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Spectrum of Public Participation

Define Gather | Establish | Develop .
. . . Evaluate | Decide
problem info criteria | options
X X

Inform

Consult X X

Involve

Collaborate

Empower




enced the decision

DRCOG Example #1:
Metro Vision 2020
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Metro Vision 2020: Objectives




Roles and Responsibilites
Decision-maker
Guide the overall process:

DRCOG Board
Regional Development Plan Task Force
* Vision statement
* Research on issues

* Local government officials
* Business leaders
e Evaluation criteria
« Selection of alternatives for detailed

* Developers
* Transit agency
alternative

» State agencies
* Neighborhood associations
* Learn - speakers bureau and media

modeling
* Recommendation on preferred

* Etc.
coverage
* Provide input — opinion survey, public

General public
forums

Metro Vision Guiding Vision
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Situational Analysis

ions and Issues”
omics, development
5, Open space,
al constraints and

Metro Vision 2020 Scenarios
.

Criteria Dispersed Compact Satellite  Corridor
Development Development Cities Focus

Land Use -

housing close to
jobs

Transportation -
vehicle travel

Environment -
air quality

Open Space -
consumed

Implementation —
costs of
development
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Initial 2020 Target: 700 sc

1,047 sq. mi. 1. Composite of local

comprehensive plans
800 sqg. mi.

: 2. Sub-regional
730 sq. mi. mapping

3. Jurisdictional
growth targets

Adopted by
Board in 1997

DRCOG Example #2:
Refining the Vision
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Metro Vision 2035 : Objectives

Spectrum of Publie Participation
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Responsibility

Decision-maker

DRCOG Board

Guide the overall process:

« Selection of alternatives for detailed

modeling

e Evaluation criteria

* Provide input on scenario development

Stakeholders
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2007 Scenario analysis

Urban Footprin

Compact « » Expandec

Highways
A

ransportation
Investment

Priorities

Scenario outcames: Compact vs. Expanded

Better access
More to transit
development =

around tra

More
transit use

More
development Less drivin
downtown ?
LAND USE
More
development Less
in urban congestion
centers
Lessland '\
nt Cleaner air

ot e tasanses CONSUMPtiON

More efficient

Less spending on
P 9 water use

infrastructure Less need for new water
treatment facilities

ENVIRONMENT

TRANSPORTATION
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DRCOG Example #3:
Incorporating sustainability
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Spectrum of Public Participation

ve — Work with the p
ghout the process to ¢
s and concerns are C

Roles and Respansibilities

Responsibility

DRCOG Board Decision-maker

Stakeholders Provide input throughout the overall
process:
* Desired outcomes
* Top priorities
* Goals
* Policies

Synthesize stakeholder input for Board
consideration
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“World Cate” Technique

oves to a different
versations

tays at each table

Sustainability Cafe: Attendees

d official |GGG
ment [ 9%
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Sustainability Caies:
Discussion guestions

a sustainable Denver re

iples should guide DRCOC
isions to promote a more

now if we are achievi

Sustainability Cafes: Themes

various busmess llf e collaboration
federl ~economic housing
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Denver Sustainability Principles Survey
5 of 10 questions

Choose the item that you prefer the most, and the item that you prefer the least.
To promote a more sustainable region, DRCOG's policy and funding decisions should:

O Provide avariety of transportation options including transit, sidewalks, bike paths and roads @]
@] Reduce waste and increase recycling @]
O Limit growth of the urbanized area through increased density, infill and redevelopment O

Optional Comments:

el

DRCOG Discussion Board

Saarch | New Posty
Jnvar Bagional Coynsil of Govarr Susteanklity e for dacusean, Detabar 1, J003 > What changes to EXISTING Metro Vision goals and what NUW goals should the DRCOG
Uoard conskder?
gec)
Comment
Jincantore O 10/20/09 ot 01:06 PM =) =1

Below are the 17 sustainabiity concepls that the Board identifiad, as well as ensnng Matro Vision goals related 1o thesa concepls and
examples of goals thal olher regonal planning agencies across the counlry have developed o address sustainabibly. Information about
other regional sustainability efforts was presented to the Board at its July 1. 2009 study session. Addi 1inf is available through
DRCOG's onling sustainability resource ibrary.

Piease offer your thauahts on the folowing questions:

1. What changes andlor refinements to DRCOG's existing goals should the Board consider?
2 What additional goals should the Board consider?

Because DRCOG's perspecve on this issue 15 REGIONAL, please frame your suggeshons from a 30,000 fool perspective.” locusing an
goaks that it and are feasible al a regional scale

Sustainabllity concepts:

Prenade a vanety of lransportalion opions such as lransit, sidewalks, bicycle paths and roads
Integrate land use and iransportation planning

Promode use of alternative franspertation modes

Protect air and water quality

Promaote vibrant urban centers

Provide accessible open space

Limit the expansion of the wbanized area through increased region wide density, infill and redevelopment
Promote regional colabaration

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

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

Seck integrated solutons that create mulbple economic, emironmental and social beneits
Promote eflicient use of natural resources

Reduce fossil el consumplion

Reduce greenhouse gas emissions

[Focus on outcomes using performance measures

Focus on kong term costs and benefits

R R R R

Reduce regional per capita VMT
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New Sustainability Goals

of construction of alte

icles to 65% by 2035

per capita vehicle

Policy Development:
Vietro Vision ldea Exchanges

1 interested stakeholde

) discussions

DRCOG modify existin
Ipport new sustainabili
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DRCOG Example #4:
MetroQuest

2st: Current Objectives

ate ongoing dialogue about reg
ocal planning

se awareness of challenges and
ortunities facing the region

citizens to explore potential futu
omes of decisions made today
Input on preferred policy op
] to existing Metro Visior

a

z
:

NGIL

Wt take e benert
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Current Level of Public
Participation

— provide objectiv
ation to assist public

Current Roles and Responsibilities

DRCOG staff * Define policy questions, evaluation criteria
* Facilitate workshops

Stakeholders * Actively develop and explore alternative scenarios
* Participate in ongoing dialogue
DRCOG Board Receive ongoing input (not tied to specific decisions)

Local Incorporate scenario discussions into local plannin
p
governments efforts
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DENVER REGIONAL COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

MetroQuest.com

?a Your Vision Development Mix Environmental Policy
2 Favor low density J Spend less on programs
) Maintain current mix * ) Maintain programs *

& More compact growth J Spend more on programs
J Mostly compact growth & Achieve best practices

Development Location

) Unfocused *
J Central city focused
o Multiple centers

J Corridor focused

Road Network

&) Maintain existing network *

Q Current Trend =)

Current land use patterns,
infrastructure plans and

econcmic growth Transit System
projections.

J Moderate network upgrade
& Significant network upgrade

) Maintain existing system *
J Moderately expand system
& Significantly expand system

Urban Form Policy

J Favor drivers

&) Maintain current mix *

& Support alternatives

J Strongly favor alternatives
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Development Mix
Development Location

Road Network

Transit System

Urban Form Policy

Environmental Policy

Development Mix
2 Favor low density
&) Maintain current mix *
& More compact growth
J Mostly compact growth

Development Location

&) Unfocused *
J Central city focused
@) Multiple centers

J Corridor focused

Road Network

&) Maintain existing network *

@) Moderate network upgrade
J Significant network upgrade

&) Maintain existing system *
J Moderately expand system

@ Significantly expand system

Urban Form Policy
Environmental Policy

TQ Current Trend 4]

How will we focus investment in our region’s transit
system?

[ Maintain existing system *

OJ Moderately expand system

O significantly expand system

a Majority Vision

y@ Current Trend @J
Scenario Summary

By Key Indicator

Housing

Cptigns Vibrant Urban

Centers

Less Gov't
Spending

Travel
Options

Cost of
Living

Urban
Footprint

Shorter
Commutes

Efficient Use of
Resources

Greenhouse
Gas Reduction

Clean Air

- - s |+
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Development Mix
J Favor low density

J Maintain current mix *
Z) More compact growth

Metro Vision

aMaioritx Vision ,a ‘

Scenario Summary

J Mostly compact growth

Development Location
J Unfocused *

J Central city focused

Z) Multiple centers
J Corridor focused

Road Network

J Maintain existing network *
a Moderate network upgrade
J Significant network upgrade

J Maintain existing system *
) Moderately expand system
& Significantly expand system

Urban Form Policy
Environmental Policy

By Key Indicator
Housing
Less Gov't SRk Vibrant Urban
Spending Centers

Cost of
Living

Urban

Footprint

Efficient Use of
Resources

Clean Air

v

Travel
Options

Shorter
Commutes

Greenhouse
Gas Reduction

PAY

Question

Jill Locantore

.480.6752, jlocantore@drcog.

www.drcog.org
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