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Summary and Analysis Report

Public Meetings
US 34 Planning and Environmental Linkages Study
City of Loveland
May 2, 2017
City of Greeley/Evans
May 3, 2017

1. Purpose and Need: The purpose and need as presented at the two public meetings was as
follows: the purpose of highway improvements is to preserve US 34 as a vital regional
transportation corridor to move people, goods, and information reliably and plan for the
future by accommodating changing travel demands and opportunities. The needs include
enhanced safety, accommodation for travel demands of forecasted population and
economic growth, and increased reliability of east/west regional travel, while balancing local
access and mobility.

The purpose of the public meetings was to inform and gather input from the public on the
upcoming US 34 PEL study.

2. PEL Study Status: The US 34 PEL Study will incorporate the US 34 corridor from Glade Road,
west of Loveland, to Weld County Road 49, in Kersey, in Larimer and Weld Counties. The PEL
Study is currently undergoing corridor assessment and is anticipated to be complete by May of
2018.

3. Public Meeting Notification: Members of the public were informed of the public meeting
through the project website, social media, and published media. Notifications were also sent
to local stakeholders for distribution to the public. (See Appendix A for Notices.)

4. Public Meeting: The Loveland Public Meeting was held on May 2, 2017 at 5:30 pm to 7:00
pm at the City of Loveland Public Works Administration Building, 2" Floor, 2525 West 1t
Street, Loveland, CO 80537. The Greeley/Evans Public Meeting was held on May 3, 2017 at 5:30
pm to 7:00 pm at the City of Evans Riverside Library and Cultural Center, 3700 Golden Street,
Evans, CO 80620 and included representatives from the US 34/US 85 interchange project. Both
public meetings had CDOT representatives present for the I-25/US 34 interchange project.

5. Attendance: A registration table was set up at the entrance of the venue, with sign in sheets
for attendees. The registered attendance for the Loveland public meeting was 24 total with 13
members of the public and several stakeholders representing the City of Loveland and Weld
County. The registered attendance for the Greeley/Evans public meeting was 22 total, with 14
members of the public, one elected official, and stakeholders representing Weld County and
the City of Greeley and Evans. (See Appendix D for Sign-in-Sheets.)



6. Exhibits: Informational boards, including maps and displays were presented at the public
meeting, along with a short presentation. (See Appendix B and C.) CDOT employees and
members of the project team were available to discuss the project with the public.

7. Written Comments Received: Comments received from both public meetings have been
combined into the data below. At each meeting a roll plot was presented of the corridor and
attendees were invited to write their comments. A total of 92 comments were received on the
roll plots. The comment subjects mostly included corridor congestion, bike and pedestrian
comments, and technology, such as traffic signals and safety. There were a few comments that
varied and included transit, access, drainage, general comments and noise. (See Appendix E for
Comment Matrix.) The comments received on the roll plots are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1:

ROLL PLOT COMMENTS BY SUBJECT

Tra(r:sit Access Bike and Drainage
2% 4% Pedestrian 1%
Technology %
Too General
2%
Mobility and
Congestion
Safety 3gs%
29%

Noise
1%

Approximately nine comment forms were received at the public meetings. (See Appendix F
for Comment Forms.) The comment forms included a questionnaire and asked the public to
specify how they currently use the US 34 corridor. See Table 2.



Table 2:

Comment Forms - How is US 34 Used?

Industry or Freight
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Local Travel
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The comment form questionnaire also asked the attendees what their top three concerns were
in the corridor. The available responses included congestion, unreliable or unpredictable travel
times, personal safety, truck traffic or mix of vehicle types, lack of bicycle, pedestrian or transit

options, frontage roads, congestion on local roads or alternate US 34 routes, access and other.

See Table 3 below for the responses.

Table 3:
Comment Forms - Top Three Concerns in Corridor

Frontage Roads

Lack of Bike/Ped/Transit Options
Truck Traffic
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Department of
Transportation
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What: US 34 Planning and Environmental Linkages
Study Public Meeting

When: May 3, 2017 at 5:30pm to 7:00pm

Where: City of Evans Riverside Library and Cultural
Center, 3700 Golden Street, Evans, CO 80620

What: Learn about and share your thoughts on the
US 34 Corridor

Info: For more information please visit:

https://www.codot.gov/library/studies/us-34-planning-and-environmental-
linkages-pel-study

CDOT is teaming up with the US 34
Coalition to improve safety and
mobility for the US
34 corridor between Glade Road,
west of Loveland, through Greeley
to Weld County Road 49, in Kersey.
Learn about and share your
thoughts on the US 34 PEL Study
and the US 34/US 85 Interchange
Study.

US 34 PEL STUDY PUBLIC MEETING
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COLORADO

Department of
Transportation

o\

What: US 34 Planning and Environmental Linkages
Study Public Meeting

When: May 2, 2017 at 5:30pm to 7:00pm

Where: City of Loveland Public Works Administration
Building, 2" Floor, 2525 West 1%t Street, Loveland, CO
80537

What: Learn about and share your thoughts on the US
34 Corridor

Info: For more information please visit:
https://www.codot.gov/library/studies/us-34-planning-and-environmental-
linkages-pel-study

CDOT is teaming up with the US 34
Coalition to improve safety and
mobility for the
US 34 corridor between Glade Road, west
of Loveland to Weld County Road .. in
Kersey. Learn about and share your
thoughts on the US 34 PEL

Study
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US 34 PEL Study Goals and Outcomes

@® A Planning and Environmental Linkages (or PEL) study typically
identifies transportation and environmental concerns
before project construction funding is identified
and before specific problems are known.

@® The goals and expected outcomes of the US 34 PEL study are:
o Develop a vision for the US 34 corridor
o ldentify transportation solutions (near, mid, and long-term) and
priorities
o Establish costs and pursue funding for projects
o Develop implementation strategies
o Facilitate project development and construction

@ The PEL study will leverage past studies and agreements in the corridor,
and will identify projects that can move into design and construction
~ immediately.
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Draft Purpose and Need

The purpose of highway improvements is to preserve US 34 as a vital regional
transportation corridor to move people, goods, and information reliably and plan
for the future by accommodating changing travel demands and opportunities.

Needs:

Enhance safety

* Accommodate travel demands of forecasted population and economic growth

Goals for transportation solutions:

Increase reliability of east/west regional travel, while balancing local access and
mobility

Be compatible with the natural and
human environment
Support community land use and

aesthetics goals
Be fiscally responsible and implementable
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Related Studies

This is an ongoing study addressing the safety and operational needs along US 85 in northern Colorado between I-76
and the Town of Nunn. Recommended US 34/US 85 interchange as early action project.

® US 34 Business Environmental Assessment and Widening Project
This project widened US 34 Business in west Greeley to four lanes in 20009.

® North I-25 Environmental Impact Statement

In 2011, this study approved the following within the US 34 PEL study area: new tolled express lane and general purpose
lanes on |-25 north to SH 14; commuter rail from Thornton to Fort Collins; bus service on I-25 from Fort Collins to Denver
and on US 85 from Greeley to Denver; and reconstruction of the 1-25/ US 34/ Centerra Parkway interchange. The
interchange design is underway.

® SH 402 Environmental Assessment
In 2008, this study approved widening SH 402 from two to four lanes between US 287 and I-25.

® SH 402 Access Control Plan
The City of Loveland and CDOT are currently scoping an Access Control Plan for SH 402 from US 287 to |-25.

® US 34 Environmental Assessment
In 2007, this study approved widening US 34 to six lanes between US 287 and LCR 3 in Loveland and Larimer County.

® O Street Arterial Corridor Study

In 2008, Weld County, Greeley, and Windsor completed a study that identified a preferred alignment to connect
Crossroads Blvd and O Street between SH 257 and 83rd Avenue.

® Freedom Parkway Corridor Planning and Access Control Plan
This is an ongoing planning effort to define a vision, future road connections, and an Access Control Plan for the
Freedom Parkway corridor (LCR 18, WCR 54, 37th Street).
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Related Studies and Access Control Plans
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US 34 Coalition Members

The US 34 Coalition was formed in 2015 with the purpose of creating a
collaborative effort to advocate for needed improvement projects along the
US 34 Corridor.

Greeley P N
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Townof /\/\/ \ w
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The City of Evans, the City of Greeley, the City of Loveland, Larimer County, Weld County, the Town of Kersey, and the Town of
Windsor are signatory members of the Access Control Planning Committee.
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Department of
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Existing Crash Data January 2011 through December 2015

® Project limits on US 34 span 30 miles
® > 2 600 total accidents (>500 accidents per year) T s (ol types

® 3860 total injury accidents (33%) T iy Eeses
® 12 crashes with fatalities
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AVERAGE ANNUAL TRAFFIC GROWTH

Traffic Volumes

N 1988-2015
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Environmental and Social Resources of Focus

During the PEL process CDOT will focus on the following resources:
 Threatened and Endangered Species
* Traffic Noise

* Recreational Resources and Trails

* Wetlands and Surface Waters

* Floodplains

 Land Use, including Farmlands and

Oil and Gas Operations

* Right-of-Way
e Historic Resources

e Visual/Aesthetics
Please see the adjacent maps for locations of

key environmental and social resources.
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Land Use & Development Trends

Location Key Issues & Future Land Uses Along US 34 Greeley
Loveland SH 287/US 34 gateway redevelopment a
Commercial redevelopment/ infill at key nodes 1]
Primarily multi-use commercial and employment districts planned =
Kelim Heavy industrial and residential planned 8
c
_E
-
Johnstown Scheels’ development — retail, office, hospital, multifamily =
CR 3/UPRR intersection to accommodate future development O
2534 development 3
Primarily commercial and employment planned =
Windsor Industrial and commercial land uses planned along corridor; ©
residential behind. E
Greeley Updating Comprehensive Plan Rt
More multifamily with greater desire for urban amenities Sy
Desire for mall redevelopment at 17th e e
Employment, open lands, or a hybrid planned in west Greeley e
Evans US 34/US 85 interchange & i
Connection at 35t Street would enable economic development el
Retail, office, commercial, automotive commercial planned; future Eéﬁ:ﬂ;mmha
major commercial designated at WCR 45 i oo b
o i o
Garden City US 85 interchange $ Lok i
Retail uses O R
Kersey Planned event center at town gateway i timdle
o . . [ Lerw Tandental
Better connection to Core Business District ] E&“E‘:‘:"ﬂ:i:"
Light industrial and commercial planned at gateway; within town, T
mixed use commercial and residential planned S\ = o
S et ity Cartan
Weld Uses by Special Review (USRs) for current and planned NN =
County developments; other areas to receive agriculture designation NN NNND L e e S RIS Qe
: Panding b Pregras a3 Carvidor Stady | B b i Dbl
' | | E B e eemambaly ol e
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Pedestrian Facilities

Existing and Proposed Pedestrian Facilities

Environmental Linkages Study
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Bicycle Facilities

Existing and Proposed Bicycle Facilities
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‘ Proposed Intersection Improvements REGIONAL NON-MOTORIZED CORRIDORS

* Proposed local bicycle facilites from following plans: City of Loveland 2035 Transportation Plan (2012), City of Loveland Bicycle ** Proposed regional bicycle facilites from following plans: NFRMPO Regional Bicycle Plan (2013), NFRMPO Regional
and Pedestrian Plan (2015). The 2035 City of Greeley Comprehensive Plan (2011), the City of Greeley Bicycle Master Plan (2015), Transportation Plan (2015), and NFRMPQ 2040 Non-motorized Plan (2017).
and Greeley Parks, Trails and Open Lands Master Plan (2016)
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Transit Service

Existing and Proposed Transit Service
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Access Control Plan

What is an Access Control Plan?
An Access Control Plan controls the location, spacing, design, and operation
of driveways, median openings, and street connections to a roadway.

Access Control Plan Benefits
Safety

* Reduces the number of conflict points and potential crashes
* Provides safe access to businesses and residences

Increased Ability to Accommodate Traffic Demands

* Reduces travel times/smoother traffic flow
* Less air pollution

Good Access Management is Good for Business

* Preserves property values

* A more efficient roadway system captures a broader market area

* Provides a more predictable and consistent development
environment

Encourages Use and Development of Local Streets

* Focus through traffic on the highway
* Provide circulation options for local traffic on the local street
system

Enhanced Corridor Appearance

* Easily locate businesses
* Opportunities for streetscaping/landscaping
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Access Control Principles and Techniques

 Consolidate the number of direct access points to major roadways

Shopping
Center

Building
CONSOLIDATED ACCESS

CONSOLIDATE ACCESS POINTS CONNECT ADJACENT PROPERTIES DEFINE DRIVEWAYS

* Locate signals/intersections/interchanges to favor through traffic and preserve signal cycle
length for local streets
* Minimize the number of locations where vehicles merge, split or cross

RIGHT-IN/RIGHT OUT WITH RAISED MEDIAN RIGHT-IN/RIGHT-OUT WITH DIRECTIONAL MEDIAN
CHANNELIZING ISLAND OPENING 3/4 MOVEMENT

e Remove turning vehicles from through traffic lanes with turn lanes or interchanges
* Provide a supporting local street network

[ l‘
= 0O

Relocated|
Access :

RELOCATE ACCESS TO SIDE STREET
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Advantages of an Access Control Plan

No Access Control Plan Adopted Access Control Plan
e Controlled by State Highway Access Code e Replaces SHAC Criteria for access
(SHAC) location/movements
e CDOT adherence to SHAC criteria e Opportunity for local input
e |solated individual access point analysis e Corridor wide analysis
e Considers transportation only e Considers existing/future land use
e First come, first served e Considers adjacent access and land use
Interaction
e Follows rigid criteria from SHAC e [ncorporates flexibility into criteria based on
corridor specific conditions
e No plan to understand how land use and e Landowners/Developers know proposed access
access interact when considering land use conditions up front
changes
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US 34 Access Control

Concurrent with the PEL study, CDOT will update the existing US 34 Access Control Plan
and develop a new access control plan where none currently exists.

Develop New Access
Control Plan Update Existing Access Control Plan
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Access Control Plan Implementation

If nothing changes, nothing changes!

Access Control Plans are long range planning documents for future growth.
Existing and new Access Control Plans will be implemented in phases as changes
and growth occur along US 34. Portions of the plan will be implemented based

on the following triggers:

1. Redevelopment that increases traffic
by 20% or more

2. Publicly funded project by City,
County, or CDOT

3. Safety or operational issues

Access Control Plans are living documents that CAN be amended.
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Next Steps

® Develop a range of alternatives to address corridor needs.
® Evaluate alternatives for the best solutions.

® Recommend projects for immediate design and construction.

® Recommend mid-term and long-term projects.

® Complete update of existing Access Control Plan and develop new Access Control Plan where
needed.

® PEL study is anticipated to be completed Summer 2018.
US 34 PEL Study Schedule

. JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC i JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN

— TASK 1: Project Initiation

FHWA CDOT Environmental
Coordmatlon A ‘ Scoping

I  TASK 2: Corridor Assessment

Resource Agency Public Meeting #1
Scoping . - -

I TASK 3: Purpose and Need

A FHWA
Coordination

TASK 4: Alternatives Analysis

_ FHWA
Public Meeting #2 - A Coordination

>l<Lega| document requiring

TASK 5: Access Control Plan — jurisdiction signatures; may

require additional time to finalize.

TASK 6: PEL Report and Implementation Plan —

FHWA
Pub:,|IC Meeting #3 . A Coordination
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We want your input!

Ways to get involved:

® Fill out a comment form tonight here at the meeting or mail it in to us by
May 12, 2017.

® Visit the project website at: https://www.codot.gov/library/studies/us-34-planning-
and-environmental-linkages-pel-study

® Send us an email at: us34pel@codot.us

Thank you!
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COLORADO

Department of
Transportation

o\

WELCOME!



o\ 4

e US 34 PEL Study Overview
— Intent of PEL study
— US 34 Coalition

e US 34 Access Control Plan
* Your role tonight




US 34 PEL Study Overview




e Related projects with staff here tonight:
— US 34/US 85 Interchange
— [-25/US 34 Interchange
— [-25/SH 402 Interchange



e Related projects with staff here tonight:
— US 34 Canyon
— [-25/US 34 Interchange
— [-25/SH 402 Interchange



* Develop a vision for US 34

* Identify transportation solutions |
— Immediate projects

— Mid-term and long-term
solutions

* Establish costs and pursue
funding for projects

* Develop implementation
strategies

* Facilitate project development
and construction




improvements on US 34?

The purpose of highway improvements is to preserve
US 34 as a vital regional transportation corridor to
move people, goods, and information reliably and
plan for the future by accommodating changing travel
demands and opportunities.

Needs:
* Enhance safety

e Accommodate travel demands associated with
forecasted population and economic growth

* Increase reliability of east/west regional travel,
while balancing local access and mobility

8



e PEL Study incorporates other studies and projects in
the study area

— US 85 PEL Study

— North I-25 Environmental Impact Statement
— SH 402 Environmental Assessment (EA)

— SH 402 Access Control Plan

— US 34 EA

— US 34 Business EA and Widening Project

— O Street Arterial Corridor Study

— Freedom Parkway Corridor Planning and Access
Control Plan



The US 34 Coalition was formed in 2015 with the
purpose of creating a collaborative effort to advocate
for needed improvements along the US 34 corridor.

LARIMER

\ COUNTY

F< o
mas| G

Gme]w

City of Loveland

COMMITTED TO EXCELLEMNCE

COLORADO

Department of

ok, &Y

=< ___ Transportation 7 HFRMPO
TOWN OF it AVAVERY Lt .':: ': »
WlNDSOR Johnstown
COLORADO ———
r < J‘“‘E\f_é__‘:l ity of
W\ W%ﬁ/ (’: Evans. Colorado
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US 34 Access Control Plan




Concurrent with PEL study,
CDOT wiill:

e Update existing US 34
Access Control Plan if
required

— East of I-25 through
Kersey

* Develop new US 34 Access
Control Plan

— West of [-25 through
Loveland

12



An Access Control Plan controls the
location, spacing, design, and operation
of driveways, median openings, and street
connections to a roadway.

13



e Consolidate the number
of direct access points |
to US 34 ; ; —

CONSOLIDATED ACCESS

* Minimize number of
places vehicles merge
Or Cross |||||||||||||||n||u|||||||||r—-—_.1.m||||||mu||u||||n||

o= ——— e —— — - -_——— -——

DIRECTIONAL MEDIAN
OPENING 3/4 MOVEMENT

14



Your Role Tonight




e Tell us where you see problems or opportunities
on US 34.

e Write on maps and give input to staff at open house
stations:

— PEL process, purpose, and need

— Existing transportation conditions

— Existing safety and traffic conditions

— Existing social and environmental conditions
— Access control planning

e Fill out a comment form.

16



Thank you for attending!

Sign up for the project mailing list to
receive future project notifications.

https://www.codot.gov/library/studies/
us-34-planning-and-environmental-

linkages-pel-study

17
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Appendix E

Matrix of Comments Received



US 34 PEL - Public Meeting Roll Plot Comments by Subject

Subject Mile Post Nearest Intersection Comment Endorsement

Access 99.8 WCR 15/US34 So busy that can't use unsignalized accesses at rush hour.
Access 99.8 WCR 15/US34 Access both directions
Access 90.6 US 34/N Taft Ave Concerns about parking access to Lake Loveland.
Access 96.0 UsS 34/1-25 Increase size of P&R or even repaint lines

The pedestrian timing and right turn signals are confusing for
Bike/Ped 109.1 47th Ave/US34 blind pedestrian.
Bike/Ped 110.5 29th/US34 Pedestrians crossover highway

How about pedestrian access at major intersections (including
Bike/Ped General Major Intersections ADA)

More under or over crosses for bikes/pedestrians throughout
Bike/Ped General the whole corridor
Bike/Ped General Bike/ped connectivity along the entire corridor
Bike/Ped 113.1 US 34/US 85 US 34/US 85 interchange does not accommodate bike/peds

US 34/8th Ave and US 34/11th

Bike/Ped 112.5 Ave High pedestrian traffic at 8th Ave, 11th Ave and US 34 1
Bike/Ped 112.7 US 34/8th Ave Watched a man die - hit by a semi at 8th and US 34
Drainage 113.0 US 85/US34 Conceal Drainage Ditch
General 113.0 US 85/US34 Vestas Wind Blade Crash a few years ago.
General General Concerns about railroad partnership and cooperation
Mobility & Congestion 97.8 LCR 3/US34 Short merging lanes onto US 34
Mobility & Congestion 100.8 WCR 17/US 34 Too much backup on US34
Mobility & Congestion 102.8 SH 257/US34 SH 257 is carrying a lot of truck traffic.
Mobility & Congestion 110.3 35th/US34 45 mph zone should start more to the west

Exit both directions are too short and to small for heavy traffic at
Mobility & Congestion 111.3 23rd/US34 23rd.

11th Ave Southbound to Westbound US34 acceleration lane is
Mobility & Congestion 112.3 11th Ave/US34 too short.

Southbound US 85 merge with 8th Ave merge is complicated
Mobility & Congestion 113.0 US 85/US34 and reduces traffic Flow from SB 8th Ave Traffic.




Subject Mile Post Nearest Intersection Comment Endorsement
Need two lanes on EB US 34 and 2 lanes WB Kersey then US 34
Mobility & Congestion 113.0 US 85/US34 bypass to 8th Ave.
Mobility & Congestion SH 402 SH 402/S CO Rd 9e Need Turn lane for traffic heading North.
Traffic backs up during rush hour to merge north or south onto I-
Mobility & Congestion SH 402 SH 402/1-25 25. Both sides of bridge.
Traffic from O St, heading SB on US 85 causes problems because
Mobility & Congestion us 85 US 85/0 St there is not enough room for large trucks to accelerate.
Turning from train tracks on O St. west to US 85 north, NB trucks
need extra acceleration lane to overcome hill to maintain 65
Mobility & Congestion us 85 US 85/0 St mph
Mobility and Congestion 88.6 US 34/Morning Dr Left turn queue plus merging from two lanes to one at driveway
Mobility and Congestion General Concerns about roundabouts - don't want them on US 34
Mobility and Congestion 90.6 US 34/Taft Ave Long turn lane from Taft Ave to EB US 34
Turn lanes at Lincoln Cleveland should be: left only, left and
Mobility and Congestion 91.8 Lincoln Ave/Cleveland Ave continue through, continue through, right only
Construction traffic into/out of new development prior to new
Mobility and Congestion 99.8 E Crossroads Blvd/WCR 15 signals or lanes getting built
Mobility and Congestion 100.8 US 34/WCR15 Concerns about heavy truck traffic and access control.
Mobility and Congestion 84.5 US 34/Carter Lake Rd Loveland needs 34 bypass between CR 402 to Carter Lake Rd.
No right turn acceleration from WCR 15 NB to US 34 EB with
Mobility and Congestion 100.8 US 34/WCR15 traffic backed up from WCR 17.
Pinch point at merge - 2 to 1 lanes on business route, then 1 to
Mobility and Congestion 102.4 US 34/US 34 business merge westbound.
Mobility and Congestion O St/Crossroads Relieve pressure on US 34 by connecting O St to Crossroads
Mobility and Congestion General Establish CR 402 and Crossroads as alternative routes
Mobility and Congestion 96.3 US 34/1-25 to US 34/Bypass Need frontage road from I-25 to Bypass




Subject Mile Post Nearest Intersection Comment Endorsement

Mobility and Congestion 98.0 US 34/County Highway 13 More mixed-use residential use
Mobility and Congestion 99.0 US 34/County Highway 13 2000 trucks per day at this US 34 and County Road 13
Mobility and Congestion 99.0 US 34/County Highway 13 Mixing of truck and industrial traffic with commuters = BAD

In the short term, need protected left turns for NB/SB traffic on
Mobility and Congestion 100.6 US 34/WCR 17 WCR 17
Mobility and Congestion 95th Ave/ 20th St Concerns about left turns to 95th from 20th
Mobility and Congestion 112.7 US 34/8th Ave Bridge over 8th Ave?
Mobility and Congestion 115.5 US 34/CR 45 Look at left turn lane on incline
Noise 98.8 WCR 13/US34 Noise from trucks and motorcycles- Sound wall? 2
Safety 88.9 Cascade Ave/US34 Heading west on US 34 drivers forget to merge into left lane.

35 mph speed limit becomes 40-45 mph for drivers. Needs to be
Safety 90.1 Colorado Ave/US 34 reduced to 30 mph
Safety 98.8 WCR 13/US34 Drivers use auxiliary lanes to pass through traffic.

Hill creatse sight distance problems at the signal at WCR 13,
Safety 98.8 WCR 13/US34 similar to WCR 17
Safety 99.8 WCR 15/US34 Dangerous exhaust smell and sound!
Safety 100.8 WCR 17/US 34 Daily accidents at WCR 17
Safety 102.8 SH 257/US34 Interchange scary with high speed north/south on SH 257 traffic.
Safety 104.8 95th Ave/US34 Frontage road interchange is too small and too close to Hwy 34
Safety 104.8 95th Ave/US34 Billboards too distracting on curve

Drivers using emergency U-turn section causing flow problems
Safety 107.6 65th Ave/US34 both directions.
Safety 110.3 35th/US34 Drivers running red lights
Safety 110.3 35th/US34 Eastbound US 34 traffic speeds to exit 23rd Ave are not safe




Subject Mile Post Nearest Intersection Comment Endorsement
Heading eastbound on US 34 bypass 8th Ave signal is hard to see
Safety 112.5 8th St/US34 over bridge.
Signage too late for drivers exiting north to 8th Ave and exiting
Safety 113.0 US 85/US34 to Ft. Morgan after bridge heading east.
Safety 113.0 US 85/US34 Bridge to road transitions is not smooth.
Safety 1133 1st St/US34 US 34 exit at Kersey needs street lights and better signage.
This isn't CDOT's problem but, the traffic light at 47th Ave and
Safety SH 402 47th Ave/37th St 37th St is ignored often. Red is evidently optional.
Safety uUs 85 US 85/ECSt Merging arrows on the road to remind drivers to merge.
Interchange lighting flashing sign for SB to EB loop for tight
Safety US34 Bus 8th St/US34 Bus curves
Safety US34 Bus Cherry Ave/US34 Bus Interchange needs lighting/Street lights at curve on 34.
Safety 87.2 US 34 and Glade Rd N Safety at left turn lanes of Glade Rd into mobile home park.
US 34 has water sitting on the WB lanes at the new storage
Safety 88.6 US 34/Morning Dr facility west of Morning Dr.
Dip in US 34 (WB and EB) west of Namaqua Rd and Cascade Ave.
Safety 88.8 US 34/Cascade Ave Dip is in different locations for WB and EB.
Come on, really? Speeds are more like 55 - 60mph, not 40-45
Safety 93.1 US 34/Boise Ave mph.
Safety General Speed enforcement 1
Safety 115.5 US 34 Business/CR 45 US 34 Business bridge flooded
This light takes a very long time to switch from US 34 to leave
Technology 95.3 Hahns Peak Dr/US 34 Hahns Peak Dr.
Technology 97.4 Larimer Pkwy/US 34 Imminent signal needed at Larimer Pkwy.
Technology 100.8 WCR 17/US 34 Signal/timing needs alteration
Technology 105.9 83rd Ave/US34 Keep 83rd signal - working
Technology 107.1 71st Ave/US34 More overpasses alternating with signals.
Technology 113.0 US 85/16st US 85 at 16th St intersection - new lights not working.
Technology 92.7 US 34/Madison Ave Improve signal for CFI
Technology 92.7 US 34/Madison Ave Get rid of CFl at Madison Ave
Technology 92.7 US 34/Madison Ave Consider modifying signal timing for CFI
Technology 92.7 US 34/Madison Ave Love the CFl at Madison Ave




Subject Mile Post Nearest Intersection Comment Endorsement
Technology 94.8 US 34/Boyd Lake Ave Boyd Lake Ave needs a second receiving lane EB to NB
Technology 94.8 US 34/Boyd Lake Ave Signal timing of Boyd Lake Ave needs more time for US 34

Traffic signal timing is terrible. | must stop at every light between
Technology 90.6 US 34/WCR 17 to Taft Ave CR 17 and Taft at night

Left turn from Crossroads Blvd to Centerra Pkwy (WB to SB)
Technology E Crossroads Blvd/Centerra Pkwy [needs more green time
Technology WCR 17/Centerra Pkwy Put in queue warning signal at WCR 17 and Centerra

US 34/47th Ave and US 34/35th |Eliminate lights at US 34/47th Ave and US 34/35th Ave

Technology 109.1 Ave intersections
Technology 100.6 US 34/WCR 17 WCR 17 signal timing is off
Transit 96.3 [-25/US 34 Restripe the Bustang lot.
Transit 96.8 Centerra Pkwy/US 34 Provide PNR for Centerra.




Add to

How do you most

Are there specific location

What are your top three

What to do you view as the

Overall, do you

Overall, do you
understand and

How do you

Recreational travel

Truck traffic or mix of vehicle types

Congestions on local roads or

alternate US 34 routes

the plan

. . . . understand and support the i
. . . where you experience i ' main benefits of managing L. . prefer to receive X
First Name Last Name City Email | often use the . .| concerns with travel in support the existing| existing Access |. . Other Comments or Questions
i i problems with travel in X access on US 34? (Check all information about
List US34 Corridor? . the corridor? Access Control Plan Control Plan .
the US 34 Corridor? that apply) . Rk the project?
adopted in 2003? | adopted in 2003?
Follow up.
Congestion Reduced crash risk
Bei tired 1 try ¢ US34 at Frontage Roads Improved traffic flow
1 Barbara Litter Loveland Yes Local travel em}g retired ftry to use a N/A Email updates
times that are not as busy.
Congestions on local roads or Predictable and easy to locate access to
alternate US 34 routes businesses
Business Commuting Congestion Other
Hwy 34 and I-25; Hwy 34 and Boyd .
wy 34 an Wy 34 and Boy! Need t accommodate all user types What about health? Need to think more broadly about what the
. Lake Rd; Hwy 34 and WCR 13/15 X . . . L
2 Leslie Beckstrom Loveland No Recreational travel o (include bike and ped) or at least plan for N/A Blank impact could be, especially as the population is expected to
(due to heavy truck traffic trying to . . . R .
Lack of bicycle-pedestrian-transit bike and ped infrastructure when the double.
enter Hwy 34). . . . .
options planning and building are considered. If
we don't leave space for it then it will
never happen.
Local travel
Business Commuting Congestion Improved traffic flow
Near Centerra shopping center (Old .
3 Pat Thompson Loveland Yes . pping ( Congestions on local roads or Maximized use of local street system to N/A Email updates Too much Access!
Local travel Chicago etc.) and Taft and Hwy 34 . :
alternate US 34 routes support access and circulation
Recreational travel Access
Local travel . Reduced crash risk . ' Too many a'ccess points. Lack of understanding/ Following Rules. |
4 John Beckstrom Jr. Loveland No West of I-25 Congestion N/A Project website am okay with round-abouts, however they need to be larger and
open (no bushes hiding the side walks).
Recreational travel Improved traffic flow
Local travel I get on Hwy 34 at County Road 15. Personal Safety Reduced crash risk
Turning right, the acceleration lane is
5 Ellen Kisker Johnstown Yes extremely short, so | have to wait for N/A Email updates
a good break in traffic. Turning left, | P
also have to wait for a break, Truck traffic or mix of vehicle types Improved traffic flow
sometimes for a while.
Access
Business Commuting Congestion
[Long Term]Merging from southbound hwy 85 to westbound on
hwy 34 is sometimes scary with semi trucks merging from hwy 34
east of interchange to west. Some traffic cuts across the two
Hwy 34/Hwy 85 b ds 21
Local travel wy 34/Hwy ypass needs  lanes Personal Safety lanes to exit north to business hwy 85 to 8th ave. Needs 2 lanes
eastbound, 2 lanes westbound for ) .
. east and 1 exit south to hwy 85 and 1 for exit north =4 lanes total.
Hwy 34 plus merging lanes from Only 1 lane no is not enough space at 45 mph. | think extending a
6 Mark Strickland Greeley Yes southbound Hwy 85, Northbound N/A Unaware of existing plan Email updates y gN sp K ph. X e
X bridge over 8th Ave then drop down hill to 11th could improve
Hwy 85/Hwy 34 exit to 8th ave/Hwy .
. . . flow westbound and increase ped safety North/south on 8th Ave.
34 business is dangerous with 8th
Recreational travel ave on-ramp- Lack of bicycle-pledestrian»transit [Short term] Fix street light at 8th ave exit on bridge heading east
options on hwy 34. Pole # 80/47. |'ve called CDOT, City of Greely, and xcel
to get this light fixed
Business Commuting Congestion As a home owner with adjoining property we are subject to the
noise and pollution. We see accidents and traffic backups on a
| generally support the plan regular basis. Our safety head west on hwy 34 has become a
County Rd 15 and Hwy 34 all th
788 William & Kathy Quam Johnstown No Local travel ounty t;rljove\ll‘::\d all the way Personal Safety but have concerns about a | County Rd 15 and Hwy 34 Public meetings serious issue. Crossing the median to head west we have seen
particular location drivers actually pass in the left hand acceleration lane. When we
sit there to merge with traffic we put ourselves at risk of being
Access killed.
. I would like to see more rapid transit along Hwy 34 and Hwy 85
Local travel Congestion (west 34 to Loveland and Ft. Collins, and south hwy 85 to Denver).
9 Lavonna Longwell Greeley Yes Rush hour Greeley N/A | understand and support It would be nice if this could be finished at the same time as the

Email updates

highway improvements.
Greeley Continues to grow and we need another alternative to
car travel.
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4
NAME LA VBRNG

114 5{,’5/ /__

ADDRESS

EMAIL

PHONE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? x YES NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you most often use the US 34 corridor?
d. Business commuting

b. Industry or freight travel

( CJ Local travel

@ Recreational travel

2. Are there specific locations where you experience problems with travel in the US 34 corridor?

_Mé_mhm_%ﬁé;qf

3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corridor?

(:%Congestion €. Lack of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit options
b. Unreliable or unpredictable trave) times f. Frontage roads
C. Personal safety C:E;!Congestion on local roads or alternate US 34 routes
él’ruck traffic or mix of vehicle types h. Access
i. Other

4. Overall, do you understand and support the existing Access Control Plan adopted in 2003?

understand and support the plan

. | generally support the plan but have concerns about a particular location (Name Location)

C. | do not support the plan (Why?)

d. I do not understand the plan

€. Unaware of the existing plan

Additional on back

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codot.us by May 12, 2017.

ANNNNNNNWJ /7o 77 4




5. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?

.H
f@Email updates
b.

Project website

C. Public meetings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS g .
P A _f.t_: 'aé:‘ ML P8l A poF T/ _/1_1_

i
loms e
(dXING  FALr S A 2 NS s e,
7 YR = /TN, %
4 ._:..fg - T INEAL 2 At o dz /) £ 4 ey 77 - :’ il e A }

Place

Stamp

Here

CH2M - US 34 PEL

Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here
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ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? __ X YES NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you most often use the US 34 corridor?
@Business commuting
b. Industry or freight travel
@Local travel
@ Recreational travel

2. Are there specific locations where you experience problems with travel in the US 34 corridor?
J9 /L Fe Ly P=5S qreele A lomes Eoe—, A Llane bfees—
Fome 3 ;D Lpi Ll & r::'i, .ri-:j:f jantf_s From Sﬂ;r-’/: ‘5”4_: Amel, FE
34 Exii- Ipn Frh Mve SR 3Y s O/aﬁfﬁfr‘@‘fj wi by Fh on—lon

3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corridor?

@ Congestion ack of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit options
b. Unreliable or unpredictable travel times f. Frontage roads
@Personal safety Congestion on local roads or alternate US 34 routes
d. Truck traffic or mix of vehicle types . Access
i. Other

4. Overall, do you understand and support the existing Access Control Plan adopted in 2003?
d. lunderstand and support the plan

b. I generally support the plan but have concerns about a particular location (Name Location)

C. [ do not support the plan {Why?)

d. | do not understand the plan

Jnaware of the existing plan Additional on back
itional on bac

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be banded in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codot.us by May 12, 2017,
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5. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?
Email updates

b. Project website

C. Public meetings
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e US 34 Planning and COMMENT SHEET
¥ Environmental Linkages Study

NAME

ADDRESS

EMAIL

PHONE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? YES ~~ NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you mast often use the LS 34 corridor?

»._&i.)l.l-u:-inﬂi COMMuhing

B, Induitay or dreign 1ravel

@mal travel p (
d. Recemaneratravel /g ﬁwb g1 Mo‘)b/ 5(_// N %ﬁwﬂmil ’{%Ugjf

2. Arg there specific locations where you experience problems with travel in the LIS 3d%aorridor?

('z}i?h:ﬁrﬁ 1S ded Yy mu,w%ﬁ

- \
3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corrider?
@. Compesimgn E. Lack gi bigygle, pEdesiran, or transit optians
B. Unrehable or unpredictable mravel times f. Frontdge roads
@ Feraonid sl ety E. Congosuion on local roads or ahernate 15 14 roufes
el, Truck trafic oo miz ol wahicle types ‘%ﬂ-uus

i, Ok FJCH Ec&j Sﬂﬂ,{i%

4. Crerall, do you understand and support the exlsting Accezs Control Flan adopted in 20027

3. 1 ungerstard and support the plan Ed i —
gen{*rall-.r suppent she plan bus have oncerns about 3 pariy e kg ahion [Harme Lacanitn| {\H'[,{ ':—"* o %j_lf

C. 1 da g suppars the plan (Why )

d. 1do o1 wrderstand sthe plan
&, Unaware ol the erisling plan

Additlomal on ek

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us3dpel@codot.us by May 12, 2017.
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5. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?
a. Email updates

b. Project website

Q Public meetings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS

-~
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Stamp

Here
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Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here



é US 34 Planning and COMMENT SHEET
¥ Environmental Linkages Study

£ iﬂrf{ﬁ??ﬂm—- J-

NAME

ADDRES

EMAIL

PHONRE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? YES /Q NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you mast often use the US 34 corridor?
. Business comimuling

B _Ingustry or frasghe cravel

C@ﬂtal Lrawed

eerealional travel

2, Are there specific lecat/ons where you experience prolzlems with travel In the US 34 corridar?

wesr f Tos o7

1. What are your top three concerns with travel in the cormridor?

4 Cangeition & lack of meyele, pEdtL!rian, ar fransil gpligns

b. Unreliablg gr vnoredictable trawve| times f. FronTage roads

¢. Persanal safely E- Congestian o [pcal roads gr alternate U5 34 rowmes
d. Truek traffic or mix of vehicle 1ypes h. Access

Lech g ._;.mf?n ,r.-',suff? (il avd '53*"'!_5' i Oher _Fpes kil FoeE s 5 ﬁ:‘# i
4. What do you view as the maln benetits of managing access on US 347 {check all that apply}

Rediuced crash nsh,

proved ratfic flow
€. Marimzed use of local street aysterm [ support access and circulation

 Fredicrable and a5y [o locate ateéia o Qusinesses

d

. Improved conidor appearance

. Consistent dewelppment envirpnmeny
E

. Other

Additional o back

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codot.us by May 12, 2017,
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5. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?
a. Email updates
Project website

C. Public meetings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS

Ly P ﬂj( W\f‘/‘ﬁ Q&’Vﬂ/ !MTJ #ﬂcﬂfr/ﬁ »flt?( /VPP/ 7

he égze/ 4,* 2P e (4/:7 T [eshey rh://z\
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Place

Stamp

Here

CH2M - US 34 PEL

Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here



e US 34 Planning and COMMENT SHEET
¥ Environmental Linkages Study

NAME g’m lé'.Sk&I/_

ADDRESS

EMAIL

PHONE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? _X YES NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you most often use the US 34 corridor?
a. Business commuting

b. Industry or freight travel

@Local travel

d. Recreational travel

2. Are there specific locations where you experience problems with travel in the US 34 corridor?

I qet m Hwy3y ar Conphg CA 1S, Tirmpg nggd, e accelesodivm.

[

[Ane vs £AI% dhot, S | have to Waik fry A Grd birok in hoalhc.

Toniig. lefd, T Mo hatt o Wad- foy A viale, Spppehmed 5 Adtaels_ .

3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corridor?

a. Congestion €. Lack of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit options
b. Unreliable or unpredictable travel times f. Frontage roads
ersonal safety g. Congestion on local roads or alternate US 34 routes
ruck traffic or mix of vehicle types @Access
i. Other

4. What do you view as the main benefits of managing access on US 34? {check all that apply)
educed crash risk
Cﬁ? Improved traffic flow
€. Maximized use of local street system to support access and circulation
d. Predictable and easy to locate access to businesses
€. Improved corridor appearance
f. Consistent development environment
g. Other

Additional on back

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codot.us by May 12, 2017.
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=. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?
A Tail updales
b. Projes) weksile

€. Pudic mestings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS

CH2M - US 34 PEL

Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here




Q US 34 Planning and COMMENT SHEET
Environmental Linkages Study

NAME

Vb Th

ADDRESS
EMAIL

PHONE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? / YES NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you most often use the US 34 corridor?

3. Bislness tamm}ng
b. Industry o freight travel

2. Are there specific locations where you experience problems with travel in the US 34 corridor?

Nea Conterca shogping cenlér (O Ciqgo edr) and Tofh43Y

3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corridor?
aon ﬁ'i'H €. Lack of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit options

b. Unreliable or unpredictable travel times f. Frontage roads
C. Personal safety Cﬂ;lg Congestion on local raads or alternate US 34 routes
d. Truck traffic or mix of vehicle types (H) Access "'00 "chlq ‘}((Q.r.r). {

i. Other

4. What do you view as the main benefits of managing access on US 34? (check all that apply)
a. Reduced crash risk
@Improued traffic flow
@Maximlzed use of local street system to support access and circulation
d. Predictable and easy to locate access to businesses
€. improved corridor appearance
f. Consistent development environment

g. Other

Additional on back

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codat.us by May 12, 2017.
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5. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?

@Email updates

b. Project website
@ Public meetings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS

CH2M - US 34 PEL

Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here

Place
Stamp
Here



éE US 34 Planning and COMMENT SHEET
Environmental Linkages Study

NAME ‘\p Aea st

ADDRES

EMAIL

PHONE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? YES _~ NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you most often use the US 34 corridor?

@ Business commuting @

b. Industry or freight travel

@Localtravel @
@)Hecreational travel é.:)

2, Are there specific locations where you experience problems with travel in the US 34 corridor?

3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corridor?

@Congestion I@Lack of hicycle, pedestrian, or transit optians
b. Unreliable or unpredictable travel times f. Frontage roads
C. Personal safety g. Congestion on local roads or alternate US 34 routes
d. Truck traffic or mix of vehicle types h. Access
i. Other

4. What do you view as the main benefits of managing access on US 34? (check all that apply)
a. Reduced crash risk
b. Improved traffic flow
€. Maximized use of local street system to support access and circulation
d. Predictable and easy to locate access to businesses

€. Improved corridor appearance

f. Consistent development environment 2
@Other P(jjﬂ&l’ *{;Jf&f@mbﬂ,d@ a-” iser +W¢hﬂl&i& I !, dJd . l

or ‘d'/( P{a“ ’p‘or IDILZ@/P’A( II\ to S{G‘MC‘_IMFQ Additional on back

li-*ﬁn ‘H\L P(w\niﬂo d}l’)u‘({aﬁn& ate eonstzrea/. _T.() e a)m‘ll Afaw{ 3 pac<
7()“"'  then
l+ D:)t‘ , ’
hover
hegpen.

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codot.us by May 12, 2017,
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5. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?
4. Emal updalas
b. Progcl wehetp

[. Public mealings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS

'“—\7 '\M ‘{o by

Place

Stamp
Here

CH2M - US 34 PEL

Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here



e US 34 Planning and COMMENT SHEET
¥ Environmental Linkages Study

NAME (J}:r[".b X L} f-e

ADDRES

EMAIL

PHONE

ADD TO THE EMAIL NEWS LIST? Lf'/*f‘ ES NO - clarify which projects

1. How do you most aften use the LJS 34 corridor?

d. Business commuting

b. Industry or freight 1ravel
@ Loeal Tr dwe £ he F‘F i ﬁﬂ \

d, Recesabional trawel

2. Are there specific locations where you experience problems with trave! fn the US 34 corridar?

ﬁ?’{m r;:_r_Jﬁ:‘ad :L_ —’i.ur.f +g w S DS S r:r‘l'r‘ e
"!"hﬂ'"'l- -]ﬂ'r'-F nﬂ“‘— o =, hg:_f.,f

3. What are your top three concerns with travel in the corridor?

@Eu Mg Lt i €. Lach ol Betycle, pedestrian, ar iranst apnoons
b. Unreliable or unprecictable wavel times ﬂ Frontage roads [ locbe o € I\
., Personal salety ANPEsTIon A [eal redes or allernate UG 34 routes
d. Truck rraflic or miv o1 vehigle types M. Aceess
i. CHher

4. What do you view as the main benafits of managing access on US 347 |check all that apply)
% Redweed crash risk
froprewed traflic Flow
€. Maxemized wse of local SEreaT Syt L3 dwppart a00oss and crroulation
@b;eductahle and edwy 10 g abé Arpeyy be businesses
2. Improved corridor agpearance

[. Consistent develbpment enwviienment

g. Dher

Addinicnal on back

Any information provided can be considered part of the public record for the project.
Comment sheets can be handed in at the meeting, mailed to the address on the back, or
emailed to us34pel@codot.us by May 12, 2017.
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S. How do you prefer to receive information about the project?
Email updates
b. Project website

C. Public meetings

OTHER COMMENTS OR QUESTIONS

Placn

Slhimp

Hirr

CH2M - US 34 PEL

Attn: Curtez Hawkins
9189 South Jamaica Street
Englewood, CO 80112

Tape Here



US 34/US 85 Interchange
&? COLORADO Reconstruction Project
\ Department of Transportation

Comment Form
NAME ﬂ% /Z ) //& ﬁ%

EMAIL

1. How often do you travel through the US34/85 Interchange?

ﬁr/a/ tn AyZ LAY 34
Ty 434 fors— 7o ko ot
WA A - ! o rm oA

2. Describe your vehicular movements through the interchange:
A Az Nozz7Boewr Cnoyesz2
?3/}/47'4' bt [Zsa) > /7%’0[&7@ =5c!
v LB e A — %
LY 2 ze Fowi>  Brel CPAT 5

Other comments or questions:
A £ 3
/7Y oG ANETBE) ATE [ VEEFEZ S
. 4 i
@Wy LTS LG EDS Feriatl [s 47T
ZE e —

s N
77 (HEIA S = - e
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T5 jEErEse 77 7 iz
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OV Consulting

Attn: Shari Moore
1200 Bannock Street
Denver, CO 80204

Tape Here

Place
Stamp
Here
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Photographs














