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Abstract

The Colorado Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration prepared this
Revised Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to provide reader-friendly, concise
information about the major findings of the I-70 Mountain Corridor National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) process. This Revised Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement replaces the
2004 Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement and is responsive to comments received
on the 2004 Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement. The 1-70 Mountain Corridor
extends between Glenwood Springs and C-470, from approximately milepost 116 to milepost 260,
and traverses five counties in Colorado: Garfield, Eagle, Summit, Clear Creek, and Jefferson.

This document is the first tier of a Programmatic NEPA process. Twenty-one action alternatives and
the No Action Alternative are evaluated for their ability to meet the purpose and need and to gain an
understanding of the types of impacts that these alternatives will have in the I-70 Mountain Corridor.
The decisions to be made at the first tier are mode, capacity, and general location. These decisions
will not be revisited at Tier 2. This document identifies a Preferred Alternative, a long-term 2050
vision of a multimodal transportation solution for the Corridor that includes an Advanced Guideway
System combined with local highway and limited highway capacity improvements with an adaptive
management approach to additional improvements as they are needed. Potential impacts relative to all
the alternatives are identified and considerations for mitigation are discussed. Once the first tier
decision is made, further Tier 2 processes will be followed to identify specific alternatives and
alignments consistent with the Tier 1 decision and analyze impacts. At that time, specific mitigation
commitments will be made.

At the first tier, Colorado Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration commit
to following the agreements made such as the A Landscape Level Inventory of Valued Ecosystem
Components Memorandum of Understanding, Section 106 Programmatic Agreement, and 1-70
Mountain Corridor Context Sensitive Solutions Guidance, which are attached in appendices to this
document.

The following individuals may be contacted for additional information concerning this document:

Wendy Wallach, AICP Monica Pavlik, Senior Operations Engineer
I-70 Mountain Corridor Environmental Manager Federal Highway Administration

Colorado Department of Transportation, Region 1~ 12300 West Dakota Avenue, Suite 180
18500 East Colfax Avenue Lakewood, CO 80228

Aurora, CO 80011 (720) 963-3012

(303) 365-7046

Visit the project website at http://www.i70mtncorridor.com for an electronic version of the 1-70
Mountain Corridor Revised Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, Appendices, and
Technical Reports. The project website lists the methods in which to submit comments, the time and
locations of upcoming public hearings, and the locations where paper copies of the Revised Draft
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement are available for public review.
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