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COST OF COLORADO ROADS 

E. B. HOUSE 

The recent agitation upon the subject of good roads for Colo­
rado has brought before the people many questions concerning the 
road system as it now exists, the amount of mone,r now annually spent 
upon it, and the cost of a better system of highways. 

To answer the question of present cost the following table is 
submitted, which gives a record of the money expended for road pur­
poses since I goo: 

Concerning the figures given in the table, it may be said 
that in May, 19o6, a letter was sent to the county clerk of each county 
asking for the desired data and inclosing a blank to be filled out and 
returned to this station. Some of these letters brought prompt 
replie-s and some were never answered. To those counties who had 
not replied, letters were later sent to the county commissioners, asking 
for the same data. 

Out of the fiity-nine counties in the state, replies were finally 
received from thirty-four containing the information asked for, three 
replied that no data was available, and from twenty-two no reply what­
ever could be obtained. 

The fact that it was impossible to get complete figures from 
all the counties in the state is to be regretted. 

The fact that it was not possible to get even a reply from many 
af the counties shows a condition of affairs which should be corrected. 

Records and maps of the roads, together with the amount 
expended upon them, should be found in every county clerk's office 
and the clerk himself should be ever willing to furnish those figures 
for bulletin purposes. However, it is thought that enough data has 
been secured to furnish a good working basis. 
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COUNTY 

MONEY EXPENDED 
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Adams ......... No rep. 1ly ...... 

1 

........ ·j$ ...... ·!.$ ........ !$ ........ 

1

1$ ........ $ ........ j$ ...... .. 
Arapahoe ...... No data. . . . . ........................ ·' .. .. .. . 1185.64110008.101 7368.64 

:t!~:~~~-t~:::: :: No ref~lly .. "2~1.::.::::: :::: ... : ·1 .. ~: :: ·.: :'1· ... io:oo .... 2s:5o~· .... ·a~·ool . "i2:5Q 
Bent .. . . .. . .. . .. 2001 . . i 200 12000' . . . . . . .. 1ii000 21000 15 13000 
Boulder........ o(){.: ·1001 200 26975.541 30468.9~ 29190.03j 31770.42 29795.11 29245.44 
Chaffee . . .. . .. .. 2-'iO.OOJ l2fl; 125 5000.00: 5000.00 6000.00! 6000.0'1 6000.00 8000.00 
Cheyenne ...... A..ll secjtlon Holes .. .. .. 80.001 25. SO.COi 30.0 : 35.!fll 30.00 
Clear Creek.... 150i ........ 1

1 

150 9962.591 1ilif78.34lt5S58.34! 16001.17: 16006.74 13582.73 
ConeJos ........ No repjlY ............... 1 ......... ! ....... ; ... J ........ 1 .......... 1

1 

....... . 

Costilla ......... 
1
cannot, gtye the in forma;tion as iked for•.. . ... ·I· ................. . 

Custer .......... :No rep jlY ...................... i ........ -[- ........ 1 ................... 1

1 

........ . 
Delta.. . ...... !Nodataj .......... ~No d.ata; ................. ! ......... 1. .... .. .. 160.00 
Denver .... ,.... . . i ........ iNodata asked !for ... !. ....... 1 ........ , ..... 1 ••••••••• 
Dolores .. 

1 
75; 25: 00 121il.OO! 1105.00j 2100.00l UOB.OO 1154.001 758.00 

Douglas .... :No rep!ly ...... j .. - ... + ........ 1 ... , ... ! ......... ! ......... , ......... ! ........ . 
Eagle ........... 

1

: 201
1 

67! 140j 13986..t7
1 

7i7u.291 4095.71; 8762.00: 12274.2618299.32 

~l~::o ·:::: :::: ~~~d~~~ ~ •. '~D. ·~iie:~ge :::: ·,.1 'isiis:591.: ·i6~93:risl·. 294:34:931. i942o>ri.hs635. :r.5 'i3752:42 
Fremont ....... ' 4 to 500~ 250i 2001 liOO.OOi 18500.Coj 20'v'O.OO 26000.001 22000.00 23500.00 

3~~~1~- :: ~. :::: !No r:~o~ly ... :~~- --~. 65\ ~~~~::~li:. ~~~~~:~~:. 130~:~9,-111~.'.~~~- :~:~7:~l2672~::~ 
3~~~1son. : ·. :::: !N ° r~eo!1y .. \\())!' ..... .iool· . St05: i6, .. iizo: oJ .. 885i: 4ol· . 7:i!3:~ :31 i. i i84o :2~. 
Hinsdale ...... I 9Uj 200/ 701 1900.73[ 2126.35: 1949.051 1407.00']. 1532.051 
Huerfano ...... :No rep !ly ...... , ........ ; .................. · ......... ! .................. : ........ . 
Jefferson ...... iAnnualiappropriation 1 of 2:llOOP ..... ' 18:\00.('01 185uO.OO! 18-'iOO.U)i 18500.00 

fi?'b~~~~~ .. -~·-·. :No re~o·ly ""9it::: .: ::. :: :::: .· ..... ·::: :::::: :;::.: :::: :,·: .... :: :;_::.: .... 
Lake ........... i Hn .. .. . .. 1-161 6000.00 6000.00• 6000.001 6500.UO•I 6000.QI)l 6000.00 
La Plata ........ iNo rep :ly .... .. ...... ... . ... · ... ...... . .. .. . ... . .. : ....... .. 

t:~i~:r~-~~:: :: ~~~~~~a;;;l mi~~;~~~.: :: _!_:~~~~ -~~ .. ~::~: :~ 336~~:~'~. ~~:~:-~~:. ~:<::~. 54ll 8120~::~ 
Lincoln ......... ,Noreplly · ......... j • ' ••• ; ......... , ......... l ... , ....... . 
if~~~~-.'::: ... :::: ·~~<~~~!?: _I_Dile:age .... : .:~:~~::~1 ~~~~~:0~ .. :~~ti:~~~- -~752:~:1 -~~72::~~~-. ~~~~:~~ 
Mineral ........ 1 75'...... 75: 2F>0.0JJl 25CO.OQ 2500.001 25()0.00 2700.00 6500.00 
Montezuma ... ' 350. 2UO· 1501 3307.il0 5639.251 5123.25 7306.691 5323.07: 74.85 
Montrose ..... iNo reP 1J;r ...... ' ......... ' ................. :...... ... .. .. ·I .. i ........ . 
Morgan. .. .. 1 300 soo; . . ... 1 800.001 4332.80! 7017.00I10330.00j· 1000-LOOj15115.39 
Otero. .. .... I 800 ?OOJ ...... ·! 6980 19! 14764.121 24081.58 2!524.92 33468.?8.J 34.207.63 
Ouray .......... Nodata

1
on m11e,age ..... 1 ......... j ........ ,1H51.57

1 
15433.41

1 
U920.26J 12917.73 

~tmtps·:.:::::: INor~~.:t:.~ly ·3o:I! :None ... i. "&1 ..... 72:8~ ···59:75j····69:~·-··28:oo· .. ~ .. ·2a.i:2s 
~~~k~~r·s·.·_-_· :::: Noda~1~0 ton m~~r~~: ::::1. -~~~:~?!. -~~~.2~~- ~~~~ .. ~9. -~~~~:~~~- 39~::~~:.~:~ 
Pueblo ....... !'No rep 'ly .... 1 ........ 

1 

.................. ! ......... l ................. ~ ........ . 
Rio Blanco .... 1 45(• ~oo1 3~J 2?~-i.~6i ~il~O. ?li 2~sq.36' 38&UO' .~~·82 . 3~.30 
Rio Grande ... 1 2Po 240 t,O 3.31!1.251 ;;654.36! 5286.851 4044.50 8u22.5 6205.32 

:~~!che · .. :::: ~~~d ~-~iieia:ie:::: .~ .. aroo·ooil·5ooo:oc(5ooo:of] .. 5ooo· · "5ooo:oo ·600o:oo 
~:~~~:~ei·:::: INo r~~3 y '"o:iol""'55oj''i:i7t4:45 iooio'92i'i5t57:4J, i-7552:54 'i4si5:o5 i86si:72 
Sedgwick ...• .. 160) ll. . ......... 1 ....... I ....... 1 • • .. .. .. .. •• ..... 836.04 

~~~~it_::::·::: No r385~: .. :::: ..... Hi515422:9sliii75:ashso24:s5l·575i:z7 "8924:67 'io463:ai 
Washington ... N6 rep ,)y .... . .. ............. .! ........ / ........ ·! ................. : .. . 
Weld.......... 20001 2000L ........ 25137.72l3000UI1134L34.51: 36917.34 53000.44 6954a.08 
Yu~-·~..:....:..:.:..:. Noda_!~jonm~~~~:..:..:.l~~t-~.~~~~~5.5~~ 12.19!~ 2625.8 3858.28 

Total. ....... I 92271) 572511 SG01~65118.361280912.~340t\87 .~367654-.15,438887 .63tH>i57 .!5 



From the table it will be seen that from the counties reporting 
there are 9,226 miles of county road in twenty-seven counties. This 
does not include the many miles of private road, which in time will all 
be taken over by the state or counties. 

Figuring from this as a basis, the total mileage of county roads 
in the entire state is, in round numbers, 20,000 miles. Add to this 
the mileage of private roads, and some conception may be had of the 
tremendous mileage Colorado's road system represents. 

Taking the twenty-seven counties making complete reports to 
this office, we find an expenditure 
In 1900 of $20J,9I8.I9, which means ............ 22.12 per mile. 
In 1901 of 217,II8.68, which means ............ 23.53 per mile. 
In 1902 of 259,437·30, which means ............ 28.14 per mile. 
In 1903 of 282,229.79, which means ............ 30.59 per mile. 
In 1904 of 319,826.73, which means ............ 34.67 per mile. 
In 1905 of 375,003.51, \vhich means ............ 40.64 per mile. 

Using these figures as a basis, the total mileage of the state 
represents an expenditure 

For 1900 of ................ $442,400. 
For I gcn of . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 470,6oo. 
For 1902 of ................ 562,8oo. 
For 1903 of ................ 6u,8oo. 
For 1904 of . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 693,400. 
For 1905 of ................ 812,8oo. 

In figuring the expenditure per mile, it will be noticed that it 
was necessary to omit such counties as El Paso, Larimer, Logan, etc., 
for the reason that they could not give the number of miles of road in 
their counties, although they were able to give the expenditures. As 
these counties have a large yearly expenditure, the above figures are 
low rather than high. 

It will also be noted that there is a steady increase in the amount 
expended for road purposes each year. The amount spent in 1905 
was nearly double that of 1900, thus showing the increased interest 
and desire of the people for better highways. 
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