
 
Meeting Notes 

 
Meeting: Interchanges Technical/Issues Working Group 
 
Date/Time: April 01, 2004/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location:  I-70 East Corridor EIS Project Office 
 
Attendees:  

Sharon Lipp Peter Kozinski Barry Schulz 
Jena Montgomery George Tsiouvaras Troy Sieglitz 
Alan Ross Jess Ortiz Jumetta Posey 
Skye Barker Tom Schilling Minnie Cullins 
Georgianna Bell Maxine & Mark Burry Tony Ogboli 
Brother Eli H. Harris April R. Harris Chene Harris 
Amanda Champany Bill Adkins Derek Officer 
Don Hunt   

 

Agenda Items:  
 

1. Welcome/Introduction 
2. Purpose of Interchanges Working Group 
3. Issues Concerns 
4. Interchange Design Guidelines 
5. Question & Answer 
6. Next Meeting 
7. Adjourn 

 

 
1. Welcome/Introduction 
The meeting began with Jumetta Posey welcoming everyone to the meeting.  General housekeeping 
items were discussed and the ground rules for the working groups were explained.  The working groups 
are a continuation of the outreach process for the corridor and provide an additional forum for the public 
to provide input into the EIS process.  The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) will make final 
decisions on interchanges and configurations. 
 
Self-introductions were made by the project team members followed by an introduction from each 
meeting attendee.  Each attendee was asked to introduce themselves, explain their interest in the 
Interchange Working Group, and which neighborhood they live in or what organization they represent.  
Some of the major concerns posed at this meeting include: 
• Access at Havana Street 
• What impacts the Interchanges will have to Fastracks 
• Traffic on I-70, would like to see improvements to 56th Avenue as an alternative to I-70 
• Safety concern:  the York Street exit, and pollution levels caused by I-70 
• Would like to see an efficient system on I-70 
• Access for Stapleton development 
• I-70 and Quebec and the Stapleton development traffic 
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2. Purpose of the Interchanges Working Group 
A review of the transportation corridor was presented.  These meetings are a way for the public to interact 
with the technical professionals and give input on the design options that will be developed as part of the 
transportation corridor. 
 
3. Issues and Concerns 
The working group was asked to break into two groups and provide written comments on the 
interchanges on the aerial maps provided at the meeting.  Examples include: No access for southbound 
Colorado Boulevard traffic going west on I-70 and no westbound I-70 ramp to York Street. 
 
The following list summarizes the comments included on the maps: 
 

• Get rid of the viaduct!  It’s dangerous, blocks sunlight to houses, Swansea Elementary students 
have to play underneath it making them sick.  Build it underground i.e. Boston’s big dig 

• More traffic lights in the Brighton Boulevard I-70 area 
• Ramp eastbound I-70 to southbound I-25 – Too much merging in short area.  Better signage on 

ramp north I-25 to east I-70 
• Do away with flower pockets on Washington bridge west side.  Do away with “stick” barriers 

under the Washington Bridge and replace it with type 4 or type 7 if there is a big need to divide it 
• Ramps on and off of I-70 at Washington are too steep (on the east side of the bridge) 
• Dangerous exit at York could be made safer by simply marking it as a sharp curve 
• Extend the exit lane on York – the curve is too sharp for large vehicles 
• Between Brighton Boulevard and Quebec Street, suggest Collector-Distributor system for all 

exits and entrances 
• Steele/Vasquez – this is a mess with all the trucks coming and going from Pilot – westbound exit 
• Put westbound ramp in from Colorado Boulevard to westbound I-70 from Colorado Boulevard 
• Merge problem on eastbound I-70 from Colorado Boulevard because of Dahlia, Holly, Monaco 

exit 
• Add another exit between I-70 west and Quebec and Colorado Boulevard 
• Why not put a road from Steele to Picadilly Road?  Just extending the current road would not 

take land from businesses 
• Try service roads on each side of I-70 
• The conflict of the westbound I-70 ramp and Dahlia, Holly, Monaco exit 
• Straighten the road and build a bridge over the train tracks 
• I-70 ramps and Steele Street intersection is confusing (north side) 
• Too much traffic at Steele Street and I-70 ramps with no signal (north side) 
• Traffic jams on I-270 ramp to I-70 
• Difficult I-270 and Quebec access causes back-ups 
• Due to darkness and congestion on I-70, I avoid I-70 and take I-270 to I-76 to avoid these 

difficulties (traveling east-west) 
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• Narrow lanes on Quebec under the bridge.  If banks are too steep on interchanges, put in vertical 
walls or terrace so they can be maintained 

• Central Park interchange would create congestion (increased) to I-270 – already a difficult merge 
and exit. 

• Collapsed diamond exit at Havana needs to be improved.  This is a very busy and necessary exit. 
• Peoria congestion would not withstand closure of Havana 
• I-270 to west I-70 merges than has lane to Havana. 
• Put a flyover or underpass to avoid the train at Peoria or Havana or Chambers or Airport. 
• Continue the roadway (46th Avenue) from Steele Street (east) to Picadilly Road under I-70 
• Dangerous entrance from Peoria to I-70 west.  Those ramp-metering lights cause people to 

accelerate from a stopped position into moving traffic that is exiting at Havana. 
• Southbound ramp off of eastbound I-70 needs to be lengthened possibly a continuous lane on 

Peoria 
• Widen 56th from Quebec to Peña 
• Dangerous entrance to I-70 east from Peoria 
• Why bring rapid transit through Green Valley or Montbello if no stops are going to be available 

for people to go to work and to school?  40th is too inconvenient for people who do not have cars, 
especially at 4:30 A.M. 

• Westbound I-70 to southbound I-225 Bridge gets slick in the winter also because of the severe 
super of the bridge 

• Make Smith Road a through street with two lanes in each direction 
• On I-70 west, what causes traffic to stop between Peoria and I-270 north? 
• Keep in mind old Boston Central Artery that had approximately 20+ ramps in about two miles.  

New road has about six 
• Eastbound I-70 to exit southbound Chambers a merging mess because two lanes from I-225 

coming on I-70 
• Begin eastbound I-70 to southbound I-225 ramp before Peoria 
• Northbound Peoria to eastbound I-70 ramp weave over I-225 ramp (braided) 
• Stapleton Development – potential plans were drawn on the map 
• Potential interchange at Central Park 
• Merge then exit ramp? (Shown between I-270 and Havana)  This lane needs to be left in to help 

truck traffic flow from I-270 to Havana exit 
• Havana interchange is substandard (shown on map) 
• This business park needs close proximity exit at Havana Street (shown on map – northeast area 

from Havana interchange) 
• Need an overpass/underpass from 56th Avenue across I-70 between Havana and Quebec 
 

4. Interchange Design Guidelines 
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The existing interstate was constructed in 1964 and was designed using approved guidelines and traffic 
projections at that time.  Currently, we are planning this project using 2030 traffic projections.  The 
design will use the 2001 AASHTO A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets “Green 
Book”.  The AASHTO Green Book includes the design guidelines that are used for safety. 
 
A discussion was presented on some of the interchange design elements that the engineering team uses to 
safely design access to the interstate.  Terms were defined throughout the discussion to familiarize the 
working group with words that will be used throughout the working group duration. 
 
5. Question and Answer 
Highlighted below are the several questions and comments were made throughout the meeting. 
 
Question: Why do you use lights on the ramps?  All it does is slow traffic. 
Answer: Metering lights can be an effective tool to help regulate the flow of traffic. 
 
Question: Have you considered reconstruction?  You need to have exits before the entrances.  People end 
up trying to get off as people are trying to pull into traffic. 
Answer: Yes, we will consider all options. 
 
Question: Why doesn’t Colorado have a standard way to merge onto ramps?  Right now, sometimes you 
have a left lane entrance and then you have to merge right and then turn left again – it doesn’t make 
sense. 
Answer: An important aspect of design is driver expectancy – This is what you expect to happen when 
you are driving down the road.  Many other factors are included in the design of interchanges.  We need 
to look at each interchange on a case-by-case basis. 
 
Question: Do engineers drive the roads? 
Answer: The project team does drive them.  We want to design something that is comfortable for you to 
drive. 
 
Question: Do you have the funds where you can take this group on a field trip to see what traffic is like 
right now? 
Answer: We can discuss that option.  We may want to consider it. 
 
Statement: I-70 would work better if the ramp merged to one lane before the gore.  Also, put up barrier to 
keep traffic separate. 
Answer: That is a good example of a system-to-system interchange – and interchange from one interstate 
to another.  The existing interchange was designed forty years ago.  The term “gore” was defined as the 
point that the ramp meets the highway. 
 
 
 
Question: How often do they update the Green Book? 
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Answer: The current book was updated in 2001.  Prior to that, the last update was in 1994, which 
included metric standards.  The update prior to that was in 1990, which included English standards. 
 
Question: How many meetings do you propose? 
Answer: Four are planned, more can be added if necessary. 
 
6. Next Meeting 
The next meeting will be held May 06, 2004 at 6:30 P.M. 
 
7. Adjournment 
 
Please contact Amelia Deleon with I-70 East Corridor Project Team 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. 


