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CONCLUSION:

i 4
Although the gondola would not provide as great ‘a , The gondola's relative affordability and
geographic extent of service as the bus or COG, S c o m . cq s )
it would be more convenient, dramatically less early "on line" availability provide the
expensive in overall cost, and provide year-round ; opportunity for the Town of Telluride to
high-quality versatile transportation for lodge . .
guests, visitors, workers and locals between , simultaneously develop swimming, conference and

Telluride and the Mountain Village. , , B performing arts facilities; street and sewer

improvements; employee housing and parks -and . -

The gondola would provide direct access for recreation development, as well as participate
Telluride residents and Town visitors to the mountain ‘ . . , .
parking center, the Mountain Village athletic in area transit needs without exceeding municipal
facilities, the golf course. and clubhouse, ski school 3 budget revenues and anticipated assets.
and beginners area, the future Prospect Basin/Skunk = — i e i
Creek intermediate ski-development, and the Cross- '
Country Ski School and 15 km. course.
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Regional parking for Telluride could be
provided at the Mountain Village parking
center.

The gondola assures that Telluride residents
and Town lodge guests will not be cut off from
skiing access to the better parts of the Mountain
during periods of poor snow conditions. The gondola
will also reduce the possibility of economic
isolation of Telluride from the new mountain resort
development.




