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6th Avenue Parkway Extension EA 
Appendix B – Agency and Stakeholder Coordination 

 

 

The environmental assessment process included a comprehensive public and agency involvement 
program, which complemented the technical studies and analyses conducted by the project team. Public 
involvement included general public meetings, one-on-one meetings with property owners, webpage 
information, and a range of opportunities to comment through email, phone, and written comments. 
Public and agency has included the following meetings and outreach: 

 Public Open Houses – Invitations to the public open houses were advertised by: City of Aurora 
project website announcement, added to the City of Aurora’s calendar of events/meetings, 
mailed letters directly to known impacted both direct and indirect community members, email 
blast, newspaper advertisement, and flyers to individual households within a determined area. 
Invited stakeholders included the general public, community, agency, and municipal 
representatives. At the first public meeting held on December 3, 2014, the project team 
presented and solicited input on the initial six alignments and solicited input from the public on 
any other alternatives. The second meeting held March 18, 2015 presented four alignments and 
solicited input from the public on their preference of alignments.  

 Project Management Team (PMT) meetings held monthly beginning in September 2014 with 
City of Aurora. The PMT consists of key City of Aurora staff involved in the decision making for 
the project. During PMT meetings, alternative alignments were discussed in specific detail. Input 
was solicited from each PMT member to obtain information on screening criteria, alternative 
components, and specific concerns. These items were then included in the alternative 
development and screening process.  

 Technical Working Group (TWG) meetings held monthly beginning in September 2014 with City 
of Aurora, Arapahoe County, CDOT, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Buckley Air Force 
Base (AFB), Urban Drainage and Flood Control District (UDFCD), and E-470. The TWG consists of 
key stakeholders and agencies with interest in the project. TWG members provided specific 
input on alternative screening criteria and alternative alignments. Recommendations and 
concerns from TWG members were included in the ultimate refinement and selection of the 
Proposed Action.  

 Numerous additional coordination meetings were held with City of Aurora Parks Recreation and 
Open Space (PROS) Department, Arapahoe County Open Space Department, Great Outdoors 
Colorado (GOCO), as well as other City and County staff. Discussions with these groups centered 
around avoidance, minimization, and mitigation of impacts to parks, recreation, and open space 
resources resulting from the Proposed Action. Input from these groups was considered carefully 
in the screening and ultimate selection of the Proposed Action.  

 Additional coordination meetings between CDOT, FHWA and the City of Aurora. 

Input received from the public and stakeholders was thoroughly reviewed and taken into consideration 
during the alternatives development and screening process, and in the assessment of impact and 
development of mitigation measures.  
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6th Avenue Parkway Extension EA 
Appendix B – Agency and Stakeholder Coordination 

 

 

This appendix includes summary information from public meeting and a list of agency and public 
involvement activities as follows: 

INDEX OF PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY COORDINATION ACTIVITIES 

INFORMATION INCLUDED IN APPENDIX B 
Date Correspondence/Activity Page 

December 3, 2014 Flyer for First Public Open House Meeting B-3 

December 3, 2014 Open House Meeting #1 Re-cap B-4 

March 18, 2015 Flyer for Second Public Open House Meeting B-7 

March 18, 2015 Open House Meeting #2 Re-cap B-8 

July 7, 2015 CDOT APE Consultation Letter B-12 

July 14, 2015 APE Consultation Letter from State Historic Preservation Officer B-15 

October 28, 2015 Resource Agency Coordination Meeting Letter B-16 

December 11, 2015 Determination of Eligibility and Effects Concurrence Letter B-18 

January 11, 2016 Section 106 Native American Consultation B-19 

February 10, 2016 Section 106 Consultation Response: Comanche Nation B-24 

January 26, 2016 CDOT Eligibility and Effects Determinations for Archaeological 
Resources 

B-25 

January 29, 2016 SHPO Eligibility and Effects Determinations for Archaeological 
Resources 

B-26 

February 23, 2016 Section 106 Determinations of Eligibility and Effects B-27 

February 23, 2016 Northern Cheyenne Tribe Response B-28 

June 7, 2016 Preble’s Meadow Jumping Mouse and Ute Ladies’-tresses Orchid 
Letter from United States Department of the Interior 

B-29 

2014 – 2016  List of Agency and Public Involvement Activities B-32 
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December 3, 2014 Open House Re-cap 

Overview 

The 6th Avenue Parkway Extension project in the City of Aurora, being documented as an 

Environmental Assessment (EA), is intended to explain the need for the proposed project, the 

alternatives considered, the anticipated environmental benefits, impacts, and mitigation of 

alternatives, and identifies the selected alternative for implementation. 

In support of the EA process, the Project Team held an Open House on December 3, 2014 to 
solicit comments from the public and local agencies during the review period.  

The Open House was held at the Beck Recreation Center for the surrounding community to learn 

more about the 6th Avenue Parkway Extension project, interact with the Project Team and provide 

input on the preliminary alignments. The proposed extension will close a critical gap in the regional 

transportation network to enhance east-west mobility between 6th Avenue/State Highway 30 and 

E-470, and address increased travel 

demand from new residential and 

business growth in the area.  

Station Description 

The Open House consisted of several 

different informational stations staffed 

by the City and Project Team members 

including: 

 Project Overview – A high level 

introduction to the project 

purpose and need, project 

history, the alternatives 

screening process and 

considerations, and existing 

traffic analysis. 

 Alternatives Overview – Maps 

of the six current alternatives 

under consideration in the study 

area with basic pros and cons of 

each.  

 Screening Criteria 

Prioritization – All Open House 

attendees were asked to 

participate in this interactive 

sticky dot activity by taking four 

dots and plotting them in order 

of priority next to their preferred 

criteria. This station also included one comprehensive map of all six alternatives together 

to provide broader context. See image to the above-right for results. 

 Next Steps – An outline of remaining project milestones and project deliverables. 
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 Public Comment – Input from the surrounding community is considered a very important 

aspect to this transportation planning process and each Open House attendee was 

encouraged to complete a public comment form. Community members were also able to 

complete the form after the Open House and submit for review either by mail or online. 

 

Input 

Approximately 45 community members attended the December 3rd Open House between the 

hours of 6 to 8 p.m. Those in attendance represented a diverse geographical sample of residents 

in the public process study area. Of those 45, nearly 60% completed a public comment form.  

The following two screening criteria were considered to be most important to attendees: 

1) Improve transportation operations and mobility 

2) Avoid, minimize, and mitigate environmental impacts – specifically those to the 

surrounding open space and parks 

In support of the project purpose and need, community members were asked to provide their 

primary interest in connecting the gap between SH 30 and E-470 and the top two answers were: 

1) Reduce travel time 

2) Reduce congestion to address existing/future demand 

Attendees were given the opportunity to provide feedback on the six proposed alignments to-

date; the following summarizes the results of each: 

1) No Action (what if nothing was done) – very few were in support of no action being taken 

2) Alternative 1 – most people were not in favor of this alignment because of it being too far 

north and therefore not really helping reduce travel time as well as the potential impact to 

surrounding property owners. Additionally this alternative appeared to impact more parks 

and open space. 

3) Alternative 2 – more people than not were in favor of this alignment due to the minimal 

amount of environmental impact and the appearance of the most direct connection. 

4) Alternative 3 – the majority of those who responded were not supportive of this alignment 

due to the fairly long bridge crossing that would be required (particularly with other options 

available in the same area with shorter bridge lengths) 

5) Alternative 4 – most people were in favor of this alignment stating that it was the most 

direct and straight route 

6) Alternative 5 – all those who responded did not like this alignment as it had the longest 

required bridge construction stating cost concerns (both construction and maintenance) 

along with negative environmental impacts 

7) Alternative 6 – most people were not in favor of this alignment due to the lack of improved 

access to E-470 and concerns about the ability to preserve the surrounding natural 

environment 
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Schedule 

Where Are We in the Environmental Assessment Process? 

 Initiate Project and Define Scope of Study 
 Define the Purpose and Need and Initial Design Options 
 Collect and Analyze Data 
 Design Options Screening 
 Environmental Impact Analysis of Design Options 
 Prepare Draft EA 
 Publish Draft EA 
 Publish Decision Document 

What’s Next 

The next public Open House will be held in the spring of 2015. 

The draft Environmental Assessment for this project is scheduled for review by the public in the 
summer of 2015. 

Although the initial public comment period is closed, the public is welcome to sign up for the 
project mailing list or submit a comment or question by emailing the project team at 
6thavepkwy@fhueng.com. You may also call the project hotline at 720-200-8929. 
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6th Avenue Parkway Extension Website Update 

March 18, 2015 Open House Re-cap 

Overview 

The City of Aurora’s 6th Avenue Parkway Extension project is being documented as an 

Environmental Assessment (EA) following the guideline of the National Environmental Policy Act 

of 1969 (NEPA). The proposed extension will close a critical gap in the regional transportation 

network to enhance east-west mobility between 6th Avenue/State Highway 30 and E-470, and 

address increased travel demand from new residential and business growth in the area.  

In support of the EA process, the project team hosted a second open house March 18, 2015, to 
follow up the first open house from December. Conveniently located at Beck Recreation Center, 
the second open house gave the surrounding community a chance to get an update on the 
project’s process, talk with team members and give input on the refined alignments. 

During the open house, attendees were able to review the need for the proposed project, the 
alternatives being considered, and the anticipated environmental benefits. Attendees from both 
the public and local agencies were encouraged to provide feedback as part of an effort to gather 
input on the project.  

 

 

 

Station Description 

The open house consisted of several different informational stations staffed by the City of 

Aurora and project team members including: 

 Updated Project Overview – A high-level introduction to the project public outreach area, 

project history, project purpose and need, vicinity map, alternatives screening process and 

considerations, existing traffic analysis, travel distance and time comparison. 
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 Alternatives Overview – Maps of the six Level 1 alignment alternatives. Displays 

demonstrated the process undertaken since December 3, 2014 that the project team has 

used to move from Level 1 (six alternatives) to Level 2 (four alternatives). The overview 

also displayed basic pros and cons of each alternative as well as the future roadway cross 

sections.  

 Environmental Considerations – Maps of the Section 4(f) properties for parks and trails 

in the area, floodways and floodplains in the area, and the locations and types of wildlife 

activity in the project study area. 

 Work Station Map – All open house attendees were asked to participate in this interactive 

activity by writing comments on color-coded sticky notes that corresponded to Traffic 

Operations and Engineering Considerations (blue), Environmental Considerations 

(yellow), and/or Property Impact Considerations (red) and place them on an aerial map of 

the project study area with the four refined alternatives. Eight blue comments were 

received, 18 yellow comments were received, and 11 comments were received regarding 

impacts to property and access along the alignments. 

Input 

Approximately 52 community members attended the March 18 open house from 6 to 8 p.m. Those 

in attendance represented a diverse geographical sample of residents in the public process study 

area. Of those 52, over 60% completed a public comment form.  

Attendees were given the opportunity to provide feedback on the four refined alignments to date; 

the following summarizes the results of each: 

1) Alternative 1A – Several people were in favor of this alignment due to it being the most 

direct route using existing 6th Avenue roadway and right-of-way, less impact to parks and 

open space, large bridge opening for wildlife crossings, and the least impact to wetlands.  

In addition, the public acknowledged that alternative 1A affects the most private 

residences.  

2) Alternative 2A – This appears to be the most favored alignment based on public 

comment. Attendees stated it allows access, has the lowest impact to the wildlife corridor 

and environment, has the least impact to residents, parks and open space, and appears 

to be less expensive than the other three alternative alignments. 

3) Alternative 4A – Not many of those who responded were supportive of this alignment due 

to impact to open space, and impact to eagle and wildlife habitat. There were also 

concerns regarding the crossing of the floodway and floodplain. 

4) Alternative 4B – Very few people were in favor of this alignment, stating that there were 

not enough positive elements, and that it is too close to the eagle and wildlife habitat, cuts 

through too much land, and appears to be too expensive. 
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Attendees that participated in the work station activity provided over 35 comments. Below is a 

summary of the common themes collected (in order of magnitude). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

More than half of the open house attendees submitted a comment card with valuable input. Below 

are areas of interest that were commonly shared. 

 

Work Station Summary of Comments 
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Schedule 

Where Are We in the Environmental Assessment Process? 

 Initiate Project and Define Scope of Study 
 Define the Purpose and Need and Initial Alternative Alignments 
 Collect and Analyze Data 
 Alternative Alignments Screening 
 Environmental Impact Analysis of Alternative Alignments 
 Prepare  EA 
 Publish EA / Final Open House (date TBD) 
 Publish Decision Document 

What’s Next 

The Environmental Assessment for this project is scheduled for review by the public in the late 
summer of 2015. 

Although the initial public comment period is closed, the public is welcome to sign up for the 
project mailing list or submit a comment or question by emailing the project team at 
6thavepkwy@fhueng.com. You may also call the project hotline at 720-200-8929. 
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October 28, 2015 

RE: Invitation to Resource Agency Coordination Meeting for the City of Aurora 6th Avenue 
Parkway Extension Environmental Assessment Project 

The City of Aurora, in consultation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Colorado 
Department of Transportation Region 1 (CDOT), invite you to attend a resource agency coordination meeting 
for the 6th Avenue Parkway Extension Project Environmental Assessment (EA). The Proposed Action for this 
project involves the construction of a new roadway alignment on 6th Avenue between State Highway (SH) 30 
and the E-470 interchange (see the purple line labeled 2A below). 

This extension of 6th Avenue between SH 30 and the E-470 interchange would close an almost two-mile gap 
in the major surface arterial street system and would provide a reliable and efficient transportation system for 
vehicles and bicycles. This project has been identified in previous planning studies dating back as early as 
1986 and has been identified as a priority project by the City of Aurora City Council.  

The City of Aurora is leading this project and has retained Felsburg Holt & Ullevig (FHU) to prepare the EA, 
Preliminary Design, and Right of Way Plans for the Proposed Action Alternative. Technical Working Group 
(TWG) meetings have been held monthly since October of 2014. Agencies that are part of the TWG include 
CDOT, FHWA, Arapahoe County, Urban Drainage and Flood Control District, E-470, and Buckley Air Force 
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Troy Halouska 
Colorado Department of Transportation 
October 28, 2015 
Page 2 

Base. We also have initially consulted with several resource agencies as part of the project, but this meeting 
serves as the official coordination meeting. 

This resource agency coordination meeting is scheduled for November 9, 2015 at 1:00 pm at the City of 
Aurora offices located at 15151 East Alameda Parkway. The meeting will be held in the Sand Creek 
conference room on the south side of the 4th floor.  

The purpose of the meeting is to introduce your agency to the project or re-introduce your agency to the 
project from prior communication, review the project’s purpose and need, review the alternatives screening 
process, present the Proposed Action and No Action Alternative, obtain agency comment on any important 
environmental or regulatory issues, and comply with the National Environmental Policy Act. The meeting 
agenda will include:  

• Introductions
• Project study area
• Review purpose and need
• Discuss alternatives screening process

• Present Proposed Action and No Action
Alternative

• Project schedule
• Agency by agency discussion

Your agency’s involvement is valuable as we proceed through the NEPA process. Please R.S.V.P. to 
Jessica Myklebust, by telephone at 303-721-1440 or by email at Jessica.myklebust@fhueng.com by 
November 2, 2015. Please send a representative if you are unable to attend and/or forward this invitation to 
the appropriate individual if you feel you are not the correct recipient. If your agency is unable to participate, 
please let me know if you would like materials or a briefing provided separately.  

I look forward to your participation, and thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
FELSBURG HOLT & ULLEVIG 

Jessica Myklebust 
Senior Environmental Scientist 

Distribution List: 
CDOT 
Federal Highway Administration 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Colorado Parks and Wildlife 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
Colorado State Historic Preservation Office  
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December 11, 2015 
 
  

Charles Attardo 
Region I Planning and Environmental Manager 
Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) 
 
RE: Determination of Eligibility and Effects 
 6th Avenue Parkway Extension Project Environmental Assessment, 
 City of Aurora, Arapahoe County 

 
 

Dear Mr. Attardo 
 
Thank you for your invitation to provide comment on the above named project. In 
reviewing the information provided on the properties within the area of potential 
effects, and cross-referencing the addresses with available survey information and 
historic references, we concur with the findings provided by CDOT, and Felsburg Holt 
& Ullevig (FHU), within the document Determination of Eligibility and Effects 6th 
Avenue Parkway Extension Project Environmental Assessment.  Our office agrees 
that none of the eight individual properties reviewed are currently eligible for local, 
state, or National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) listing. Therefore, no historic 
properties will be affected by the proposed 6th Avenue Parkway Extension Project. 
 
Please feel free to contact me with any questions or comments at 303-739-6661. 
 
 
 
 
 
Liz Boyer 
Historic Preservation Specialist 
Historic Sites and Preservation  
Aurora History Museum 
  
 

Aurora History Museum 

Library and Cultural Services 
15151 E. Alameda Parkway, Ste. 
Aurora, Colorado 80012 
303.739.6661 
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION/COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
SECTION 106 TRIBAL CONSULTATION INTEREST RESPONSE FORM 

 
PROJECT:      6th Avenue Parkway Extension Environmental Assessment     
The                                                                                     Tribe [is / is not] (circle one) interested in becoming a 
consulting party for the Colorado Department of Transportation project referenced above, for the purpose of 
complying with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 
800).  If your tribe will be a consulting party, please answer the questions below. 
 
     Signed:         
        Name and Title 
 
CONSULTING PARTY STATUS [36 CFR §800.2(c)(3)] 
Do you know of any specific sites or places to which your tribe attaches religious and cultural significance that 
may be affected by this project? 
 
Yes No If yes, please explain the general nature of these places and how or why they are  
  significant (use additional pages if necessary).  Locational information is not required. 
 
 
 
 
 
SCOPE OF IDENTIFICATION EFFORTS [36 CFR §800.4(a)(4)] 
Do you have information you can provide us that will assist us in identifying sites or places that may be of 
religious or cultural significance to your tribe? 
 
Yes No If yes, please explain. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION [36 CFR §800.11(c)] 
Is there any information you have provided here, or may provide in the future, that you wish to remain 
confidential? 
 
Yes No If yes, please explain. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please complete and return this form within 30 days via US Mail, fax or Email to: 
 
Dan Jepson, Section 106 Native American Liaison 
Colorado Department of Transportation 
Environmental Programs Branch 
4201 E. Arkansas Ave., Shumate Bldg. 
Denver, CO 80222 
FAX: (303) 757-9445 
Email: daniel.jepson@state.co.us 
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TRIBAL MAILING LIST 
6th Ave. Parkway Extension EA 

 
Tribal Chair (Primary Contact): Send Copy of Letter and Attachments to: 

Mr. Lyman Gui, Chairman 
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 1330 
Anadarko, OK 73005 

N/A 

Mr. Eddie Hamilton, Governor 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Business Committee 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 38 
Concho, OK 73022 

Mr. Henry Little Bird, Sr., Arapaho Director 
Cultural Heritage Program 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 203 
Geary, OK 73040 
 
Ms. Karen Little-Coyote, Cheyenne Director 
Cultural Heritage Program 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 145 
Concho, OK 73022 

Mr. Wallace Coffey, Chairman 
Comanche Nation of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 908 
Lawton, OK 73502 

Mr. Anthony Monoessey & Ms. Margaret Murrow 
NAGPRA Representatives 
Comanche Nation of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 908 
Lawton, OK 73502 

Ms. Amber Toppah, Chairwoman 
Kiowa Business Committee 
Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 369 
Carnegie, OK 73015 

Ms. Amie Tah-bone, NAGPRA Representative 
Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 369 
Carnegie, OK 73015 

Mr. Dean Goggles, Chairman 
Northern Arapaho Business Council 
Northern Arapaho Tribe 
P.O. Box 396       
Fort Washakie, WY 82514 

Ms. Yufna Soldier Wolf, THPO 
Northern Arapaho Tribe 
P.O. Box 396 
Ft. Washakie, WY 82514 

Mr. Llevando Fisher, President 
Northern Cheyenne Tribal Council 
Northern Cheyenne Tribe 
P.O. Box 128 
Lame Deer, MT 59043 

Mr. James Walksalong, THPO 
Northern Cheyenne Tribe 
P.O. Box 128 
Lame Deer, MT 59043 

Mr. W. Bruce Pratt, Interim President 
Pawnee Nation of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 470 
Pawnee, OK 74058 

N/A 

CDOT Region & Consultant (Send copies of one 
letter and the mailing list to):  

Carol Coates, CDOT Region 1 Environmental  
Mr. Thor Gjelsteen 
Felsburg, Holt & Ullevig 
6300 South Syracuse, Ste 600 
Centennial, CO 80111 

 

 

Page B-23



Page B-24



Page B-25



Page B-26



Page B-27



Page B-28



Page B-29



Page B-30



Page B-31



 
 

COA Project: R-1656        FHU Project: 114046-01 
 

6th Avenue Parkway Extension 
 

List of Agency and Public Involvement Activities 
Date Activity 
September 10, 2014 Pre-NTP Coordination Meeting 
September 19, 2014 Kickoff Meeting 
September 23, 2014 Purpose and Need Meeting 
September 25, 2014 Internal Kickoff Meeting 
October 6, 2014 PMT Meeting #1 
October 7, 2014 Internal Environmental Kick-off Meeting 
October 7, 2014 Public Involvement Coordination Meeting 
October 9, 2014 Technical Working Group (TWG) Meeting #1 
October 12, 2014 Preliminary Engineering Kickoff Meeting 
October 16, 2014 Public Involvement Coordination Meeting #4  
October 29, 2014 Aurora Parcel – PROS Land Restrictions Meeting 
November 3, 2014 PMT Meeting #2 
November 12, 2014 Public Involvement Coordination Meeting #2 
November 13, 2014 TWG Meeting #2 
November 25, 2014 Public Involvement Coordination Meeting #3 
December 8, 2014 PMT Meeting #3 
December 11, 2014 TWG Meeting #3 
December 16, 2014 Aurora Parcel – PROS Land Restrictions Meeting #2 
January 7, 2015 Trust for Public Lands (TPL) Coordination Meeting 
January 8, 2015 TWG Meeting #4 
January 12, 2015 PMT Meeting #4 
January 14, 2015 Internal Meeting 
January 21, 2015 Traffic Meeting #1 
January 26, 2015 Greater Outdoors Colorado (GOCO) Meeting  
January 27, 2015 City of Aurora’s Open Space Advisory Board Meeting 
January 28, 2015 Floodway and Floodplain Meeting 
January 29, 2015 Traffic Meeting #2 
February 2, 2015 Arapahoe County Open Space Meeting 
February 3, 2015 FHWA Section 4(f) Meeting Minutes 
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6th Avenue Parkway Extension 
List of Agency and Public Involvement Activities 
Page 2 
 
 
Date Activity 
February 9, 2015 PMT Meeting #5 
February 12, 2015 TWG Meeting #5 
February 13, 2015 Baseline Inventory Report Meeting with ERO 
March 9, 2015 PMT Meeting #6 
March 11, 2015 Traffic Meeting #3 
March 12, 2015 CDOT Meeting 
March 12, 2015 TWG Meeting #6 
March 13, 2015 Coordination Meeting with Lend Lease 
April 7, 2015 PMT Meeting #7 
April 9, 2015 TWG Meeting #7 
April 15, 2015 Internal Meeting 
April 27, 2015 Conceptual Drainage, Water Quality, and Costs Meeting 
April 28, 2015 Urban Drainage Flood Control District (UDFCD) Meeting 
May 5, 2015 City of Aurora PROS – Proposed Action Meeting 
May 6, 2015 ARCO Proposed Action Meeting 
May 11, 2015 PMT Meeting #8 
May 13, 2015 E-470 – Proposed Action Meeting 
May 13, 2015 FHWA – Proposed Action Meeting 
May 14, 2015 Section 6(f) Meeting 
May 14, 2015 TWG Meeting #8 
June 4, 2015 Greater Outdoors Colorado Meeting 
June 8, 2015 PMT Meeting #9 
June 11, 2015 Drainage Meeting 
June 22, 2015 Profile Meeting 
July 13, 2015 PMT Meeting #10 
August 10, 2015 PMT Meeting #11 – CANCELLED  
August 17, 2015 Drainage Meeting 
September 8, 2015 PMT Meeting #12 
September 10, 2015 TWG Meeting #10 
September 25, 2015 Traffic Meeting #4 
October 5, 2015 PMT Meeting #13 
October 8, 2015 TWG Meeting #11 
October 15, 2015 Schedule Meeting 
October 28, 2015 CDOT Section 4(f)/Section 6(f) Meeting 
October 28, 2015 Drainage Meeting 

Page B-33



6th Avenue Parkway Extension 
List of Agency and Public Involvement Activities 
Page 3 
 
 
Date Activity 
October 28, 2015 Section 6(f) Meeting #2 
November 9, 2015 Resource Agency Coordination Meeting 
November 9, 2015 PMT Meeting #14 
November 12, 2015 ROW Meeting 
November 12, 2015 TWG Meeting #12 
December 4, 2015 ROW Meeting #2 
December 7, 2015 PMT Meeting #15 
December 10, 2015 TWG Meeting #13 
December 18, 2015 Coordination Meeting with Kathleen Mansfield-Hall 
January 11, 2016 PMT Meeting #16 
January 14, 2016 TWG Meeting #14 
February 3, 2016 Colorado Parks and Wildlife Section 6(f) Meeting 
April 14, 2016 TWG Meeting #15 
June 1, 2016 USFWS meeting for Bald Eagle coordination 
 
 
The Project Management Team (PMT) consisted of representatives of the following: 
 

• City of Aurora 
• Arapahoe County 
• Felsburg Holt & Ullevig 

 
The Technical Working Group (TWG) consisted of representatives of the following: 
 

• City of Aurora 
• Arapahoe County 
• CDOT R1 and Environmental Programs Branch 
• FHWA  
• Buckley AFB 
• E-470 Public Highway Authority 
• Felsburg Holt & Ullevig (FHU) team and sub consultants 
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