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Introduction Results Conclusions
A Primar,y objective of this projeF:t was to help * Arapahoe Basin is exceeding its vehicle occupancy
Arapahoe Basin become a more sustainable and Do not plan on purchasing an EV goal with an average of 2.07 riders per vehicle on

accessible ski area. Part of improving sustainability

weekend peak days.
and access involved establishing current Over survey p y

I hope to purchase an EV in the next 10

transportation trends. This baseline transportation responses. years * Busridership on the Snowstang line that services
data helped identify areas that should be improved to A-Basin is the lowest of the 3 roundtrip weekend
achieve sustainability goals at Arapahoe Basin. I hope to purchase an EV In the next 5 lines. Exploring strategies to increase ridership
Improving transportation efficiency included vehicle years such as partnerships with community

occupancy and bus ridership (Snowstang and Summit organizations and sharing survey input with CDOT
Stage) data collection and comparison, a review of I hope to purchase an EV in the next 2 could increase ridership.

relevant literature concerning electric vehicle (EV) of survey respondents years » Electric vehicle use is on the rise. Though only 10%

usage, and a transportation survey.

: f survey respondents currently own electric
- . Yes, I own but [ usually leave it at home for O y resp y
Currently own an electric vehicle or my trips to thz mountains vehicles, nearly 4 out of every 5 respondents hope

/€8 hope to purchase an electric vehicle to own an electric vehicle within 10 years.
m‘ within the next 10 years. Yes, I currently have an EV and drive it to Arapahoe Basin is located off U.S. 6, a corridor
() () ' i CDOT has identified to expand chargin
P &1ng

the mountains regularly

infrastructure. Arapahoe Basin should leverage this

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% location to receive more grants for charging
: : : . infrastructure.
) S Factors Influencing Bus Ridership The most important factors
t Healt : : :
Methods Ome;?lSdaSaoflelty N e preventing bus ridership to
and from Arapahoe Basin
Frequency of service [N are:
1. Vehicle occupancy study v' Frequency of service
2. Data collection and comparison for Cost (5) | NENEEEED v’ Distance from the pickup
Summit Stage and Snowstang bus locations
Length (time) of journey || G . .
routes gth (time) of journey v' Length of journey (time)
3. Transportation survey targeted to Distance from bus stop o g The least important factors
frequent visitors of Arapahoe Basin pickup location are:
4. Review of Colorado EV plans and Lack of Information or - py v’ Health and safety Ack led
other relevant EV literature awareness of services concerns CKNOWwIE g ments
0%  10%  20%  30%  40%  50%  60%  70%  80%  90%  100% v : : I would like to extend a special thank you to Mike
5. Analyze data and develop B 1=Very Important, Prevents Me 2=Important Lack of 1nf9rmat1on Nathan for our weekly meetings and your valuable
recommendations 3=Moderately Important N 4=Somewhat Unimportant about services insight that allowed me to complete this project. Thank
5=Not Important, Does Not Impact my Decision you, Jeremey Nemeth for your guidance and feedback.
Average Number of Riders per Trip Thank you, Paige for being an amazing partner and
30 28 mother!
During the 2021-2022 season, . 2333
Arapahoe Basin had the g,
average lowest average ridership and  Z
. . © 13.33
number of passengers lowest total rldershlp among _Gg e
on the Arapahoe the three roundtrip, weekend § 10
Basin Snowstang Bus Snowstang routes. Copper ’
had the highest ridership 0
Wlth over 2’000 ri d ers. Arapahoe Basin Copper Loveland
Snowstang Route
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