability?” and “What indicators 
should DRCOG use to measure progress toward a more sustainable region?”   

• Based on the input received at the first Café, DRCOG staff developed a list of 30 sustainability concepts and 
created an online survey to obtain stakeholder input on the relative importance of these concepts.  See 
Attachment 4 (survey results). 

Sustainability concepts  
• During September and October 2009, the DRCOG Board reviewed stakeholder input from the sustainability cafes 

and refined the list of 30 sustainability concepts down to a list of 17 it would consider further as part of its 
ongoing conversation regarding regional sustainability.  See Attachment 5 (October 21, 2009 Board agenda 
memo).  The 17 sustainability concepts fall into the two categories below. 

Concepts that DRCOG's current plans and programs specifically address: 
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o Provide a variety of transportation options such as transit, sidewalks, bicycle paths and roads  
o Integrate land use and transportation planning  
o Promote use of alternative transportation modes  
o Protect air and water quality  
o Promote vibrant urban centers 
o Provide accessible open space  
o Limit the expansion of the urbanized area through increased region wide density, infill and 

redevelopment  
o Promote regional collaboration  
o Develop a regional plan with goals that every community can make their own  
o Educate elected officials, local government staff, and citizens on sustainability issues  
o Seek integrated solutions that create multiple economic, environmental and social benefits  

Additional concepts within DRCOG's purview, but not overtly addressed in existing plans and programs: 

o Promote efficient use of natural resources  
o Reduce fossil fuel consumption 
o Reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
o Focus on outcomes using performance measures 
o Focus on long term costs and benefits 
o Reduce regional per capita VMT 

 

• These concepts have served as the Board’s working definition of sustainability and have guided subsequent 
Metro Vision update activities. 

Sustainability goals 
• In October 2009, DRCOG staff posted the 17 sustainability concepts to an online discussion forum, along with 

existing Metro Vision goals and examples of additional goals related to these concepts.  The examples came 
from a variety of sources including past conversations of the Board, other plans and policies across the state, 
and policies from peer organizations across the country.  

• Local government staff and elected officials were invited to post comments to the discussion forum in response 
to two specific questions (discussion forum comments are available at 
http://www.drcog.websitetoolbox.com/post?id=3737992): 

o What changes or refinements to EXISTING Metro Vision goals should the Board consider? 
o What ADDITIONAL goals should the Board consider? 

• In November 2009, MVIC (configured as a Board study session at that time) reviewed the discussion board 
comments and example goals, recommended six draft sustainability goals and directed staff to evaluate whether 
the goals were within the realm of the possible.  The Board concurred with MVIC’s recommendations.  See 
Attachment 6 (November 18, 2009 Board agenda memo). 

• In February 2010, DRCOG staff presented the Board with the results of a simple scenario analysis, which 
suggested that while the draft sustainability goals are aggressive, they are not so aggressive as to be impossible 
to obtain, should the region wish to pursue them.  Current policies and planning assumptions show that the 
region would move toward the goals over the next 25 years.  See scenario descriptions and model outcomes, 
below. 

• The analysis further demonstrated the relationships among the goals, and showed that progress on some of the 
goals would contribute to progress on other goals, as illustrated in Figure 1. 
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• Based on the findings, the Board approved moving forward with the following draft goal statements: 
o Increase the rate of construction of alternative transportation facilities 
o Reduce the percent of trips to work by single-occupant vehicle to 65% by 2035 
o Locate 50% of new housing and 75% of new employment within urban centers 
o Eliminate state’s forecasted gap between supply and demand by reducing per capita municipal and 

industrial water use 13.5% by 2030  (equivalent 2035 metric TBD, based on input from the State) 
o Reduce regional per capita VMT 10% by 2035 
o Reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation sector 60% by 2035 - 

consistent with Colorado Climate Action Plan goal of reducing total emissions 20% below 2005 
levels by 2020 

Scenario descriptions 
A. Metro Vision/RTP base case – this scenario includes the currently adopted fiscally constrained transportation 

network and the current Metro Vision land use assumptions. In this scenario, urban centers capture 21% of 
household growth and 50% of employment growth between 2005 and 2035. 

B. More growth in urban centers – this scenario includes the same transportation network as scenario A and 
assumes that the urban center goal is met, so that urban centers are allocated 50% of housing growth and 75% 
of employment growth between 2005 and 2035. In some cases, this meant that urban centers received more 
growth than local governments plans currently anticipate. 

C. Achieve VMT target – this scenario evaluates the impact on GHG emissions that would result if the region 
achieved the proposed VMT target (10% deduction by 2035).   

Note that in all scenarios DRCOG’s model uses transportation analysis zone (TAZ) boundaries as a proxy for urban center 
boundaries. In many cases, the TAZs cover a larger area than the official urban center. 

Model outcomes for 2035  
 

A. Base Case 
B. More growth in 

urban centers 
C. Achieve VMT 

target 
Draft goal  

Water use, change in 
per capita municipal 
and industrial water use 
from 2005 levels 

2.2% 
decrease 

4.4% 
decrease 

N/A 
 

Reduce 13.5%  
by 2030 

Mode share, percent of 
trips to work by single-
occupant vehicles 

80.2%  79.2%  N/A 
Achieve 70% by 

2020 (or 
65% by 2035)1

VMT, change in 
regional per capita VMT 
from 2005 levels 

 

3.8% 
increase 

1.2% 
decrease 

10% 
decrease 

Reduce 5% by 
2020 (or 10% by 

2035) 
Transportation GHG 
emissions,  change in 
annual per capita 
emissions from 2005 
levels2

14% to 41% 
decrease 

 

17% to 44% 
decrease 

26% to 50% 
decrease 

Reduce 40% by 
2020 (or  

60% by 2035) 

 

  

                                                           
1 Note that the goal value is based on U.S. Census data, which calculates mode share differently than the DRCOG model, and 
therefore is not directly comparable to the scenario outcomes.   
2 Ranges reflect varying assumptions regarding future vehicle fuel efficiency levels. 
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Figure 1. Goal Relationships 
 

 

Sustainability policies 
• At its February 2010 meeting, the DRCOG Board approved a work plan and schedule for developing policies 

related to the draft sustainability concepts and goals.  See Attachments 7 (Sustainability Work Plan) and 8 (Draft 
Schedule). 

• The Board also identified the following committee format for addressing policy development: 
o Metro Vision Issues Committee (MVIC) would address sustainability items relative to the updates to 

Metro Vision and the Regional Transportation Plan 
o A work group, comprised of local government staff, Board members and other invited stakeholders, and 

reporting back to MVIC, to address Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) policy updates. 

• DRCOG staff further hosted a series of special Planner Idea Exchanges to obtain local planning staff input on 
potential policy updates related to the Growth & Development and Environment sections of Metro Vision. 

• During the spring and summer of 2010, the TIP Policy Working Group and MVIC made policy recommendations 
incorporating the sustainability concepts and goals into the following plan elements (See Attachment 1, actions 
and recommendations to date): 

o TIP preparation policy 
o Urban Centers policy  
o Community Design policy (expansion of existing Senior Friendly Development section) 
o Water Conservation policy (new element within the environmental element) 
o Transportation policy (final discussion scheduled for September MVIC meeting) 

• The DRCOG Board adopted the final TIP policy in July, 2010. 

• The DRCOG Board is scheduled to act on the revised Metro Vision Plan and Regional Transportation Plan in 
January of 2011. 
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Last update August 23, 2010               Page 1 of 11 

Attachment #2: Incorporation of Sustainability into Metro Vision 
DRCOG actions and recommendations to date  

Decision by Date Topic Details 
DRCOG Board Oct 21, 

2009 
Overall scope The Board identified the following 17 concepts to consider as part of its ongoing discussion of 

sustainability.  The Board selected these concepts from a longer list of 30 concepts that emerged from 
stakeholder workshops that DRCOG hosted in summer 2009. 

• Provide a variety of transportation options such as transit, sidewalks, bicycle paths and roads 
• Promote use of alternative transportation modes 
• Promote vibrant urban centers 
• Protect air and water quality 
• Provide accessible open space 
• Limit the expansion of the urbanized area through increased region wide density, infill and 

redevelopment 
• Integrate land use and transportation planning 
• Promote regional collaboration 
• Develop a regional plan with goals that every community can make their own 
• Educate elected officials, local government staff, and citizens on sustainability issues 
• Seek integrated solutions that create multiple economic, environmental and social benefits 
• Promote efficient use of natural resources 
• Reduce regional per capita VMT 
• Reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
• Reduce fossil fuel consumption 
• Focus on outcomes using performance measures 
• Focus on long term costs and benefits 

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 
(DRCOG Board 
Study Session) 

Nov. 4, 
2009 

Goals MVIC recommended exploring six potential sustainability goals and their implications for inclusion in the 
update of Metro Vision 2035: 

• Increase the rate of construction of alternative transportation facilities 
• Reduce the percent of trips to work by single-occupant vehicle to 70% by 2020 
• Locate 50% of new housing and 75% of new employment within urban centers 
• Eliminate state’s forecasted gap between supply and demand by reducing per capita municipal and 

industrial water use 13.5% by 2030  (equivalent 2035 metric TBD, based on input from the State) 
• Reduce regional per capita VMT 5% by 2020 
• Reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation sector 40% by 2020 - 

consistent with Colorado Climate Action Plan goal of reducing total emissions 20% below 2005 
levels by 2020 
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Last update August 23, 2010               Page 2 of 11 

Decision by Date Topic Details 
DRCOG Board Nov. 18, 

2009 
Goals The Board approved the November 4th MVIC recommendations. 

Metro Vision  
Issues 
Committee 

Feb.  3, 
2010 

Goals, work plan, 
committee options 

MVIC recommended continued exploration of the six potential sustainability goals for inclusion in the 
update of Metro Vision 2035, including revision of three goal statements to extend them to 2035: 

• Reduce the percent of trips to work by single-occupant vehicle to 65% by 2035 
• Reduce regional per capita VMT 10% by 2035 
• Reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation section 60% by 2035 

MVIC further recommended the following: 
• Staff’s proposed sustainability work plan. 
• Establishment of a TIP Policy Work Group to develop the overall TIP policy including some 

sustainability related policies, with MVIC to work on Metro Vision and Regional Transportation Plan 
sustainability items and provide guidance to the work group on sustainability items for the TIP.  

 
DRCOG Board  Feb. 17, 

2010 
Goals, work plan, 
committee options 

The Board approved the February 3rd MVIC recommendations 

Metro Vision  
Issues 
Committee 

March 3, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goals to 
increase the rate 
of construction of 
alternative 
transportation 
facilities and to 
decrease SOV 
travel 

MVIC recommended the follow actions related to the development of the 2012-2017 TIP Policy: 
• Retain the current TIP process and funding commitment regarding transit funding, including TIP 

funding commitments to FasTracks ( $120M total) as approved by previous actions. 
• Retain the existing TIP process for the selection and funding of bicycle/pedestrian projects. 
• Retain the concept of incentivizing complete street features (bicycle, pedestrian, transit) as part of 

roadway projects, rather than requiring them.  Asked the TIP Policy Work Group to review all 
project types to assure multi-modal is properly addressed. 

• Retain the same overall percent share of funding to TDM, and maintain the current amount of 
funding to the RideArrangers Program, with remaining additional TDM funds allocated to the 
Regional TDM Pool.  Net effect for this TIP will be a 50% increase in funding for the Regional TDM 
Pool. 

• Directed the TIP Policy Work Group to explore requiring TDM on large roadway projects (versus 
incentivization) 

• Asked the TIP Policy Work Group to examine broadening sponsor eligibility and consider allowing 
certain TDM projects to be submitted directly for competition in the TIP 
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

April 7, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease per 
capita 
transportation 
GHG emissions 

MVIC recommended the following actions related to the TIP Policy: 
• Retain existing TIP Policies (eligibility, targets) related to projects that directly affect GHG emissions 

(e.g. alternative fuels and vehicles, diesel retrofits, engine idling, truck stop electrification, and 
roadway operation efficiencies.)    

• Directed the TIP Policy Work Group to consider whether project sponsors should be required to 
project the impact of the project on greenhouse gases and define how calculations of GHG 
reductions could be incorporated into TIP criteria without attaching points in Phase 1 selection. 

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

April 7, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
increase the share 
of new housing 
and employment 
in urban centers 

MVIC recommended the following modifications to TIP Policy (direction to the TIP Policy Working Group): 
• Prioritize urban centers that are within ¼ mile of a current or future rapid transit station OR that 

are currently served by transit service with 30 minute headways or less 
• Modify urban center scoring criteria – add more project-related points for urban centers that 

attend to increasing density, implementing senior-friendly policies, incorporating workforce 
housing, etc. 

• Broaden the current Station Area Master Plan funding program to fund urban center planning as 
well ($750 K per year, plus $500 K of currently unallocated STAMP funds) 

TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 

April 15, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease SOV 
travel 

The TPWG recommended that large TDM projects (over $200,000 federal) can be submitted directly for TIP 
funding in the Air Quality Improvement project type category, and proposed that recognized TMO/TMAs 
be eligible to submit them with support from the affected local entities. 

TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 

April 29, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease per 
capita GHG 
emissions 

The TPWG recommended that large (over $1,000,000 federal) Traffic Signal System Improvement Program 
(TSSIP) projects can be submitted directly for TIP funding in the Air Quality Improvement project type 
category if OK’d by several DRCOG groups and committees. 
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Last update August 23, 2010               Page 4 of 11 

Decision by Date Topic Details 
Metro Vision  
Issues 
Committee 

May 5, 2010 Metro Vision 
policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
increase the share 
of new housing 
and employment 
in urban centers 

MVIC recommended the following modifications to Metro Vision Urban Centers Policy: 
• Vision: Our region will become an international model for healthy, livable communities by developing 

vibrant urban centers connected by a robust multi-modal network throughout the metro area.  While 
each urban center will be unique, all urban centers will: 
o be active, pedestrian-, bicycle-, and transit-friendly places that are more dense and mixed in use 

than surrounding areas;  
o allow people of all ages and incomes to access a range of housing, employment, and service 

opportunities without sole reliance on having to drive; 
o promote regional sustainability by reducing per capita vehicle miles traveled, air pollution, 

greenhouse gas emissions and water consumption; and 
o respect and support existing neighborhoods. 

• Goal: Urban Centers will accommodate 50 percent of new housing and 75 percent of new 
employment between 2005 and 2035. 

• Policies:  
1. Regional advocacy and investment.  DRCOG will take a proactive role in identifying 

opportunities, providing resources and directing investment toward programs and infrastructure 
improvements that help local governments and the private sector develop successful urban 
centers. 

2. Minimization of harmful competition.  The region will advocate for changes to tax structure to 
minimize detrimental competition among local governments for revenues and support 
collaborative progress toward the urban center vision. 

3. Location.  Metro Vision encourages the development of urban centers at infill and 
redevelopment sites within the UGB/A throughout the metro area, while recognizing the unique 
significance of the Denver central business district. Metro Vision prioritizes urban centers 
around existing or proposed light rail stations or with high frequency bus service. 

4. Multi-modal connectivity.  Urban centers will have high levels of internal connectivity and will 
be well-connected to the region at large. 

5. Housing options. Urban centers will support housing suitable for a wide range of incomes and 
the full spectrum of life stages, providing better links to jobs, services and amenities and 
reducing the combined cost of housing and transportation. 

6. Transportation options. Modes such as walking, bicycling and transit will be equally competitive 
with driving within urban centers. 

7. Design: Innovative planning, zoning and urban design strategies will promote higher-density, 
mixed-use development and pedestrian activity within urban centers. Parking management 
strategies, such as parking maximums and pricing strategies where appropriate, will minimize 
the potential negative effects of parking on urban center development and multi-modal access. 
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 

May 27, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
increase the share 
of new housing 
and employment 
in urban centers 

The TPWG recommended the following revisions to TIP policy, based on direction from MVIC  (see above) 
and input received at the April 28, 2010, Planner Idea Exchange: 

• Metro Vision implementation criteria (project- and sponsor-related criteria for all projects) 
o Reduce Metro Vision sponsor-related points from a maximum of 8 to a maximum of 4: 

 1 pt – Adopt Metro Vision community design policies, including policies that 
promote senior-friendly development 

 1 pt – Implement alternative mode plans (focus on implementation over the next 
four years) 

 2 pts – Signed the Mile High Compact (note: MVIC did not accept the TPWG’s initial 
recommendation to award only 1 pt if signed/reaffirmed before Dec 2007). 

o Add 4 project-related points for projects located within or near and supporting urban 
centers: 
 1 pt – Zoning: Urban center where the community has implemented zoning or 

development plans that allow a mix of uses with minimum gross densities higher 
than the minimum required for urban center designation 

 1 pt – Parking management: Urban center where the community has adopted 
parking management strategies that increase the competitiveness of non-SOV 
travel modes 

 1 pt – Mixed-income housing: urban center where the community has committed 
to preserve or develop mixed-income housing. 

 1 pt – Financial commitment:  Urban center where the relevant capital 
improvement program, operating budget or equivalent has allocated funding over 
the next four years to the construction or implementation of supportive 
infrastructure, facilities or programs located within the urban center. 

o The TPWG failed to reach consensus regarding modifications to existing project- location-
related evaluation criteria specific to urban centers and referred the issue back to MVIC (see 
below). 

• Definition of “near” urban centers and rapid transit stations: 
o For bus service projects, directly serving the urban center or rapid transit station platform 
o For all other projects, within ½ mile of the urban center boundary or rapid transit station 

platform 
 
 

Continued on the next page . . .  
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 
(continued) 

May 27, 
2010 
(continued) 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
increase the share 
of new housing 
and employment 
in urban centers 
(continued) 

The TPWG recommended the following revisions to TIP policy, based on direction from MVIC  (see above) 
and input received at the April 28, 2010, Planner Idea Exchange (continued): 

• Urban center plans (eligibility criteria, required scope and evaluation criteria specific to this 
project type) 

o Broaden existing Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) eligibility criteria and required scope to 
include urban centers 

o Eliminate scope requirement for an area market study 
o Add scope requirements for a housing strategy, parking strategy, implementation strategy, 

and quantifiable goals 
o Eliminate preference for new studies versus next-step studies (treat the two study types 

equally) 
o Use the following combined urban center/station area plan evaluation criteria: 

 10 pts – Current (2005) VMT per capita (from DRCOG travel model) 
 20 pts – Percent reduction in SOV mode share between 2005 and 2010 (from 

DRCOG travel model) 
 10 pts – Development potential (from DRCOG land use model) 
 10 pts – Percent of the study area that is brownfields or would be 

infill/redevelopment 
 6 pts – Percent of the study area in low-income or minority areas 
 6 pts – Number of different property owners 
 38 pts – Metro Vision and other considerations common to all projects 

 
TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 

May 27, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
reduce per capita 
transportation 
greenhouse gas 
emission 

The TPWG recommended the following revisions to TIP policy: 
• Air Quality Improvement (AQI) Projects: 

o Add a new greenhouse gas emissions reduction evaluation criterion; 0-6 points based on 
project reducing up to .4% of the regional emissions total for CO2.   

• Second Phase Selection Criteria: 
o Require the calculated GHG reduction for 6 project types be reported. 
o Require the percentage of multimodal connectivity points received by roadway operational 

projects be reported. 
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
TIP Policy 
Working 
Group  

May 27, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease SOV 
travel 

The TPWG recommended the following revisions to TIP policy: 
• Bicycle projects: 

o Retain the bicycle project emphasis level between connectivity traits and user criteria “as 
is” and change the cost-effectiveness criteria to cost per person mile. 

• TDM: 
o Do not require TDM on large roadway projects 
o Take 2% of the first phase roadway capacity target off-the-top and direct to the regional 

TDM pool. 
 

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

June 2, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
increase the share 
of new housing 
and employment 
in urban centers 

MVIC recommended the following modifications to TIP Policy (after the TIP Policy Working Group failed to 
reach consensus and referred the issue back to MVIC – see above): 

• Project-location-related evaluation criteria specific to urban centers (criteria for all projects, 
apply points for only one of the following options): 

o 6 pts – Urban centers that are within ¼ mile of a rapid transit station 
o 5 pts – Urban centers currently served by transit with 15-minute headways or less 
o 4 pts – Urban centers currently served by transit with 30-minute headways or less 
o 2 pts – All other urban centers and rapid transit stations 
o 0 pts – Not in or within proximity of an urban center or a rapid transit station 

 
Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

June 2, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease SOV 
travel  

MVIC accepted the following TIP Policy Working Group recommendations: 
• Bicycle projects: change the cost-effectiveness criteria to cost per person mile. 
• TDM: Take 2% of the first phase roadway capacity target off-the-top and direct to the regional TDM 

pool.   

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

June 2, 
2010 

Regional 
Transportation 
Plan policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
reduce VMT per 
capita 

MVIC recommended including statements of support for: 
• federal and state legislation related to VMT-based fees 
• pay-as-you-drive auto insurance options  
• requiring a tolling component (e.g. managed lanes) on new freeway lane additions projects where 

feasible  
• allowing tolling of existing freeways or major tunnels/bridges (with involvement from all impacted 

local communities) 
• parking pricing mechanisms 
• revenue generated by these strategies would be used for alternative mode investment 
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 

June 10, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease SOV 
travel 

The TPWG recommended Increasing the emphasis of multimodal connectivity for the scoring of roadway 
projects.   The number of maximum points was raised to 15.   Various points for each of the following, up to 
15 points (of a possible 35), will be awarded for the following features being included in and newly 
constructed by the project: 
• 1 point for including minor transit operational features - bus pads 
• 3 points for including major transit operational features - queue jump lanes 
• 2 points for including transit amenities (e.g., bus shelters, benches, multimodal information kiosks) 
• 4 points for building a new multimodal path, bike lanes, widened curb lanes, or paved shoulders to 

accommodate a bike facility on a regional or locally adopted plan for the entire length of the project 
• 7 points for grade separating an existing bike/ped trail from the road 
• 1 point for providing bike amenities (e.g., bike racks, bike lockers) 
• 2 points for building pedestrian links that connect to adjacent public uses, or to private uses that are 

existing, or have already been through the entitlement process, but haven’t been built 
• 1 point for providing pedestrian-oriented street lighting for the entire length of the project 
• 1 point for providing street trees and/or a landscaped buffer between the roadway and sidewalk within 

the street zone for the entire length of the project 
• 2 points for detaching sidewalks to a minimum buffer of 6 feet from the roadway 
• 2 points for widening sidewalks to a minimum width of 8 feet 
• 2 points for incorporating transit priority at project signals 
• 1 point for incorporating bicycle activation at project signals 
• 2 points for providing one or more protected roadway crossings for pedestrians (e.g., center refuge, 

bump-outs, flashing lights, raised pedestrian crossing on turn lanes, etc.).   
• 4 points for adding a new travel lane, or redesignating an existing general purpose travel lane, for 

transit/HOV use (and turns by general purpose traffic) for a continuous distance longer than a queue 
jump lane but not more than 1,800 feet.  The TIP Policy Working group referred the redesignation of an 
existing general purpose travel lane to MVIC for concurrence (see below).   

 
TIP Policy 
Working 
Group 

June 24, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to all of 
the draft 
sustainability goals 

The TPWG recommended the draft 2012-2017 TIP Policy document. 
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

July 7, 2010 Metro Vision 
policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
reduce per capita 
water  
consumption 

MVIC recommended adding a new “Water Conservation” section to Metro Vision, with the following 
Vision, Goal, and Policy statements: 

• Vision:  Our region will maximize the wise use of limited water resources through efficient land 
development and other conservation strategies. 

• Goal: Eliminate the state of Colorado’s forecast gap between supply and demand by reducing per 
capita municipal and industrial water use 13.5% by 2030.  Note: MVIC directed staff to identify 
specific programs and projects to include in the goal statement. 

• Policies: 
1. Regional collaboration.  DRCOG will bring together local governments, water providers and 

other stakeholders to facilitate collaborative efforts to promote water conservation. 
2. Best practices.  DRCOG will work to increase understanding of the link between land 

development and water demand, and to identify best practices for promoting the efficient use 
of water resources across the region. 

3. Efficient land development.  Compact development, infill and redevelopment consistent with 
DRCOG’s urban growth boundary/area and urban centers policies will help reduce water 
demand and related infrastructure costs. 

 
Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 

July 7, 2010 Metro Vision 
policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
sustainability 
concept of 
integrating land 
use and 
transportation 
planning 

MVIC recommended expanding the current Senior Friendly Development section to cover community 
design more broadly, with the following Vision, Goal and Policy statements: 

• Vision: Communities will accommodate the transportation, housing, social, economic, 
environmental, health, recreational and service needs of a growing and aging population through 
sustainable development patterns and community design.  The successful integration of 
multimodal transportation and land use will create healthy communities that provide for people of 
all ages, incomes and abilities.  Communities will pay particular attention to the needs of seniors, 
which represent the fastest growing segment of the population. 

• Goal: Promote development patterns and community design features that meet the needs of 
people of all ages, incomes, and abilities while supporting a variety of Metro Vision goals including: 

o Locate 50 percent of new housing and 75 percent of new employment within urban 
centers 

o Reduce the percent of trips to work by single-occupant vehicle to 65 percent by 2035 
o Reduce regional per capita vehicle miles traveled (VMT) 10 percent by 2035 
o Reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation sector 60 percent by 

2035 
o Reduce per capita municipal and industrial water use 13.5 percent by 2030 

 
Continued on next page . . . 
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee 
(continued) 

July 7, 2010 
(continued) 

Metro Vision 
policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
sustainability 
concept of 
integrating land 
use and 
transportation 
planning 
(continued) 

MVIC recommended expanding the current Senior Friendly Development section to cover community 
design more broadly, with the following Vision, Goal and Policy statements (continued): 

• Policies 
1. Education and Support.  DRCOG will provide education and support for local efforts to 

implement community design policies, such as those listed below, that help integrate land use 
and transportation, and that meet the needs of people of all ages, incomes and abilities. 

2. Housing Options, Location and Affordability. Allow and encourage a diversity of housing types 
and a mix of housing densities that accommodate residents throughout the various stages of 
their lives and allow them to age in community. Locate housing so as to maximize access to 
employment, services, shopping, volunteer and educational opportunities, entertainment and 
cultural venues.  Increase access to and availability of affordable rental and for-sale units that 
meet our region’s present and future housing demands.  

3. Density.  Promote development densities that make walking, bicycling or taking transit viable 
options, thereby reducing reliance on the automobile and enhancing the independence of 
people who prefer not to drive or are unable to because of age, income or ability. 

4. Distance-to-transit.   Promote higher density development, including affordable and senior-
friendly housing, within a half-mile walking distance of transit to allow for transit use and 
increase the mobility of transit-dependent populations. 

5. Diversity.  Promote mixed-use development that locates compatible uses close together, such 
as senior housing near social service providers, medical offices and shopping opportunities. 

6. Development patterns.  Promote human-scaled development (as opposed to auto-oriented) 
patterns that are easy to navigate and enhance multi-modal connectivity (e.g., grid-based 
street patterns).  Create pedestrian and bicycle friendly environments by providing sidewalks, 
narrowed street crossings (distance across street), manageable curb cuts, adequate crosswalk 
signal timing, medians as midway stopping points, traffic calming measures, bicycle and 
pedestrian access to transit facilities, and improved bike paths and trail systems. Establish 
“level-of-service” standards for pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 

7. Universal Design. Enable the widest spectrum of people, regardless of age, income or ability, 
to more easily participate in community life by increasing the proportion of areas usable by 
people of diverse abilities and avoiding the need for subsequent modifications. Design public 
spaces to ensure safety and comfort, support wayfinding, and facilitate social networking, 
physical activity, and time spent outdoors.  
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Decision by Date Topic Details 
Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee  

July 7, 2010 
 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to the 
draft goal to 
decrease SOV 
travel 

MVIC supported allowing (and awarding points) for redesignating an existing general purpose travel lane 
for transit/HOV use (and turns by general purpose traffic) for a continuous distance longer than a queue 
jump lane but not more than 1,800 feet .  The TIP Policy Working Group referred this issue to MVIC for 
concurrence – see above.   

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee  

July 7, 2010 TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to all of 
the draft 
sustainability goals 

The MVIC recommended the draft 2012-2017 TIP Policy document. 

DRCOG Board 
of Directors 

July 21, 
2010 

TIP policy 
recommendations 
related to all of 
the draft 
sustainability goals 

The Board of Directors adopted the 2012-2017 TIP Policy document. 

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee  

Aug. 4, 
2010 

Incorporation of 
sustainability 
concepts into 
vision, goal,  
policies and action 
strategies of the  
2035 MVRTP 

MVIC supported changes to vision, goal, policy and action strategy statements except those noted as 
needing further discussion (shaded in the agenda memo). 

Metro Vision 
Issues 
Committee  

Sep 1, 2010 Incorporation of 
sustainability 
concepts into 
vision, goal, and 
policies of the  
2035 MVRTP 

Additional action strategies related to sustainability (extrapolations of previous TIP Policy 
recommendations and new proposals) will be considered . 
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Attachment #3: 

Attendees of DRCOG Sustainability Cafés #1 (July 29) and #2 (August 10) 

   

Café 
#1 

Café 
#2 

Organization Name Title 

X 
 

36 Commuting Solutions Audrey DeBarros Executive Director 

X X 
Alliance for Sustainable 
Colorado 

Nichole Goodman Policy Director 

X 
 

American Institute of 
Architects 

Merlin Maley Associate, RNL  

X X 
American Lung 
Association 

Margaret Linn 
 

X X 
American Lung 
Association 

Natalia Swalnick 
Air Quality/Clean Cities 
Manager 

X X Arapahoe County Doug Milliken Treasurer 

X X Arapahoe County Julio Iturreria 
Long Range Planning 
Manager 

 
X Arapahoe County Michael Devers Treasurer's Office 

X 
 

Arapahoe County Richard Devers 
 

 
X Blue & Yellow Logic Kendra Sandoval 

 
X X Boulder County Bill  Davidson 

Long Range 
Planning/Policy Team 

 
X Boulder County George Gerstle Transportation Director 

X X CDOT Jeffrey J. Sudmeier 

Transportation Planner, 
Division of 
Transportation 
Development 

X X CDOT Michelle Scheuerman 

Planning Section 
Manager, Division of 
Transportation 
Development 

X X CDOT Region 1 Darin Stavish Regional Planner 

X 
 

CDOT Region 4 Myron Hora 
Region Planning and 
Environmental Manager 

 
X CDPHE Jessica Osborne 

Active Community 
Environments/Physical 
Activity Coordinator  

X 
 

CDPHE Zac Graves 
Climate Change 
Strategist 

 
X CDR Associates Paul  Aldretti 

Senior Program 
Manager 

 
X Central City Bob Spain Alderman 
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Café 
#1 

Café 
#2 

Organization Name Title 

 
X Central City Tom Reilly Alderman 

X 
 

CHBA Kim Calomino 
Vice President of 
Technical and 
Regulatory Affairs 

 
X 

City and County of 
Broomfield 

Dennis McCloskey Council Member 

X X 
City and County of 
Denver 

Ellen Ittelson CPD-Planning 

X 
 

City and County of 
Denver 

George Delaney 
Deputy Manager of 
Finance and 
Administration 

 
X 

City and County of 
Denver 

Peggy Lehmann Council Member 

X X 
City and County of 
Denver 

Rick Garcia Council Member 

 
X 

City and County of 
Denver 

Steve Gordon 
Development and 
Planning Supervisor 

X X City of Aurora 
Elizabeth "Libby" Tart-
Schoenfelder 

Senior Planner I - 
Development Review 

X X City of Aurora John Fernandez 
Comprehensive 
Planning Manager 

X X City of Boulder Louise Grauer Long Range Planning 
X 

 
City of Boulder Macon Cowles Council Member 

X 
 

City of Boulder   Matt Applebaum Mayor 

X X 
City of Boulder Public 
Works 

Betty Solek Water Quality Planner 

X X City of Commerce City Chris Cramer Planning Manager 
X X City of Commerce City Jim Benson Council Member 
X X City of Federal Heights Joyce Thomas Mayor 

 
X City of Golden Steve Glueck 

Planning and 
Development Director 

X X City of Golden Theresa Worsham 
Sustainability 
Coordinator 

X 
 

City of Greenwood 
Village 

Thomas Reiff 
Land Use / 
Transportation Planner 
II 

 
X City of Lafayette Chris Cameron Mayor 

X 
 

City of Lakewood David Baskett Traffic Engineer 

 
X City of Lakewood Joni Inman 

Director, Office of the 
Mayor and City 
Manager 
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Café 
#1 

Café 
#2 

Organization Name Title 

X X City of Lone Tree iLona Major   
Sustainability 
Coordinator 

X 
 

City of Lone Tree Jennifer Drybread  Senior Planner 
X 

 
City of Lone Tree Pat Braden Council Member 

X 
 

City of Lone Tree Public 
Works 

John P. Cotten Public Works Director 

 
X City of Louisville Gavin McMillan City Planner 

 
X City of Louisville Paulos Wood 

 
X 

 
City of Sheridan Cliff Mueller Council Member 

X 
 

City of Thornton Glenda Lainis  Policy Planning Manager 

 
X City of Thornton Karen Widomski 

Policy Analyst, City 
Development 

X 
 

City of Wheat Ridge Sally Payne 
Senior Planner, Long 
Range Planning 

 
X Clear Creek County Bert Weaver 

Community 
Development Director 

 
X Clear Creek County Fred Rollenhagen Planning Director 

 
X Clear Creek County Harry Dale County Commissioner 

X 
 

Clear Creek County Lisa Vogel Lands Department 

X 
 

CNU Ronnie Pelusio 
Principal, Wolff Lyon 
Architects  

X X 
Colorado Coalition for 
the Homeless 

Randle Loeb Board of Directors 

 
X 

Colorado Environmental 
Coalition 

Stephanie Thomas  
Smart Growth Campaign 
Coordinator 

X X CRES Phil Von Hake  
Communications 
Director 

 
X 

CU Environmental 
Center 

Sarah Dawn Haynes 
 

X 
 

Denver Commission on 
Aging 

Joe Halpern 
Denver’s Senior 
Advisory Committee  

X 
 

Denver International 
Airport 

Jeff Arneson Environmental Services 

 
X 

Denver Office of Human 
Rights  

Laureen Ferris City Inspector 

X 
 

Denver Region Mobility 
Access Council 

Tex Elam 
 

X X DOLA Andy Hill 
Department of Local 
Affairs 

 
X DOLA Susan Kirkpatrick Executive Director 

 
X Douglas County Elizabeth Kay Marchetti Senior Planner 
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Café 
#1 

Café 
#2 

Organization Name Title 

X 
 

Douglas County Steve Koster 
Long Range Planning 
Manager 

X 
 

DRMAC Angela  Schreffler  Executive Director 
X 

 
Enterprise Karen Lado Local Office Director 

X 
 

FRESC Blake Pendergrass Organizer 

 
X Gilpin County Forrest Whitman County Commissioner 

X X Gilpin County Jeanne Nicholson County Commissioner 

X 
 

Governor's Office Alice Madden 
Governor's Climate 
Change Coordinator 

X 
 

Interfaith Power and 
Light 

Nelson Bock Program Director 

 
X 

InterMountain 
Corporate Affairs 

Drew Kramer 
Director of Strategic 
Communications 

 
X Jefferson County Kathy Hartman County Commissioner 

X 
 

Jefferson County Will Kerns Transportation Planner 

X 
 

Jefferson Economic 
Council 

Preston Gibson President and CEO 

X X Kaiser Permanente Monica Buhlig 
Community & Local 
Government Relations 

X X Latina Initiative Liliana Flores 
Advocacy & Outreach 
Coordinator 

 
X 

Leeds School of 
Business 

Bill Shutkin 
Chair in Sustainable 
Development 

X X Move Colorado Randy Harrison Executive Director 
X 

 
RAQC Ken Lloyd Executive Director 

 
X RAQC Steve McCannon Program Manager 

X 
 

RNL Tom Hootman 
Director of 
Sustainability 

X X 
Rocky Mountain Climate 
Organization 

Tom Easley Director of Programs  

X 
 

Rocky Mountain 
Institute 

Chad Riley 
Consultant, Built 
Environment Team 

 
X 

Rocky Mountain 
Institute 

Elaine Gallagher Adams 
Senior Consultant, Built 
Environment Team 

X X RTD Susan Johnson 
Landscape 
Architect/Urban Design 

 
X 

Southeast Energy 
Efficiency Project 

Bob Yuhnke Transportation Director 

X X 
Southwest Enery 
Efficiency Project 

Mike Salisbury 
Transportation Program 
Associate 
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Café 
#1 

Café 
#2 

Organization Name Title 

X X Town of Castle Rock Martin Hudson 
Long Range Project 
Manager 

X X Town of Erie Cheryl Hauger Trustee 

 
X 

Town of Lyons 
Community Foundation 

Christy Crosser Advisory Board Member 

X 
 

Town of Lyons Julie VanDomelen Mayor 

 
X Town of Nederland Martin Cheshes Mayor 

X X Town of Parker Bryce Matthews 
Comprehensive 
Planning Manager 

X 
 

Transit Alliance Kathleen Osher Executive Director 

 
X Tri-county Health Carol McClennan  

 
X X 

ULI (Sustainability 
Committee) 

Chris Achenbach  
Zocalo Community 
Development Principal 

X 
 

USGBC Deb Kleinman 
Executive Director, 
Colorado Chapter 

 
X 

Woodbine Ecology 
Center 

Pavlos Stavropoulos 
Sustainability 
Coordinator 

 
X 

Woodbine Ecology 
Center 

Shannon Francis 

Indigenous 
Permaculture 
Coordinator & 
Instructor 

X X Xcel  Beth Chacon 
Environment Policies 
Relations Manager 

 
X 

 
Miriam McGilvray  

 
X 

  
Vaughn Pepper 

Advisory Committee on 
Aging chair 
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Attachment #4: Survey results –  Average ranking of potential 
sustainability principles  

Potential principles that could guide DRCOG policy and funding decision to promote a 

more sustainable region.  Principles developed based on input received at the July 29 

Sustainability Café. Survey results as of August 7, 2009; 77 respondents.  

 

2.45

2.43

2.33

2.31

2.27

2.21

2.13

2.11

2.10

2.07

2.06

2.05

2.01

2.01

1.98

1.98

1.97

1.96

1.93

1.93

1.89

1.88

1.85

1.85

1.82

1.75

1.72

1.67

1.66

1.62

Provide a variety of transportation options including transit, sidewalks, bike paths and roads

Promote efficient use of energy, water and other natural resources

Integrate land use and transportation planning

Reduce fossil fuel consumption and increase renewable energy utilization

Seek integrated solutions that create multiple economic, environmental and social benefits

Promote a shift from driving to alternative transportation modes

Protect air and water quality

Limit growth of the urbanized area through increased density, infill and redevelopment

Promote regional collaboration among governments, non-profits and the private sector

Create financial incentives for sustainable practices

Focus on long term costs and benefits for current and future generations

Reduce greenhouse gas emissions

Promote economic development that provides good jobs and protects the environment

Promote vibrant urban centers

Create a regional plan with goals that every community can adapt and make their own

Create “15-minute neighborhoods” where all daily activities are within a short walk

Educate elected officials, local government staff, and citizens on sustainability issues

Reduce the amount that each household drives (VMT)

Create a more self-sufficient region

Share tax revenues to create fiscal stability and reduce competition between jurisdictions

Create inclusive communities that accommodate all incomes, ages, and ethnic groups

Promote “green,” energy efficient buildings

Promote local agriculture

Promote public health

Focus on outcomes using performance measures

Provide a variety of housing options including affordable housing

Reduce waste and increase recycling

Create close-knit communities with a strong sense of place

Provide access to open space

Attract and develop an appropriately educated workforce

Most preferred 

Least Preferred 
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Date:            October 21, 2009  

To:  Chair and Members of the Board of Directors 

From:  Simon Montagu, Director, Customer Resource and Support 

Subject: Incorporating Sustainability into Metro Vision: Next Steps 

Provide direction to staff on sustainability items to move forward to discussion board 
and November Board Study Session/Metro Vision Issues Committee 

REQUESTED ACTION 

• Since 2008, DRCOG has held several study sessions on sustainability issues (see 

SUMMARY EXPLANATION 

http://www.drcog.org/index.cfm?page=RegionalSustainabilitySeries26) and at the 
Board’s 2009 annual retreat, attendees expressed a desire to incorporate 
sustainability into the next major update of Metro Vision 2035, scheduled for 
adoption in January 2011. 

• To obtain stakeholder input on the issue of regional sustainability, DRCOG hosted 
two workshops or “Sustainability Cafés” on July 29 and August 10, 2009.   

• At its September 2 Study Session, the Board reviewed outcomes from the 
Sustainability Cafés, including 30 potential sustainability “principles”.  During the 
study session DRCOG staff conducted a straw poll regarding the sustainability 
principles, which produced ambiguous results. 

• At its September 16 meeting the Board directed staff to conduct an online straw 
poll to obtain less ambiguous input on which items Board members would like to 
include in DRCOG’s discussion on regional sustainability goals. Members were 
apprised via email of the availability of the online poll on September 30, were sent 
an email reminder on October 2, and were sent yet another email reminder (and 
date extension) on October 7. 

• The online straw poll divided the items into three categories (see Attachment 1 for 
explanation):  

• items DRCOG's current plans and programs specifically address (and 
therefore will automatically be included in the discussion);  

• items within DRCOG's purview but not overtly addressed in existing plans 
and programs; and  

• items currently not within DRCOG's purview and that would require 
additional resources to address.    

September 1, 2010 MVIC - Attachment #5
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• The straw poll asked respondents to indicate items from categories 2 and 3 for 

inclusion in the Board’s discussion of regional sustainability goals. Thirty-three 
Board members responded.  Attachment 2 shows the final results of the poll. 

• Staff requests Board guidance on which if any items from categories 2 and 3 
to include in the discussion going forward. Staff will post items from category 1 
and any of the Board’s selected items from categories 2 and 3 to an online 
discussion board, so that Board members and their staff can provide input on 
potential goals or other changes to Metro Vision related to these items.  Please 
note that: 

• inclusion of an item on the discussion board does not imply the Board 
will act; the discussion board is a continuation of the conversation, 
and 

• DRCOG staff will emphasize in the discussion board instructions that all 
participants are urged to think in terms of goals and to keep the discussion 
at the “30,000 foot” level. 

• Staff will also post to the discussion board existing DRCOG goals related to 
sustainability (e.g., increase overall regional density by 10% between 2000 and 
2035) and if the Board desires, staff will provide examples of other types of goals 
or changes to Metro Vision that could be considered.  

• Results from the discussion board will be the primary topic of the November 4 
Study Session/MVIC meeting, with an eye toward drafting any changes for Board 
consideration at its November 18 meeting. 

 

Attachments:  

BACKUP INFORMATION 

1. Potential items for inclusion in the DRCOG Board’s discussion on regional 
sustainability goals 

2. DRCOG online sustainability straw poll results 
 

 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

For more information contact Jill Locantore at 303 480-6752 or jlocantore@drcog.org or 
Simon Montagu at 303 480-6763 or smontagu@drcog.org.   
 
Additional information about the Sustainability Cafés is available on DRCOG’s Web site: 
http://www.drcog.org/index.cfm?page=StakeholderWorkshops 

September 1, 2010 MVIC - Attachment #5
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Attachment 1: Potential items for inclusion in  

the DRCOG Board’s discussion on regional sustainability goals  
 

October 21, 2009   Page 1 of 4 
 

 

Table 1:  The following items are matters that DRCOG’s plans and programs 

specifically address, and will be included in the Board’s discussion of regional 

sustainability goals. 

Item Notes 

A. Provide a variety of transportation options 
such as transit, sidewalks, bicycle paths and 
roads 

Metro Vision’s Transportation Vision states “A 
balanced multimodal transportation system 
will include rapid transit, a regional bus 
system, a regional roadway system, local 
streets, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and 
associated system and travel demand 
management services.” 

B. Integrate land use and transportation 
planning 

Metro Vision Transportation Policy #12 states 
“Land Use Integration: Implement 
transportation system components that 
support Metro Vision’s urban growth 
boundary/area, urban centers, open space 
and associated concepts.” 

C. Promote use of alternative transportation 
modes 

DRCOG’s RideArrangers program promotes 
and provides transportation options with the 
following services: carpool matching, 
vanpools, telework programs, schoolpools, 
Guaranteed Ride Home, and Bike to Work 
Day. 

D. Protect air and water quality Metro Vision includes vision, goal and policy 
statements specifically focused on air and 
water quality; DRCOG prepares a Clean Water 
Plan; DRCOG’s Regional Transportation Plan 
must meet federal air quality conformity 
requirements. 

E. Promote vibrant urban centers Metro Vision includes vision, goal and policy 
statements specifically focused on urban 
centers. 

F. Provide accessible open space Metro Vision includes vision, goal and policy 
statements specifically focused on open space. 

G. Limit the expansion of the urbanized area 
through increased region wide density, infill 
and redevelopment 

DRCOG’s urban growth boundary/area is 
intended to achieve a 10 percent increase in 
the region’s overall density between 2000 and 
2035.  Metro Vision “encourages local 
governments to use overlooked vacant parcels 
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the DRCOG Board’s discussion on regional sustainability goals  
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and under-developed parcels for infill and 
redevelopment.”  

H. Promote regional collaboration DRCOG’s mission statement is “DRCOG is a 
place where local officials can work together 
to solve the region's problems.” DRCOG has a 
history extending more than 50 years of 
collaboration on matters ranging from 
transportation policy to aging services to 
growth and development to elevator 
inspections. 

I. Develop a regional plan with goals that every 
community can make their own 

The Mile High Compact is a voluntary 
agreement among Denver metro area cities 
and counties to manage growth throughout 
the region by adhering to the principles 
outlined in Metro Vision.  The plan provides a 
framework that promotes regional goals while 
allowing each community to grow and develop 
in the manner of its choosing. 

J. Educate elected officials, local government 
staff, and citizens on sustainability issues 

DRCOG regularly provides information, 
resources, workshops and study sessions on 
sustainability issues.   

K. Seek integrated solutions that create 
multiple economic, environmental and social 
benefits 

Metro Vision is consistent with this sentiment. 

 

Table 2: The following items fall within DRCOG’s purview but are not overtly 

addressed in existing plans and programs.  Board direction is needed on whether 

these items should be included in thier discussion on regional sustainability goals. 

Item Notes 

A. Promote efficient use of natural resources Metro Vision currently addresses only 
conservation of water and environmentally 
sensitive lands. 

B. Reduce fossil fuel consumption The DRCOG Board endorsed similar 
sentiments in its Interim Federal Authorization 
Principles.  One of the implied goals/outcomes 
of DRCOG’s RideArrangers and Traffic Signal 
Programs is to reduce gasoline consumption. 
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C. Focus on long term costs and benefits  This sentiment is consistent with 
contemporary definitions of sustainability. 

D. Provide financial incentives for sustainable 
practices 

DRCOG allocates certain types of funding and 
already, to some degree, awards funds to 
sustainable projects. 

E. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions Colorado’s FASTER Act requires the state 
transportation plan (which incorporates 
DRCOG’s Regional Transportation Plan) to 
“address reductions in greenhouse gas 
emissions.” The state therefore will be looking 
to the Board for input. 

F. Consider economic development in land use 
and transportation decisions 

SAFETEA-LU requires the metropolitan 
planning process to consider projects and 
strategies that will “support the economic 
vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by 
enabling global competitiveness, productivity, 
and efficiency.” 

G. Consider public health in land use and 
transportation decisions 

Metro Vision’s growth and development and 
transportation elements loosely address this 
sentiment. 

H. Provide neighborhoods where the majority 
of activities are within a short walk 

Metro Vision’s growth and development 
element, such as urban centers, loosely 
addresses this sentiment. 

I. Reduce regional per capita VMT Metro Vision’s transportation element loosely 
addresses this sentiment. 

J. Provide a variety of housing options 
including affordable housing 

Metro Vision’s growth and development 
element, such as senior-friendly development, 
loosely addresses this sentiment. 

K. Promote inclusive communities that 
accommodate all incomes, ages, and ethnic 
groups 

Metro Vision’s senior-friendly development 
element loosely addresses this sentiment. 

L. Focus on outcomes using performance 
measures 

DRCOG has calculated performance measures 
in the past, for example in the report 
“Measuring Progress: Regional Performance 
Measures and Indicators.” 
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Table 3.  The following items are currently outside DRCOG’s purview and would 

require additional resources to address.  Board direction is needed on whether these 

items should be included in DRCOG’s discussion on regional sustainability goals. 

Item Notes 

A. Promote “green” jobs, for example in 
renewable energy industries 

EDCs and chambers typically address issues 
related to jobs.  DRCOG’s role would need to 
be clearly defined to avoid duplicative or 
redundant efforts. 

B. Attract and develop an appropriately 
educated workforce 

EDCs, chambers, school districts and 
institutions of higher education typically 
address this issue. DRCOG’s role would need 
to be clearly defined to avoid duplicative or 
redundant efforts. 

C. Promote a more self-sufficient region Participants in the Sustainability Cafés 
discussed the Denver region’s reliance on 
imports including energy for transportation 
and other sectors as well as imported food. 

D. Share tax revenues to create fiscal stability 
and reduce competition between jurisdictions 

Historically this is addressed at the local level 
and generally with strong angst about 
addressing it regionally. DRCOG’s role would 
need to be clearly defined. 

E. Promote “green,” energy efficient buildings Currently addressed at the local level by way 
of jurisdictions’ code and zoning preferences. 

F. Reduce waste and increase recycling Currently addressed primarily at the local level 
and by homeowners associations in 
conjunction with waste management 
providers. 

G. Promote close-knit communities with a 
strong sense of place 

Historically addressed at the local level to 
assure individual “community character” is 
established and/or maintained. 

H. Promote local agriculture Currently addressed primarily at the state 
level. DRCOG’s role would need to be clearly 
defined to avoid duplicative or redundant 
efforts. 

I. Increase renewable energy utilization Currently addressed primarily at the state 
level. DRCOG’s role would need to be clearly 
defined to avoid duplicative or redundant 
efforts. 
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Attachment 2.  DRCOG Online Sustainability Straw Poll Results

33 Respondents

Table 2. Items currently within DRCOG's purview

Number 

indicating 

"Include"

Percent of 

Respondents

Precent of 

Board 

A. Promote efficient use of natural resources 27 82% 48%

B. Reduce fossil fuel consumption 24 73% 43%

E. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions 24 73% 43%

L. Focus on outcomes using performance measures 23 70% 41%

C. Focus on long term costs and benefits 22 67% 39%

F. Consider economic development in land use and 

transportation decisions
21 64% 38%

I. Reduce regional per capita VMT 21 64% 38%

J. Provide a variety of housing options including affordable 

housing
21 64% 38%

K. Promote inclusive communities that accommodate all 

incomes, ages, and ethnic groups
21 64% 38%

G. Consider public health in land use and transportation 

decisions
19 58% 34%

D. Provide financial incentives for sustainable practices 16 48% 29%

H. Provide neighborhoods where the majority of activities are 

within a short walk
15 45% 27%

Table 3. Items currently outside DRCOG's purview

Number 

indicating 

"Include"

Percent of 

Respondents

Precent of 

Board 

I. Increase renewable energy utilization 19 58% 34%

F. Reduce waste and increase recycling 16 48% 29%

D. Share tax revenues to create fiscal stability and reduce 

competition between jurisdictions
15 45% 27%

E. Promote “green,” energy efficient buildings 15 45% 27%

C. Promote a more self-sufficient region 14 42% 25%

H. Promote local agriculture 13 39% 23%

A. Promote “green” jobs, for example in renewable energy 

industries
9 27% 16%

G. Promote close-knit communities with a strong sense of 

place
9 27% 16%

B. Attract and develop an appropriately educated workforce 4 12% 7%

Number and percent of respondents indicating that each item should be included in 

the DRCOG Board's discussion of regional sustainability goals

October 21, 2009 Page 1 of   2
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Attachment 2.  DRCOG Online Sustainability Straw Poll Results

33 Respondents

As we look at these suggestions, I think it's important to separate "vision" from action plans, processes. 

"Vision" needs to be specific enough to support the fundamentals that we want to support but broad enough 

to change as technologies and processes/approaches change.

Our opportunity with Table 3 issues is to partner with other organizations whose primary focus is already on 

those issues to present comprehensive regional solutions.

Let's complete this exercise and start doing the job!

DRCoG will find success if it continues to focus on regional policy.  I think it is most effective when it 

educates and uses our own regional successes as examples.  Sharing an inventory of best practices used to 

achieve those successes will be particularly helpful.

continue to consider practices that promote senior friendly communities

Comments

I don't think DRCOG should expand into the areas identified in Table 3 as these issues are already being 

addressed by other jurisdictions/agencies/private entities. In section 2, it was very difficult to determine 

whether to "include" or "exclude" because it is unclear to me what inclusion means...particularly when the 

comment was that Metro Vision currently "loosely" addresses this element.   I would need more information 

before supporting inclusion.

Philosophically, each community should decide for itself what "sustainability" means. These initiatives can 

then be measured against benchmarks established by DRCOG and reported as to what those efforts will 

yield for the region and for the community. This way DRCOG becomes the resource, the scorekeeper and 

the advisor - but not the policeman.

To me, some of the things in the middle section belong some place besides in the 'Sustainablilty" topic.

Modify Group 2, Item 1.  Promote efficient and environmentally responsible use of natural resources.  Add 

"conservation" include fossil fuel conservation.

Focus on and promote regionalism.  This is an important issue that deserves more attention.

I think it is important water supply, land use and transportation planning be coordinated on a regional level.  

Water quality and quantity are connected and should be addressed by DRCOG.

make use of existing building(schools) instead of new structures for recreation purposes.

October 21, 2009 Page 2 of   2
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Date:   November 18, 2009 
 
To:  Chair and Members of the Board of Directors 
 
From:  Simon Montagu, Director, Customer Resource and Support 
 
Subject: Incorporating Sustainability into Metro Vision 
 

Motion to adopt the decision of the November 4 Study Session/Metro Vision Issues 
Committee (MVIC) to explore six potential sustainability goals and their implications for 
inclusion in the update of Metro Vision 2035. 

REQUESTED ACTION 

 

• At the Board’s 2009 annual retreat, attendees expressed a desire to incorporate 
sustainability into the next major update of Metro Vision 2035, scheduled for 
adoption in January 2011. 

SUMMARY EXPLANATION 

• To obtain stakeholder input on the issue of regional sustainability, DRCOG hosted two 
workshops or “Sustainability Cafés” on July 29 and August 10, 2009.   

• At its September 2 Study Session/MVIC meeting, the Board reviewed outcomes from 
the Sustainability Cafés, including a list of 30 sustainability concepts.   

• At its October 21 meeting, the Board identified 17 concepts it will consider further as 
part of its ongoing conversation on regional sustainability goals: 11 that DRCOG’s 
current plans and programs specifically address and 6 that are within DRCOG’s 
purview, but not overtly addressed in current plans and programs.  

• Attendees at the November 4 Study Session/MVIC reviewed these 17 items and 
discussed example goals based on the attached handout. They then recommended 
proceeding with the goals listed in the “Example Goal 2” column (highlighted in the 
attached version). 

• These potential goals will help frame upcoming discussions on the update to Metro 
Vision. Key “next steps” in this process include: 

o Discussion on TIP policy criteria (Jan-Mar 2010) 
o Deliberations concerning updating Metro Vision 2035 with final outcomes to be 

adopted in late spring 2010 
o Discussions with member governments concerning land use and travel model 

inputs (Summer 2010) 
• The outcomes of all of these discussions will come back to the Board for final 

discussion prior to a public hearing (Dec 2010) and Board adoption in January 2011. 
 

Attachment:  Hand out from Nov 4 Study Session/MVIC (entitled Handout #2). 
BACKUP INFORMATION 
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Board of Directors 
November 18, 2009 
Page 2 

 

For more information contact Simon Montagu at 303 480-6763 or 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

smontagu@drcog.org 
or Jill Locantore at 303 480-6752 or jlocantore@drcog.org.   
 
Comments posted to the online Discussion Board on potential goals are available at: 
http://www.drcog.websitetoolbox.com/?forum=151556 
 
Additional information about the Sustainability Cafés is available online here: 
http://www.drcog.org/index.cfm?page=StakeholderWorkshops 
 
Additional information from the DRCOG Board’s July 1, 2009, Study Session on Best 
Practices in Regional Sustainability is available online here: 
http://www.drcog.org/index.cfm?page=RegionalSustainabilitySeries26 
 
Additional information on other regional sustainability efforts is also available in 
DRCOG’s online sustainability resource library: 
http://www.drcog.org/climatechangelibrary/index.cfm 
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MVIC Study Session November 4, 2009 

Handout # 2 
As a seed for tonight’s discussion on potential enhancements to existing goals, or new goals to address sustainability concepts not currently 
addressed by Metro Vision, DRCOG staff has prepared the following examples

 

 of quantifiable goals that address a sample of the 17 sustainability 
concepts. The examples draw from a variety of sources – past conversations of the Board, other plans and policies across the state, examples 
from peer organizations across the country. The list is not exhaustive; it is meant purely as a reference for the discussion. 

Item Current level and 
trend (where 
applicable) 

Example Goal 1 Example Goal 2 Example Goal 3 

URBAN CENTERS 
Percent of regional housing and 
employment located in urban 
centers 

6% (housing) 
17% (jobs) 
 
as of 2005 
 

6% (housing) 
17% (jobs) 
 
Maintain 2005 level 

50% (new
75% (

 housing)  
new

 
 jobs) 

Capture lion’s share of 
new growth - analogous 
to MWCOG goal 
 

 

INFRASTRUCTURE PROVISION 
Miles of rapid transit; 
bike/pedestrian facilities; regional 
roads 
 

48 (transit) 
2383 (bike/ped)  
6306 (roads) 
 
as of 2005 

 
Construct in accordance 
with existing regional 
priorities 

 
Increase the rate of 
construction of 
alternative 
transportation facilities – 
analogous to MWCOG 
goal 
 

 

MODE SHARE 
Percent of trips to work by single 
occupant vehicles 

76% 
 
as of 2000 

76% 
 
Maintain 2000 level 

70% 
 
Reduce to 70% by 2020 

65% 
 
Reduce to 65% by 2035 
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Item Current level and 
trend (where 
applicable) 

Example Goal 1 Example Goal 2 Example Goal 3 

WATER USE 
Statewide municipal and 
industrial (M&I) water demand  
 
(gallons of water, per person, per 
day) 
 

246 
 
as of 2000 
 
Trend: 7.5% 
decrease by 2030 

228 
 
Maintain trend to 2030 

213 
 
Reduce 13.5% by 2030 - 
eliminate state’s 
forecasted gap between 
supply and demand 

 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
Statewide transportation 
greenhouse gas emissions – 
excludes aviation 
 
(metric tons of CO2 equivalent, 
per person, per year) 

5.2 
 
as of 2005 
 
Trend: 2% decrease 
by 2020 

5.1 
 
Maintain trend to 2020 

3.2 
 
Reduce 40% by 2020 - 
consistent with Colorado 
Climate Action Plan goal 
of reducing total 
emissions 20% below 
2005 levels by 2020 
 

2.6 
 
Reduce 50% by 2020 - 
consistent with Obama 
Administration goal of 
reducing total emissions 
to 1990 levels by 2020 

VMT 
Region wide personal vehicle 
miles of travel – excludes 
commercial trips 
 
(miles of vehicle travel, per 
person, per day) 
 

26.3 
 
as of 2005 
 
Trend: 4% increase 
by 2020 

26.3 
 
Maintain 2005 level 

24.9 
 
Reduce 5% by 2020 - 
analogous to MTC goal of 
reducing 10% by 2035 

23.9 
 
Reduce 9% by 2020 - 
SWEEP recommendation 
to achieve state CAP goal 
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Attachment #7: Sustainability Work Plan

Approved by the DRCOG Board February 17, 2010

A. Metro Vision
B. Regional 

Transportation Plan

C. TIP Preparation 

Policy

A Provide a variety of transportation options such as transit, 

sidewalks, bicycle paths and roads

DRAFT: Increase the rate of construction of alternative transportation 

facilities
No No Yes

B Promote use of alternative transportation modes DRAFT: Reduce the percent of trips to work by single-occupant vehicle to 65% 

by 2035

Yes, (Consider adding small 

unique alt. mode section within 

MV Transportation System 

Section)

Yes Yes

C Promote vibrant urban centers DRAFT: Locate 50% of new housing and 75% of new employment within 

urban centers Yes (Urban Centers Element)
Reflect MV changes 

as applicable
Yes

D Protect air and water quality CURRENTLY ADOPTED:Protect human health and environmental quality by 

achieving and maintaining ambient air quality standards; Restore and 

maintain the chemical and physical integrity of the region's waters to ensure 

clean water for residents and a balanced, healthy, ecological community

No No No

E Provide accessible open space CURRENTLY ADOPTED: A minimum of 880 total square miles of parks and 

open space should be protected by 2035
No No No

F Limit the expansion of the urbanized area through increased 

region wide density, infill and redevelopment

CURRENTLY ADOPTED: Achieve a 10% increase in overall regional density 

between 2000 and 2035 No No No

G Integrate land use and transportation planning
Yes (Expand Senior Friendly 

Development into broader 

section on urban form/design)

No No

H Promote regional collaboration No No No

I Develop a regional plan with goals that every community can 

make their own
No No No

J Educate elected officials, local government staff, and citizens 

on sustainability issues
No No No

K Seek integrated solutions that create multiple economic, 

environmental and social benefits
No No No

L Promote efficient use of natural resources DRAFT: Eliminate state’s forecasted gap between supply and demand by 

reducing per capita municipal and industrial water use 13.5% by 2030  

(equivalent 2035 metric TBD, based on input from the State)

Yes (New section under 

environment focused on natural 

resource conservation?)

No No

M Reduce regional per capita VMT DRAFT: Reduce 10% by 2035
Yes (Transportation Element) Yes Yes

N Reduce greenhouse gas emissions DRAFT: Reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation 

sector 60% by 2035 - consistent with Colorado Climate Action Plan goal of 

reducing total emissions 20% below 2005 levels by 2020
Yes (Transportation Element) Yes Yes

O Reduce fossil fuel consumption No unique goal proposed; closely linked to and adequately addressed by 

greenhouse gas emissions goal and resultant policies/strategies
No No No

P Focus on outcomes using performance measures No No No

Q Focus on long term costs and benefits No No Yes

3. Related Policy/Strategy Updates
Areas to be explored by proposed MVIC/MDWG higlighted in green1. Sustainability Concepts 

Board identified Oct 21

Incorporate language into Metro Vision 

2. Related Goals (Measurable) 
Board identified Nov 18, as amended by MVIC Feb 3

Incorporate language into Metro Vision and RTP
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Attachment #8 
 
 

Draft Schedule of 2035-S Metro Vision Plan  
And Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Criteria Development 

 
 

Enclosed are the key actions to be addressed by Metro Vision Issues Committee (MVIC), the Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) Working Group (WG) and DRCOG staff in association with the development of 
the new 2012-2017 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the updates of the 2035 Metro Vision 
Plan and Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  
 
Staff proposes MVIC consider the topic areas that most affect the TIP first, keeping in mind that the TIP is a 
four-year funding window to begin accomplishing long-range objectives. Consideration of sustainability in the 
2035 Metro Vision and RTP updates does not end this year. More discussion and actions will occur during 
the preparation of the 2040 Plans. 
 
Note that the TIP Policy Work Group is working parallel to the MVIC over the next several months. MVIC will 
address the broad level sustainability policy issues related to the TIP and to Metro Vision and the Regional 
Transportation Plan. The MVIC’s TIP recommendations will be forwarded to the TIP Policy Work Group to 
address with specific detail and reflected in the new TIP Policy for the 2012-2017 TIP. The entire new TIP 
Policy document will come back to MVIC this summer for final approval. 
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Month Metro Vision Issues Committee Activities TIP Policy WG Activities Other Activities 
March    
 Sustainability Action Topic #1 – Make TIP Policy 

recommendations related to the goal to increase rate 
of construction of alternative mode (transit, 
pedestrian, and bicycle) facilities. 
 
Sustainability Action Topic #2 – Make TIP Policy 
recommendations related to the goal to reduce the 
percent of trips by single occupant vehicle (SOV) by 
promoting alternative modes. 

Discuss project delay policies and 
freight integration  

DRCOG staff solicits members 
for Metro Vision, Clean Water 
Plan, and Open Space Plan 
revisions for consideration in the 
update (e.g., additional urban 
centers). DRCOG staff & 
partners review transportation 
project costs and revenues. 
Local governments asked to 
confirm commitments to fiscally 
constrained, locally-funded 
transportation projects. 

April 
 Sustainability Action Topic #3 – Make TIP Policy 

recommendations related to the goal to increase 
share of new housing and employment in Urban 
Centers.  
 

Sustainability Action Topic #4 – Make policy 
recommendations related to the goal to reduce per 
capita transportation greenhouse gas emissions 
(w/focus on TIP Policy). 

Discuss project readiness policies, 
environmental justice, 
reconstruction project definition 
policies. Also, transportation 
demand management (TDM) 
project eligibility and TDM as part 
of roadway projects (from March 
MVIC sustainability topic #2).  

DRCOG staff to work with 
partner agencies and local 
governments on transportation 
vision element and 
household/employment 
forecasts. 
 

May 
 Growing Cooler Presentation 

A comprehensive review of dozens of studies, 
published by the Urban Land Institute on the topic 
of less auto dependent development. 
For Board Information Only  
 
Sustainability Action Topic #6 – Make Metro 
Vision recommendations related directly to the goal 
to increase the share of new housing and 
employment in Urban Centers. 

Revalidate 1st phase/2nd phase 
project selection process and 
continue addressing MVIC 
sustainability recommendations   
 

DRCOG staff to finalize costs 
and local commitments to transit 
and road capacity projects. 
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Month Metro Vision Issues Committee Activities TIP Policy WG Activities Other Activities 
 

June 
 Sustainability Action Topic #5 – Make policy 

recommendations related directly to the goal to 
reduce VMT per capita (w/focus on the RTP and 
as appropriate, TIP Policy). 
 
Provide recommendation on Fiscally Constrained 
2035 RTP allocation of funds and regionally-funded 
roadway and transit networks; review local 
commitments. 
 
 

Establish first phase funding 
targets; complete MVIC 
sustainability recommendations; 
finish consideration of other policy 
and technical proposals and 
recommend a draft TIP Policy 
Document to MVIC. 
 
 
 

 

July 
 Sustainability Action Topic #7 – Make Metro 

Vision recommendations related to the sustainability 
concept to integrate land use and transportation 
planning and expand senior friendly development 
section to cover broader urban form and design. 
 
Sustainability Action Topic #8 – Make Metro 
Vision recommendations related to the goal to 
promote efficient use of natural resources (reducing 
water use).  
 
Provide recommendation to Board on draft TIP 
Policy Document. 

 DRCOG staff to work with 
partner agencies and member 
governments to finalize a 
recommended vision of future 
transportation facilities.  
DRCOG staff to begin steps for 
conducting land use, 
transportation and air quality 
conformity modeling. 

August 
 Sustainability Action Topic #9 – Make RTP and 

Metro Vision recommendations related to all 
applicable sustainability concepts and goals in 
relation to previous TIP and Metro Vision 
recommendations.  
 

 DRCOG staff to begin drafting 
revised sections of the Plan 
documents; initiate 
transportation and air quality 
modeling; initiate TIP call for 
projects.  
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Month Metro Vision Issues Committee Activities TIP Policy WG Activities Other Activities 
Summarize all actions and recommendations. 

September 
   Project sponsors submit TIP 

project proposals to DRCOG. 
October 
 Review draft Metro Vision Plan and RTP revised 

document sections, including sections reflecting 
previous MVIC sustainability recommendations 
and sustainability updates of other sections. 

 DRCOG staff to review scoring 
of TIP projects and rankings; 
complete transportation and air 
quality modeling; draft plan 
documents. 

November 
 Review “Public Hearing Drafts” of the Metro 

Vision 2035 Plan and 2035 MVRTP. 
 DRCOG staff to provide 

materials for setting December 
public hearing. 

December 
 Review first phase TIP project rankings.  Board to hold public hearing on 

2035 Metro Vision and RTP 
Plans. 

January 
 Recommend Metro Vision 2035 Plan and 2035 

MVRTP. 
 
Conduct 2nd phase TIP project selections; 
recommend overall TIP project selections for 
funding (includes 1st phase & 2nd phase 
selections) for inclusion in draft 2012-2017 TIP 
document. 

 DRCOG staff to prepare draft 
2012-2017 TIP document for 
public hearing in February. 

February 
 TIP waiting list protocols and recommendations.  Board holds public hearing on 

TIP. 
March 
 Recommend 2012-2017 TIP.   
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Note: Not all of the specific months for the applicable activities are definite; some dates may change. 
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