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Chapter 1.0 Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the Preferred 
Alternative described in Chapter Two, Section 2.6 of the I-70/E-470 Interchange Complex 
Environmental Assessment, November 7, 2006 is the Preferred Alternative as described in 
Chapter Two of this document, and that it will have no significant impact on the human 
environment. This FONSI is based on the referenced Environmental Assessment, which 
has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and determined to adequately and 
accurately discuss the need, environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project 
and appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence and analysis for 
determining that an Environmental Impact Statement is not required. The FHWA takes 
full responsibility for the accuracy, scope and content of the Environmental Assessment 
(EA). 
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Chapter 2.0 Project Description 

2.1 PURPOSE AND NEED 

The purpose of the project is to link the freeway and tollway systems, Interstate 70 (I-70) 
and E-470, in an efficient and safe manner while maintaining and enhancing local access 
for the existing and planned roadway system and future travel demand. This will be 
accomplished while maintaining the integrity of the mainline I-70 roadway, particularly 
with regard to traffic safety and operations. 
 
The need for the project is three-fold: 
 
1. Improve regional mobility 
 
The E-470 Public Highway Authority in January 2003 completed the last link in the toll 
facility from I-25 and C-470 at the southern terminus to I-25 south of 160th Avenue at 
the northern terminus. E-470 provides access to Denver International Aiport. It serves 
the fast-growing Douglas, Arapahoe, and Adams Counties area, as well as major 
portions of the City of Aurora. I-70 is the major east-west interstate freeway in Colorado 
and is a strategic link in the nationwide highway network. The I-70 freeway and E-470 
are major components of the transportation network serving the Denver metropolitan 
area. Substandard connections to these highways are affecting regional mobility. 
Modifications to the freeway-to-freeway interchange ramp connections are needed to 
improve regional mobility and safety, and to serve forecasted traffic volumes. 
 
Currently, the I-70/E-470 ramp movements must pass through two or more of four 
closely spaced signalized intersections. It is highly desirable to design an interchange 
complex that will satisfy both the freeway-to-freeway linkages and local access needs, 
while accommodating future travel demands. 
 
2. Roadway deficiencies 
 
Currently, E-470 in the study area has ramp movements passing through the closely 
spaced signalized intersections that do not meet American Association of State 
Highway and Transportation Officials standards for freeway-to-freeway connections. 
The Flyby, which has been recently opened, grade separates the through E-470 roadway 
from Gun Club Road. Ramp H (under construction) will also provide a direct 
connection from northbound E-470 to westbound I-70. However, other substandard 
ramp connections are not yet being updated because the remaining ramp connections 
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are the subject of the alternatives analyzed in the EA. I-70 in the study area has 
interchange deficiencies, including substandard weaving distances, a non-standard 
two-lane left exit ramp from I-70 westbound to Colfax, and substandard ramp 
acceleration and deceleration lanes at the Gun Club/E-470 interchange. Presently, I-
70/Colfax (US 40) has a partial interchange, which is missing the westbound entrance 
ramp to I-70. These interchange deficiencies on both E-470 and I-70 will contribute to 
increased safety risks as traffic volumes increase. 
 
3. Enhance access for the adjacent land uses 
 
Denver Regional Council of Governments’ (DRCOG's) 2030 Metro Vision Regional 
Transportation Plan (MVRTP) forecasts a substantial amount of new development in the 
study area and surrounding areas. It is anticipated that the demand on the existing 
arterial network will be considerably greater than the existing arterial network capacity. 
 
Maintaining arterial access and access for the adjacent land uses to the freeway network 
is critical since the portion of the City of Aurora surrounding the existing I-70 
interchange with E-470 and Gun Club Road includes substantial land areas under 
development. Immediately north of I-70, light industrial uses and distribution centers 
are developing. The zoning in the City of Aurora Comprehensive Plan, 2003 depicts major 
regional retail, commercial, and residential development on adjacent properties south of 
I-70. The plan includes major arterial roadways west and east of E-470 at Picadilly Road 
and Harvest Road, as well as arterials that parallel I-70 on the north and south sides, 
including Colfax Avenue and Smith Road. 
 
The linkages between I-70 and E-470 with the existing and planned arterial network in 
the study area are vital to service the existing and proposed commercial and residential 
developments of northeast Aurora. To avoid confusion to drivers and complex traffic 
operations, separation of service access from the freeway-to-freeway interchange is 
desirable. 

2.2 PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 

The Preferred Alternative is depicted in Figure 2-1.  The green elements on this figure 
include the limits of the federal action.  The yellow elements are part of the No Action 
Plan and include all of the local projects. 
 
The Preferred Alternative is composed of three separate interchanges. This interchange 
complex would replace the present diamond interchange at Gun Club Road that has 
been used as a temporary interchange to connect I-70 and E-470. The Preferred  
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Figure 2-1: Preferred Alternative  
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Alternative will also replace the partial interchange between I-70 and Colfax Avenue. A 
new freeway-to-freeway interchange will provide full directional movements between 
I-70 and E-470. Two system-to-service interchanges are included, one at I-70/Picadilly 
Road and one at I-70/Harvest Road. 
 
Through the study area, I-70 will remain a four-lane freeway with two lanes in each 
direction. Auxiliary lanes will be added between the Picadilly Road interchange and the 
E-470 interchange, between Tower Road and Picadilly Road, and between E-470 and the 
Harvest Road interchange. E-470 will be a six-lane freeway as included in the DRCOG 
2030 MVRTP, with auxiliary lanes between the 6th Parkway interchange and the I-70 
interchange. 
 
The I-70/Picadilly Road interchange will be a partial cloverleaf interchange with a loop 
exit ramp from westbound I-70 to southbound Picadilly Road. Picadilly Road will be 
relocated west of the current location and will pass under new bridges that will carry   
I-70 over Picadilly Road. Picadilly Road will be realigned between Smith Road and 11th 
Avenue. Part of the No-Action Alternative that could occur concurrently with the 
Preferred Alternative is that the current Colfax Avenue along I-70 east of Picadilly be 
relocated south of its current location as part of the planned Horizon City Center 
development. 
 
From a new “T” intersection with relocated Picadilly Road, the new Colfax Avenue will 
continue east under the existing mainline E-470 Flyby roadway. To provide access to 
the existing development in the triangle between Colfax and I-70, a portion of the 
existing Picadilly Road right-of-way (ROW) will be used for a connecting roadway that 
will include a bridge over the eastbound on-ramp to I-70/E-470. 
 
The current eastbound on-ramp from Colfax to I-70 will be retained in approximately 
the same location and will have a braided arrangement with the eastbound exit ramp 
from I-70 to E-470. The exit ramp will be on structure passing over the on-ramp to I-70. 
A connecting roadway to East 19th Avenue in the Prologis industrial park will have a 
signalized intersection with Picadilly Road opposite the westbound on-ramp to I-70. 
 
The I-70/Harvest Road interchange will also be a partial cloverleaf interchange with a 
loop ramp in the northeast quadrant to serve traffic from northbound Harvest Road to 
westbound I-70. Harvest Road will have a new bridge over I-70. Harvest Road will be 
located east of the section line to provide better spacing between this interchange and  
I-70/E-470. The Harvest Road profile will permit a future grade separation structure for 
the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and Smith Road. Connecting roadways will be 
provided between Harvest Road and Smith Road. 
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Congestion management elements, such as ramp metering, Intelligent Transportation 
System (ITS) technology, and rideshare program enhancements, will be incorporated 
with the design and implementation of the Preferred Alternative in concert with state, 
regional, and local agency programs. 

2.3 IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE 

The proposed implementation schedule for phased improvements to the I-70/E-470 
interchange and for the two arterial interchanges with I-70 are heavily dependent upon 
future funding. For the E-470 Flyby to grade separate the roadways of E-470 and 
eliminate the need for toll road traffic to pass through four signalized intersections 
including the new bridges over I-70, E-470 has utilized available bond funds. This part 
of the No-Action Alternative was opened to traffic in 2006. Also bond funding is being 
used to finance the construction of Ramp H, from northbound E-470 to westbound I-70.  
Ramp H, also a part of the No-Action Alternative, is to be completed later in 2007. The 
cost of the Flyby and Ramp H totals $44 Million. 
 
The FHWA Non-Programmatic Environmental Review Summary was used to 
determine that construction of Ramp H meets the criteria for a Categorical Exclusion 
(CE) permit.  Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) form 128, signed by 
FHWA, lists the clearances and permits obtained as a part of the CE process.  This form 
and all other documentation related to the CE are on file at CDOT Region One. 
 
Once funding has been identified for the rest of the improvements along the study area, 
a more definitive implementation schedule will be created. At this time, it is anticipated 
that the second phase of the project, which will include the new I-70 interchanges at 
Picadilly Road/Colfax Avenue and at Harvest Road will occur in the 2010 to 2020 time 
frame. Phase 3, the west ramps between E-470 and I-70, and removal of the west ramps 
at the I-70 Gun Club Road interchange is projected to occur around 2020. This is 
dependent on the projected ability of the E-470 Authority to have sufficient revenues to 
cover added bonding. The final or fourth phase, including the east ramps between E-
470 and I-70 and the removal of the east ramps at the Gun Club Road I-70 interchange 
would be after 2020. 
 
The entire I-70/E-470 Interchange Complex project is in DRCOG’s fiscally constrained 
2030 MVRTP.  Coordination with DRCOG and the DRCOG planning process will 
continue as the project moves forward. 
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Chapter 3.0 Summary of Mitigation and Benefits 

A summary of mitigation and benefits is depicted in Tables 3-1 and 3-2. 
 

Table 3-1:  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Land Use and Zoning No mitigation is necessary for land use impacts. See Section 3.4.3 
in the EA, Right-of-Way, for mitigation measures associated with 
the acquisition of property. 

Indirect Effects Typical mitigation for the indirect growth-related impacts of a 
project includes the adoption of Smart Growth policies, open space 
acquisition, and/or the implementation of transportation demand 
management policies and design standards. 
 
Mitigation that could be considered for local jurisdictions includes: 
 
 Commitments to enforcing Smart Growth policies as evidenced in 
the differential figures of the impacts shown in Table 3-1 of the 
EA (see letter from the City of Aurora in Appendix A of the EA 
committing to Smart Growth Principles). 

 Commitments for open space set asides or acquisitions, 
particularly along the floodplains of Sand Creek and First Creek. 

 Adequate and timely investments in supportive infrastructure, 
such as the local street system underway as demonstrated in the 
No-Action Alternative. 

 Commitments to appropriate design standards to minimize air 
pollution and traffic impacts (development in the vicinity of the 
new interchanges would replace rural, undeveloped land 
potentially impacting visual quality and quality of life for 
residents currently living in this mostly rural area). 

Farmland Because there are no impacts to prime or unique farmlands or 
farmlands of statewide importance, no mitigation is required. 

Social No social mitigation is needed. 
Environmental Justice Because there would be no disproportionate adverse impacts to 

low-income or minority populations in the study area, no mitigation 
measures are required. Mitigation for noise, visual, and 
construction-related impacts are addressed in Section 3.9.4, Section 
3.19.3, and Section 3.21.2 in the EA, respectively. 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Right-of-Way and 
Relocation 

For any person(s) whose real property interests may be impacted 
by this project, the acquisition of those property interests will 
comply fully with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, (Uniform 
Act). The Uniform Act is a federally mandated program that applies 
to all acquisitions of real property or displacements of persons 
resulting from Federal or federally assisted programs or projects. It 
was created to provide for and insure the fair and equitable 
treatment of all such persons. To further ensure that the provisions 
contained within this act are applied "uniformly,” CDOT requires 
Uniform Act compliance on any project for which it has oversight 
responsibility regardless of the funding source. Additionally, the 
Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution provides that 
private property may not be taken for a public use without payment 
of "just compensation."  All impacted owners will be provided 
notification of the acquiring agency's intent to acquire an interest in 
their property including a written offer letter of just compensation 
specifically describing those property interests. A Right of Way 
Specialist will be assigned to each property owner to assist them 
with this process. 
 
In addition to the Uniform Act, CDOT will comply with all other 
federal regulations applicable to the ROW process, pertinent state 
statues, and CDOT policies and procedures including, but not 
limited to, those set forth in the CDOT Right-of-Way Manual, as the 
same may be amended from time to time. These regulations, 
statues, policies and procedures, when considered in the 
aggregate, cover the entire ROW process including: ROW plan 
preparation, appraisal and value determination, offers and 
negotiations with property owners, relocation, condemnation (if 
necessary), and clearance of ROW for the purpose of advertising 
the project(s) for construction. 
 
In certain situations, it may also be necessary to acquire 
improvements that are located within a proposed acquisition parcel. 
In those instances where the improvements are occupied, it 
becomes necessary to "relocate" those individuals from the subject 
property (residential or business) to a replacement site. The 
Uniform Act provides for numerous benefits to these individuals to 
assist them both financially and with advisory services related to 
relocating their residence or business operation. Although the 
benefits available under the Uniform Act are far too numerous and 
complex to discuss in detail in this document, they are available to 
both owner occupants and tenants of either residential or business 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Right-of-Way and 
Relocation (cont’d.) 

properties. In some situations, only personal property must be 
moved from the real property and this is also covered under the 
relocation program. As soon as feasible, any person scheduled to 
be displaced shall be furnished with a general written description of 
the displacing Agency's relocation program which provides at a 
minimum, detailed information related to eligibility requirements, 
advisory services and assistance, payments, and the appeal 
process. It shall also provide notification that the displaced 
person(s) will not be required to move without at least 90 days 
advance written notice. For residential relocatees, this notice 
cannot be provided until a written offer to acquire the subject 
property has been presented, and at least one comparable 
replacement dwelling has been made available. Relocation benefits 
will be provided to all eligible persons regardless of race, color, 
religion, sex or national origin. Benefits under the Act, to which 
each eligible owner or tenant may be entitled, will be determined 
on an individual basis and explained to them in detail by an 
assigned Right of Way Specialist. 
 
Other local jurisdictions, such as the City of Aurora, may acquire 
the property on behalf of CDOT, but in so doing would be subject 
to CDOT oversight to ensure compliance with the Uniform Act, 
other federal regulations applicable to the ROW process, pertinent 
state statutes, and CDOT policies and procedures, including, but 
not limited to those set forth in the CDOT Right-of-Way Manual as 
the same may be amended from time to time.  If another local 
jurisdiction becomes responsible for the ROW process, CDOT 
oversight of that jurisdiction's efforts is required on all projects 
considered by CDOT and FHWA to be "federal actions", regardless 
of whether or not federal funding is provided for the particular 
project at issue.  Where CDOT is not directly responsible for the 
ROW process, and is acting solely in an oversight role, requests for 
conditional ROW clearances will not be considered. 

Economic During the construction phase, good communication with 
emergency service providers, local businesses, government 
agencies, and residents is recommended with regard to traffic 
delays and access changes. Such notifications could be 
accomplished through radio and public announcements, newspaper 
notices, and on-site signage. If access to a business is 
compromised, alternate access routes would be provided during 
construction. 

Transportation (including 
pedestrians and bicyclists) 

The Preferred Alternative does not require mitigation. 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Parks and Recreation 
Resources 

There are no existing parks, recreational facilities, or designated 
open space in the study area. Therefore, there would be no 
impacts to parks or recreational facilities, and no mitigation is 
required. The areas that are zoned for parks/open space and plans 
for recreational facilities have already taken this proposed action 
into consideration. 

Air Quality No mitigation for air quality is required. 
Noise Noise mitigation for the Preferred Alternative was found to be not 

reasonable or feasible. A detailed discussion can be found in 
Section 3.9.4 of the EA document. 

Water Resources and 
Water Quality 

The use of standard erosion and sediment control Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) in accordance with Erosion Control 
and Storm Water Quality Guide, CDOT, 2002 (or the most current 
version), would be included in the final design plans. A drainage 
master plan would be prepared in cooperation with the Urban 
Drainage and Flood Control District, E-470, CDOT, the City of 
Aurora, and the Counties of Adams and Arapahoe, ensuring that 
new interchange drainage facilities are compatible with adjacent 
facilities. 
 
All work on the proposed action shall be in conformity with 
Subsection 107.25 and Section 208 of the CDOT Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction. The proposed 
action’s location falls under the Colorado Department of Health and 
the Environment Phase I and Phase II Storm Water Regulations 
and would follow the requirements of CDOT's Municipal Separate 
Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) permit. Specifically, the two CDOT 
Storm Water Management Programs that would apply are the 
Construction Sites Storm Water Management Program and the New 
Development and Redevelopment Planning Procedures for Storm 
Water Management. The City of Aurora, Adams County, and 
Arapahoe County are also Phase I or Phase II permit holders. As 
design proceeds, coordination among all permit holders will take 
place to make sure all requirements are met. 
 
After a highway project is identified, the permanent BMPs planning 
process under MS4 is to determine if there would be water quality 
impacts. If there are, permanent BMPs are required. The 
permanent BMPs should be included in the proposed action’s 
preliminary design, including cost consideration.  Once this design 
is underway, an environmental review can be performed that 
includes the conceptual BMPs.  As the environmental document is 
being prepared, final determination on the BMPs is made. 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Water Resources and 
Water Quality (cont’d.) 

Once this is completed, field review and preliminary design 
modifications are conducted, which is then followed by final BMP 
design and CDOT review. 
 
Through continuous collaboration with the Flyby design team, the 
E-470 Authority, and CDOT, the interim and ultimate condition 
analyses for the full I-70/E-470 interchange were coordinated so 
that permanent BMPs designed for the Flyby phase would also be 
used in the full I-70/E-470 interchange. This is documented in the 
I-70/E-470 Flyby Phase I Plan, February 2005. The Flyby did not 
impact the Harvest Road interchange area or the Picadilly Road 
interchange area; therefore, new water quality facilities have been 
proposed for those areas and are described in the I-70/E-470 
Interchange Complex Preliminary Storm Drainage Design Report, 
(Parsons Brinckerhoff, 2006). This report would be submitted to 
CDOT before the completion of the EA process. Proposed 
permanent BMP water quality facilities were preliminarily sized 
using the Water Quality Control Volume equation presented in the 
Urban Drainage and Flood Control District (UDFCD) Urban Storm 
Drainage Criteria Manual, Volume 3, Best Management Practices. 
This equation bases the size of the basin on the amount of 
impervious area contributing to the basin. All permanent BMPs were 
designed to capture 100 percent of the initial runoff from the 
impervious surfaces in a ½-inch storm. This is the ‘water quality 
capture volume’ that is required by CDOT’s MS4 permit. 
 
The following specific BMPs from the Erosion Control and Storm 
Water Quality Guide, CDOT, 2002 (or the most current version), 
would be required during construction to reduce construction-
related and/or long-term impacts to water resources: 
 
 Adjacent disturbed slopes would be revegetated with native plant 
species to protect exposed soils from erosion. 

 Disturbance to vegetated areas would be minimized, and 
revegetation of disturbed vegetated surfaces would occur as 
soon as practicable. Where temporary or permanent seeding 
operations are not feasible because of seasonal constraints (e.g., 
summer and winter months), mulch and mulch tackifier would be 
applied to protect soils from erosion. 

 Sediment catch basins would be built during construction and 
permanently maintained to capture the sand from the road surface 
during winter sanding operations. 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Water Resources and 
Water Quality (cont’d.) 

 Where appropriate, slope drains would be used to convey 
concentrated runoff from the top to bottom of disturbed slopes. 
Slope and cross-drain outlets would be constructed to trap 
sediment 

 Storm drain inlet barriers would be used where appropriate to 
trap sediment before it enters the cross-drain. 

 Check dams would be used where appropriate to slow the 
velocity of water through roadside ditches and in swales. 

 Temporary retention ponds would be used to allow sediment to 
settle out of runoff before it leaves the construction area. These 
ponds may be combined with permanent detention ponds. 

 Structural BMPs will be implemented to help control erosion and 
sedimentation within the drainage basin. These will include silt 
fences, drainage swales, sediment traps and sediment basins. 
Outlet protection, check dams and erosion bales will also be 
utilized. These combined measures will also improve water 
quality for the runoff being delivered further downstream. Non-
structural BMPs will include litter and debris control, and 
landscaping and vegetative practices.Settling ponds for effluent 
from dewatering operations would be used, if needed. 

During the design, the CDOT Hydraulic Engineer and Landscape 
Architect would review the project plans and provide comments as 
necessary. 

Wetlands and Other 
Waters of the U.S. 

Because no wetlands would be impacted, wetland mitigation would 
not be required. 

Floodplains Mitigation measures would be required to minimize impacts to the 
First Creek floodplain. New construction within regulated floodplains 
requires compliance with the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency’s (FEMA) regulations and criteria. The design of all 
roadway, drainage, and structural features would be in accordance 
with these criteria, as well as local jurisdictional requirements. This 
would require close coordination during the design process with 
several parties, including FEMA, CDOT, UDFCD, the City of Aurora, 
and any affected property owners.  
 
As noted previously, there is a Master Plan for drainage 
improvements on First Creek. This report was prepared in 
anticipation of future developments, such as including the I-70/E-
470 interchange complex.  One of the purposes of such a report is 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Floodplains (cont’d.) to determine potential drainage problems and impacts of future 
development on the drainage system, and to develop proposed 
improvements to reduce these impacts.  Implementation of various 
proposed improvements may be required as a mitigation measure, 
this would minimize risk associated with the action. These 
measures would also restore and preserve the natural and 
beneficial floodplain values. 
 
In addition to permanent measures to help control future flooding, 
other temporary measures would be required along First Creek 
during construction of the interchange. This includes use of 
standard CDOT and UDFCD erosion control techniques to minimize 
impacts to the drainageway. Implementation of BMPs would be 
required to help control erosion and sedimentation within the 
drainage basin. This would also improve water quality for the runoff 
being delivered further downstream. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers Since no wild and scenic rivers are present in the study area, no 
mitigation is necessary. 

Wildlife and Fisheries No fisheries mitigation is required since no fisheries are present in 
the study area. The following mitigation measures are proposed to 
limit impacts to wildlife resources: 
 
 As possible, retention of large trees that have the potential to 
serve as raptor nesting habitat as specified by the Colorado 
Division of Wildlife (CDOW) wildlife biologist or project biologist. 

 Removal of any trees with nests would be performed outside of 
the nesting period to be confirmed by CDOW. New trees would 
be planted when the area is landscaped at the completion of the 
project. 

 Bird nest removal would be timed to avoid active/nesting 
seasons. If necessary, nest surveys would be conducted 
immediately prior to construction. 

 Removal of any bank swallow nests in the First Creek culverts 
under I-70 would be performed outside of the nesting period to 
be confirmed by CDOW. 

 Addition of culverts for drainage will be installed and will be able 
to help small wildlife cross I-70, E-470, and other roadways. 

 Use of temporary and permanent erosion control measures to 
limit impacts to the First Creek channel, consistent with the 
project stormwater management plan. 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative 

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

Since no threatened and endangered species would be affected by 
the Preferred Alternative, no mitigation is required. 

Historic and Archaeological 
Resources 

In the event that cultural materials are exposed during the 
construction process, all activity would be immediately suspended 
in the area of discovery. The CDOT Staff Archaeologist would be 
notified in order for the cultural materials to be properly evaluated 
for National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) significance. 
 
Because of the paleontologic sensitivity of the Denver Formation, a 
qualified paleontologist would monitor construction activities in all 
areas where construction impacts to this geologic unit are likely to 
occur. When the design plans are finalized, the CDOT Staff 
Paleontologist would examine them in order to estimate the scope 
and locations of probable construction impact to the Denver 
Formation and the scope and locations of paleontological 
monitoring work, if any, which are required. 
 
If any subsurface bones or other potential fossils are found 
anywhere within the study area during construction, the CDOT Staff 
Paleontologist would be notified immediately to assess their 
significance. 

Hazardous Waste CDOT carefully considers the potential risks associated with 
hazardous waste on construction projects and utilizes Section 250 
of the Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, 
CDOT, 2005 (or current version). Section 250 “Environmental 
Health and Safety Management” provides for the protection of the 
environment, persons and property from contaminants and includes 
special requirements for addressing hazardous waste, if 
encountered.  
 
Encountering hazardous waste in soils or groundwater with the 
Preferred Alternative is not anticipated. Therefore, no Site 
Investigation is recommended. Pay items and appropriate notes 
placed in the final design plans as a precautionary measure would 
adequately protect worker health and safety, as well as provide the 
contractor and project engineer with suitable measures in the event 
that contamination is encountered from any source. 
 
Construction debris, if encountered, shall be inspected by 
appropriate professionals for the possible presence of asbestos 
containing materials (ACM). 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Hazardous Waste (cont’d.) If ACM or asbestos-contaminated soil is encountered during soil-
disturbing activities, that material shall be handled in accordance 
with the requirements of Colorado Department of Public Health and 
Environment regulations, 6 CCR 1007-2, Part 1, Section 5: Asbestos 
Waste Management. 

Visual Resources The following measures would reduce impacts to the existing visual 
landscape: 
 
 All disturbed areas would be revegetated with native grasses as 
soon as practicable. 

 All new structures, signing, and lighting would be consistent with 
local standards and guidelines. 

 Architectural interest (such as texture, color, or design) would be 
provided for retaining walls, bridges, and other structural 
features. Wall materials and design would be coordinated with 
CDOT, local landowners, the E-470 Public Highway Authority, 
and the City of Aurora. 

 Visual enhancements would be consistent with the principles of 
Context Sensitive Solutions as described in CDOT’s Context 
Sensitive Solutions Policy Memo dated October 31, 2005 (or 
current version). 

Energy Mitigation that would be implemented to reduce energy 
consumption during construction includes: 
 
 Maximum use of on-site material to reduce haulage 
requirements. 

 Proper maintenance of construction vehicles. 

 Turning off equipment when not in use. 

 Design of construction access roads and location of construction 
staging areas to minimize distances traveled. 

Construction Construction impacts would be mitigated by the contractor through 
implementation of control measures during construction. These 
measures include: 
 Requiring the use of appropriate dust suppression measures to 
minimize dust impact associated with the construction activities. 

 Requiring construction equipment to be properly maintained and 
equipped with proper working mufflers.  

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Construction (cont’d.)  Designing a suitable construction staging area, and requiring that 
the contractor store materials and equipment within that area to 
minimize the visual impact. 

 Disturbance of vegetation and the creek channel will be kept to a 
minimum to reduce water quality impacts.  Stormwater 
discharges from construction activities shall not cause or threaten 
to cause pollution or degradation to State waters. 

 Construction contractors will practice good management 
practices to reduce the likelihood of any spills that would cause 
pollution. Cleanup of spills would be conducted in compliance 
with Colorado hazardous waste regulations in 6 CCR 1007-3. 

 Construction staging and traffic control plans would be developed 
that minimize the disruption to traffic and access. 

 CDOT, the City of Aurora, and the E-470 Public Highway 
Authority would provide adequate public notice and maintain 
coordination with area residents and with the area’s emergency 
service providers to keep the public apprised of the construction 
progress and to inform the public of closures and detours. 

 The City of Aurora construction noise code requirements limiting 
noise levels at the neighborhood property lines to be no higher 
than 80 decibels (dBA) between 5:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. and 75 
dBA between 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. would be enforced during 
construction. 

 Construction percussion operations, and truck loading, hauling, 
and routing would be scheduled during daytime hours and 
managed to minimize noise and vibration levels to surrounding 
neighborhoods. 

The following BMPs would be used to mitigate impacts to 
vegetation associated with the Preferred Alternative: 
 
 Minimize the amount of disturbance and limit the amount of time 
that disturbed areas are allowed to be non-vegetated. 

 Avoid existing trees, shrubs, and vegetation to the maximum 
extent possible, especially riparian plant communities. 

 Salvage weed-free topsoil for use in revegetation. 

Specific BMPs would be required during construction to reduce the 
potential for introduction and spread of noxious weed species and 
include: 

continued 
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Table 3-1 (cont’d.):  Mitigation Measures for the Preferred Alternative  

Resources and 
Impacts Mitigation or Benefit 

Construction (cont’d.)  Weed mapping would be included in the construction documents 
along with appropriate control methods for noxious weeds. 

 Highway ROW areas would periodically be inspected by CDOT 
and others during construction and during post-construction 
weed monitoring for invasion of noxious weeds. 

 Weed management measures would include removal or burial of 
heavily infested topsoil, chemical treatment of lightly infested 
topsoil, limiting disturbance areas, phased seeding with native 
species throughout construction, monitoring during and after 
construction, and other chemical and/or mechanical treatments. 

 Use of herbicides would include selection of appropriate 
herbicides and timing of herbicide spraying, and use of a 
backpack sprayer in and adjacent to sensitive areas such as 
wetlands and riparian areas. In locations where spot application 
is not practicable, a wildlife biologist would inspect the area prior 
to spraying to ensure crucial habitat would not be impacted. 

 Certified weed-free hay and/or mulch would be used in all 
revegetated areas. 

 No fertilizers would be stored on the project site. 

 Supplemental weed control measures may be added during 
design and construction planning. 

 
Preventative control measures for design and construction include: 
 
 Native Plants: Use of native species in revegetation sites. 

 Weed Free Forage Act: Materials used for the project would be 
inspected and regulated under the Weed Free Forage Act, Title 
35, Article 27.5, CRS. 

 Topsoil Management: When salvaging topsoil from on-site 
construction locations, the potential for spread of noxious weeds 
would be considered. Importing topsoil onto the project site 
would not be allowed. 

 Equipment Management: Equipment would remain on 
designated roadways and stay out of weed-infested areas until 
the areas are treated. All equipment would be cleaned of all soil 
and vegetative plant parts prior to arriving on the project site. 

continued 
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Table 3-2:  Local Commitments for Cumulative Impacts 

Resources and 
Impacts 

Mitigation or Benefit 

Cumulative Impacts The following mitigation measures could reduce the proposed action’s 
portion of the cumulative impacts to the resources of concern: 
 
 The City of Aurora has implemented zoning and comprehensive 
plans that assume open space set asides and that encourage 
Smart Growth development. These general principles should be 
specifically applied to new development proposals.  

 Commitments by the City of Aurora to enforce Smart Growth 
principles and enforce open space set asides are recommended. 

 The City of Aurora, which has zoning jurisdiction over much of the 
E-470 corridor, does not permit new residential zoning where 
existing or projected airport noise may exceed day-night noise 
level (Ldn) 60 decibels. 

 Implementation of a setback requirement has been discussed by 
the City of Aurora and is recommended to minimize noise impacts. 

 The City of Aurora has agreed to conduct noise impacts analysis on 
the future design options for Picadilly Road.  The City will also 
consider alternate alignments, berms, or noise barriers as a 
mitigation measure for potential noise impacts. 

 Addition of cross culverts for small urban mammals. 

 
Creek impacts would be minimized and mitigated, as directed by the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers in the Section 404 permitting 
process. 
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Chapter 4.0 Coordination Process 

The Notice of Availability of the Environmental Assessment and Public Hearing 
announcement was published in the following newspapers: 
 

 Denver Post on November 13, 2006 and November 27, 2006 

 Rocky Mountain News on November 13, 2006 and November 27, 2006 

 Aurora Sentinel on November 16, 2006 and November 30, 2006 

In addition, a newsletter was mailed to all residents in the project area that contained 
the Notice of Availability in November 2006.  This newsletter (translated into Spanish) 
was also hand delivered to the two areas of environmental justice concern. 
 
See Appendix A of this document for copies of the Notice of Availability, and the 
November 2006 Newsletter. 
 
The public review period was advertised to begin on November 17th, 2006, and 
conclude on December 18th, 2006. All comments were directed to Mr. Jack Tone, 
Parsons Brinkerhoff, 1660 Lincoln St., Suite 2100, Denver, CO 80264. 
 
The Environmental Assessment was available for public review at the following 
locations and at the public hearing: 
 
CDOT Region 1 
Planning and Environmental Division 
18500 East Colfax Avenue 
Aurora, CO 80011 
 
Aurora Public Library 
Central Library 
14949 E. Alameda Parkway 
Aurora, CO 80012 
 
Aurora Public Library 
Chambers Plaza 
15057 E. Colfax Ave. #C 
Aurora, CO 80011 
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City of Aurora 
Planning Department, 2nd Floor 
15151 E. Alameda Parkway 
Aurora, CO 80012 
 
E-470 Public Highway Authority 
Administrative Offices 
22470 East 6th Parkway 
Aurora, CO 80018 
 
FHWA Colorado Division Office 
12300 W. Dakota Ave., Suite 180 
Lakewood, CO 80228 
 
A public hearing was held December 7, 2006. Twenty-five people signed in at the 
hearing. The transcript for the hearing is included in Appendix B of this document. At 
the hearing, attendees could comment on the Environmental Assessment by: 
 

 Speaking directly and individually to the official transcriber for recording. 

 Completing a comment sheet and putting it in the comment box. 

 Speaking with project personnel who recorded comments. 

 Completing a comment sheet or writing a letter and mailing the comment sheet or 
letter to the project consultant or CDOT. 

4.1 PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED AT THE PUBLIC HEARING 

There were no written comments received at the Public Hearing.  There were, however, 
a number of comments verbalized during the question and answer session.  These 
comments and the responses to them were recorded by the transcriber at the Hearing. 
To view these comments and responses, please see the transcript located in Appendix B 
of this document.  There were several verbal requests for additional information 
received at the Public Hearing as well.  To view the written letters of responses to these 
requests, please see Appendix C of this document. 
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4.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED AFTER COMPLETION OF THE EA,  
BUT NOT AT THE PUBLIC HEARING 

Two written public comments were received during the 30-day comment period; one 
via Email on December 8, 2006, and one letter on December 18, 2006.  These comments 
and the associated responses can be viewed in Appendix C of this document.  In 
addition, there were three phone calls requesting information or clarification.  These 
phone calls are also documented in Appendix C. 
 
A letter was received from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) commenting on 
the EA document.  A response to this letter was drafted on February 23, 2007 and sent 
to the EPA addressing their concerns.  Both the EPA letter and response letter can be 
found in Appendix D.  
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Chapter 5.0 Clarifications to the Environmental 
Assessment 

5.1 FINDING OF SECTION 4(f) DE MINIMIS IMPACT 

5.1.1  Project Description  

The purpose of the project is to link the freeway and tollway systems, I-70 and E-470, in 
an efficient and safe manner while maintaining and enhancing local access for the 
existing and planned roadway system and future travel demand. This will be 
accomplished while maintaining the integrity of the mainline I-70 roadway, particularly 
with regard to traffic safety and operations. 
 
5.1.2  Section 4(f) Resources 

There are no publicly-owned lands used for recreation or park purposes that would be 
affected by the proposed action.  There are three historic properties eligible for the 
NRHP in the study area. These include Site 5AM261.2, a segment of the Highline Canal, 
Site 5AM472.3, a segment of Kansas Pacific/UPRR Line, and Site 5AH2914.1, a segment 
of Colfax Avenue. The Highline Canal finding is no historic properties affected; therefore, 
it will not be analyzed for Section 4(f) impacts. The Kansas Pacific/UPRR Line finding is 
no adverse effect and is included in this analysis. Colfax Avenue as it traverses Arapahoe 
County is an NRHP eligible resource, however, the portion of Colfax within the study 
area has been realigned and rebuilt, and therefore does not convey the setting, feel, or 
association necessary to support the eligibility of the entire resource.  Because of this, 
Colfax Avenue finding is also no adverse effect.  It is included in this analysis as well. 
 
5.1.3  The Preferred Alternative 

The Preferred Alternative is composed of three separate interchanges. This interchange 
complex would replace the present diamond interchange at Gun Club Road that has 
been used as a temporary interchange to connect I-70 and E-470. The Preferred 
Alternative would also replace the partial interchange between I-70 and Colfax Avenue. 
A new freeway-to-freeway interchange is proposed to provide full directional 
movements between I-70 and E-470. Two system-to-service interchanges are proposed, 
one at I-70/Picadilly Road and one at I-70/Harvest Road. 
 
Through the study area, I-70 would remain a four-lane freeway with two lanes in each 
direction. Auxiliary lanes would be added between the Picadilly Road interchange and 
the E-470 interchange, between Tower Road and Picadilly Road, and between E-470 and 
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the Harvest Road interchange. E-470 would be a six-lane freeway as included in the 
DRCOG 2030 MVRTP, with auxiliary lanes between the 6th Parkway interchange and 
the I-70 interchange. 
 
The I-70/Picadilly Road interchange would be a partial cloverleaf interchange with a 
loop exit ramp from westbound I-70 to southbound Picadilly Road. Picadilly Road 
would be relocated west of the current location and would pass under new bridges that 
would carry I-70 over Picadilly Road. Picadilly Road would be realigned between Smith 
Road and 11th Avenue. Part of the No-Action Alternative that could occur concurrently 
with the Preferred Alternative is that the current Colfax Avenue along I-70 east of 
Picadilly be relocated south of its current location as part of the planned Horizon City 
Center development. 
 
From a new “T” intersection with relocated Picadilly Road, the new Colfax Avenue 
would continue east under the E-470 Flyby roadway, which is now complete. To 
provide access to the existing development in the triangle between Colfax and I-70, a 
portion of the existing Picadilly Road ROW would be used for a connecting roadway 
that would include a bridge over the eastbound on-ramp to I-70/E-470. 
 
The current eastbound on-ramp from Colfax to I-70 would be retained in approximately 
the same location and would have a braided arrangement with the eastbound exit ramp 
from I-70 to E-470. The exit ramp would be on structure passing over the on-ramp to  
I-70. A connecting roadway to East 19th Ave. in the Prologis industrial park would have 
a signalized intersection with Picadilly Road opposite the westbound on-ramp to I-70. 
 
The I-70/Harvest Road interchange would also be a partial cloverleaf interchange with 
a loop ramp in the northeast quadrant to serve traffic from northbound Harvest Road to 
westbound I-70. Harvest Road would have a new bridge over I-70. Harvest Road would 
be located east of the section line to provide better spacing between this interchange 
and I-70/E-470. The Harvest Road profile would be designed to permit a future grade 
separation structure for the UPRR and Smith Road. Connecting roadways would be 
provided between Harvest Road and Smith Road. 
 
Congestion management elements, such as ramp metering, ITS technology, and 
rideshare programs, would be incorporated with the design and implementation of the 
Preferred Alternative in concert with state, regional, and local agency programs. 
 
5.1.4  Finding of De Minimis 

Under the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users (SAFETEA-LU) (the most recent Transportation Act), Congress simplified parts of 
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Section 4(f) by creating a provision for de minimis findings.  If impacts to a resource are 
minor or temporary, and there is no adverse effect to that resource, it can be cleared as 
de minimis and study of avoidance alternatives is not necessary.   Below is more detail 
about the legislation.   
 
The SAFETEA-LU was enacted August 10, 2005. Section 6009(a) (1) of SAFETEA-LU 
added a new subsection to Section 4(f) which authorizes the FHWA to approve a project 
that uses Section 4(f) lands that are part of a historic property, without preparation of an 
Avoidance Analysis, if it makes a finding that such uses would have de minimis impacts 
upon the Section 4(f) resource. 
 
More specifically, with regard to Section 4(f) resources that are historic resources, 
Section 6009 of SAFETEA-LU adds the following language to Section 4(f)1:  
 

(b) De Minimis Impacts. -- 
(1) REQUIREMENTS.-- 
(A) REQUIREMENTS FOR HISTORIC SITES.--The requirements of this section 

shall be considered to be satisfied with respect to an area described in paragraph (2) if 
the Secretary determines, in accordance with this subsection, that a transportation 
program or project will have a de minimis impact on the area. 
 

(C) CRITERIA.--In making any determination under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall consider to be part of a transportation program or project any avoidance, 
minimization, mitigation, or enhancement measures that are required to be implemented 
as a condition of approval of the transportation program or project. 
(2) HISTORIC SITES.--With respect to historic sites, the Secretary may make a finding of 
de minimis impact only if-- 

(A) the Secretary has determined, in accordance with the consultation process 
required under section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C.470f), 
that-- 

(i) the transportation program or project will have no adverse effect on the historic 
site; or 

(ii) there will be no historic properties affected by the transportation program or 
project; 
    (B) the finding of the Secretary has received written concurrence from the applicable 
State historic preservation officer or tribal historic preservation officer (and from the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation if the Council is participating in the consultation 
process); and 
    (C) the finding of the Secretary has been developed in consultation with parties 
consulting as part of the process referred to in subparagraph (A). 

 
FHWA's December 13, 2005 de minimis guidance that clarifies the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) role in de minimis, states that the SHPO must concur in 

                                                 
1 This provision will be codified as 23 U.S.C. § 138(b). Section 6009(a)(2) of SAFETEA-LU adds identical 
language at 49 U.S.C. § 303(d). 
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writing on the Section 106 determination of "no adverse effect" or "no historic properties 
affected" and that the CDOT must notify the SHPO of the FHWA intention to make a de 
minimis finding based on concurrence with the Section 106 finding.  
 
FHWA has made a determination, and the Colorado SHPO has concurred, that the 
proposed action would result in “no adverse effect” on the Kansas Pacific/Union 
Pacific Railroad (5AM472.3) and the Colfax Avenue Segment (5AH2914.1) for purposes 
of Section 106 of the NHPA (see description below). This determination is documented 
in Section 5.1.5 of this document. 
 
This finding of “no adverse effect” reflects a conclusion that these impacts will not 
“alter, directly or indirectly, any of the characteristics of the historic properties that 
qualify the properties for inclusion in the National Register in a manner that would 
diminish the integrity of the properties’ location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling, or association” as described in 36 CFR § 800.5(a)(1). Based on this 
finding, and taking into consideration the harm minimization measures that have been 
incorporated into the proposed action as documented in this Section 4(f) Evaluation, it 
is the conclusion of the FHWA that the proposed action would have de minimis impacts 
and that an analysis of feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives under Section 4(f) is 
not required. FHWA notified the SHPO of the de minimis determination on October 19, 
2006 (see Appendix D).  
 
5.1.5  Project Effects 

Kansas Pacific/Union Pacific Railroad (5AM472.3): A new bridge structure will be built 
over the Kansas Pacific (now Union Pacific) Railroad. The new overpass will carry a 
northbound on-ramp to E-470. It will extend for a length of 300 feet and will feature a 
24-foot vertical clearance over the railroad. Although final design is pending, the new 
overpass is anticipated to be 27 feet wide. Design will likely require placement of a new 
pier in the railroad ROW that will be in line with the piers of two existing structures. 
The new overpass will be immediately adjacent to the two existing railroad overpasses. 
Like the proposed bridge, the existing overpasses are both 300 feet long and feature 
vertical clearances of 24 feet over the railroad. The existing bridges need to be widened 
by 10 feet. CDOT, on behalf of FHWA, has determined that these improvements will 
result in no adverse effect to the historic Kansas Pacific/Union Pacific Railroad. 
 
Colfax Avenue Segment (5AH2914.1): The original alignment of Colfax Avenue east of 
Picadilly Road was destroyed during the construction of I-70 in the mid-1960s. At that 
time the Colfax Avenue moniker was applied to the south frontage road, which was 
built as part of the I-70 project. The existing south frontage road along I-70 between 
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Picadilly Road east to Powhaton Road is signed as Colfax Avenue. To provide space for 
the ramps and connecting roadways between Picadilly Road and E-470, and space for 
the ramps at the I-70/Harvest Road interchange, the existing south frontage road would 
be relocated to the south between E-470 and Powhaton Road. CDOT, on behalf of 
FHWA, has determined that these proposed improvements would result in no adverse 
effect to Site 5AH2914.1, as this part of the roadway already lacks historic integrity. 
 
5.1.6  Measures to Minimize Harm 

For the new ramp bridge over the railroad, one new pier will be placed in the railroad 
ROW, but will be in line with the piers of the existing E-470 bridges. No tracks will be 
realigned. The new bridge structure and the two widened bridges will not physically 
change the alignment of the railroad or diminish its significant qualities. The railroad 
will continue to be eligible under Criterion A for its role in the settlement and 
development of Colorado and the American West. CDOT, on behalf of FHWA, has 
determined that these improvements will result in no adverse effect to the historic 
Kansas Pacific/UPRR line. 
 
For this segment of Colfax Avenue, CDOT, on behalf of FHWA, has determined that 
these proposed improvements would result in no adverse effect, as this part of the 
roadway already lacks historic integrity  
 
5.1.7  Coordination/Consultation 

The SHPO concurred with the no adverse effect finding for Colfax Avenue (5AH2914.1) 
in correspondence dated May 15, 2006.  In a letter dated July 12, 2006, the SHPO 
similarly concurred that there would be no adverse effect to the Kansas & Pacific 
Railroad (5AM472.3). In letters dated April 26, 2006, Adams County, Arapahoe County, 
and the Aurora History Museum were afforded the opportunity to comment on the 
Section 106 findings. No comments were received. Concurrence by FHWA with the de 
minimis finding by CDOT was achieved on November 1, 2006.  See Appendix D for this 
documentation. 
 
In addition, the finding of de minimis impact to the railroad and Colfax Ave. was 
presented at the public hearing on December 7, 2006.  No comments were received 
regarding this finding. 

5.2 CLARIFICATION ON CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

The incremental impact of the Preferred Alternative does not result in effects that cause 
an unacceptable deterioration in the human quality of life.  It would not cause 
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significant impacts to any one or more of the resources of concern.  It would not result 
in effects that would exceed the capacity of a resource or ecosystem to sustain itself or 
remain productive. 

5.3 CLARIFICATION TO FLOODPLAIN IMPACTS 

The EA document states that 11.4 acres of the First Creek floodplain are impacted by 
this interchange project. However, in actuality approximately eight of those acres are 
impacted by the Eastgate and Prologis industrial park developments.  Approximately 
3.4 acres of the floodplain will be impacted by the interchange project.  In addition, 
construction within the floodplain will not increase the upstream or downstream water 
surface elevation outside the project limits.  The footprint of the floodplain impact will 
be minimized by the use of a retaining wall along Ramp O south of 19th Avenue, as 
well as an elevated structure spanning 19th Avenue and the floodplain north of 19th 
Avenue.   
 
An alternative alignment for Ramp O that would have avoided the floodplain impacts 
was evaluated but it required acquisition of additional ROW, including portions of the 
adjacent Prologis industrial park and relocation of Smith Way. This also would have 
resulted in a substandard spacing of decision points between the exit from westbound I-
70 and the split between Ramp O and Ramp T.   
 
Regulations dealing with construction in a floodplain are intended to avoid loss of life 
and property.  The proposed construction will not be inhabited and will be adequately 
protected from flood forces.   
 
Finally, both the Eastgate and Prologis industrial parks, the only adjacent developable 
areas in the First Creek floodplain, are in the process of obtaining the necessary 
Conditional Letter of Map Revision and Letter of Map Revision to document their 
proposed impacts.  The preliminary mitigation measures cited were based on initial, 10 
to 15% design.  Floodplain mitigation requirements, if any, will be included in final 
design services, and will comply with Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management; 
U.S. DOT Order 5650.2, Flood Management and Protection; and 23 CFR 650, Subpart A. 
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Chapter 6.0 Conclusion—Selection of the Preferred 
Alternative 

 
Based upon the EA, the Public Hearing transcript, and comments received and the 
responses to them, the FHWA has determined that the alternative as described in 
Section 2.6 of the I-70/E-470 Interchange Complex Environmental Assessment is the 
Preferred Alternative. 
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