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The No Action Alternative is not consistent with air quality conformity 

assessment for the fiscally constrained 2035 RTP; therefore, this 

alternative does not meet regional conformity requirements. 

Aesthetics 

A visual resource inventory of the project area was conducted during 

the summer and fall of 2007 that included field visits, study of aerial 

photographs, regional maps and other agency documents. The inventory 

process is based on guidelines set forth by the CDOT NEPA Manual (2007) 

and applicable laws, regulations and guidance.  

The project area consists of a combination of industrial, commercial 

and open space with the following landscape or hardscape features: 

• Industrial spaces or large distribution facilities inside gated, chain-

link fence, gravel entryways with little or no landscaping 

• Commercial property with tree-lined boulevards 

• Wide areas of native prairie grass/noxious weed mix adjacent to 

roadway and up to the right-of way 

The dominant cultural modifications consist of large warehouses with 

semi-truck parking areas, an expanding large event center and the 

remains of the Stapleton International Airport.  

Impacts to visual resources are based on the existing visual integrity of 

the resource, the visible physical changes that would occur to the 

resource, and the importance of the visual environment to the use of 

the resource. The existing visual setting would remain for the No Action 

Alternative. The Preferred Alternative would not substantially change 

the existing visual setting. Disturbed areas would be re-vegetated or 

would become part of the roadway section. Landscape areas would be 

in accordance with CCD project requirements. Context sensitive design 

would be used to complement the appearance of adjacent properties. 

 
The  

Preferred Alternative 
would not substantially 

change the existing 
visual setting. 
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There would be no disruption to locally important view sheds. No 

adverse visual impacts are anticipated as a result of the Preferred 

Alternative.  

3.8 General Construction Impacts and 
Mitigation 

Introduction 

The No Action Alternative would have no construction impacts, as no 

construction activities would occur. The construction of the Preferred 

Alternative is anticipated to create short-term impacts. These impacts, 

described below include the potential for untreated stormwater runoff, 

wildlife impacts, air quality, transportation system, and restricted 

access to businesses. Mitigation for potential impacts is addressed 

following the specific impact.  

Water Quality 

Impacts 

The proposed construction would present construction-related erosion 

and sediment control issues related to earthwork and loss of vegetation.  

The resulting bare surfaces would be highly susceptible to erosion from 

rain and wind.  The erosion and sediment effects on water quality 

would be relatively short-lived as numerous BMP’s would be 

implemented to mitigate adverse impacts. 

Mitigation 

A stormwater management plan (SWMP) would be prepared during the 

design phase of the project, as per Water Quality Control Division 

(WQCD) guidelines. The SWMP would include detailed designs of the 

BMPs to be implemented at the site and a plan describing when and 

where each BMP would be implemented during phases of construction. 

Construction site stormwater runoff control would meet the ordinance 
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requirements of CCD MS4 permit requirements. Construction BMPs may 

include: 

• Erosion prevention, including using temporary soil stabilizers 

(terracing, mulching, blankets) and structures such as berms or 

swales, to prevent and/or slow runoff across disturbed areas and/or 

to divert runoff to sediment traps or basins. 

• Sediment control measures, including straw bales, silt fences, 

sediment traps, and/or sediment basins. 

• Pollution prevention measures, including construction material and 

water management, and measures to prevent spills into 

watercourses. 

• Minimal disturbance of vegetated areas and staging of such 

disturbance. 

• Disturbed areas will be revegetated, as quickly as possible, after 

completion of construction activities in disturbed areas. 

Wildlife 

Impacts 

The proposed construction would minimally impact the black tailed 

prairie dog colonies located along the project corridor. 

Mitigation 

The CDOT Impacted Black-tailed Prairie Dog Policy (CDOT, 2005) and 

the CDOT Black-tailed Prairie Dog Relocation Guidelines (CDOT, 2002) 

has been used as guidance in determining appropriate actions for 

impacts on the prairie dog colonies. In order to minimize impacts to 

individual prairie dogs from construction activities, a visual barrier will 

be installed between the impacted burrows and undisturbed portions of 

the colony prior to construction. With the visual barrier in place, the 

burrow openings inside the construction limits will be collapsed. This 
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process will discourage the prairie dogs from re-establishing in the 

collapsed burrows and will likely result in more abandoned locations 

within the prairie dog colonies. The CDOW District Wildlife Manager 

must be contacted prior to manipulation of prairie dogs or their 

colonies. 

Air Quality 

Impacts 

Construction activities from excavation, grading, and fill activities could 

increase local fugitive dust emissions. Airborne fugitive dust particles 

have a relatively large particle size (>100 micrometers in diameter) and 

typically settle within 30 feet of their source. The smaller particles 

could travel as much as several hundred feet depending on the wind 

speed. 

Mitigation Measures 

Construction air quality impacts would be controlled by implementing 

the following measures: 

• Wetting exposed soils and soil piles for dust suppression. 

• Covered trucks hauling soil and other fine materials. 

• Stabilized and covered stock pile areas. 

• Re-vegetation of exposed areas. 

• Minimization of off-site tracking of mud and debris by washing 

construction equipment and temporary stabilization. 

• Limit vehicle speed of construction-related equipment when off 

road. 
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Transportation System 

Impacts 

The transportation system would be disrupted during construction. 

Traffic would be shifted traffic during the various stages of 

construction, which would result in changes to business access.  

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation measures to minimize the impacts of traffic circulation during 

construction include: 

• Development of a traffic control and management plan. 

• Travel lanes will remain open, although temporary lane closures may 

be necessary. 

• Coordination of construction activities to reduce traffic congestion 

caused by overloading local streets. 

• Maintenance of access to local businesses and residences at all 

times. 

• Provide public notices announcing major lane shifts or temporary 

closures. 

3.9 Permits and Clearances 
The construction contractor will be required to obtain construction 

permits from the CDOT, CDPHE, Urban Drainage & Flood Control District 

(UDFCD), and other jurisdictions and agencies to verify compliance with 

the protection of water bodies. The following permits may be required: 

• Colorado Discharge Permit System (CDPS) issued by CDPHE for 

stormwater discharge 

• MS4 Stormwater Permit issued by CDPHE 

• Burrowing owl clearance survey required by CDOW if impacting 

black-tailed prairie dog colonies between March 15 and October 31 
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• Construction access permits for traffic control 

• Property access and local permits as required 

3.10 Cumulative Impacts 

Introduction 

Cumulative impacts are defined by the Council on Environmental 

Quality (CEQ) as: 

“…the impacts on the environment which result from the incremental 

impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably 

foreseeable future actions and regardless of what agency (federal or 

non-federal) or person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative 

impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant 

actions taking place over a period of time” (40 CFR 1508.7). 

A cumulative impact analysis is based on a number of assumptions. CEQ 

guidance limits the cumulative impact analysis to “important issues of 

national, regional, or local significance” (CEQ 1997). Therefore, not all 

issues identified for impact assessment in this EA are analyzed for 

cumulative effects. Because of the wide geographic scope of a 

cumulative assessment and the variety of activities assessed, 

cumulative impacts are commonly examined at a more qualitative and 

less detailed level than are direct impacts. 

Methodology 

A five-mile radius around the project area was used as the region of 

influence for this cumulative impacts assessment, and 20 years is the 

period considered for reasonably foreseeable future actions. To assess 

cumulative impacts, a list of past, present, and future projects within 

the project area was developed for consideration. These projects were 

assessed by resource area against the project list for cumulative 

impacts. 
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Several resources did not have direct or indirect impacts as a result of 

the Preferred Alternative. Because the project is part of a conforming 

Regional Transportation Plan and would have no measurable increase in 

regional vehicle miles traveled, cumulative air quality impacts were not 

considered.  Therefore, cumulative impacts for the following resources 

are not discussed in this section. 

• Farmlands 

• Floodplains 

• Socioeconomics 

• Environmental Justice 

• Wetlands and Waters of the U.S. 

• Hazardous Materials 

• Historic Properties 

• Paleontological Resources 

• Archaeological Resources 

• Section 4(f) and 6(f) Properties 

• Geology and Soils 

• Aesthetics 

• Noise 

• Air Quality 

• Bicyclists and Pedestrians 

Cumulative impacts are discussed for the following resources: 

• Land Use 

• Water Quality 

• Biological Resources 
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Actions Considered In The Cumulative Impact 
Analysis 

The projects and other activities evaluated for cumulative impacts 

analysis include the Prairie Gateway, RMANWR, Stapleton Airport, 

Montbello, Parkfield, Green Valley Ranch, and Stapleton residential 

developments, I-70 roadway and rail improvements, and ProLogis. 

Green Valley Ranch, and the Stapleton Airport redevelopment are 

discussed in Chapter 1.  The Montbello and Parkfield developments are 

located south of 56th Avenue to the east of the project area and west of 

Pena Boulevard.  Montbello is an established community of 

approximately 8,634 homes.  Parkfield, just east of Montbello, is a more 

recent residential development that continues to expand.  Both areas 

have an extensive social network and sense of community.  The I-70 

corridor, located approximately 2 miles to the south of 56th Avenue, 

contains a four-lane interstate and the BNSF rail line.  Improvements to 

both of these facilities are being evaluated in separate EIS documents.  

The I-70 roadway corridor is considering four alternatives, which include 

expansion on the existing alignment or realignment and expansion onto 

I-270, as well as the addition of toll lanes.  The I-70 rail improvements 

are planned by RTD as part of the FasTracks program, with the 

implementation of commuter rail service expected by 2017.  The 

ProLogis distribution center, located south of 56th Avenue at Havana 

Street, contains an industrial development with space leased to 

manufacturers, retailers, and transportation companies.   

Land Use 

Historically, the project area has been at the edge of the urban Denver 

metropolitan area. Past uses such as Stapleton Airport and the RMANWR 

did not maintain the area in pristine condition, but they did delay 

urbanization and development of large portions of the project area. In 

the future, much of the currently undeveloped land within the project 

area would be developed. 
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The creation of Denver International Airport and de-commissioning of 

Stapleton airport was a major factor in cumulative effects on land use 

within the project area. This action created development opportunities 

for local jurisdictions such as CCD (Stapleton redevelopment), 

Commerce City (Prairie Gateway), and Adams County. In addition, 

creation of the RMANWR will have a major impact on future land use 

changes, creating recreational opportunities for local citizens as well as 

visitors to the region. 

Water Quality 

Due to the amount of development in the project area, there may be 

cumulative impacts to water quality. Residential, commercial, and 

industrial development would increase impervious areas, resulting in 

increased peak flows during precipitation events and base flows from 

irrigation. Increased flows of both surface and groundwater would likely 

change water quality constituents and concentrations with drainage 

basins in the project area. Greater amounts of contaminated runoff 

from developed areas may be carried into Sand Creek and the South 

Platte River. 

Soil erosion and sedimentation during construction should cause only 

short-term impacts to water quality due to the use of BMPs. 

Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

The majority of the project area is grassland, with small tree groves in 

upland areas and along streams and ditches. The majority of vegetation 

in the project area is a mixture of perennial and annual, native and 

non-native species. Due to past activities, there are only small areas of 

native vegetation outside of the RMANWR. Present and foreseeable 

future projects will develop virtually the entire project area, except for 

the RMANWR. This activity may increase the spread of noxious weeds. 
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Wildlife and Threatened and Endangered Species 

Many of the past uses of the project area prevented the urbanization 

and associated development that would have destroyed habitat for 

many native species, such as prairie dogs and bald eagles. In the future, 

development would reduce the amount of habitat available for use by 

wildlife within the project area. Some development, such as open space 

within the residential developments, may reduce these impacts. These 

developments could also provide connections to other large areas of 

habitat, such as the RMANWR. 

Conclusion 

In general, the 56th Avenue project would respond to increased regional 

development, provide increased access to these improvements, and 

improve mobility in the corridor.  The proposed modifications to 56th 

Avenue would not result in substantive direct and indirect impacts for 

land use, water quality, and biological resources.  In addition, when 

combined with impacts as disclosed under the cumulative impacts 

section, this project will not result in adverse impacts.  

3.11 Mitigation and Commitments 
A summary of the relevant and reasonable mitigation and commitments 

are listed in Table 3.11-1.   Mitigation has only been proposed for those 

resources with direct impacts associated with the Preferred Alternative.  
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Table 3.11-1 
Summary of Proposed Project Mitigation and Commitments 

Environmental 
Component Mitigation 

Land Use No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Right-of Way 

If ROW is required from private property owners, the owners will be treated fairly, consistently, equitably 
and are compensated at fair market value per Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act, 49 CFR 24, State statutes, and CDOT policies and procedures. 
During construction:  Obtain permission to enter property, complete work within designated work zone, 
and restore land to preconstruction conditions. 

Water Quality 

Implement BMPs per CDOT Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual. Construct two temporary retention 
basins to capture 100% WQCV. 
During construction:  BMPs per CDOT Erosion Control and Stormwater Quality Guide; Construction 
CDPS stormwater discharge permit; Section 402 dewatering permit; Silt fence/erosion controls; 
Construct two water quality retention ponds; Minimal disturbance of vegetated areas and re-seeding as 
soon as practical; BMPs for material storage, re-fueling, and spill containment. 

Vegetation/ 
Wildlife  

Implement CDOT re-vegetation practices; Implement CDOT Impacted Black-tailed Prairie Dog Policy, 
dated June 1, 2005; Implement Integrated Weed Management plan; Remove and bury topsoil prior to 
construction. 

During construction:  Avoid impacting areas outside limits of construction; Conduct seeding immediately 
after the topsoil has been replaced.  Survey area for BTPD colonies prior to construction; Coordinate 
manipulation of BTPD colonies with CDOW Wildlife manager prior to disturbance of habitat; Vegetation 
and grasses will be replaced in disturbed areas to match existing conditions. 

Biological 
Resources 

Threatened 
& 
Endangered 
Species 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Public Services & Utilities 

Utility locator service will be retained for proper marking of underground utilities. Utility owners/ operators 
will be notified and asked to confirm utility locations and potential conflicts. 
During construction:  Accurate location and marking of utilities; Coordination with utility 
owners/operators; Coordination with emergency and law enforcement services regarding any potential 
road closures or delays; utility lines will be moved, avoided or rerouted to circumvent service disruption. 

Source: URS Corporation 

Best Management Practices (BMPs) that are intended to minimize 

impacts associated with the proposed action during construction are 

summarized in Table 3.11-2. 
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Table 3.11-2 
Summary of Proposed Project BMPs 

Environmental 
Component BMPs 

Farmlands No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Noise 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  Restrict construction activities after 10 p.m. ands before 7 a.m.; schedule noise 
intensive construction activities to occur simultaneously; Use of well-maintained equipment (particularly 
with regard to mufflers); Place noise blankets on equipment and use quiet-use generators. 

Socioeconomics No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Environmental Justice No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Wetlands No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Hazardous Materials 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  Prepare material handling plan if contaminated soils and ground water are 
encountered during bridge construction; Implement BMPs for storage of fuels and lubricants; Spill 
prevention, control, and  cleanup response. 

Historic and 
Archaeological 
Resources 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  Any subsurface paleontological discovery will result in an immediate halt in 
construction activities in the area and notification to CDOT, SHPO, and FHWA.  Construction activities 
will not resume until all materials have been evaluated and adequate measures have been taken for their 
protection. 

Paleontological 
Resources 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  Any subsurface cultural or archaeological discovery will result in an immediate halt 
in construction activities in the area and notification to CDOT, SHPO, and FHWA.  Construction activities 
will not resume until all materials have been evaluated and adequate measures have been taken for their 
protection. 

Native American 
Consultation 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Section 4(f) and 6(f) 
Properties 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  None 

Bicyclists & Pedestrians 
No mitigation required. 
During construction: Include restrictions to bicyclists and pedestrians in traffic control plans; construct a 
continuous multi-purpose path during the early stages of design 

Geology and Soils  Salvage topsoil. 
During construction:  Salvage topsoil. 

Air Quality 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  Proper construction scheduling to lessen impacts; Cover loads; Wet disturbed soils 
and soil piles; stabilize and cover stock pile areas; minimize off-sire tracking of mud by washing 
construction equipment & use temporary stabilization; limit vehicle speed of construction related 
equipment. 

Aesthetics 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  Revegetation with native species; store equipment in designated areas; promptly 
remove stock piles and avoid purchasing and storing materials on-site for extended periods.  Context 
sensitive design would be used to complement the appearance of adjacent properties. 

Transportation & 
Circulation System 

No mitigation required. 
During construction:  During construction, traffic on all streets will remain open, though temporary lane 
closures will be necessary. Prepare a traffic control plan, maintain access to businesses per CCD and 
CDOT requirements; maintain two lanes of traffic during special events; Coordinate with RTD to 
minimize impacts during construction. 

Source: URS Corporation 
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4.0 COMMUNITY OUTREACH AND 
AGENCY INVOLVEMENT 

The Community Outreach and Agency Involvement program was 

developed to build community awareness of the study; identify the 

issues and concerns of businesses, residents, community groups, 

resource agencies and other stakeholders; and engage the stakeholders 

in the development and screening of ideas for corridor improvements 

(Intermountain Corporate Affairs, 2008).  

4.1 Public Outreach 
The project team held a series of meetings with individuals, businesses, 

neighborhood groups and the community. The primary method for 

public outreach was the two formal public meetings, using an “open 

house” format, that were conducted at key milestones during the study 

process. In addition, town hall meetings were held with neighborhood 

organizations, and one-on-one meetings with representatives of the area 

business community were conducted. 

Public Open Houses 

A public scoping meeting was held on June 7, 2007. The purpose of the 

meeting was to introduce attendees to the study, provide an overview 

of the study process, and solicit initial opinions on the community’s 

issues and concerns.  

The open house format included a formal presentation and question and 

answer session. Attendees inspected display boards and talked to study 

team members about various environmental and technical aspects of 

the project. The formal presentation was introduced by Councilman 

Michael Hancock and was conducted by the project team. After the 

question and answer session, attendees were able to give verbal and 

written comments to study team members.   

 
PUBLIC OUTREACH  
 Open Houses 

 Neighborhood Groups 

 Business Community 

June 7, 2007 Open House 



COMMUNITY OUTREACH AND  
AGENCY INVOLVEMENT 

4-2 

The values and opinions that were expressed included: 

• A general consensus of the need for improvements along 56th 

Avenue. 

• An understanding of the construction funding limitations of the 

project. 

• A desire to see bicycle trails incorporated into the project and 

access to the wildlife refuge enhanced. 

• A general concern about increased traffic noise and the need for 

noise mitigation. 

The 40-plus comments received were recorded, collected and entered 

into a comment matrix.  

The second public meeting was held on December 6, 2007, and was 

scheduled during the development and screening of alternatives 

process. The purpose of the second public meeting was to: 

• Review overall planning of the 56th Avenue corridor from Quebec 

Street to Peña Boulevard, and outline the scope of the more 

detailed environment assessment of the Quebec Street to Havana 

Street section.  

• Review and describe alternative roadway improvement options that 

were developed in response to the environmental scoping process. 

• Recommend a preferred alternative. At this meeting, the public was 

asked to comment on the project team’s recommendation that the 

preferred alternative is to widen 56th Avenue to six lanes with a 

raised median and detached multi-use paths.  

• Seek guidance and feedback from attendees on other issues of 

concern.  
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The format of the second public meeting closely followed the first with 

an open house format supplemented with a formal presentation and 

question and answer session. Informal, one-on-one meetings with the 

attendees were encouraged to allow for a more detailed discussion of 

the alternatives and the screening process. 

At the request of the project team, representatives of those 

organizations planning projects adjacent to the project area attended 

the public meeting and brought display boards of their own. Projects 

that were represented included the RMANWR, Stapleton 

Redevelopment, and Prairie Gateway. 

Over thirty comments were received and recorded during this public 

meeting. Since the public meeting included a review of alternatives for 

the section of 56th Avenue immediately east of Havana Street, many of 

the comments that were received are of interest but are not directly 

applicable to this Environmental Assessment. Comments reflected the 

following major topics: 

• Attendees concurred in the designation of the Quebec Street to 

Havana Street section for the detailed environmental assessment 

process, with a corridor study planning process for the Havana 

Street to Peña Boulevard section of 56th Avenue. 

• There was general consensus on the recommended preferred 

alternative.  

• There were a few concerns about the required changes in local 

access, including emergency response, if a raised median is 

constructed in the section of 56th Avenue east of Havana Street.   

• Additional traffic signals in the corridor are desired and the 

potential locations and requirements for future traffic signals were 

reviewed. 
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• There is continued interest in access from the neighborhoods to the 

wildlife refuge and bike trails. 

• Traffic noise and the likelihood of further traffic congestion were 

mentioned as concerns. 

Neighborhood Outreach 

In addition to the formal public meetings, the project team conducted 

an outreach plan to neighborhood organizations. Representatives of the 

project team attended town hall meetings conducted by Councilman 

Michael Hancock, and provided project updates and solicited input on 

study issues from the following organizations: 

• Montbello United Neighbors 

• Far Northeast Neighbors 

• 50+ Club of Green Valley Ranch 

• Green Valley Ranch Homeowners Association 

• Gateway Metro Citizens Group 

• Stapleton United Neighbors 

• Northern Airport Corridor Association 

• Northern Corridor Coalition 

• Denver County Democrats District 7  

Business Community 

One-on-one meetings with representatives of the area business 

community were conducted. Presentations were made to the Black 

Chamber of Commerce and the Far Northeast Business Association.  

Both organizations supported transportation improvements in the 56th 

Avenue corridor. 
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Outreach to other businesses with interests in the 56th Avenue corridor 

included: 

• ProLogis  

• Stapleton Redevelopment Corporation 

• Forest City Stapleton 

• Xcel Energy 

• Kaneb Energy 

• Sand Creek Greenway Foundation 

• Kroenke Sports Enterprise 

• American Realty Trust  

4.2 Agency Outreach 
In addition to the primary agency participants (City and County of 

Denver, Colorado Department of Transportation, and Federal Highway 

Administration), agencies included in the scoping and outreach process 

included: 

• U.S. Army 

• U.S. Army Reserve 

• U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

• U.S. Postal Service 

• Public Utilities Commission 

• Regional Transportation District 

• Urban Drainage & Flood Control District 

• Metropolitan Wastewater District 
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• South Adams County Water and Sanitation District 

• Denver Regional Council of Governments 

• Adams County 

• City of Aurora 

• City of Brighton 

• City of Commerce City 

• Denver Fire Department 

• Denver Water Department 

• Denver International Airport 

• Native American Tribes 

One-on-one meetings with a number of agency representatives were 

conducted. In addition, formal briefings of the 56th Avenue project were 

provided at the regularly scheduled meetings of the Northeast Metro 

Win-Win Coalition. Started in 1997 to facilitate informal, collaborative 

dialogue of area stakeholders, the Northeast Metro Win-Win Coalition 

now regularly engages a wide range of public agencies, developers and 

others with an interest in the northeast quadrant, with a focus on issues 

related to land use, drainage, open space/trails, and transportation. 

Outreach to the Northeast Metro Win-Win Coalition included several 

briefings to the Coalition’s steering committee, and meetings with the 

Coalition’s transportation subcommittee and the open space/trails 

subcommittee.  

Issues identified during the agency outreach process included: 

• Current operations and the possible relocation of the Rocky 

Mountain Fire Academy 

• Timing of improvement 
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• Relocation of water, gas, electric and sewerage utilities, or 

construction of such new utilities 

• Plans for a RMANWR perimeter trail and trailheads 

• Right of way issues affecting Adams County and Commerce City 

• Storm drainage basin improvement plans 

 

4.3 Public Information Outreach 
Techniques 

The public outreach team used several very targeted methods to reach 

the corridor stakeholders, including door flyers, newsletters, paid 

media, and a study web page.  These materials contained information 

for both the 56th Avenue EA and Corridor Study. 

Fact Sheet and Flyers  

The project team produced and distributed bilingual fact sheets and 

flyers to build awareness of the project and to invite interested citizens 

to attend the public meetings/open houses. Over 5,000 flyers were 

distributed door-to-door in the Montbello neighborhood. Meeting notices 

were also distributed to recreation centers, fire stations, schools, retail 

establishments, and government offices in the Montbello, Parkfield, and 

Green Valley Ranch neighborhoods. 

Newsletters  

The project team used printed and electronic newsletters to inform 

stakeholders and to communicate progress in the process. With the 

permission and coordination of Councilman Hancock’s office, articles 

were placed in two of his newsletters to introduce the project, invite 

public participation and update constituents on the progress. This 

newsletter was mailed to every household in his council district—

approximately 6,000 households. 
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Information about the public meetings was also distributed through the 

Stapleton Intranet, an electronic newsletter received by more than 

7,000 households and businesses in the Stapleton neighborhood. 

Web Page 

The project team also created and maintained a project web page on 

the City and County of Denver’s (CCD) website. This web page was 

periodically updated with contact information and summary updates on 

project progress. The project team also monitored an opinion line for 

callers.  

Paid Media 

The project team inserted paid meeting notice advertisements into 

several newspapers that serve the Montbello, Green Valley Ranch, 

Parkfield, and Stapleton neighborhoods. Because of the significant 

Hispanic population in the corridor, ads in bilingual newspapers were 

also in Spanish. 

Other 

Notices were displayed on the marquees of both public meeting venues, 

the Now Faith Christian Center and Montbello High School, several days 

prior to the event. The Black Chamber of Commerce also sent a notice 

to its e-mail list.  

4.4 Neighborhood Outreach Strategy 
The project team devised and implemented a culturally sensitive and 

creative outreach strategy for neighborhoods near the project area 

using traditional and non-traditional approaches which included: 

• Notification, pre-briefing and close coordination with Black 

Ministerial Alliance 

• Bilingual flyer distribution to six neighborhood churches 

Public Meeting Notice  
Now Faith Christian Center 
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• Bilingual flyer distribution to the all-Spanish language Church of the 

Ascension 

• Bilingual flyer distribution in Gateway Center Carniceria  

• Guided study process by responding to the opinions heard in a timely 

manner 

• Ensured input from the public outreach process was documented and 

reflected in the scoping and alternatives analysis 

• Acquisition of a general acceptance of the project prior to moving 

forward on study tasks 
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