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Sal Rivera  Ramesh Thammiraju Ivan Drinks  Sal Blea 
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John Knop  Pam Hutton Randy Schnicker  Gene Swanson 
Kurt Riddell Pat Grant  Josephine LaFevre Judy Montero 
Karen Brown-Gerdine John Fernandez Brendon Harrington Larry Streno 
BJ Moralez  Juanita Moralez David Kline  Faith Winter  
Harry McFarland  Tom Tobiassen  Ronald Wooding  John Esty 
Shirley Valentine Frank Valentine Anniece Johnson Cora Fishlourn  
Barbara Price  Peter Muller  Brother Eli Harris  Rebecca Miller  
Amanda Champany  Joe L. Mares Sr. Judith McNutt Kurt Heimbrock 
Kristy Jeffcoat  Dan Jeffcoat  Delphine Jackson Rick Willard  
Ernie Gutierrez Joe Schaub  Wayne Nelson Robert Espinoza  
John Hall  Beka Wilson  Marilyn Vaughn  Diane Cunningham 
David Fischer  Fred Lebrun Paula Pehowski Ken Cotton  
Ron Nelson Don Barrett Dennis Bronson Paul Scrivner  
Terry Kowlok Fred McPeck Julio Martinez Joe Williams  
Nancy Williams  Dick Eckrich  Diana Sue Eckenorde James Eckenorde 
Jerry Piffer  Joanne True  Frank Skradski Chris Arend  
Fabby Hillyard Roger Rodine  Linda Rodine Tony Ryan  
Gene Eatinger  Fred Hiemer  Nancy Stephani  Margot Hackstaff 
Rob Mann Don Hunt Frenando Torrez Scott Cleveland  
Mike Stone  Dan Klepper L.W. Morrow Jeff Simmons 
Dean Brack Phil Kasper John Daniels Rich McClintock 
Dorothy Garcia Jim Paulmeno Mandy Stackhouse Ned Burke 
Kevin Hankel Marcia Hankel Gary Brown  Kenton Johnson 
Maria Castrellon Debra Bartleson Carlos Carranza Marvin J. Witt 
Betty Wonder  Ramon Godoy Michael Kloefkorn Derek Officer  
Arlene Welsch Lori Cole  Ralph Stephani Jim Weaver  
Gene Hook  Lisa Anderson Ray Ruppert Bonnie Stackhouse  
Rose Klepper  Diana Gates  Virginia Martinez  Tim Lopez 
Ed Wright  Gina Fontaine   
 

Date/Time: February 24, 2005/5:00 P.M.  

Location: Bruce Randolph Middle School  
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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. 
 

 
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? 
• I fully support the realignment of the highway.  There is currently an unjust amount 

of pollution in the neighborhoods of Elyria and Swansea. This pollution has caused 
asthma, cancer, and heart disease.  

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment), I work in 
Swansea and I-70 is directly beside my office.  I am concerned because of the dirty 
air and how it affects my breathing as well as the noise impact on my hearing, so 
moving the road away from here is a good option. 

• None of the alternatives are good for our community. I think that it should be 
moved over to the industrial area where there is already contamination. 

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment), because it gets 
rid of the most pollution in the neighborhoods. 

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) or Alternative D 
(Add toll lanes on the I-70 realignment), because it moves the freeway away from 
our business, which I hope would have no impact to our business. 

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment), general purpose 
on the I-70 realignment offers a chance to revitalize the neighborhoods affected 
when I-70 was first built, general purpose is of greater service to residents. 

• Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment), below 
grade between Brighton Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard.  Would prefer the 
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below grade from Colorado Boulevard to I-225 if possible to vent exhaust fume to 
limit air pollution.  

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment), because tolls 
are too expensive.  No tolls. 

• I support the depressed option, I don’t think the realignment is a good idea.  I think 
if the road is depressed you may be able to bring the areas up and improve the 
livability. 

• We must move the highway if this makes it difficult on the National Western Stock 
Show then we should relocate them with help from the City and a tax increment 
financing. 

• I approve of Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) 
because it moves the highway out of the neighborhoods and into a more industrial 
area in Denver. 

• Go underground 
• I do not have a car and I travel by the bus.  I may buy a car someday and would 

prefer not to have pay a toll to get from Montbello, my home, to work in downtown 
Denver.  Either Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 
alignment) or Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) 
are my choices. 

• Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment)! 
• Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) seems to 

be the best option to support both commercial and residential interstate.  Fewer 
homes and businesses are affected and realignment would only continue to dissect 
the neighborhood. 

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) 
• I thought beforehand I would like to see I-70 moved north but not any longer.  I 

believe it would interfere with the communities north and northwest of Colorado 
Boulevard. 

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) removing the 
viaduct and building an arterial adds choice/options for east-west transit. Concerned 
with impact on residential property with I-70 reconnect at Washington Street.  
Denver already short of affordable housing.  

• I think Alternative C.  It will allow for a unification and beautification of the 
neighborhoods.  It might also be better not to have to reduce lanes while 
constructing it as would Alternative A and B.  I don’t like the idea of toll lanes 
because the per use toll would probably be too high (as it is on E-470). 

• Alternative A.  Will not use toll lanes; too expensive.  Concerned that I-70 
realignment could create more congestion on I-225. 

 
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? 
• I support the realignment with Option 1 as it burdens fewer neighborhoods and 

would not take the National Western Stock Show building.  I feel the land that is 
taken from the National Western Stock Show should be well compensated.  They 
are an asset but health must be the priority. 
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• I am in favor of unifying the neighborhoods that currently have I-70 overhead by 
moving the interstate.  The children can play at the school without fear of some 
vehicle part falling off and hurting them on the playground, as well as sunshine 
might be available to some areas that don’t have that option because of the 
interstate. 

• Would like the highway to be moved out of the community so we could breathe 
fresher air.  The highway just makes people sick and it looks ugly right in the 
middle of our community. 

• Avoidance of impact to our property leaving us access to the freeway. 
• Try to stay further west to have less impact on residents.  Preserve the National 

Western Stock Show in its current location but with needed adaptation for 
realignment.  Work toward transit friendly development.  Limit the number of 
trucks on 46th Avenue. 

• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) just moves all 
the highway problems to another neighborhood. 

• I like realignment connection Option 1, which sacrifices the least number of houses 
and also takes very little of the National Western Stock Show’s property. 

• Go underground 
• I found out today that the 30th Avenue/Downing Street light rail stop will remain 

and that RTD will continue to have a bus through my neighborhood.  As long as 
this exists I will be happy. 

• Train Traffic – Why do coal trains come through Denver when its not mined or 
used in the city?  This is only in recent years that we’ve seen so much train traffic. 

• I think CDOT needs to be completely honest about how any of the realignment 
options affect businesses in the neighborhood.  Current drawings don’t effectively 
show how entrance and exit ramps cut through commercial and residential property 

• Have passenger access to major thoroughfares 
• Realignment connection regarding housing is big for me.  Should be minimized and 

fair compensation should be a priority.  Would like to see more clarity on 
connections/movement in and around Northfield Development at Central Park 
Boulevard. 

• I do not want it to take National Western Stock Show land.  That would be too 
detrimental to the Denver community.  I do think that the National Western Stock 
Show owners should be required to help pay for beautification of the area in 
exchange (the sidewalks around it are falling apart and inaccessible, etc.).  I feel 
bad for the businesses and people who would lose their property, but if you help 
them relocate fairly, I think that’s the best alternative. 

• Prefer below grade option between Brighton Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard 
bridge is often unsafe during adverse weather conditions, especially ice, rain, and 
snow. 

 
Transit alternative comments 

 
Transit Alternatives Recommended for Evaluation in the DEIS 

Alternative 1 Union Pacific Commuter Rail  
Alternative 2 Union Pacific Light Rail  
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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? 

• I support light rail.  This would provide more stops for community members, 
increase local development, and not bring in additional diesel to the already 
burdened neighborhoods. 

• The light rail will give the community more choices of traveling to places like the 
airport and get them there faster and other directions without entering our 
neighborhoods and polluting them like the buses do. 

• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail) is the best option because it will create 
more jobs and will allow people to commute to jobs easier than the commuter rail. 

• The Union Pacific light rail is the best alternative for our community because it is 
able to actually stop in our community to transport people places and not just pass 
people through our community. 

• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail), so the community can actually use it.  
• No preference 
• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail), light rail offers more stops and the 

pollution in non-point and can be cleaned with technology. 
• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail).  Would prefer light rail from Denver 

Union Station to Airport Road, and commuter rail from Airport Road to Denver 
International Airport. 

• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail), because it makes more stops and will 
accommodate the different communities better. 

• Light rail 
• Light rail – more stops 
• I would like to see Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail) in the draft 

environmental impact statement.  Light rail offers more stops in the neighborhood, 
which ultimately offers more opportunities for transit-oriented developments.  
Economically beneficial for the communities. 

• Light rail 
• Light rail offers all the affected communities more opportunities (stations) to use 

the system collectively. 
• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail) to avoid diesel fuel air pollution. 
• Light rail better enables communities to use public transportation as an alternative 

to individual personal vehicles.  Commuter rail seems to limit opportunities for 
business-to-business travel. 

• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail) 
• Light rail 
• Alternative 1 (Union Pacific Commuter Rail) has the most likely chance of 

alleviating some congestion on I-70 and provides reasonable alternatives to 
transport from Denver International Airport to downtown, and points in between. 

• Do not do the commuter train.  Do the light rail if you have to do anything. 
• I can’t really choose yet.  I’d like to know: Which pollutes less – the diesel or the 

cool burned for the electricity to run light rail?  Is there a natural gas option?  I 
think light rail would be nicer and cozier in the short run, but maybe commuter rail 
would be more efficient in the distance future. 
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• Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail) is cleaner and quieter transportation mode, 
and additional stations (e.g. Chambers Road station). 

 
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? 

• I find if light rail is selected, which I support, that a commuter rail maintenance 
facility would be unfair and should be placed along the 36 line (US 36). 

• We should have stations located where people can get to them in walking distance 
from all directions or a short drive and parking lots where they can leave cars 
parked while their gone.  The fare should be reasonable so people can use the light 
rail often. 

• I believe more stations are a better option for the light rail.  I also look forward to 
having circulating bus service in the area to get people to light rail. 

• Hopefully there could be more than one stop if the light rail is decided so our 
community can use it also. 

• More stations in the Cole Denver area.  The maintenance facility decision should 
consider development impacts. 

• Seems good Union Pacific Railroad 36th Street Yard West. 
• I would feel better about the central maintenance facility being located in Boulder.  

It’s not fair that they want all the benefits of commuter rail but not the pollution. 
• Make Boulder route light rail and have maintenance facility there. 
• Light rail station definitely needed between Coors Field and 40th Street (25th Street 

to 27th Street to 28th Street would be perfect).  5,000 new residents in last three 
years more to come.  250 businesses in same time. 

• Please put grab bars on light rail so when it stops short (which it frequently does) 
people don’t fall over.  Also, if you can put in light rail seats that don’t cause people 
to sit facing each other, banging knees, it would be wonderful! 

• Keep in place present proposals 
• Reliable, frequent buses to service Montbello and Green Valley must be included. 
• Issues concerning carry-on luggage 
• Light Rail would make transfers easier if entire city was on same rail line as 

opposed to mixing light and commuter rails.  City already has a number of light rail 
lines in place with plans to expand those lines. 

 
Other comments 
3. Any other comments or questions? 

• With the realignment, I would highly encourage 46th Street to be well landscaped 
complete with a sidewalk and a bike lane, going both east and west. Thanks! 

• Thank you for considering our comments. 
• Would have liked some more concrete answers to the impacts to properties along 

the freeway.  No answers aren’t comforting. 
• Maintenance yard at RTD District Shops (Platte Facility) 
• Keep up the good work, everyone is well informed.  Drawings and pictures. 
• The diesel facility should not be put in these neighborhoods, these neighborhoods 

have more than their fair share of industry.  Put it in Boulder. 



Corridor-wide Meeting – Bruce Randolph Middle School 
February 24, 2005 

Page 7 of 23 
 
 

• What are the pollution effects of surrounding the neighborhoods by two major 
highways?  Will the realignment actually reduce truck and heavy vehicle traffic 
through the neighborhoods?  What is the timeline for actual construction of the 
project?  All these questions should be considered, answered and conveyed to the 
communities. 

• The overall presentation of the alternatives for the public is excellent.  Visuals are 
clear, well defined.  The opportunity to discuss specifics in small groups is 
appreciated also, the food is good too. 

• Ca you do both of these?  That would be ideal (even if one weren’t planned until 20 
or so years down the road).  In that case, I think light Rail should be done first.  I 
think I will definitely use Light Rail more once the 33rd Avenue and Downing 
Station is built, because that’s closer to my house.  Thanks for the presentation 
night, it was awesome.  You all worked hard that was evident by the 
professionalism of it all and you know a lot. 

• I-70 is one of the major corridors out of the Green Valley Ranch area (where we 
live).  No matter which Highway Alternative is eventually selected, the I-70 
corridor (especially the area between Brighton Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard) 
needs to be redone, the road is old and falling apart, and is extremely hazardous to 
drive on during adverse weather conditions. 

 
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 

• Realignment of I-70 would be good to improve air quality in neighborhoods 
• Shouldn’t allow diesel trucks to exit I-70 into Elyria and Swansea neighborhoods, 

too much pollution 
• Traffic may be over capacity on Brighton Boulevard and or Steele Street with 

traffic coming downtown. 
• Is York Street access being closed?  The York Street access is very important to 

neighborhood. 
• Closing access will move traffic to another location. 
• Concerns with traffic and Steele Street because of Pilot Truck Stop 
• Prefer I-70 alignment 
• Depressed is a good idea from Brighton Boulevard to Colorado Boulevard 
• Concerned with closing York Street – access to I-70 and the impacts to access for 

fire and police 
• Don’t like realignment 
• The more lanes you add the more traffic will come. 
• What will be done with 46th Avenue under the viaduct when it is widened? 
• Piers for existing viaduct get hit all the time.  Trucks are unable to make turns.  
• Existing viaduct floods frequently 
• I-70 is too congested I do not like driving it. 
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• Tear down elevated section of highway  
• Reroute traffic north on I-25 to I-270 
• Widen I-270 
• Concern with increased traffic at Steele Street – creating more pollution 
• Be a good idea to get away from elevated, because less maintenance 
• Tunnel or below grade option for highway is preferred 
• Like below ground, lower accident rate, move traffic, less costs. Really nice 
• Implement improvements to highway quickly  
• In favor of Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment), it 

takes pollution away from the neighborhoods.  Do not favor existing I-70 
alternatives because of impacts to neighborhood and particulate in neighborhood. 

• Southwest corner of Stapleton Drive south floods every time it rains.  Grade to the 
east is too steep in the winter. 

• Our business is located at 4300 Holly Street, we are concerned about I-70 possible 
impacts to right of way.  If there are no right of way impacts then I have no 
preference to highway alternatives, if there are right of way impacts than I prefer 
realignment alternatives. 

• Shift north s-curve just east of Colorado Boulevard.  Quickest way to fix problem is 
to use existing alignment. 

• Adding lanes in Elyria and Swansea would impact air quality. 
• People won’t use toll lanes.  No toll lanes in Metro area. 
• Curious about toll lanes paying for themselves if usage will be low during off peak 

periods.  Doesn’t see cost justification. 
• Concerned people will choose route that doesn’t realign I-70 just to get rid of 

Purina Plant.  Purina Plant should be addressed. 
• Toll roads are okay 
• For the realignment, look at going under the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad 

(BNSF) line.  Do the same thing as in the Central Platte Valley. 
• The realignment makes more sense because there is a portion of Denver that can be 

resurrected. 
• See if a depressed section in the realignment is feasible. 
• Why relocate Brighton Boulevard in the realignment?  Can’t you use the streets that 

are already there? 
• We get a lot of pollution from the highway in Elyria and Swansea. 
• Don’t want the freeway in the neighborhood.  Prefer the realignment. 
• Sounds good, if you are in a hurry you can take the toll road. 
• Viaduct option not good because air pollution impacts neighborhoods nearby.  

Realignment works better because additional widening further divides the 
neighborhoods. 

• Realignment is supported due to health issues 
• Look at tunnel for I-70 
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• Like the realignment future connections to the west 
• In favor of existing I-70 alignment because of access and interchanges.  Out of 

direction travel problems with interchanges on the realignment. 
• The realignment does not look good technically. 
• I-70 between Vasquez Boulevard and Quebec Street has three lanes and I-270 has 

two existing lanes so for the realignment you would only be adding one lane 
between I-270 and Quebec Street. 

• With toll there is no added capacity 
• Would prefer the realignment, would take fewer homes 
• Why don’t you take the realignment along the Platte River? 
• Why shift the interstate?  Aren’t you just shifting problems elsewhere? 
• Favor the realignment, put I-70 in a more industrial area.  Prefer Option 3, it would 

benefit the National Western Stock Show. 
• Not in favor of realignment, it would affect too many businesses. 
• Instead of the realignment, why not expand I-270 and I-76 to bypass this area? 
• For the realignment, go north at I-25 and realign from there.  Go through the 

industrial area not residential. 
• Try to keep I-70 at ground level.  Stay away from bridges in the residential area. 
• Current realignment alternative sounds like the best approach 
• Prefer non-toll alternatives, because it is less expensive.  I would never use toll 

lanes. 
• Why not continue the realignment further east along 56th Avenue?  This will serve 

Montbello. 
• Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) looks best 

because it has the least impact. 
• Of all the plans I like the realignment the best 
• Depressed section would be safer than elevated in Section 2.  
• 56th Avenue– 100 foot corridor of clear land for the highway realignment 
• Use taller sound walls 
• Prefer realignment for less residential impacts 
• Prefer realignment alternatives to get the highway out of the neighborhood 
• Wouldn’t mind toll if costs are reasonable 
• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) makes more 

sense for capacity verses Alternative D (Add toll lanes on the I-70 realignment). 
• In favor of realignment will have less pollution in neighborhoods 
• No more toll roads, put high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes back on the table 
• Start realignment at I-25 instead of Washington Street 
• Widen what’s there (existing I-70), save National Western Stock Show 
• Prefer I-70 existing alignment with improvements.  I depend on traffic for business. 
• Put sound walls on 46th Avenue with realignment 
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• Doesn’t matter where the highway alignment goes, the pollution will dissipate 
everywhere 

• 52nd Avenue and Brighton Boulevard – Concerned with cemetery impacts from 
realignment 

• Don’t like the depressed option because of access to York Street.  The accidents at 
eastbound I-70 York Street exit are drivers fault. 

• The realignment alternative must consider truck traffic that needs to access 
businesses along the existing alignment. 

• Would like to see the viaduct come down 
• Realignment alternative will hurt businesses along York Street and Josephine Street 

area. 
• Realignment is preferred to help reduce noise impacts to Elyria and Swansea 
• Move highway north to reduce air pollution in the Elyria and Swansea 

neighborhoods 
• Move highway to the north because it’s the cheapest alternative 
• Health first in the environmental impact statement.  Realign I-70 out of the 

neighborhoods, build light rail with a lot of stops 
• Not in favor of realignment 
• The alternatives that remove the Purina Plant are the best. 
• Expand I-270 and I-76 to reroute traffic instead of using I-70.  So get rid of I-70 

completely between those connections. 
• Prefer options for realignment to go through National Western Stock Show instead 

of neighborhood. 
• In favor of I-70 realignment to get the neighborhood back 
• Noise walls are needed along the corridor 
• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) – realignment 

does not solve the health/air pollution problems, it moves it to another 
neighborhood. 

• Option 1 on realignment looks great because it moves the highway away from the 
neighborhood.  Should be creative compensating the National Western Stock Show. 

• Cannot have a collector-distributor road system for one interchange 
• Like realignment 
• Against Realignment Alternatives 4(Realignment with general purpose lanes), 

5(Realignment with HOV lanes), and 6(Realignment with toll lanes). 
• Only the people directly affected by the project (residents) should be able to 

comment on the draft environmental impact statement. 
• Everything was real nice. 
• By not having bridges, you can plant trees, beautify the area.  The bridges trap 

pollution. 
• In favor of the realignment in order to reconnect the neighborhood 
• Would like to see Purina Plant removed 
• Don’t like eliminating York Street access 
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• Add bike lanes to 46th Avenue 
• Should consider a blimp 
• Opposed to the No Action Alternative because viaduct is still there.  Do not like 

realignment because no direct access 
• The No Action Alternative will bring less smoke and less traffic.  House property 

values will remain the same. 
• Do not support the No Action Alternative because the same issues with division of 

neighborhoods and air quality issues as existing. 
• Do not like shifting south for the No Action Alternative because it destroys the 

value of houses from 2025 north. 
• For the No Action Alternative construction, would like to see the interstate shift 

north 
• Is the project going to be designed to withstand low-level seismic activity?  How 

much renewable and green built design will be used?  Has the ‘heat island’ effect 
been studied?  Incremental impact on heating and cooling? 

• Will impacts on specific businesses, like my chemical plant, be analyzed in detail?  
Taking of property, proximity to chemicals, add safety requirements.   

• Toll road is a good idea, how else are we going to pay for roads? 
• If I’m in a hurry, I’d be willing to pay a toll. 

 
Transit comments 

• By bringing light rail and I-70, property values will go down.  By bringing rail, the 
vibrations are going to get worse. 

• Prefer light rail 
• Concerned about crossing at Steele Street, already a lot of traffic tie-ups at this 

crossing due to delays caused by freight train. 
• At grade crossings, traffic backups due to Union Pacific trains, gated crossing slow 

and long trains.  Concerned with high volumes of traffic.  Should be grade 
separated at crossings. 

• Prefer light rail for less emissions 
• Purina Plant and the trains both impact local residents 
• Any wall/noise protection planned with commuter rail?  Light rail seems preferable, 

but nothing would be best. 
• Need a process to share details about commuter rail maintenance facility sites.  

Work with neighborhoods to show/learn about positives and problems. 
• Train noise is a big concern (resident lives near Purina Plant) 
• Light rail is better, produces less emissions than diesel.  Bookmobiles at stations 

like in Europe kiosk. 
• Show difference between commuter rail and electric power generation (point 

source) 
• Don’t build maintenance facility in Globeville, build something the community can 

use.  Remove existing rail yard and build grocery store, daycare, and health clinic. 
• Don’t put commuter rail maintenance facility in a corridor that does not have a 

commuter rail line. 
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• Diesel power vehicles will emit pollutants don’t place in Environmental Justice 
communities (Swansea, Globeville, etc) 

• A central stop is needed between Denver Union Station and 40th Street – maybe 
23rd Street to 28th Street to serve all rail lines – 5,000 new residents 

• Light rail better, more stops, cleaner.  Solar in future! 
• I support light rail because it will provide transportation to jobs.  It’s quieter than 

commuter rail. 
• I am in favor of the Diesel Multiple Unit.  Concerned about the budget and 

commuter rail is cheaper.  Commuter rail works with the Denver Union Station 
planned model.  Getting light rail into Denver Union Station will cost. 

• Move maintenance facility to north Boulder end of line 
• Commuter rail maintenance facility at RTD District Shops Platte Facility ruins re-

development opportunity along river – not consistent with city plans. 
• Too much time is spent waiting on trains already.  Adding more rails would just 

cause more problems. 
• Prefer light rail to commuter rail to help minimize air quality impacts to 

neighborhoods 
• In favor of extending D-line to 40th Avenue/40th Street 
• Prefer light rail over commuter rail because it’s clean 
• Should assess station area at 40th Avenue/40th Street.  Can it include Mousetrap 

Storage at 43rdAvenue/York Street? 
• Happy that Martin Luther King Boulevard has been eliminated. 
• Either light rail or Commuter rail on Union Pacific. 
• York Street closure is a concern for Downing Street/Brighton Boulevard traffic. 
• Rapid transit would be good. 
• Would like light rail system along Union Pacific because: 1.  Need more stops to 

serve communities (Globeville, Elyria, Swansea). 2.  Don’t need more pollution 
(most polluted area in town).  Do not want commuter rail. 

• No maintenance facility in Globeville. 
• Rail on Martin Luther King Boulevard would ruin the neighborhood it is currently a 

nice street.  Rail should be where it is now. 
• If Martin Luther King Boulevard and Bruce Randolph Avenue are eliminated, then 

better bus service will be needed in these corridors 
• Definitely need a station at Monaco Street and bus service circulators will be 

needed. 
• Glad to see that Martin Luther King Boulevard has been eliminated.  I live at 

Martin Luther King Boulevard and Elizabeth Street, did not want to see rail there. 
• Build light rail – better serves neighborhood, more stations, better frequencies, 

cleaner. 
• Would prefer light rail because of less pollution 
• I vote for one of the rapid transit systems 
• Traffic concern at 40th Avenue/ 40th Street with light rail (cars, trains) rail crossings 
• Station at 33rd Avenue/Downing Street should be located near senior center, don’t 

take property 
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• Like the accessibility of commuter rail for handicap travelers 
• Would like an additional station between 40th Avenue /40th Street and Denver 

Union Station. 
• Would like to see light rail because of more stops like the Chambers Road station 
• Would like to see light rail.  It provides more stops with little time difference 

compared to commuter rail, better for air quality, serves the neighborhoods more. 
• Light rail between Denver Union Station and East Corridor is best.  If light rail is 

used, it is an unfair burden to place commuter rail maintenance facility at Union 
Pacific Railroad 36th Street Yard West (Elyria/Swansea). 

• Would like to see light rail because it would serve the community better, more 
stops, stations would help turn the area around (improve economic development). 

• Rennick Yard site appears to offer significant redevelopment opportunities, could 
serve as a catalyst. 

• Need to take a serious look at the design center site for commuter rail maintenance 
facility. 

• Doesn’t make sense to have commuter rail maintenance facility on a corridor that 
light rail would be used. 

• If the commuter rail maintenance facility could replace the Union Pacific 36th Street 
Yard West, improvements to the neighborhood could serve as catalyst. 

• A station added at Airport Boulevard and Smith Road would be preferable 
• Better to carry bags on light rail, as opposed to a separate car 
• Light rail would be preferable.  It provides more stations, better access to 

community in terms of having a station nearby.  Light rail provides better access to 
hotels on Tower Road. 

• Light rail preferable, moves pollution out of the corridor unlike Diesel Multiple 
Unit and more stations. 

• Would commuter rail have grab bars for passengers to hold on to? 
• Would like to see roads going over commuter/light rail for safety reasons and for 

improvement to traffic flow.  Would especially like to see Vasquez Boulevard go 
over rail. 

• Like light rail because it will serve the community better between York Street and 
Montbello.  Need to have a better system for bikes. 

• Maintenance facility should be further out on the line to better serve the whole 
corridor.  Keeps pollution out of central area. 

• National Western Stock Show brings more money per year than anything else.  It 
needs a station closer to it, or a branch to it.  (More north of I-70) 

• Build the facility in Sunnyside.  No maintenance facility in Globeville 
• Would like an additional station between Colorado Boulevard and Quebec Street 
• Monaco Street Station closer to or at Quebec Street for light rail 
• The Denver International Airport Partnership supports the thorough investigation of 

express and local service to better meet the needs of the neighborhoods and 
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communities of the Northeast metro Denver area and those traveling between 
downtown and the airport. 

• Would like to see light rail.  I would like to see more stations in the Swansea area, 
also would provide more access to the community for traveling to work.  Could see 
commuter rail with an improved bus system. 

• Do not support commuter rail, do support light rail so that the community gets more 
benefit with more stations.  No more diesels in community. 

• Like light rail because it has more stops, not run on diesel (less pollution), provides 
more economic opportunity in the Globeville, Elyria, and Swansea area. 

• Like transit commuter rail; easier access to airport, leaves more options to expand 
the line west faster, not disrupting the communities and businesses. 

• The additional stops for light rail will create transit-oriented development where the 
commuter rail will not. 

• I like Alternative 2 (Union Pacific Light Rail), because there are more stops, no 
diesel from the light rail. Even if light rail cost more the extra stops make it worth 
the money 

• The Denver International Airport Partnership supports investigation of combining 
the two transit alignments with specific technologies.  Specifically, the partnership 
supports a more thorough investigation of commuter rail along the light rail 
alignment.  While both transit alternatives note that draft environmental impact 
statement will investigate various combinations, the partnership is concerned that 
the current maps and labeling create the impression that the selection process is 
further along than it really is. 

• A good idea to provide transit to Denver International Airport, better for congestion 
• 33rdAvenue light rail station needed to serve Upper Larimer Neighborhood 

Association, be focal point for bridge to Brighton Boulevard and River. 
• Bus service around Brighton Boulevard and station is important. 
• Prefer light rail over commuter rail because it’s clean 

 
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. 
 
Highway 

• York Street has been a good way to access downtown. 
• Brighton Boulevard/I-70 is a poorly designed intersection. 
• What would proposed zoning impacts be with the realignment alternative? 
• What prompts the need for a beltway? 
• The useful life span of I-70 has passed. 
• One way or another, I-70 must be expanded. 
• I-70 taken below ground takes away a lot of pollution. 
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• Closing the York Street interchange is good alternative. 
• Will northbound access on Colorado Boulevard be included with alternatives?  
• Need to provide support system for residential communities impacted by transportation 

expansion. 
• How much land needs to be acquired for realignment? 
• Not everyone can afford to use toll roads.  There should be a discount for frequent users 

(DIA employees). 
• Realign at I-25, not at Brighton Boulevard 
• Only solution to clean up air is tunnel/underground 
• Use Central Platte Valley as example of what can be done in this area 
• Need to use this opportunity to turn this community around 
• The realignment does nothing but further marginalize this area. 
• Before you do anything, get someone out to clean the area around the viaduct. 
• Should take the bridge down 
• Implement directional ramp to north I-25 with northbound alignment. 
• Realignment would wipe out business (refrigerator shop) 
• Alternative C (Add general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) or D (Add toll lanes 

on the I-70 realignment) would tear down part of I-70 that was just finished and had to 
have cost millions. 

• Probably a lot of neighborhoods will be wiped out 
• How will this be funded? 
• Could it be funded in a manner similar to that of FasTracks? 
• Nobody knows how much this will cost. 
• How do you arrive at decisions? 
• Will the federal agencies make the final decision? 
• What are you doing to the Purina Plant? 
• Concerned if you go with the south depressed option 
• Where would you start dip in elevated portion near Brighton Boulevard? 
• What are the chances that you will build up (the viaduct) again? 
• Is the York Street exit going away? 
• Prefer Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) or 

Alternative B (Add toll lanes on the existing I-70 alignment), will lose business with 
realignment.  

• What will happen to Swansea Elementary? 
• Prefer depressed option from Purina Plant 
• Don’t come south 
• Where will the funding for the project come from? 
• Tolls will allow people to go faster. 
• Important issues are neighborhoods and environmental impacts 
• How much property will need to be taken? 
• What are the long-term impacts of realignment?  Widening? 
• Consider future widening and plan for right of way. 
• Realignment would allow community to build up around 46th Avenue. 
• How does cost impact project and the selection of alternatives? 
• Widen highway south along existing alignment. 
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• Concerned that fair market value does not equal re-sale value.  
• Lower I-70 below grade. 
• Realignment too expensive and too much loss to the city. 
• Bring I-70 to ground level at Brighton Boulevard. 
• Need a real photo of the planned realignment. 
• Realignment will leave trucks on 46th Avenue. 
• Need to address truck traffic on 46th Avenue if the realignment is done. 
• Many more conflicts with vehicles and pedestrians.  
• Tear down I-70, widen I-25 into I-76 and widen I-76 
• Alternative route is good 
• If you beautify I-70 like Brighton Boulevard it would be good. 
• Can’t just leave it something should be done, alternative route best but if has to stay 

where it is make it look nicer. 
• Happy with process, but would like to see something happen soon. 
• Move Swansea area around 40th Avenue/Steele Street area and build sound barriers 
• Swansea Elementary inadequate, could use a new school 
• Make I-70 bigger and make wider 
• Widen existing and appropriate to keep where it is (I-70) 
• Save the National Western Stock Show 
• Speed limit too low 
• Facility should be updated 
• Below grade better 
• Need new school, overpopulated 
• Want wide highway, but think underground option is good 
• Go underground or move it out  
• More for alternate route  
• Would like to reroute, but the more lanes the better.  Make it wide enough to 

accommodate existing and future traffic. 
• Would rather see I-70 further out (below grade). 
• If you elevate I-70, how long will it last?  Also, will have to move people out of their 

homes. 
• What does Purina Plant say? 
• If you go underground, you lose Swansea School 
• The relocation/realignment doesn’t make sense. 
• Mixed feelings about toll lanes – not sure it would relieve much traffic 
• Jobs at risk 
• Confused about statement that most of it would be elevated 
• Percent wise how much more is elevated? 
• How is it, going through all environmental impact statement, all alternatives are so 

expensive and there is no money for it? 
• Long-term project, so how do you fund it? 10 years plus? 
• What about a connection at Humboldt Street? 
• How much does realignment add in miles?  Travel time? 
• If you eliminated same intersections on existing highway does it have the same effect 

on travel time? 
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• The T-REX article in the Denver Post newspaper said went underground because was 
cheaper. 

• When did Alternative A (Add general purpose lanes on the existing I-70 alignment), 
Alternative B (Add toll lanes on the existing I-70 alignment), and Alternative C (Add 
general purpose lanes on the I-70 realignment) start? 

• Bottom line, there are engineering problems with Alternative A (Add general purpose 
lanes on the existing I-70 alignment) or Alternative B (Add toll lanes on the existing I-
70 alignment)? 

• National Western Stock Show would like detailed materials. 
• Would like a meeting on Elyria and Swansea turf to show residents: Exit ramps, what 

will happen on 46th Street, informing community 
• Present reality to Elyria and Swansea regarding 46th Street 
• Potential for need for more land acquisitions with widening of 46th Avenue  
• 46thAvenue/Vine Street when I-70 was built cut houses out 
• No major stores around here because I-70 cuts through 
• Current map doesn’t show ramps want to see big picture 
• Would like to see exit ramp at Josephine Street and York Street stay 
• Unfair photo presentation in newsletter 
• Realignment out of question 
• Eliminating one more ramp in area will exacerbate congestion. 
• When you take options to exit I-70 away, it creates more problems 
• Why was tunnel taken off so quickly?  Should take back to Humboldt Street. 
• Hard to understand below grade because going to go under tracks either way. 
• Want to get rid of bridge, it has destroyed neighborhood. 
• Bridge destroyed Globeville 
• Go north at I-25 hit alignment at 53rd Avenue and go out to Montbello and Denver 

International Airport. 
• There is existing automobile pollution from I-70 
• Truck traffic and traffic flow will be significantly impacted by proposed changes to 

highway interchanges. 
• Heard it would cost a lot of money to build tunnels for I-70 
• 46th Avenue will still be a major thoroughfare between two stations of I-70. 

 
Transit  

• Narrow maintenance facilities to three in neighborhood, people don’t want it.  Destroys 
opportunities for transit-oriented development. 

• Who pays for maintenance facility? 
• How would people access the coliseum or the National Western Stock Show? 
• Can there be a shuttle to and around National Western Stock Show/Coliseum until 

North Metro is in service? 
• Proposed maintenance facility will stifle economic development of area. 
• Likes light rail because it has more stops.  Commuter rail needs to add a stop at 

Chambers Road. 
• Will a station be built between Denver Union Station and 40thAvenue/40th Street? 
• Will North Metro merge with the East Corridor before Denver Union Station? 
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• Will River North Plan be considered? 
• Who will make the final decision on light rail or commuter rail? 
• What is the ridership number per day? 
• What percent of cars come off the road in 2025 to the airport? 
• Why are there more coal trains in this corridor than prior years? 
• How do you determine modal split? 
• How do you define travel time? 
• What headways are you looking at? 
• What is the safety value between light rail and commuter rail? 
• What are pros and cons of light rail versus commuter rail? 
• What is operating cost per passenger? 
• Want access to rail 
• Like the safety of commuter rail but want stops for neighborhood by light rail. 
• What are you doing to increase accessibility to stations? 
• Multi-modal facilities – bike/pedestrians connections.  Entire length of the corridor 

parallel and in right of way of transit facility. 
• Express versus local service can, explore this for both light rail and commuter rail? 
• Prefer commuter rail because it is faster, costs less, and more constructible. 
• Transit alternatives mean what? 
• Where will maintenance stops be located? 
• Will maintenance facility be located at I-225? 
• What is the difference between light rail and commuter rail? 
• Do not want commuter rail on Smith Road – light rail may be okay (because of diesel 

exhaust) 
• Glad the maintenance facility was eliminated in east corridor 
• 36/40 (Union Pacific Railroad 36th Street Yard West) site not supported 
• Why can’t the maintenance facility be located at Denver Union Station? 
• Would Stapleton work for a maintenance facility site? 
• When will decisions be made? 
• If the people do not support decisions, what process will be available to speak out? 
• More handrails needed in light rail cars to make riding safer 
• Is diesel fuel more expensive than gasoline? 
• Heard of molasses-based alternative fuel (Willie Nelson uses) 
• More stations are needed.  Need to serve area between Monaco Street and Quebec 

Street 
• Will buses run parallel with Union Pacific railroad? 
• In winter, cold is an issue solved with more stations (greater access) 
• Noise (bell ringing) is an issue regarding the close proximity to Peoria Street on light 

rail 
• Will commuter rail and light rail share tracks? 
• Will there be additional bus service in corridor to accommodate new growth? 
• Need to preserve existing trees 
• Supports 40th Avenue/40th Street station location and park-n-ride station to access 

downtown 
• Would like some form of transit to access National Western Stock Show 
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• Don’t implement transit options without considering serving arterial roads and 
locations 

• Would transit affect property at 35th Avenue and Marion Street? 
• Can light rail station at 40th Avenue and 40th Street co-exist with commuter rail 

maintenance facility? 
• Will pedestrian access be improved at 33rd Avenue Station? 
• Would 33rd Avenue Station be used as park-n-ride? 
• Coors field parking lot under used, potential for other uses Arvada Gold line station? 
• How 33rd Avenue station is planned will have profound impact on neighborhood. 
• Will Downing Street extension affect properties? 
• Which is preferred light rail or commuter rail? 
• Upper Larimer neighborhood is in favor of light rail due to better access for 

residents/neighborhood. 
• Light rail is preferred over commuter rail 
• Communities should not have diesel introduced 
• Where would potential commuter rail maintenance facility be located? 
• US 36 corridor did not notify neighborhoods of plans. 
• US 36 maintenance facility should be located in Boulder. 
• Maintenance facility of no benefit to corridor communities  
• If commuter rail were chosen, would additional maintenance facility sites be 

considered? 
• Inadequate public involvement process for maintenance facility screening process for 

Upper Larimer Neighborhood Association. 
• Maintain trees and green areas in the corridor regardless of alternative. 
• Light rail expansion could increase economic development opportunities in the 

corridor. 
• How would commuter rail manufacturer be selected (if chosen)?  Would a Colorado 

company be chosen? 
• Where are current light rail cars manufactured? 
• How would commuter rail pollution compare to current RTD options in place now? 
• How many stops would either transit option have in the corridor? 
• Is transit a possibility for Globeville?  Or an overpass for 33rd Avenue? (North metro) 
• Glad the Martin Luther King Boulevard route was eliminated from transit 

consideration. 
• How many people will proposed light rail accommodate? 
• Could light rail and increased bus service be combined in peak times? 
• Light rail preferred over commuter rail because of increased access (Northeast Park 

Hill) commuter rail limited in access options 
• Concern over bus access to transit alternatives 
• Increased parking facilities needed to support transit.  Currently spills into 

neighborhoods. 
• Would like to have Denver International Airport with park-n-ride facility 
• Would federal money be allocated for construction of project? 
• How fast does commuter rail travel? 
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• Quickest route to Denver International Airport would be to park at Stapleton and ride 
the train to the airport 

• Interested in light rail between downtown and Chambers Road/Peoria Street then 
commuter rail to Denver International Airport 

• Is there a parallel I-70 West Environmental Impact Statement study?  Is light 
rail/commuter rail proposed? 

• Rennick Yard site for maintenance facility not preferred due to close proximity to 
residential areas. 

• Perform environmental impact statement study for both commuter rail and light rail. 
• They will be diverting freight trains and won’t need additional rails 
• Need a rail station at National Western Stock Show/Coliseum 
• Need more light rail stations  
• What will happen if we do get mass transit?  Will it help or hurt existing neighborhood? 

 
Community/Environmental  

• Move I-70 as far north as possible  
• Prefer light rail, more accessible to the neighborhoods.  
• Meeting format very good.  The staff was knowledgeable answered all questions 
• How many times will trains stop at Denver International Airport? 
• The food is all fine but there is too much vinegar in the beef. 
• Need progress and jobs in the community 
• May hurt the taxi industry 
• Timing of trains to the airport is critical 
• Cost is an important issue for transportation to Denver International Airport 
• Need room for luggage on transit technology 
• How will the baggage be checked? 
• How will the Americans with Disabilities Act and the luggage issue be handled? 
• Bus service needed to provide access to stations 
• Concerned with railroad crossings 
• Need grade separation at Steele Street and York Street 
• Truck traffic on 41st Avenue and Steele Street is doing damage to homes 
• Prefer light rail 
• Prefer commuter rail because it has more room 
• Make sure bus service is available to get to stations 
• Concerned with noise, the freight trains on Union Pacific are loud 
• Would rather have I-70 on its existing alignment 
• Need grade separation at rail crossings 
• Like the commuter rail options 
• Concerned with air quality alternative impacts as well as cumulative impacts 
• Agree with conducting “hot spot” analysis 
• Purina Plant smells bad something needs to be done 
• Would prefer the depressed alternative in Section 2 (Brighton Boulevard to Colorado 

Boulevard). 
• Something needs to be done for transit and highway 
• Prefer general purpose lanes on I-70 
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• Would like to see light rail, need additional stations 
• Like the transit alternative 
• Prefer light rail option (lower pollution more stops) 
• In favor of transit alternative, bring tourism, and gets cars off the road 
• No toll 
• Concerned with Platte River impacts 
• Transit-oriented development is important in station planning 
• Would hate to see 40th Avenue/40th Street become a parking lot, need small businesses 

as well 
• Well lit park-n-rides are important 
• Prefer realignment alternative 
• Globeville, Elyria, and Swansea should have the most say 
• Air quality monitor in the corridor 
• Don’t want impacts to the National Western Stock Show 
• Enhancements should be made associated with the project (landscaping, etc.) 
• National Western Stock Show should work with realignment alternatives 
• Would like to see the elevated highway moved and taken down.  Prefer highway to be 

moved north. 
• Look at 56th Avenue route for highway 
• Good idea to put in more lanes on the highway.  Get rid of foundry dirt that is all over 

Swansea. 
• So many display boards overwhelming 
• Look at alignment and routes before maintenance facility locations.  Too confusing to 

address all at once 
• Would use transit if safe, convenient, free of panhandling  
• Will ride light rail from Fitzsimons 
• Price of gas means transit more important 
• Not enough stops with commuter rail  
• Security at park-n-rides is a concern, use secure card entry technology to protect lots 
• Martin Luther King Boulevard to St. Paul Street and Steele Street to 40th Avenue 

concerned with pollution if place a park-n-ride in this location. 
• I ride the bus to get downtown because there is no parking downtown 
• Need other alternatives to get to the airport 
• Easier to get to the airport from Aurora than Denver 
• I take the Super Shuttle to get to the airport.  There won’t be a solution that will be 

convenient for everyone, take the majority. 
• If retired person, a shuttle would be a source of entertainment and amusement.  Good to 

stop at museums and parks go to airport and shopping centers i.e. leisure travel 
• I like the meetings on Wednesday 
• Food at meeting is a good thing because people are coming home from work  
• Meetings in the morning are good for non-working people 
• Biggest concern is seeing highway leave the area. Business relies on certain amount of 

traffic flow.  Have liquor store on Josephine Street. 
• Moving trucks out of neighborhood hurts small businesses and sends jobs out of 

community 
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• Coal trains already disrupt business, I don’t know why they come through the city, they 
dissect the neighborhood, cut off emergency services, and block traffic 

• Concerned about contaminated soil in Globeville being stirred back up by new 
construction (plus the clinics that screen people for free are now closed so who’ll do 
it?) 

• Will people be fairly compensated for homes being taken? 
• Where will transit stops be? 
• What is appraisal process?  Need to get a fair resale value. 
• Would prefer not to take people’s homes.  Take from National Western Stock Show 

instead. 
• Many people have grants to upgrade homes but have to pay back grants if the house is 

sold before 10 years.  Will we be compensated for that? 
• Have Del Norte grant through City of Denver. 
• Concerned about noise, 65-db standard doesn’t take into account short bursts of loud 

noises (jake breaks, etc) that are 120 db early in the morning. 
• At grade crossings a concern at high volume intersections (Airport Road, Tower Road, 

and Chambers Road) and cause congestion 
• Prefer light rail over commuter rail 
• How do emissions from plant to power electric trains compare to emissions from diesel 

trains? 
• RTD needs to make trains more bicycle friendly (only allowed on light rail off peak 

and with license now) 
• Phone calls for meeting turnout appreciated 
• Prefer alternative to restore I-70 neighborhoods (realignment) 
• Like tolls 
• Good to have mix of free (general purpose) and toll lanes  
• Don’t like tolls 
• Like people having the choice 
• Veggie burgers a hit! 
• Hard to find phone number on newsletter, put on every page with web address 
• Glad caterer is focused on natural foods, it’s good for the environment 
• Favor realignment because it makes sense to have highway run through industrial area 

so neighborhoods are connected and pollution is removed 
• Keeping neighborhoods connected is important, even if highway is moved have portals 

and pathways 
• Depressed highway a good option visually 
• Impressed with how CDOT and RTD have worked so hard on environmental impact 

statement 
• Should be a given that these open houses are part of process, don’t act like people are 

privileged to attended them 
• Appreciate involvement and planning role played by young people on this project  
• Concerned with knocking down viaduct because it’s in need of repair  
• In favor of going around Elyria and Swansea and connecting with I-270 
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• 46th Avenue is beneath viaduct, lives 1 1/5 blocks on Fillmore Street have lived there 
38 years and have never liked the viaduct.  Likes RTD to go through the Union Pacific 
line does use light rail to go downtown. 

• Uses 23rdAvenue/32nd Avenue and Downing Street station and parks at California 
Street to go downtown. 

• When will decision be made? 
• Would it be cheaper to go around Elyria and Swansea neighborhood? 
• Will it be hard to move Purina Plant if they have a contract with Denver saying it can’t 

be torn down? 
• Purina plant noise bad steady hum like giant tuning fork.  I have tried calling them to 

complain but it only worked when I called Hickenlooper. 
• What will happen to Swansea School if highway moves north? 
• The pollution is not good for kids. 
• The schools are endangered if cars go off highway viaduct and land in playground. 
• Like having light rail on Union Pacific line to airport 
• Meeting times good but card we got said it was 6:30 pm-8: 30 pm  
• Look at full air quality impacts as they relate to realignment and other highway 

alternatives. 
• Look at local impacts, not just regional impacts. 
• Three types of communities on corridor:  

o Low-income existing neighborhoods along first four transit stops, bus 
connectivity is crucial here good feeder service to transit stations is key. 

o Shape this part of region, fastest growing part of Denver so plan for what is 
coming including transit-oriented development, future community, etc. 

o Employees/Businesses – be cognizant of impact of transit stops on employment 
situation.  Currently there are no predications about transit attracting business, 
only residential.  The community needs both because impacts rider potential and 
station location choices. 

• Pay attention to local trips associated with people commuting and making other non-
profit trips.  Too obsessed now with time to Denver International Airport statistics 

• Need to make transit system friendly to tourists. 
• Can system get people from Denver International Airport to the mountains without a 

car?  Need to provide connectivity at Denver Union Station to van shuttle services.   
• Keep cars off road. 


