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Steve Long started the meeting; self-introductions followed.
Steve Long then went through the items on today’s meeting agenda.

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION:

Project Updates

1. David Singer: Package 3 for the Twin Tunnels project is about to begin. The county road has
been returned to normal operations, the tunnel lining is complete, and they are shifting back to
mainline operations.

2. Jim Bemelen: RAMP Recommendations has received $20 million for PPSL, and will likely
receive another $5 million for operations, possibly more to come from the P3

AGS project is getting close to writing the final report. They are working how they are going to
message the finding related to financial feasibility: that it is feasible but there is no source of
funding at this point in time or that it is not financially feasible. If there ever is transit funding in
big amounts someone will have to sit down and figure out what overall state priorities are.

3. Mary Jane Loevlie: ICS stakeholders indicated a preference for I-70 to go first as they are
more politically aligned as compared to the Front Range (particularly related to high speed rail
south of Denver).

Responses to TT Issues

4. Steve Long: At the last meeting we created a “parking lot” list. The plan is to chip away at
these discussions. We will talk about the benefits of PPSL and discuss interim definition
today. Let's start with PPSL benefits. (Steve then walked through the benefits slide in the
power point.) | want to reiterate that this is a project where we are trying to make
improvements in travel time, speeds and reliability. We are looking at travel time reductions
that are very significant. We want to do this effectively and responsibly. This has a lot to do
with managing the lane during peak times.

5. David Singer: The definition of “interim” is still evolving. There are two parts: Concept of
Operations and MOU. The Concept of Operations we are hoping to see in October. It will
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define basic performance measures. We will be checking in on the performance of this
project, such as, safety and effectiveness in 2020. We are looking at this being used 58 days
of the year and this will likely increase over time.

Mary Jane Loevlie: I'm not hearing any benchmarks dates before 2020.
Andi Schmid: Data will be collected annually and reviewed so that changes can be made to
address safety and operations issues. 2020 is the full review, bundled with the PEIS review.

Outcomes from Issues Task Force (ITF) Meetings

8. Steve Long: A lot has been going on since our last Technical Team Meeting. There have
been four Issues Task Force Meetings formed and numerous meetings have been held to
work through issues with these groups.

9. Gina McAfee: Section 106—At the August 29 meeting, we had defined the area of potential
affect (area where we would begin surveys). It is just the initial definition of that because we
did not have all the information from engineering. We have been doing research collecting
information on the history of the area and going out to survey specific sites that are in this
initial area of affect. We are looking more at indirect effects, such as, noise, effect to setting
and visual. We will be meeting again on October 8 and we are looking to have more definitive
information on retaining walls, if will we have noise walls and if so, where will those be.

10. Steve Long: We met with the Roadway Issues Task Force several times. We talked about
Accel and Decel lanes and Left v. Right. It was a very productive group. Thank you very much
for your input on the Issues Tasks. | think we made a lot of progress. It was determined that
the goal of that task force had been met so no further meetings are necessary.

11. Gina McAfee: We had a great meeting with the SWEEP ITF last Friday. Great discussions not
just related to our project but other things around our project and discussed other things, such
as water quality. We have reduced the physical footprint of the improvements that are going
to be made. We are going to commit to looking at those and doing as much water quality work
as we can from the SCAP. We discussed protecting riparian vegetation along the creek, and
we will be meeting again in late November or early December when we have more
engineering information available when there is a better idea of what specific improvements
from the SCAP will be implemented. Also gave an update on wetland survey work that was
going on last week and will continue this week. We are anticipating minimal to no impacts to
wetlands.

12. Steve Long: I'd like to add about the avoidance of riparian vegetation. We will talk more on that
today. Laycee, please give us an update on Emergency Response.

13. Laycee Kolkman: We were able to hold a meeting regarding Emergency Response. We got a
very good amount of knowledge to use in the Concept of Operations. We will talk in depth
about Emergency Response at the next technical team meeting.

14. Emergency Response is not just for highway users but also for people who live on the corridor.
If someone has a heart attack how do we get out in a timely manner?

15. Laycee Kolkman: The biggest thing is to keep I-70 moving, as Steve has said, because that
will benefit the mobility of the local roadway network and help with local emergency response
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CSS Tracking Schedule

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.
21.

22.

23.

24,
25.
26.

Steve Long: Kevin is going to speak about where we are in terms of addressing the specific
Issues.

Kevin Shanks: Let me call your attention to some handouts. We will try to update this
schedule for each meeting. We are going to wrap up Left vs. Right today. The definition of
interim will continue. We are going to talk about roadway width, median vs. creek as it relates
to the accel and decel lane improvements today. Mainline will be discussed in a couple weeks
as well as retaining walls. We will have two meetings this October. The only other things that
I would mention is that after December, we are definitely going to go to one meeting per
month, and it will be the fourth Monday instead of the first Monday.

Cindy Neely: Given that we are meeting on the third week of November and December, will we
also meet the second week?

Andi Schmid: No, we are only meeting once during the months of November and December.
David Singer: There will be exact dates at the end of the presentation.

Kevin Shanks: Glossary of Terms—Last time we were all confused on terms. Auxiliary lane is
a lane that extends from ramp to ramp. Today we will be talking about accel and decel lanes,
not auxiliary lanes. We added some more definitions. Laycee has helped us to carefully
define these.

Laycee Kolkman: We wanted to provide one definition to identify active traffic management. It
could be variable speed limit signs, it could be ramp meters. The other definition we wanted to
define is Traffic Management Operations which relates to a person actually monitoring the
corridor and making a conscious decision on what to do.

Cindy Neely: We should make sure that we identify that this is a manned operation in the
Glossary of Terms.

Laycee Kolkman: We can do that
JoAnn Sorensen: Breakdown Lanes; there could be breakdown lanes that are not paved?

Steve Long: That is correct.

CSS Process Flow Chart

27.

28.

29.

Kevin Shanks: There have been a few modifications made to this. JoAnn, under community
the effects of lower income, we have added limiting disproportionate effects to the community.
We will continue to have this readily accessible at every meeting. Itisn’t a linear process; we
can always come back and modify it. Any previous version of this that you have, throw it
away. The importance of this is the evaluation criteria because when we make different
decisions, it is the criteria to the right that will help us make a conscious decision.

JoAnn Sorensen: For Roadway Connectivity/ Network, what evaluation criteria have we kicked
around that has talked about Roadway Connectivity/ Network.

Steve Long: The overall criteria of mobility and accessibility apply to not only I-70 traffic but
local roads as well.
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30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Cindy Neely: The second box has no evaluation criteria, no numbered criteria, which talk
about Roadway Connectivity/ Network. What Kevin had told us earlier is that reliability and
mobility has to do with network.

David Singer: Number nine also touches on it; Provide access to the community and protect
opportunities for enhancement to tourist destinations.

Kevin Shanks: It is good to double check this stuff. If you can think of something specific we
should add, we are happy to add it.

JoAnn Sorensen: | know the focus of this effort is to get I-70 through in a reliable manner, but
if the side effect is pushing more traffic into local roads. | think we should think of it in both
terms.

Gina McAfee: What the traffic analysis shows is that this project will remove traffic from the
local road system and put it back on I-70.

Kevin Shanks: We can always add more criteria. Basically, the solutions are proposed by the
project team sometimes coming from the Issues Task Force. | think some solutions we will talk
about today, some that were discussed in the Issues Task Force, so they helped the project
team to look at those solutions. What we are doing is going back and discussing it with the
Technical Team. The team will continue to work on those solutions, we will bring it back, and
you all will offer us feedback. This team has the ability to add additional criteria. Then as
necessary, the project team will incorporate refinements. It is important that we are all feeling
comfortable so we can put these aside.

Left versus Right

36.

37.
38.
39.

40.

41.

Steve Long: So the last time we all met as a Technical Team we have made recommendations
for the Left operation. It does not affect the environment as much, so we thought it might
sound like a good solution. We wanted to make sure that we got good input from emergency
response groups. The issue became where are the trucks traveling, how much room they
have to travel. For the right option, they would have to be in the middle lane which would force
general traffic to pass them on the right. We now know that both options have the same basic
physical impact.

Cindy Neely: There is no footprint impact. So where is the managed lane?
Andi Schmid: It is always on the left.

Cindy Neely: Is the biggest difference where the truck is placed because of the lane width? But
in off peak if you use the right option, it would mean the right lane is the shoulder, correct? So
when you went on peak you would have to shift the general purpose lanes? General purpose
lane will be center and right.

Cindy Neely: If you moved the managed lane to the right, then the general purpose lanes
would stay on the left?

Jim Bemelen: We do not want the managed lane, which will be a reliable lane that is always
flowing, near the accel and decel ramps, and we don’t want the trucks in it.
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42.

43.
44,

45,

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

Laycee Kolkman: We really do want those trucks on the right lane. So to put the managed lane
on the right it will put the trucks where we do not want them. We don’t want to further confuse
drivers. ML on left, trucks on right.

Jack Morgan: Will the lane be run 24 hours a day, 7days a week?

Jim Bemelen: No, just during peak hours. In off hours it will be the shoulder. During peak
hours, we will open the shoulder as a managed lane.

Art Ballah: Overwhelmingly the truck operators want consistency. They favored the Left lane.
If a truck breaks down, active management will turn on an X?
Yes, there are options for all three lanes to have Xs.

Laycee Kolkman: there are discussions on alternatives; there may be Xs over all three lanes,
or over none. We are leaving alternatives for the con of ops.

Wendy Koch: Are you going to make a concerted effort to familiarize drivers? They try to
figure out the strange new addition. Until drivers reach the point of understanding, we are
going to have a mess.

Steve Long: | think the industry as a whole is changing and these kinds of operations are now
becoming more common. We will be providing consistency with similar operations in the
Denver metro area. Next slide-we have tried to boil this down and tried to compare on and off
peak times. That is why we feel that the simpler the better, that is why we like the left lane
option. There is an overwhelming advantage to the left lane. We believe left side is more
consistent design. There is one issue of the breakdown lane on the left and what needs to
happen to make that better and more consistent. The clear advantages to the left side are that
is provides greater enhancement of safety and operational benefits as well as a reduction of
impacts to the stakeholders due to less signage and structures.

Jack Morgan: Breakdown lanes are a thing of the past. Go to Salt Lake City and you will see
there are no shoulders whatsoever. It is total chaos.

Can a courtesy patrol be concentrated in the PPSL to optimize response time?

Kevin Shanks: We are going to talk to the emergency response issues at the next meeting.
So please come and we can talk more about that.

Roadway Width

51.

Steve Long: This has been the hottest topic we've had. We have heard that you do not want
widening on the corridor. What would a narrow corridor look like? When we started to
evaluate that, a 40- to 42-foot corridor is what we were looking at, but because of input from
this group, we analyzed a 38-foot corridor instead of 40- to 42-foot corridor. We had some
areas that we said we just can't responsibly, as engineers move forward, primarily because of
major safety concerns. For a little over 60% of the corridor we did not need to widen at all.
Then we met with FHWA and they were concerned with this approach, they thought it was too
narrow. So we modified to call it 39+ hybrid and it changed about 5% to 10%. Using this new
template just under 60% of the corridor will still not need widening. There are brand new
handouts on where we think we may and may not need to widen. (See the plan view graphics
are your seating places.) We are still evaluating NOT widening the bridges. Outside of 103 we
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52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.
58.

believe we can get by without widening the bridges. 241 goes over the interstate and
underneath is wide enough where we won’t have to widen the bridge.

Cindy Neely: Off the bridge topic, where is the light green and dark green. Does this require a
series of Retaining Walls?

Andi Schmid: The green shades indicate mainline widening requirements. There will be
retaining wall requirements for mainline, but they are not indicated on the handout because we
will be discussing those next meeting.

Jack Morgan: So what you’re saying that you are bringing us half the walls today and half the
walls next time?

Kevin Shanks: We are bringing the amount of information today for the amount that this group
can take. Next time we will talk more about the walls. What we will try to do based on
conversation today, for next time we will try to capture that graphically so you can get a better
sense of it wholly.

Steve Long: So this is where we are on the widening issues and we are going to move forward
on the walls and impact of the widening area. We will discuss if it is median shifts, if its walls,
that is how we are chipping away. The matrix has been prepared to summarize how the two
options compare against each other. | don’t think we need to go into great detail because |
don’t think anyone here would say we need to look at a 40’ option.

Cindy Neely: I think context of design is always going to be a hybrid of something.

Steve Long: If you have any comments please get them to Kevin. This is a critical issue and
we have decided to move forward with the hybrid option.

-Morning Break-

Median vs. Creek

59.

60.

61.

62.

Steve Long: As we have mentioned we are really focusing today on the impacts with the accel
and decel lanes.

Kevin Shanks: There really are just a couple locations where this is an issue. We are doing to
go uphill to downhill.

At Downieville, you can actually see the accel ramp here onto I-70 eastbound. We are fairly
close to the creek with a very narrow median. There are 2 options. We can go 6 feet into the
median. The right shoulder, guard rail, vegetation all stay the same. We have a grass median
with a guard ralil

Cindy Neely: What is in the median?
Itis a W beam on both sides of post. There is not much width but there is enough to
accommodate the widening.

Kevin Shanks: What we have done is put together sketches. If we took 6 feet and moved it to
the right, we would be looking at a short retaining wall with a guard rail, but it is enough where
we will lose some vegetation. It will open it up to the creek. If the solution is to widen toward
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63.
64.

65.
66.
67.

68.

69.

70.

71.
72.
73.

74.
75.

76.
77.

78.

79.

the creek, rafters and fisherman do use this area so there are some visual impacts if you need
to remove the riparian vegetation.

Dumont—eastbound. Here we would only be widening 3 feet so not as much. We don’'t have
to build a retaining wall even though there is a slight grade. If we go to the right to the creek,
we will lose some vegetation. If we put the wall in, it is about 2.5 feet.

Steve Long: If we put the wall in it will change the barrier type on the top which is a type 10.

Kevin Shanks: If you look at this picture, a type 10 cleans up the visual appearance of the wall.
Atype 10 is a 2 rail. Itis a very clean look and is being used at the Twin Tunnels.

Cindy Neely: If we close that accel lane during peak period, do we need to extend it?
Andi Schmid: Yes because we are going with the left side option.

Cindy Neely: This is the place that the median actually starts to expand into a broader median
with more vegetation.

Kevin Shanks: If you are curious about exactly where the wall sits, you can see them in the
aerial maps.

Jack Morgan: How did you get a type 10 approved? | almost hit one the other night. At night
you can't see them.

Tammy Heffron: It is pretty standard for CDOT to put reflectors on these walls. I will check it
out when we go back towards home.

Steve Long: What do you, as a group, think constitutes a wall?
Cindy Neely: There is a difference between a 7’ wall and a smaller wall.

Mary Jane Loevlie: | want to point out though that consistency is key, from a design
perspective.

Kevin Shanks: The vegetation is going to be taller while the wall will only be 2.5’ high.

Cindy Neely: If we have a substantial median, we should attempt to preserve that median.
There is visual value in the median in this location. We don’t have to always go into the
median. | think we should consider moving into the median if there is dense vegetation on the
other side that would be affected.

David Singer: There are a lot of different perspectives on this question.

Nicolena Johnson: (With regard to Fall River) This is the second busiest river in the state from
a rafting perspective and one of the fastest growing. One concern for Emergency
Responders, we need to make sure that whatever is established, we have access. If we have
to access from the interstate side, and if we don’t have access we will need to bring in a ladder
truck and that can shut down the whole interstate.

Kevin Shanks: At Downieville it makes sense to widen into the median. What | am hearing at
Dumont is to go creek side.

Steve Long: Can we call that shorter wall something different? Can we define it up to 2’-3'?
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80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

Jack Morgan: | thought in the last meeting we came to a consensus that we were
accommodating one day a week at a minimum cost. Any time you speak of the walls, widening
ramps; no matter how high you make the wall it is going to be a problem.

Kevin Shanks: Obviously we are trying to do a balancing act. We are trying to keep widening
to a minimum. With that thought in mind when we look at Downieville the sliver median,
dictates that we would shift towards the median meaning no retaining wall. At Dumont, we
kind of want to keep the median sacred and move towards the creek which will include a
retaining wall.

David Holm: One thing you haven't discussed is what is the value of that stream? Clear
Creek has more value in this area than the median.

Kevin Shanks: At Downieville, that is why we would be going into the median, because there is
that important riparian vegetation. At Dumont, there isn’t that vegetation on the creek side.

At Fall River Road accel ramp as it comes into 1-70, you can see that we have some
vegetation, but it is not riparian vegetation. In this area we would need to shift 2 feet. You can
see there is a pretty good split, and | wouldn't call this a sliver median. If we widen to the
creek, we would need a wall approximately 3 feet high.

Cindy Neely: This is another location that would require retaining walls because of general
widening? Are there going to be other walls required when you widen the mainline before you
get to 2387

Steve Long: We don't know yet.

Cindy Neely: | think we need to have a whole discussion about Fall River. If there is a wall, it
might affect the Emergency Responder’s access.

Jack Morgan: Are you telling me that the locals here would rather have you encroach on the
median?

Steve Long: That is what I'm hearing.

Kevin Shanks: Every one of these situations, what is the best context solution for each
solution? Jack, | hear what you're saying. Cindy here is saying that the Fall River portion
needs more conversation. It is looking like it depends on the walls in Downieville and Dumont.

Steve Long: Today’s purpose was not to get a definitive answer of where we are widening.

Will you be adding more than 1,000 feet of wall? Steve Long: Not if we widen toward the
median.

Kevin Shanks: | think we are hearing a pretty strong sentiment towards the median for this Fall
River section, because of the walls required if we widen to the creek and the effect of this as it
relates to emergency access to rafters.

Nicolena Johnson: While it isn’t a common occurrence, it makes it really difficult for
Emergency Responders to get down the bank already.
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Evaluation Matrix

94. Steve Long: This is kind of a checklist looking at widening the creek versus widening the
median. | will challenge our design team to bring it back next time. What is it that we are
trying to protect, site specific. What are some more creek impacts, etc.?

95. JoAnn Sorensen: Is the end result that we will make one decision for the entire corridor to
widen to the median or to the creek?

96. Gina McAfee: We will be looking at each location specifically and may or may not come to the
same conclusion throughout the entire corridor.

Accel and Decel Lanes

97. Steve Long: These two lanes go hand in hand. We have ended up with another set of hybrids.
We do not have an option that involves no widening for these accel and decel lanes.

98. Jack Morgan: Since we have had the last meeting, | think it is a consensus of the
commissioners that there be no widening.

99. Steve Long: We are taking all this information and then we will have a recommendation to
move forward at each location.

100. Cindy Neely: The three commissioners did participate in the local agency Task Force. They
are very aware and fully participated.

101. Art Ballah: I'd like to make some high level comments. We have trucks that can go the speed
limit but can’t go 0-60 miles per hour as fast as cars, therefore the accel lanes are important to
us. Our real concern isn’'t the peak period but the 97% of the time that is not peak. Our focus is
to improve that other 97% of the time. We really want to look at impact during off peak.

102. Steve Long: The design standards we are looking at are for off peak times. When we came to
the Issues Task Force we took our first cut at this and here is where the walls are, etc. It was
pretty much unacceptable to the Issues Task Force. We came back and said what if we can
shorten these up. Could we tolerate an existing condition? FHWA was willing to continue that
discussion. What we ended up with is a further refinement. We are going to walk through
each accel lane. Neil is going to walk us through each.

103. Neil Ogden: I will highlight our first attempt then get into where we are now. Grey is accel,
white is decel. From our original attempt we had said we will widen 5 feet, we were able to go
back and say 2 feet. The original required a wall. By matching we were able to eliminate that
wall.

At Downieville, there is no anticipated widening on the acceleration lane. We reduced the
acceleration lane from 12 feet to 6.5 feet of widening, with a 450-foot-long wall that is 7 feet to
4 feet in height. If we shift into the median about 6 feet, we can eliminate the wall.

At Dumont, we reduced the widening from 13 feet to 6 feet, reducing the 7-foot-tall, 700-foot-
long wall to 250 feet long at 2.5 feet tall. If we shift into the median, we should be able to
eliminate the wall.
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104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.
110.
111.

112.

At Fall River, there is no anticipated widening at the deceleration lane. The acceleration lane is
reduced from 11 feet to 7 feet. If we go 2 feet into the median we would end up with one wall
less than two feet tall and less than 100 feet long.

At East Idaho Springs, the accel lane has enough existing pavement, no widening requires.
The deceleration lane will need 12 feet of widening.

At West Idaho Springs there is only a deceleration lane.

Steve Long: The existing lane is 1,500 feet long at Downieville. The required is 1,600 feet. Just
want to be clear that it does kind of meet the existing criteria today. There is a lot going on
there that we are hoping to clean up with some signage or something.

Andi Schmid: | think at Downieville we are actually making it better for the port of entry. They
actually have about 200 feet more acceleration length than what they had before.

Steve Long: Basically we are comfortable with matching the existing.

-Lunch Break-

Steve Long: The purpose of the larger matrices is to document how we go through the
decision making process. We need to be going down the list and evaluating against the
criteria by also adding in issue-specific criteria. The next issue specific-criteria we need
feedback on for our next meeting is retaining walls and emergency response. So far we
haven’t been successful in getting feedback from you about issue-specific criteria. For
retaining walls | want to throw a few ideas out that you might want to consider. Is there
something about retaining walls that we should be thinking off alignment or on alignment?

Kevin Shanks: The biggest thing | heard was Emergency Response access on the North side
of the creek

| realize we have only been talking about 2- to 3-foot walls. At 245 there are emergency
ladders to eliminate access issues. Perhaps we can do something like this, but can we please
get these labeled though? We have a hard time finding them.

Cindy Neely: All design guidelines for 1-70 (from the CSS process) should be incorporated.
Mary Jane Loevlie: The retaining walls definitely affect all of that.

Cindy Neely: If we are dropping the wall in essentially someone’s backyard, | think we will
have a discussion about the interstate. Can we back up to criterion 9, | think it talks about
community facilities/cooperative agreements. What is the potential of doing enhancement of
creek bank? I'd like to see us start to create cooperative agreements for revegetation,
greenway, and Fall River road.

Steve Long: We did have a suggestion. We keep circling around the mobility issue. Maybe
strengthen number three a little bit to make sure we are addressing it at all different levels
(I-70 and on the local road system).
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113.

114.
115.
116.

117.

118.

1109.

120.

121.
122.

123.
124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

129.

Andi Schmid changed number three: Does everyone like the wording on this? Yes—all are in
agreement.

Steve Long: Back down to issue-specific criteria. Anything else that we should add?
Mary Jane Loevlie: Number 15, do we have any chance of meeting industry standards.

Kevin Shanks: | think often we use that to explain where we aren’t meeting the standard. In the
matrix we typically address, this is close to meeting the standard or this isn’t meeting it at all.

JoAnn Sorensen: Criteria six provide the best value of life cycle. How are we defining Life
Cycle?

Steve Long: Based on the fact of PPSL being an interim improvement, it is part of the life
cycle.

Nicolena Johnson: What is the purpose of having those three blank spots? (speaking about
the issue-specific criteria slide).

Gina McAfee: This slide is what we will be speaking about next meeting. The XXX is if we
want to add more. It doesn't mean we have to add anymore. Anything pertaining to Retaining
Walls and Emergency Response that has not already been listed. It's ok to not have any
specific or 8 specific, if we need that.

Laycee Kolkman: It is to address safety and maintain safety at the peak and all times.

Kevin Shanks: Because of where we are looking at it looks like the walls are to save the
median. It is about minimizing encroachment to the flood plain. There are plenty of times that
we don’t have a median or can’t go into the median.

Mary Jane Loevlie: The creek is more of a value for us versus the median.

Kevin Shanks: That is certainly what happened in the Twin Tunnels, we went into the median.
Yes in general people feel that the creek is more important. But it is always a balancing act.

Nicolena Johnson: I think when we talked about Emergency Response, we talked about safety
of responders. It is the most dangerous part of Emergency Response. How do we make it
safe for responders? I've talked to a couple people about guard rails; it has decreased the
number of life ending incidences. Keeping traffic moving is obviously going to keep
Emergency Responders off I-70, but should we have to go out there, how are we keeping
Emergency Responders safe?

Laycee Kolkman: This doesn’t mean we can't discuss signage at the next meeting. We will
very much want your feedback regarding the signage.

Nicolena Johnson: Please keep in mind that the interstate is the way we have to get to people.
We have had incidents where there is an emergency on the interstate. What is the perception
of safety versus do we have an actual decrease?

Laycee Kolkman: | think we need to bring up the nuances that the general public does not pick
up on that the emergency responders and the first responders do.

Wendy Koch: We need to think about how we are going to communicate to the emergency
responders.
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Next Steps

130.

131.

132.

133.
134.

135.
136.

137.
138.

139.

140.

Stephanie White: We have done very little of public outreach to date. We will begin to involve
the public. We have been working on a tool called the online public involvement meeting.

Here is a sample of one that we did for Denver Water. The goal is to be able to reach a
broader base. It is a static tool, there is no chat function. It is self-guided that talk about the
need for the project, the project itself, etc. Each frame will have some type of animation or
slide. It will all be developed in such a way that it is user friendly on any device. We are
approximately 40% done. It will be shown in about a month to a month and a half. This will be
the next step. In the spring, there will be actual public meetings.

Gina McAfee: This will be up for a couple of weeks. We are specifically asking for the public’'s
input.

This might be an issue for the older population who are afraid to use technology. The people
who think you will be able to get your bank account through this. Those who are not able to
use this tool, will not be able to have input until the spring? Do you have additional ways for
them to give input?

Stephanie White: At the next meeting | will have an answer.
Will we be able to see this tool before it goes live?
Stephanie White: We will when it is closer to being completed.

Gina McAfee: The final NEPA document won't be signed until May. With the input of this
group plus the input from the online tool, plus other input. | doubt by February or March we will
have missed anything. So being able to use this as a scoping tool makes sense.

You are leaving an important part, this public, until later in the process. We are looking at the
fact that the last part of the scoping isn’t even until the spring.

Gina McAfee: All of the public input fits within the definition of scoping.

David Singer: 1041 application also states there be a public meeting, which is a statewide
regulation.

This is supposed to be a technical team and | feel you are taking a very risky approach.
Steve Long: The ALIVE meeting is tomorrow (9/24) afternoon.

Gina McAfee: We will be discussing wildlife issues. There may be questions on how we can
improve. The next Section 106 meeting is on October 8.

Andi Schmid: There will be a PLT meeting in the afternoon on October 7, after the Technical
Team meeting.

Steve Long: The 103 Issues Task Force will have another meeting in about three weeks. A
smaller group will participate. | imagine we will start with Idaho Springs but we will get some
input from Jack and see where we should go from there.

Mary Jane Loevlie, Melinda Urban, and Steve Yip would like to attend SH 103 Issue Task
Force.
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141. JoAnn Sorensen: When we talked about the budget, it is now at $20 million for operations?

142. Jim Bemelen: $20 million was recommended by staff, $5 million for the road, $4 million for
public private. $31.5 million in total.

143. JoAnn Sorensen: Public private partnership is for tolling?

144, Angie Drumm: Because it has a potential tolling element that is what makes it public/ private.
Because it has the possibility to produce revenue.

Steve Long wrapped up and ended meeting.

Future Technical Team Meetings:

Monday, October 7, 2013 8:30-11:30 at CDOT Golden
Monday, October 28, 2013 8:30-2:30 at CDOT Golden
Monday, November 18, 2013 8:30-2:30 in Idaho Springs
Monday, December 16, 20113 8:30-2:30 at CDOT Golden
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% Adams, Phyllis Upper Clear Creek Watershed Assoc. (UCCWA)  montanepros@juno.com Box 1271, |daho Springs, CO 80452
/
/ Alhaj, Samer CDOT samer.alhaj@state.co.us

Arbogast, Belinda

CDOT Planning & Environmental

belinda.arbogast@state.co.us

2000 South Holly, Denver CO 80222

Babeon, Kelly

Clear Creek Fire

kb@co.clear-creek.co.us

Ballah, Art

Colorado Motor Carriers Association

artballah@aol.com

Bauman, Dick

CDOT

rdeab278@aol.com

Beck, Rick

Engineer, Clear Creek County

rbeck@co.clear-creek.co.us

Bemelen, Jim

CDOT I-70 Mountain Corridor Program

james.bemelen@state.co.us

425C Corporate Circle, Golden CO 80016

Bowes, Margaret

I-70 Coalition

mbowes@i70solutions.org

Brand, Rena

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

rena.j.brand@usace.army.mil

Breslin, Thomas

Administrator, Clear Creek County

tbreslin@co.clear-creek.co.us

Buckland, Phil

Commissioner, Clear Creek County

madcreek@ieee.org

Burns, Troy

CDOT Construction Engineer

troy.burns@state.co.us

Burton, Scott

Jefferson County

sburton@jeffco.us

Cheroutes, Mike

Director, HPTE

michael.cheroutes@state.co.us

Condon, Cindy

Idaho Springs

admin@idahospringsco.com

Conroy, Laura

CcDOT

laura.conroy@state.co.us

D’Andrea, Maria

Transportation Engineer, Jefferson County

mdandrea@jeffco.us

Davenport, Lou

Apex

lou.davenport@apexdesignpc.com

1675 Larimer Street, Suite 480, Denver, CO 80202

Davidson, Thomas

Commissioner, Summit County

thomasd@co.summit.co.us

ac’

Drumm, Angie

CDOT Government Relations

angie.drumm@state.co.us

4201 East Arkansas Avenue, #275, Denver, CO 80222

Duffy, Jason

Apex

jason.duffy@apexdesignpc.com

1675 Larimer Street, Suite 480, Denver, CO 80202

Duran, Rich

Captain, Colorado State Patrol

richard.duran@state.co.us

Colorado State Patrol, Troop 4-C, 202 Centennial Street, Glenwood Springs, CO 81601

D5

Eidenmueller, Dan

Corporal, Colorado State Patrol

dan.eidenmueller@state.co.us

Colorado State Patrol, Troop 4-C, 202 Centennial Street, Glenwood Springs, CO 81601

Frey, Gary

Colorado Trout Unlimited

gbfrey@msn.com

1272 South Routt Way, Lakewood, CO 80232
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Gibbs, Dan

Summit County

dang@co.summit.co.us

Gibson, Stephanie

Environmental Manager, FHWA

stephanie.gibson@dot.gov

12300 West Dakota Avenue, Suite 180, Lakewood, CO 80228

g

] Grant, Kari HPTE kari.grant@state.co.us 4201 East Arkansas Avenue, #230, Denver CO 80222
Greer, Matt Structural & Hydraulic Engineer, FHWA matt.greer@dot.gov
Griffin, M.J. Summit County mijgriffin@co.summit.co.us
Gross, Al CDOT R1 Centennial Residency/Hydraulics alfred.gross@state.co.us 7328 S. Revere Parkway, Suite 204A, Centennial, CO 80112
Haile, Solomon CDOT Traffic solomon.haile@state.co.us
Hailu, Azeb CDOT Traffic azeb.hailu@state.co.us
Hale, Tom gtownadmin@earthlink.net
Halouska, Troy CDOT DTD troy.halouska@state.co.us 4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Shumate Building, Denver CO 80222
Hattan, Dave FHU/Safety dave.hattan@fhueng.com
Hayden, Tom Commissioner, Clear Creek County clearcreektom@aol.com

Heffron, Tammy

HDR Engineering/Bridge

tammy_.heffron@hdrinc.com

1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202

Henderson, Vanessa

CDOT DTD

vanessa.henderson@state.co.us

4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Shumate Building, Denver CO 80222

Hersey, Steve

CDOT Traffic

steven.hersey@state.co.us

2000 South Holly Street, Denver, CO 80226

Hillman, Michael

Idaho Springs City Council

b [fdadingod Conoat 10T

Holm, David CCWF jdavidholm@gmail.com
Hurt, Joe Colorado State Patrol (CSP)
Huyck, Holly CDOT Planning & Environmental holly.huyck@state.co.us

Hymas, Darren

HDR Engineering/Roadway

darren.hymas@hdrinc.com

1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202

Jensen, Randy

Program Delivery Team Leader, FHWA

randy.jensen@dot.gov

12300 West Dakota Avenue, Suite 180, Lakewood, CO 80228

Jepson, Dan

CDOT DTD Environmental

daniel.jepson@state.co.us

NV

Johnson, Nicolena

Clear Creek EMS

nicolena.johnson@clearcreekems.com

Jones, Lorena

HDR Engineering, Inc./Project Assistant

lorena.jones@hdrinc.com

1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202

Klaetsch, Jennifer

CDOT Environmental

jennifer klaetsch@state.co.us
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L.

Kolkman, Laycee

HDR Engineering/Traffic

laycee.kolkman@hdrinc.com

Kouprievitch, Alexander

CDOT

alexander.kouprievitch@state.co.us

Kramer, Jay

CDOT ROW/Survey

jay.kramer@state.co.us

Krehbiel, Robert

Matrix Design Group/Hydraulics

Krueger, Don

Clear Creek County Sherriff's Department

robertk@matrixdesigngroup.com

webadmin@clearcreeksheriff.us

Kruse, Carol

U.S. Forest Service

ckruse@fs.fed.us

2150 Centre Avenue, Building E, Fort Collins, CO 80526

Loevlie, Mary Jane

Idaho Springs

mioevlie@aol.com

Py

Long, Steve HDR Engineering, Inc./Transportation steve.long@hdrinc.com 1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202
Luther, Beth Clear Creek County bluther@co.clear-creek.co.us
Martinez, Al CDOT Maintenance alfonso.martinez@state.co.us

Mattson, Brett

Colorado State Patrol (CSP)

brett.mattson@state.co.us

Mauck, Tim Commissioner, Clear Creek County tim@timmauck.com
( ) f\,’\ McAfee, Gina HDR Engineering, Inc./Environmental gina.mcafee@hdrinc.com 1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202
McGhee, Ken CDOT ken.mcghee@state.co.us
07 {q/‘
b { ‘ l McGuire, Brendan 1-70 Coalition bmcguire@vailresorts.com
Miller, David CDOT david.miller@state.co.us

Morgan, Jack

Mayor, City of Idaho Springs

morganmkt@comcast.net

Neely, Cindy Consultant, Clear Creek County ccneely@yahoo.com Box 532, Georgetown, CO 80444
Noll, Thad Summit County thadn@co.summit.co.us
O'Malley, Kevin
' Ogden, Neil CDOT/I-70 Mountain Corridor Engineering neil.ogden@state.co.us
Ortiz, Ty CDOT ty.ortiz@state.co.us

~

Pallante, Amy

Colorado SHPO

amy.pallante@state.co.us

-

Petersburg, Ty

CPW

ty petersburg@state.co.us

=,

e p—

Peterson, Jeff

CDOT DTD Environmental

jeff.peterson@state.co.us

4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Shumate Building, Denver CO 80222
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Pierce, Becky

CDOT DTD Environmental

rebecca.pierce@state.co.us

4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Shumate Building, Denver CO 80222

Powers, Terrance

HDR

terrance.powers@hdrinc.com

Rajasekar, Leela

CDOT Traffic

leela.rajasekar@state.co.us

Rice, John Clear Creek Rafting Company john@clearcreekrafting.com
Rice, Ryan Director, CDOT Division of Operations ryan.rice@state.co.us
Rothermel, Eric FHWA eric.rothermel@dot.gov
P Ruble, Dave CDOT Utilities dave.ruble@state.co.us 2000 South Holly Street, Denver, CO 80222
% Sakaguchi, Tracy CMCA tracy@cmca.com
Salamon, Mike CDOT michael.salamon@state.co.us

Salloum, Aymon

CDOT Planning

ayman.salloum@state.co.us

Schlaefer, Jill CDOT DTD jill.schlaefer@state.co.us 4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Denver CO 80222
* Schmid, Andi CDOT R1/1-70 Mountain Corridor Program andria.schmid@state.co.us 425-A Corporate Circle, Golden, CO 80401

Schoch, Lisa CDOT DTD Environmental lisa.schoch@state.co.us 4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Denver CO 80222

Scott, Jill CDOT jill.scott@state.co.us

Shanks, Kevin THK Associates kshanks@thkassoc.com

Shendleman, Terrene (Terre) CDOT ROW terrene.shendleman@state.co.us 2000 South Holly Street, Denver, Colorado 80222

Singer, David

CDOT [-70 Mountain Corridor Environmental

david.singer@state.co.us

Snelling, Bruce

Clear Creek County Sherriff's Department

bsnelling@clearcreeksheriff.us

A Sohbi, Saeed CDOT

S 5
,f)’*‘ Sorensen, JoAnn Land Use Director, Clear Creek County jsorensen@co.clear-creek.co.us
v

Stewart, Dave

CDOT ROW/Survey

davida.stewart@state.co.us

425-A Corporate Circle, Golden, CO 80401

Stiegelmeier, Karn

Commissioner, Summit County

karns@co.summit.co.us

Swartout, Sue CDOT sue.swartout@state.co.us
Swenka, David CDOT david.swenka@state.co.us
Thomas, David CDOT Geotech david.thomas@state.co.us 4670 Holly Street, Unit A, Denver, CO 80216
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Thomas, Scott Apex scott.thomas@apexdesignpc.com 1675 Larimer Street, Suite 480, Denver, CO 80202
Tordonato, Francesca CDOT Planning & Environmental francesca.tordonato@state.co.us 425-A Corporate Circle, Golden, CO 80401

m/,} (A Urban, Melinda Operations Engineer, FHWA melinda.urban@dot.gov

( \L@ VanAuken, Krista HDR Engineering/Public Involvement krista.vanauken@hdrinc.com 1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202
Wang, Trever CDOT shingchun.wang@state.co.us
White, Stephanie HDR Engineering/Public Involvement stephanie. white@hdrinc.com 1670 Broadway, Suite 3400, Denver, CO 80202
Winkle, Paul CPW paul.winkle@state.co.us
Wohlers, David Idaho Springs Police Department policechief@idahospringsco.com

/ M ( 7/ Yip, Steve CDOT Staff Bridge man.yip@state.co.us 4201 East Arkansas Avenue, Shumate Building, Denver CO 80222
T




