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Question 40: Target development to suitable land in and around existing communities

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.6

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Target Development - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 41: Encourage mix of housing types within a development 

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.2

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Housing Types - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 42: Retain rural character outside of community limits

Average Response for Garfield County = 4.2

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Rural Charector - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 43: Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas

Average Response for Garfield County = 4.4

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

River Fronts and Wetland Areas - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%



Area 1 
CarbondaleArea 4 

Silt

Area 6 
Parachute

Area 3 
New Castle

Area 5 
Rifle

Area 2
 Glenwood

Springs

2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

Carbondale, 4.5
Glenwood Springs, 4.2
New Castle, 4.3
Parachute, 3.9
Rifle, 4.1
Silt, 4.3

M E S AM E S A

G A R F I E L DG A R F I E L D

R I O  B L A N C OR I O  B L A N C O

E A G L EE A G L E

P I T K I NP I T K I N

R O U T TR O U T T

M O F F A TM O F F A T

D E L T AD E L T A G U N N I S O NG U N N I S O N

Question 44: Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar access

Average Response for Garfield County = 4.2

¦

Average Response by Study Area
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0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Energy Efficient Design - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 45: Maintain and expand access to public lands

Average Response for Garfield County = 4.0

¦

Average Response by Study Area
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Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.

Key
1, Little Benefit

2

3

4

5, Great Benefit

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

4.18 3.86 3.88 3.98 3.98 3.83 3.96Av
era

ge 
Re

spo
nse

(1=
 Lit

tle
 Be

ne
fit;

 5=
 Gr

eat
 Be

ne
fit)

Study Area

Access to Public Lands - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 46: Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail systems

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.5

¦

Average Response by Study Area
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Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Interconnect Trail System - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 47: Extend trail system along river corridors

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.4

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Extend Trail System Along River - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 48: Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that negatively impact critical habitat

Average Response for Garfield County = 4.2

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Wildlife Habitat - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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Question 49: Require development in areas without existing central water and sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these services before project approval.

Average Response for Garfield County = 4.4

¦

Average Response by Study Area

0 35,000 70,00017,500 Meters
0 67,000 134,00033,500 Meters

Lead Consultant:

Contributor:

Garfield County (outside of municipal jurisdictions - Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, New Castle, Parachute, Rifle, and Silt) places limits on what property owners can do on their property. These zoning limitations are guided by the Garfield County 
Comprehensive Plan which was last updated in 2000. The Comprehensive Plan serves as a citizen-based guide for growth and is put in place for a community benefit. In the following questions we would like you to give us your opinion of the
 community benefit of some of the land use concepts from the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2000. Your responses will help guide the next revision to the Comprehensive Plan. An answer of 1 means you think there is currently little 

community benefit and an answer of 5 means you think there is currently great community benefit.
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Study Area

Water and Sewer - BenefitCarbondale 
area

Glenwood 
Springs area

New Castle 
area Silt area Rifle area

Parachute 
area COUNTY

n=221 n=298 n=105 n=117 n=181 n=126 n=1048

Require development in areas without existing central water and 
sewer service to provide adequate and safe provisions for these 
services before project approval 89.0% 83.0% 86.4% 82.6% 82.4% 74.8% 83.5%

Encourage protection of river-fronts and wetland areas 90.3% 85.7% 74.8% 84.6% 80.1% 76.9% 83.5%
Encourage the development of energy efficient design, including solar 
access 86.6% 78.0% 78.6% 80.4% 76.6% 63.6% 78.2%
Retain rural character outside of community limits 84.9% 78.6% 73.8% 81.1% 72.9% 70.7% 77.8%

Ensure that wildlife habitat is a component of the review process and 
reasonable protection measures are imposed on projects that 
negatively impact critical habitat 82.6% 76.9% 73.5% 78.4% 71.8% 68.9% 76.1%

Maintain and expand access to public lands 77.7% 64.8% 63.1% 70.5% 68.6% 62.0% 68.3%
Target development to suitable land in and around existing 
communities 67.8% 57.6% 55.4% 58.9% 49.1% 45.5% 56.7%
Interconnect trail system through the county with community trail 
systems 72.8% 57.1% 53.4% 38.0% 45.4% 37.2% 53.7%
Extend trail system along river corridors 66.7% 54.6% 47.6% 40.4% 46.6% 43.1% 52.2%
Encourage mix of housing types within a development 60.5% 43.2% 44.1% 39.8% 33.3% 31.7% 43.5%

Numbers reflect the percent of respondents who rated 80-100%
the priority a 4 or 5 on a 5 point scale. 70-79%
(Little Benefit to Great Benefit) 60-69%
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