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Meeting Notes 

 
Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: September 16, 2004/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreation Center 
 
Attendees:  
Tom Tobiassen  Joanne True A.B. James 
Kim Kucera  Siophann Kelly  Skye Barker 
Betty Wonder Frank Valentine Sal Rivera  
Fred McPeck  Bert Melcher Brent Billingsley 
Greg Jamison Ken Cotton Jess Ortiz  
Mike Turner Sara Lemmon Jumetta Posey  
Shirley Valentine Byron Robinson  Gene Hook  
R.A. Plummer Sharon Lipp  Carrie Wallis 
 
Agenda Items:  
1.  Welcome/Introduction 
2.  Review of August meeting  
3.  Right of way and property impacts presentation 
4.  Open forum/adjournment 
 
 
1. Welcome/Introduction 
The agenda and meeting handouts were distributed.  The ground rules for the Community Impacts 
Working Group were reviewed.  The meeting began with self-introductions by the attendees. 

2.  Review of August Meeting  
Several items were requested from the I-70 East Corridor project staff at the August meeting.  The 
following represents updates on these items. 
 
Action Item  Response  
What are the assumptions the project team is 
making for I-270 in the No-Action alternative? 
 

The project team is using 6 total lanes, 3 in each direction 
for the No-Action assumption. 

What are the future traffic volumes the project team 
is anticipating? 

A board showing current and projected traffic volumes was 
presented. 

What does an EIS document look like? Several examples were distributed to the attendees for 
review. 

Is it possible to get the meeting minutes out earlier 
for review? 

A new meeting note process has been established.  We will 
be sending out draft meeting notes within seven days 
following the meeting.  We will be accepting comments on 
draft notes up until 7 days following the next meeting.  At 
that point the meeting notes will become final. 

 
At the August meeting, cumulative impacts was discussed.  R.A. asked if there were and questions about 
the discussion items from the last meeting. 
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Questions/Comments: 
1. I am leaving a letter with you that has to do with air quality and health.  We ask that you revisit doing a 
health risk assessment.  You should look at it for environmental justice reasons.  We think it is great that 
you are considering mobile source air toxics and a public health panel but you need to do more. 
 
2. In the minutes it states that Globeville, Elyria and Swansea residents want to see I-70 put at-grade.  
That is a good step.  I spoke with the office of Congresswomen DeGette and they suggested that I ask 
you to reconsider placing the highway at-grade between I-25 and Brighton Boulevard.  If you are not 
going to reconsider it please respond to us in writing. 
 
3. Right of way and Property Impacts Presentation  
The right of way process was described using a process board that explained parallels between the 
engineering process and the right of way process.  The EIS process is the first part of the engineering 
process for any project.  The right of way process is a separate process that is going on at the same time.  
When completing the EIS we are beginning to identify roadway and transit features.  After the EIS is 
completed ownership and right of way maps will be prepared, property appraisals will be completed, 
property negotiations will take place, and if no agreement can be made a condemnation process may take 
place. 
 
Questions/Comments:  
1.  Can a property owner contest the design and suggest another property be taken? 
Answer:  Yes, but usually they are unsuccessful. 
 
2.  If you have to relocate do you have to stay in the same neighborhood/county? 
Answer:  No, you can move wherever you like as long as you buy property in a timely manner. 
 
3.  What happens if you are not close enough to be taken but still are impacted by the project?  Can you 
be paid for any damage? 
Answer:  You are eligible to receive acquisition benefits only when your house is acquired. 
 
4. What happens when you have a rental property that is taken?  What about the income that is lost? 
Answer:  The owner will receive just compensation for their property.  The renters will receive relocation 
benefits. 
 
5. If you are located outside the take boundary, can you get any funds? 
Answer:  No, if you are located outside the boundary you are not eligible to receive funds. 
 
6. Can you get paid to move out of state for comparable housing? 
Answer:  Absolutely, the property must be inspected to show that it is decent, safe, and sanitary.  Often 
other state DOTs cooperate to complete inspections. 
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A video provided by the Federal Highway Administration on the Uniform Act was shown.  
The interstate alternatives were described using a presentation board. The remaining alternatives include: 

• Alternative 1: Add general purpose lanes 
• Alternative 2: Add high occupancy vehicle lanes 
• Alternative 3: Add toll lanes 
• Alternative 4: Realignment with general purpose lanes 
• Alternative 5: Realignment with HOV lanes 
• Alternative 6: Realignment with toll lanes 

 
It was announced that the Add a Level to the Viaduct alternative is officially off the table.  This week the 
Project Management Committee decided that based on the results of the alternative screening this 
alternative should not continue through the detailed screening process.  The Add a Level to the Viaduct 
alternative was initially being considered because it appeared that less right of way would be needed if 
any additional travel lanes were elevated above the existing viaduct.  After further analysis, this 
alternative was found to have similar right of way impacts as the other options in section 2.  
 
Questions/Comments:  
1.  Why are you looking at toll lanes is it just a funding issue? 
Answer:  We have to forecast traffic both with and without tolls to determine if they are feasible. 
 
2.  Where would the interstate realignment go? 
Answer:  The realignment would follow the railroad next to Brighton Boulevard to about 56th Avenue.  It 
would then follow an abandoned rail alignment south to about Quebec Street. 
 
Graphics were used to describe buildings potentially affected by interstate alternatives. 
 
Questions/Comments:  
1.  Adding general purpose lanes should take the same width of pavement as adding HOV or toll lanes, 
correct? 
Answer:  No, for special purpose lane alternatives we would be adding two lanes in each direction, plus 
a series of barriers, this will require more width. 
 
2.  Are there different alternatives for interchanges?  If so, they could cause more properties to be 
impacted. 
Answer:  We are taking interchange alternatives into consideration in this analysis.  Come to the 
corridor-wide meetings for more information. 
 
3.  Did you study induced traffic? 
Answer:  Part of the modeling effort takes induced traffic into account. 
 
4.  Is one general purpose lane in each direction between I-25 and I-270 going to serve future needs? 
Answer:  We are trying to consider reasonable capacity expansion as part of the EIS process.  The 
addition of auxiliary lanes for traffic to enter and exit the interstate also helps traffic flow. 
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5.  At what point do you tell property owners when their properties will be impacted? 
Answer:  We are very early in the design process.  Once we know what the preferred alternative is from 
the EIS and set further along on the design process we will then have a better understanding of our right 
of way needs. Many of the things we are considering in the EIS will be reconsidered in the final design 
phase. 
 
6.  You need to revisit adding two general purpose lanes between I-25 and I-270.  We will need more 
capacity in the future. 
Answer:  One of the reasons for the delay in this area is how closely spaced the existing interchanges 
are.  The existing spacing causes merge/diverge conflicts between vehicles trying to get on the interstate 
and those trying to get off. 
 
Graphics were used to describe buildings potentially affected by transit alternatives. 
 
Questions/Comments:  
1.  On these various options, are you going to rank them in the DEIS? 
Answer:  No, we will disclose the impacts as part of the DEIS.  We will discuss the screening of these 
alternatives at the corridor-wide meetings. 
 
2.  How are you going to lump the north/south transit alignments in with the others? 
Answer:  We will be describing the alternative analysis further at the corridor-wide meetings. 
 
3.  It seems that this project may be premature due to FasTracks.  What if FasTracks doesn’t pass? 
Answer:  The EIS will determine what will be built if FasTracks passes.  If it doesn’t pass we will still 
continue with the DEIS. 
 
4.  If FasTracks doesn’t pass will you have any money to construct improvements? 
Answer:  We would not have a dedicated funding source and it would probably slow us down. 
 
5.  Can you describe Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)? 
Answer:  BRT operates differently than normal bus service. The vehicles typically have more doors, 
lower floors, and dedicated right of way.  BRT services typically operate more frequently than normal 
bus service. 
 
6.  How does BRT impact normal street traffic? 
Answer:  BRT would more than likely operate on its own right of way.  It would have its own lane. 
 
7.  Is it possible to provide handouts of the boards you have presented so we can review them? 
Answer:  They will be available at the corridor-wide meetings as handouts. 
 
8.  What fuel does light rail and bus rapid transit use? 
Answer:  Light rail is electric, bus rapid transit could be either run on diesel or natural gas. 
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4. Open Discussion  
There were no questions or comments. 
 
Next Meeting 
The next Community Impact Working Group meeting is scheduled for 6:30 P.M. on Thursday, October 
21st at the Glenarm Recreation Center.   

 
 

Please contact Amelia Deleon with PBS&J at 303-294-9300 if there are any changes or questions with these 
meeting notes.  These notes will be considered final unless comments are received within seven days of 
distribution.  Although comments will be incorporated, as appropriate, only major revisions will be redistributed. 
 


