
Front Range Passenger Rail & November Vote 

Recent reporting shows that Colorado’s long-discussed Front Range Passenger 

Rail project is moving toward a November ballot question that would ask voters in 

13 Front Range counties to approve funding for a starter rail line. 

According to coverage summarized from The Denver Post and other outlets, 

state and regional planners are preparing a 2026 ballot measure that would fund 

an initial Denver-to-Fort Collins “starter line”, with the larger Fort Collins–to–

Trinidad system to follow in later phases. The technical planning is largely 

complete; the remaining challenge is political—how to fund it, how much service 

to promise, and whether voters will support it. 

A separate report notes that the Front Range Passenger Rail District is leaning 

toward a 0.5% sales-tax measure for the 2026 ballot. The district is completing 

a three-phase readiness plan (technical, public engagement, and project 

development) to determine whether the measure will officially be referred for the 

November 2026 election 
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Conclusion 
Taken together, the comparison makes the strategic distinction clear: Smart 

Skyways is a flexible, scalable, digitally integrated mobility layer, while Front 

Range Passenger Rail is a traditional, capital-intensive, schedule-bound 

system designed for a different era and a different trip pattern. Both have roles, but 

they do not solve the same problem. Skyways is an east west orientation and FRPR 

is a north south orientation. Skyways has tracks in both directions and  docks off-

line and FRPR has a single track at the moment and docks on-line.  



Skyways aligns with Colorado’s future-facing goals—clean energy, distributed 

access, AI-enabled operations, and corridor-based economic development—while 

FRPR aligns with legacy intercity rail models that require ongoing subsidy like 

the .5 cent sales tax and offer limited integration with emerging infrastructure. 

By weighing cost, scalability, land impact, digital compatibility, and long-term 

public benefit, the preferred direction becomes evident: the system that grows 

with the region, not against it, is the one that delivers the greatest return for 

Colorado’s people, economy, and future. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


