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Meeting Notes 

 
 
 

 
Meeting: Trucking/Motor Carriers Working Group 
 
Date/Time: March 12, 2005/10:00 A.M. 
 
Location: I-70 East Corridor Project Office  
 
Attendees:  
Joanne True Anne Callison Sharon Lipp  
Jeremy Hanak Jumetta Posey Skye Barker  
R.A. Plummer Greg Fulton John Ross 
 
Agenda Items: 
1.  Welcome/Introductions 
2.  Project overview/Project status 
3.  Role of Trucking/Motor Carriers Working Group 
4.  Open discussion 
 
 
1. Welcome/Introductions 
The agenda and meeting handouts were distributed.  The ground rules for the Trucking/Motor 
Carriers Working Group were reviewed.  The meeting began with self-introductions by the 
attendees.  It was stated that the goal of this meeting was to present and discuss future issues 
relative to the Trucking/Motor Carriers industry in relation to the I-70 East Corridor Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS). 
 
2. Project overview/Project status 
A slide show presentation was given that provided the Working Group with a brief project overview 
including the project purpose and need, goals, highway alternatives, and transit alternatives. 
 
3. Role of Trucking/Motor Carriers Working Group 
The role of the Trucking/Motor Carriers Working Group was highlighted.  The primary role of the 
group is to address specific issues as they arise during the project.  The Working Group will provide 
an opportunity for meaningful involvement outside of the typical public meeting format.  
Discussions in the working group will be reported back to the Intergovernmental Coordination 
Compliance Committees, (ICCC), and the Project Management Committee (PMC). 
 
4. Open discussion 

The meeting was then opened up for discussion so that the attendees may ask questions or provide 
comments to the project team. 
Questions/comments 

1. What happens to existing I-70 if the realignment is selected? 
Answer:  A 4 to 6 lane local road is constructed in place of the existing I-70 alignment and the 
viaduct is removed between Brighton Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard. 
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2. Would the toll lanes be on new lanes or existing lanes?  
Answer:  The toll lanes would be new lanes. 

 
3. Why don’t they widen I-270 instead of creating new impacts with the realignment? 
Answer:  We looked at improving I-270 only, but it does not resolve the issue of the traffic that 
wants access to downtown Denver. 

 
4. The realignment alternative seems like it might push traffic into neighborhoods.  You should 

try to limit traffic to neighborhoods. 
 

5. I would caution the health aspects of lowering I-70.  Seems like it might be more harmful at-
grade. 

 
6. We should work to decrease emissions over time. 

 
7. When is construction scheduled? 
Answer:  No date has been set yet. 

 
8. The comment period is not long enough for the DEIS.  There are compounding issues that 

will need to be addressed after the public comment period is over. 
 

9. Trucks should have a designated lane. 
 

10. Trucks are encouraged to drive in the middle or right lane when there are minimum speed 
limits.  It is difficult to have these laws enforced. 

 
11. Any effort to reduce contact between trucks and cars is good.  

 
12. The realignment is good, but there should also be more of a redesign element at the Dahlia, 

Holly, and Monaco interchanges that would accommodate trucks. 
 

13. There should be less freight on trucks and more on rail. 
 

14. Railroad is already lacking in capacity. 
 

15. We should put the technology in place to help reduce the delays and clean up after accidents 
involving trucks.  Towing, fire, and emergency personnel should be dispatched quicker. 

 
16. Concrete is not comfortable.  I prefer the use of asphalt.  

 
17. Will the York interchange be eliminated? 
Answer:  Yes, in all of the alternatives York Street interchange is eliminated.  It remains in the 
No Action Alternative. 

 
18. The ramps at Steele Street should be improved. 

 
19. There should be harmony between the neighborhoods, cars, trucks, and businesses. 
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20. We need a representative from the City and County of Denver at these meetings to talk 
about the job loss, warehouses, and vacancy. 

 
21. Ramps and facilities need to be designed for the future.  We should have longer access lanes 

to accommodate accelerations. 
 

22. Don’t put in shoulders that are less than standard width.  It is unsafe.  Add Transportation 
System Management (TSM) strategies along the corridor and coordinate with other 
jurisdictions. 

 
23. Existing structures are old and need to be redesigned. 

 
24. Railroad crossings are a serious issue.  There are situations where trucks are getting stuck on 

tracks because of traffic. 
 

25. Inter-modal transport needs to work better.  It needs to be in place to help trucks and the 
railroad work together.  Transponders need to be comparable to other toll facilities. 

 
26. Ramp meters could be a useful tool. 

 
27. Are there models for designated truck lanes with signage overhead? 
Answer:  The project team will look and see what is being done around the nation. 

 
28. Signage is inadequate off the highway, also we should better identify hazardous material 

corridors. 
 

29. We should include a strategy for allowing trucks to shut down at truck stops.  This would 
help with pollution.  

 
30. We need better signage.  If truckers are in the neighborhoods, more than likely, they are lost.  

 
31. Colorado highway signage is terrible.  Uniformity is needed. 

 
32. For through traffic, how you going to get trucks into and out of toll lanes? 
Answer:  Access from general purpose lanes will be provided near Colorado Boulevard and I-
225. 

 
33. We can’t pave highways to meet the capacity.  The more highways we have, the greater 

health impacts to the public. 
 

34. Not considering monorail shows a lack of vision.  
 

35. I prefer the use of concrete, it does not crack like asphalt.  
 

36. All of the corridors need to work together to develop an effective feeder system. 
 

37. You should consider noise walls through urbanized areas.  Does depressing the highway 
help? 

Answer:  Noise walls will be considered during the DEIS. 
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38. What are you going to do about vibrations? 
Answer:  Vibration impacts for transit alternatives will be evaluated during the DEIS. 

 
39. Drainage is a concern and a challenge. 

 
40. I am concerned about access for the Monaco corridor.  Industry should be segregated.  It 

should not include homes.  46th Avenue has the potential to have the character of Upper 
Larimer. 

 
41. We have to be aware of changing and accommodating the diversity of appearance of use 

above and below Colorado Boulevard. 
 

42. Safeway distributors and other businesses that use trucks to transport should be at the table. 
 

43. Did you consider blending I-270 and I-70?  Linking it might make for some fun in creating 
an off-road trail around Sand Creek. 

Answer:  The realignment alternative combines I-70 on I-270. 
 

44. It’s pretty cool to be looking at reuniting and reinvigorating Elyria, Swansea, and Monaco. 
 

45. Commerce City and Denver could get together with businesses to help keep the industrial 
corridor alive along proposed 46th Avenue. 

 
46. There is a two year surplus in warehouse space in this corridor. 

 
47. Business environment, transportation access and workforce development are the key issues 

when talking to major distribution companies and trying to attract their business to Denver. 
 
 

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. 
 


