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Colorado’s transportation infrastructure is in disarray. Drivers pay an estimated extra $6.8
billion per year due to increased vehicle maintenance, vehicle collisions, and congestion

resulting from deficient or undermaintained roads.i In






There is also some concern that a bond issuance will increase real interest rates, thereby

discouraging private investment. The iss



Under assumptions of limited capacity, many commuters will choose to leave earlier in the
day to avoid congestion, carpool or take public transit, or opt for an alternative route to
avoid the highway. As an expansion alters perceived costs of taking the highway, some of
these same commuters may abandon alternatives in favor of a highway commute. In this
way, expansion efforts have the unintended effect of increasing and concentrating traffic on

the highway.Vii

This increased volume of highway commuters has strong environmental consequences for
communities surrounding the highways. A 2010 study by the Health Effects Institute found
that residents living or working within 0.3 miles of a highway were at increased risk of
childhood asthma, dementia, pulmonary disease, and premature death from cardiovascular
diseases.x Per EPA toxic release data, some of the most polluted zip codes in Colorado are

those located along Interstate-70 and Interstate-25.



and fewer collisions.xiii According to TRIP, a Washington D.C. transportation research
group, each Denver driver spends an average of 49 hours in traffic, and drivers statewide
pay $1.6 billion in collision repairs.xv Likewise, transit produces positive environmental
externalities, such as less carbon dioxide and fewer airborne particulates, leading to lower

pollution and fewer cases of respiratory or cardiovascular disease.x

There is substantial evidence that this legislation addresses the need for a critical public
good with responsible and timely funding mechanisms. This legislation is justified on these
grounds alone. To maximize positive social externalities, however, it is highly recommended
that the legislature shift this funding in favor of transit projects and away from highway

expansions.
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