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CORRIDOR-WIDE MEETING SUMMARY 
 

Attendees: 
Scott Metzger Ray Chamberlain Melanie Chamberlain Tom Waters 
Brad Beckham Ralph Stephani Georgianna Bell Shawn Anthony 
Susanne Stayer Mark Burry Chris Darr Eden Blanchard 
Carol Friesen Steve Chase Pat Grant Jay Buckley 
Matt King Tim Baldwin Amanda Besch Mathew Faruolo 
Michele Brandon Joe Rojas Bob Marusin Kelsey Johnston 
Angie Malpiede Keith Pryor Justin Stanford Jessie Cannady 
Alissa Dmbroski Katie Prater Gwen Anderson A.B. James 
Fern Bray Maurice Bright Julie McKay Jim Godwin 
Eric Miller Marvin Kelly David Selander Sandra Bourgeois 
Paul Friedley Jay Corbett Andrew Hornbrook Norman Lane 
Manuel Acosta Tony Ryan John Hayden Earley Joseph 
Bonita Bock Paul Ryan Amanda Champany Keith Dameron 
Max Crumit Susan Altes George Reither Nancy Stephani 
Minnie Cullins Huilang Liu Elias Nieto Maxine Burry 
Larry Burgess  Jason Longsdorf Mac Callison Cynthia Howard 
Gayle Crockett Mary Witt Robert Espinoza Beth Pickering 
Bryan C. Plaott Walter Lewis Warren Capell Birdie Diggins 
Conway Bill Anthony Lebermann   
 
 
The I-70 East Corridor Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) project team conducted 
corridor-wide meetings on February 23rd and 24th, 2005 as part of the on-going community 
outreach process.  These notes reflect the meeting held on February 23rd.  The primary purpose 
of the February corridor-wide meetings was to disseminate, discuss, and answer questions 
regarding the alternatives recommended for further analysis in the Draft EIS (DEIS).  The 
meeting included an open house with boards that focused on the project overview, alternatives 
eliminated, DEIS alternatives moving forward, and next steps for the project and ways to stay 
involved.  Small group discussions were conducted.  Comment sheets were also provided for 
the attendees. 
 
I.  SUMMARY OF COMMENT FORMS 
The following section details the comments received to date from the comment sheets 
distributed at the meeting.  These comments are recorded verbatim. 

Date/Time: February 23, 2005/5:00 P.M.  

Location: Montbello Recreation Center  
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Highway Alternative Comments 
 

I-70 Highway Alternatives Recommended for Evaluation in the DEIS 

Alternative A (4 options) Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment 
Alternative B Add toll lanes on the existing I-70 alignment 
Alternative C Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment 
Alternative D Add toll lanes on the I-70 realignment 
 

1. We would like your comments on highway alternatives considered.  Which of the 
alternatives above best meet your needs and the needs of your community and 
why? 
• All of the above, to further no need of adding or deleting lanes, in the event of 

proposed changes, lanes should ride side by side. 
• Realign I-70, it creates the best air quality, has the least impacts on nearby 

neighborhoods (lost housing, noise), and will best protect the health of the 
community. 

• Alternative B (add toll lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) or D (add toll lanes on 
the I-70 realignment).  If Alternative D (extend toll lanes to I-25) is going to be 
expensive with new bridges, tie in at the National Western Stock Show.  Right of 
way costs may be high. 

• I prefer Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) so that 
the Elyria/Swansea neighborhood will not be divided.  I oppose the toll lanes 
because of the additional expense and right of way. 

• Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) to the 
elevated (new) I-70 existing route.  It’s a more direct route and needs to handle 
much more traffic.  The elevated section needs inside and outside safety shoulders. 

• I favor general purpose lanes to toll lanes.  I use I-70 at least twice a day and tolls 
may get expensive. 

• Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) – build 
similar to T-REX with the train system completely elevated. 

• Rerouting/realignment has better travel times, so it’s better for workers 
• Depress I-70 over existing road system and expand lanes out just above the 

depressed lanes. 
 

2. Is there anything else you would like to add about the highway alternatives (i.e. 
the interchanges, realignment connection options (west end), etc.) or other 
transportation issues? 
• Lanes should ride side by side for alternative options, test time ideas with minimal 

expenses. 
• Since Mag Chloride and gravel contribute to asthmatic episodes, the highway 

should be moved (since this will remove these irritants from the neighborhood). 
• Build the toll lanes.  They provide financing and alternatives to motorists.  In 

addition, they can be used as a relief valve if there are accidents on the general 
purpose lanes. 

• Add westbound ramp from Colorado Boulevard to I-70.  Eliminate York Street 
entrance and exit.  Go around the Coliseum if you do the loop route. 
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• Using I-270 for I-70 alternate route is asinine, you destroy more than what will be 
built. 

 
Transit Alternative Comments 
 

Transit Alternatives Recommended for Evaluation in the DEIS 
Alternative 1 Union Pacific Commuter Rail  
Alternative 2 Union Pacific Light Rail  
 

1. We would like your comments on the transit alternatives being considered.  Which of 
the two alternatives above best meet your needs and the needs of your community and 
why? 

• Routes should cover all of Colorado.  This would bring revenue to town from every 
direction. 

• Build light rail, light rail provides better access (more stations, more frequent 
trains), and will best serve the neighborhoods. 

• Alternative 1 (Union Pacific Commuter Rail) seems like it would better serve 
visitors and business people. 

• I prefer Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail) because of the additional stops and 
the interline possibilities with the Southeast, I-225, and Southwest light rail lines. 

• In favor of commuter rail from downtown to Denver International Airport. 
• Either option would work for me, but I probably would prefer the light rail because 

it makes a few more stops. 
• I won’t use either – no comment. 
• Light rail provides better access to jobs and will better serve the workers. 
• Light rail due to added pollution.  Use plan along Peña Boulevard not Telluride 

Street.  Noise and traffic impact to Green Valley Ranch community and businesses 
would be significantly less.  Therefore less of a resistance from the community. 

 
2. Is there anything else you would like to add about the transit alternatives (i.e. station 

locations, the commuter rail central maintenance facility, etc.) or other transportation 
issues? 

• Open room for improvement to the little expenses, so do both light rail and train, 
use tracks already leveled. 

• I like all the proposed station alternatives for light rail, these will serve 
communities. 

• Need a transfer station at Peoria Street and Smith Road. 
• Should be overhead monorail endorsed for environmental reasons. 
• Make more stations, so more workers can access light rail. 

 
Other comments 
3. Any other comments or questions? 

• I like the alternatives you have kept on the table.  Protect the health of the 
community, build light rail and realign the highway. 

• I would prefer to have additional lanes on I-70 and light rail to alleviate the 
congestion on I-70.  That way I could choose to drive or take light rail. 
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II.  SUMMARY OF COMMENT CARDS  
The following section summarizes comments that were received by the staff in the open house 
portion of the corridor-wide meeting. 
 
Highway comments 

• Tunnel option should have stayed, it would solve the mouse trap issue and provide 
access at other interchanges. 

• Don’t like tolls because you are forced to pay to use them 
• Like the idea that I-70 toll option provides a choice of general purpose lanes and 

toll usage 
• Concerned that the realigned I-70 impacts neighborhoods.  Displacing and 

destroying neighborhoods similar to original I-70 construction. 
• Extend toll roads to Peña Boulevard 
• Consider colored matrix for resources (cross-hatch) in DEIS 
• Would like to see Tower Road remain on the table to better access to 15,000 people 

in Green Valley Ranch. 
• Toll roads would increase congestion on general purpose lanes and use up space for 

general purpose lanes. 
• I like the two toll lane alternatives. 
• Tolls are a great idea.  Financing can be done from the people traveling through. 
• Don’t increase gas tax 
• Why can’t we expand I-70 to include additional lanes? 
• Access will not be as good as existing 
• Toll tags not good for out of town users 
• Realignment is fantastic.  Location is industrial reconnects neighborhoods. 
• Against impacting National Western Stock Show 
• Oppose tolls 
• If realignment eliminates National Western Stock Show I would not be in favor of 

that. 
• The National Western Stock Show is important to the community. 
• Would like to know the comparison of house impacts between three realignment 

options and existing I-70 
• For the three realignment options, would want the option that stays as far away 

from the community as possible. 
• Strong interest keeping toll lanes as alternative instead of the realignment 
• Relocate the neighborhood 
• Business will be negatively impacted by realignment 
• Do not favor realignment  
• Do not want to lose existing access 
• Realignment does not serve users very well 
• Vasquez and Colorado Boulevard access too complicated 
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• Toll lanes okay if you have the option 
• Oppose toll lanes 
• If you use public money to build a road, you should not have to pay tolls to travel 

on it. 
• For the realignment options, prefer Option 1, because do not want to repeat impacts 

to community with earlier construction especially impacts to low income and 
minority neighborhoods. 

• Highway and rail should be right next to each other 
• 56th Avenue and Smith Road should still be looked at as alternatives to I-70 
• Cost of demolishing the new viaduct east of Washington Street should be 

considered in evaluating the realignment. 
• Should look at combination of toll and high occupancy vehicles (HOV) lanes. 
• Against toll lanes 
• Would lose the drive-by traffic at my business 
• Toll roads not the way to go, unfair to low-income population 
• Federal agencies forcing more onto states 
• Change TABOR, makes everything higher budget wise 
• Lowering the viaduct to ground or below as much as possible is better 
• Don’t want to see toll roads along I-70 
• Don’t want to see general purpose lanes where they would change to toll roads. 
• Realignment good 
• Tax incentive for businesses to move 
• Tax incentive for builders of new homes 
• Remove I-70 through Globeville, Elyria, and Swansea 
• Protect the health of our citizens 
• Realignment will be too close to the refinery and cause additional health impacts. 
• Leave I-70 where it is 
• The tunnel option should still be considered, so I-70 effectively is removed 
• The Platte River is not a legitimate reason for not building a tunnel. 
• The viaduct replacement should use a shift to the south to get rid of the Purina 

Plant. 
• People will not use toll lanes, it will not solve any traffic problems 
• No toll roads 
• Citizens are already paying taxes so they should not have to pay to use the road 
• Get rid of viaduct 
• Will 46th Avenue be a residential street or an expressway? 
• No toll lanes 
• Bring back high occupancy vehicles (HOV) lanes 
• Keep local “Parkway” feel for 46th Avenue in realignment alternative 
• Option 1 is best and Option 3 is worst for realignment 
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• Do not want No Action Alternative to be the outcome, something should be done 
• Relocate coyotes, mice, and prairie dogs away from construction areas.   
• For the realignment, don’t impact the Sand Creek bike trail. 
• Opposed to tolling options 

 
Transit comments 

• Review maintenance facility – more impact on I-70 
• Reevaluate criteria for central maintenance facility 
• Don’t like diesel multiple units (DMU) because it eliminates opportunity for greater 

system flexibility, more difficult connections with light rail 
• Increase capacity between downtown and Denver International Airport.   
• The transfer from commuter rail transit to I-225 light rail line is awkward for 

Denver International Airport business travelers. 
• In favor of as much train as possible, not just streets more stations (as in light rail) 

is better.  More stops gives more transit-oriented development opportunity. 
• Make sure there’s coordination with I-225 line.  This station is a critical link in the 

system. 
• Would like to see station east of 40th Avenue/Airport Boulevard to 48th 

Avenue/Airport Boulevard to better serve Green Valley Ranch. 
• Like both alternatives, but prefer light rail because it provides more access. 
• Consider local versus express and stops at certain stations versus all stations 
• The light rail is too far from Stapleton residents because of the extra time to get to 

station 
• Bicycle access from Stapleton along Sand Creek to Smith Road should be well 

linked to the station.  Residents who don’t drive may not have access to transit 
stations for example: Parkhill and Montbello. 

• What local bus service connections would be provided for this purpose? 
• There are not enough stops with commuter rail.  Light rail goes to every stop. 
• Would like both technologies on Union Pacific Corridor 
• Build light rail for transit alternatives because it is healthier 
• Recommend Sunnyside maintenance site over 36th Street Yard West or the RTD 

District Shops Platte Facility 
• Why not share rail maintenance facility with Amtrak? 
• Maintenance facility alternative at Rennick Yard could move north. 
• Transit-oriented development could proceed at 39th Avenue/Inca Street station for 

gold line. 
• Pleased with the good job the project is doing of listening to the community. 
• Let commuter rail be express and light rail be local trips 
• Keep the Sand Creek bike trail open 
• During construction, if the bike trail needs closed, have a signed detour. 
• Concerned with access to transit alternatives for people without cars 
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• Don’t see why light rail does not run down Peña Boulevard right of way rather than 
Telluride Street along Denver International Airport property. 

• Happy with light rail options eliminated 
• Didn’t think Martin Luther King Boulevard and Bruce Randolph Avenue designs 

were feasible due to major safety concerns. 
• Provide grade crossings along Martin Luther King Boulevard and Bruce Randolph 

Avenue. 
• Like the eliminations that are being made and like what we are doing 
• Want bike trail up Peña Boulevard to the east (not on street), or defined bike lane 

on Peña Boulevard. 
• No imported trains there are plenty of empty warehouses available for assembly 
• Would like to see monorail from Denver Union Station to Denver International 

Airport.  Monorail is faster and cheaper. 
• I like the “more stops” aspect of light rail, but I also like the commuter rail for the 

speed. 
• The current RTD bus system is not that commuter-friendly.  For instance, no buses 

come within a mile of 56th Street and Revere. 
• Much prefer light rail for better system flexibility (connections to other lines) 
• 33rd Street station should be further south to be equidistant from Denver Union 

Station. 
• Meeting format is excellent 
• Clearly light rail should be built over commuter rail because there will be better 

access (in terms of more stops) for the community, so light rail will be used more. 
• Light rail should be built because it comes more frequently, so it gives people more 

flexibility to get jobs/job centers. 
• Do not want to see rail along Telluride Street as it would take farm property. 
• Would like to see light rail, it provides more stops and is more user friendly. 
• Prefer light rail not commuter rail. 
• If you put fewer stations in Northeast Denver, and ask us to have a maintenance 

facility on top of that, you have big trouble coming. 
• With either light rail or commuter rail, would like to see the alignment go along 

Peña Boulevard.  Alternative 1 has less noise impact. 
• Strongly prefer light rail over commuter rail for two reasons: ease of connectivity 

with rest of system and enhanced transit oriented development opportunities. 
• In the future you may want to consider putting light rail down Stout Street to 

complement Welton Street, Curtis Park may support this. 
• Want to see commuter rail from Denver Union Station to Denver International 

Airport, faster more luggage space. 
• Commuter rail seems bad because you would need two types of parts, maintenance 

facilities, more expensive to operate. 
• Light rail seems better because it has more stations.  How many will be used to go 

to the airport as opposed to local riders? 
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• Light rail along I-70 to serve residences 
• Commuter rail along Peña Boulevard to Denver International Airport because it’s 

faster 
• Light rail is favorable, we already have that in other places, and all the growth in 

Stapleton and around the east corridor will favor shorter trips, more stops, and local 
traffic. 

• Strong preference for the 64th Street/Telluride Street station 
• Uncomfortable with FasTracks vote, it looks like a blank check 
• Would like to see commuter rail and light rail both from Denver Union Station to 

Denver International Airport.  One runs as an express (commuter rail), and the other 
runs as a local (light rail). 

• Remove commuter rail 
• Increase light rail stations 
• Light rail stations at Smith Road/Downing Street, Smith Road/Quebec Street, Smith 

Road/Peoria Street, and Smith Road/Chambers Road 
 

III. SUMMARY OF SCRIPTS 
The corridor-wide meeting included several discussion tables (each facilitated by a project 
team member) that focused on different issues: Transit, Highway, and Community 
Environmental.  The discussion tables provided a format for the public to be able to voice their 
concerns, ask questions, or comment on the corridor-wide meeting.  Notes were taken at each 
table and are highlighted here. 

 
Transit  

• Interested in differences between light rail and commuter rail 
• Like light rail – would vote for it 
• Skeptical about environmental impact of diesel/trains 
• Need commuter rail to serve airport and light rail to relieve I-70 congestion 
• What are cost projections?  Who pays and is it funded as one big project like T-REX or 

is it piece mealed? 
• Would light rail get more flexibility to connect with other corridors, including for 

emergency uses, rerouting? 
• Will ridership costs be the same for light rail and commuter rail? 
• Would the fares be flat fee or distance based? 
• What is the time difference from Denver Union Station to Denver International Airport 

between light rail and commuter rail? 
• Concerned about capacity of light rail to carry luggage 
• Not concerned about luggage.  People have to deal with it since train can’t 

accommodate everything. 
• Glad to see Bruce Randolph Avenue and Martin Luther King Boulevard eliminated due 

to safety, crossing issues 
• Commuter rail sets good precedent for larger Front Range transit system 
• Connect Denver International Airport to north of Colorado Boulevard via commuter 

rail so people don’t have to connect through Denver 
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• Prefer light rail because it can connect through to west suburbs and because of 33rd 
Avenue and Union Pacific station serving underserved area 

• If Rennick Yard selected for maintenance facility, can it be bumped further north out of 
Sunnyside?  Allow for radius around 39th Avenue and Inca Street for transit-oriented 
development 

• Why can’t maintenance facilities be further out of center?  Central locale imposes on 
transit-oriented development potential. 

• Have you settled on Diesel Multiple Units technology? 
• Is the funding source for light rail identified in DEIS? 
• Lean toward economy and efficiency to Denver International Airport before deciding 

light rail versus commuter rail. 
• What is the maximum range light rail can go from Denver Union Station? 
• Will the DEIS lead to land use change along I-70?  The current view of light industrial 

not very welcoming to visitors 
• Will this process impact size of transit-oriented development zones? 
• Prefer electric better than diesel, it smells better 
• Wouldn’t be unhappy with train down Bruce Randolph Avenue, but understand 95 

percent of neighbors oppose 
• Station at Colorado Boulevard should be convenient to development at southeast 

quadrant 
• Women concerned about parking after dark in low activity area 
• Where would equipment for diesel trains come from? 
• Status of express/local issue 
• Impacts on parking 
• Concerned about diesel fuel availability in 25 plus years 
• Don’t want to breathe diesel fumes at my business near corridor 
• Concerned about fuel costs for diesel commuter rail, airlines are being bankrupted 

because of fuel costs today 
• Concerned that this project will impact businesses/residents and that their input to 

process will not be considered 
• Like light rail because it is not as noisy and doesn’t emit pollution 
• Prefer to have transit follow Peña Boulevard than deviate on Telluride Street/67th Street 
• Concerned about impacts to neighborhoods (noise, etc.) 
• Need to have enough parking for people to ride train 
• What is RTD’s policy for drivers in terms of the minimum time between shifts 

(concerned about safety if drivers don’t have enough time between shifts)? 
• What is the cost difference between light rail and commuter rail? 
• Favor light rail because it provides better access for community, trains run more 

frequently, healthier, and electric not diesel looks better. 
• Why doesn’t the light rail alignment go on current public right of way? 
• Light rail on Telluride Street versus commuter rail on Peña Boulevard right of way. 
• Prefer commuter rail alignment, but do not have a preference of technology (light rail 

or commuter rail). 
• Favor commuter rail alignment and technology cost 
• Prefer light rail alignment and technology 
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• Can you run light rail on commuter rail alignment? 
• What is the time difference for trips on light rail versus commuter rail? 
• Where would additional $200 million to do light rail come from? 
• Prefer light rail, it is quiet and fits better with neighborhood. 
• Can see using light rail for local trips, probably not to Denver International Airport. 
• Business travelers could use light rail from downtown to Denver International Airport. 
• In support of more accessible public transportation (either technology) 
• Prefer meetings during work hours for businesses 
• Prefer grade separated crossings for all rail options 
• Like monorail option 
• How many levels will there be at station parking lots?  Need to accommodate high 

capacity. 
• Where is the neighborhood access from Stapleton to light rail stations? 
• No good alternatives exist now 
• Would like safe bike access and place to store bikes at stations 
• Current alignment doesn’t take advantage of pedestrian-oriented developments. 
• If station is at Smith Road, advocate for a shuttle/circulator between neighborhoods and 

stations 
• Feasibility of rail spurs off main lines? 
• Low stakeholder support for light rail through Stapleton – many new residents 
• Did modeling include current or projected Stapleton population? 
• Believe ridership from Stapleton will be underserved with no close station 
• Believe light rail option offers stations and usability 
• Believe commuter rail less expensive initially, but more expensive to operate which 

could cause fares to increase 
• Will transit and highways be split up? 
• Prefer light rail technology, willing to pay more 
• Commuter rail has maintenance facility stops, plus the maintenance facility required is 

not desired 
• Maintenance facilities – diesel engines pollute, development value of surrounding areas 
• Prefer light rail to serve Clayton, commuter rail slow to pick up speed, less local stops 
• Commuter rail less ideal for heavy ridership 
• Light rail more conducive to expansion without adverse effects of commuter rail 
• Light rail is quieter 
• Makes sense that there different stations for light rail 
• What is the cost per rider for rail option? 
 

Highway 
• Opposed to toll lanes 
• Local residents likely can’t afford to use toll lanes 
• Should consider high occupancy vehicles (HOV) lanes or high occupancy toll (HOT) 

lanes 
• Use of toll lanes depends on number of access points and cost 
• Should keep current alignment 
• Like as bridge 
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• Should be widened 
• What is CDOT’s role in Havana Street through new Stapleton development? 
• What will happen to rails that go through with a diamond?  CDOT shed? 
• What will happen at transition at Colorado Boulevard?  With tolls? 
• Are you looking at I-270 for tolls as well? 
• Realignment looks expensive 
• Don’t like amount of access on roadway realignment 
• Realignment doesn’t serve industrial area 
• By moving highway would degrade cost for businesses.  Leave it elevated and where it 

is. 
• Agree to get rid of York Street intersection in both directions 
• Southbound Colorado Boulevard to westbound I-70 should be evaluated for access 
• Does the geometry work on realignment? 
• How much trouble is the intersection at Quebec Street/I-70? 
• If you go with the realignment, you might as well carry express lanes 
• I-70 should not be a truck route 
• Any guesses what will be more expensive? 
• Bottom line, have to do something with the elevated section 
• Taking the realignment off at Washington Street alternative was eliminated.  Was this 

done to accommodate Coliseum? 
• Would hate to lose National Western Stock Show and Coliseum just for realignment 
• It looks like the realignments add 1 ½ or 1 ¾ miles extra travel length. 
• Huge amount of right of way costs for realignment 
• Is it cheaper to build one long bridge than several small ones? 
• What are the failures of existing elevated I-70? 
• Where will funding come from? 
• Will cost be associated with each alternative? 
• Have you sought advice from other states? 
• What do you expect to get out of these meetings?  How do you decide what is 

important? 
• How will you pay for this with no tolls? 
• If you decide to elevate I-70, would it come back down at Colorado Boulevard? 
• Need to fix intersection at Stapleton Drive and Quebec Street 
• CDOT leads residents to believe 46th Street will be happy little street. 
• People of Elyria need to be told the cold hard facts 
• Need to go into Elyria directly, residents don’t feel comfortable coming to Montbello. 
• Speak directly to Elyria/Swansea business community/business associations 
• When going through a community, make sure you buy enough of the houses etc. do it 

right 
• Build sound barriers and make it look nice 
• Elyria residents are frustrated want to be treated right 
• If Elyria is impacted, the worst thing would be to box them in.  Alternative 3 is the only 

one that will work over there. 
• Purchase Elyria a new school 
• Alternative A (add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) is best 
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• Need to be up front with people about the facts.  Elyria residents mostly uneducated 
and their homes are all they have. 

• More pollution with above ground – prefer underground 
• Baseball field to Brighton Boulevard/I-70 has potential to be great part of town, if 

Brighton Boulevard is developed in 50 years.  There needs to be an integration. 
• What is the time frame for a decision? 
• Great forum now, but when can you tell us what you are going to do? 
• Realignment is the best alternative because it protects health and creates better air 

quality makes better in neighborhoods nearby. 
• Weeds and drainage concerns 
• Elevated highway problems with drainage 
• Mag Chloride/de-icing agents – reason to move highway away from neighborhoods 
• Is access maintained at Havana Street? 
• Are new interchanges being considered? 
• How will tolling work?  
• What is benefit/difference in toll versus general purpose lanes as far as added capacity? 
• Is revenue generation part of study? 
• Will you consider high occupancy vehicles (HOV) lanes? 
• Why did you eliminate depressed option? 
• What is the future of 56th Avenue? 
• Petroleum pipelines exist within the I-70 corridor to serve Denver International Airport 
• Share information from the project with real estate representatives  
• Interested in final decision and its impacts 
• What will happen to property values near rail and highway alternatives? 
• Will toll lanes go away once they are paid off? 
• Against rerouting I-70 
• Relocate local residents by current viaduct 
• Do not look at closing Havana interchange 
• Against toll lanes 
• Don’t close bike trails during construction 
• Favor realignment to re-unite the neighborhood 
• Concerns about impacts to the neighborhood if removing the existing viaduct 
• Would like to see Havana Street come through with major interchange at I-70 
 
Community/Environmental 
• How many additional cars will be added with a toll alternative? 
• Stations Working Group is useful 
• Would like to see light rail transit alternative 
• Diesel would pollute the air and be loud 
• Health is very important and should be considered air quality, water quality, noise etc. 
• Make sure that there are different stations for light rail 
• The traffic on I-70 was designed to back up it happens everyday. 
• The combination of traffic from I-70 and I-270 is causing backups. 
• Trains cause backups on local streets 
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• Peoria Street, Havana Street, Airport Boulevard, and Tower Road should all be grade 
separated. 

• The only place to get around the train is Quebec Street. 
• Some people try to beat the train by speeding down Smith Road. 
• Heard that the Union Pacific local trains will stop in two years 
• Provide an emergency lane for emergency vehicles 
• I don’t think that I-70 needs to be widened. 
• Use 56th Street (double lanes) as an alternative to I-70 
• Need more east/west options in the Montbello, Aurora, and Green Valley areas 
• Use I-70 a lot between downtown and Quebec Square 
• Will Smith Road be completed through Stapleton? 
• What about improvements to 56th Avenue west of Quebec Street to Vasquez 

Boulevard? 
• Colorado returned $48 million dollars back to the federal government 
• Smith Road should be top priority 
• Why won’t anything be done to Smith Road until the EIS is completed? 
• Traffic on Smith Road would relieve I-70 
• Stapleton is a mess, the traffic is horrible 
• Meeting has been great; like the format 
• No tolls 
• Addressing pedestrian connectivity in Stapleton.  Is this project going to be pedestrian 

friendly? 
• Senior access to the transportation corridor is important. 
• Define sidewalk standards bike/pedestrian crossing I-70 either over or under 
• I want to look at the whole scenario 
• Next year a blind/deaf school will be opened at Syracuse and Roslyn.  We need to 

provide access to those folks. 
• What’s happening at 55th Street and Colorado Boulevard? 
• Realignment location near Colorado Boulevard (business is currently located at 45th 

Street/Franklin Street, but moving to 55th Street/Colorado Boulevard) may move 
business if realignment will take property. 

• When will engineering design be released? 
• Called CDOT to find out about this meeting 
• Moving the highway to the north realignment will create the safest/healthiest 

neighborhood. 
• Build light rail because it provides best access for neighborhoods more station and 

more frequent stops. 
• If trains run more frequently it’s easier for people to access jobs, people in service 

industry jobs 
• When is the study scheduled to end? 
• What’s the difference between DEIS and FEIS? 
• Likes VIP treatment when she comes to meeting 
• No toll roads – highway should be free 
• I have never used E-470 
• I have used it (E-470) and it’s not worth it 
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• People won’t use the toll road 
• Tested driving from the Mousetrap to Peoria, it is one of the most congested corridors 

in the city. 
• Schools are growing in the area and access is needed to transit system 
• Sand Creek greenway provides connection for bikes and pedestrians 
• Stapleton Transportation Management Association wants to sit down with the project 

team and meet on bike/pedestrian issues. 
• Live 11 blocks north of I-70, the noise is about 75 decibels on my front porch in the 

morning 
• EIS/highway plan develops the character for the whole community 
• How long has the project been going on? 
• Why can’t we have both light rail and commuter rail? 
• From Denver International Airport to downtown there should be three stops 
• The eagles are doing great at Sand Creek and Bluff Lake. 


