
DS - Discuss with Client AC

ED - Evaluate by Designer D - Did Not Incorporate

IO - Input needed from Others

90% Plans

Comment 

No.
Reviewer Page Number PDF Comment Initial Code

Responsible 

Party
Response/Comment

Final

Code
Verification Response/Comment

1 Paul Weller 1 A

See ER Transportation Redlines                           

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

Roadway Comments included in CRF below AC BG2

2 Kim Blair 1 A

Please place a note in the specs that indicates:

Select materials to be used in the ROW from 

CDOT or CCD's pre-approved materials list.  

CCD's list can be found at 

https://www.denvergov.org/Government/Agencies-

Departments-Offices/Agencies-Departments-

Offices-Directory/Department-of-Transportation-

and-Infrastructure/Programs-Services/Right-of-

Way-Services/Street-Occupancy

See the Materials drop-down at the bottom of the 

page.

ED General Will add note to specs AC NPD
Added to page 2 under Standard Construction 

Details

3 Kim Blair 2 A

Materials questions may be sent to 

CCDMaterialsReview@denvergov.org

CCD follows MGPEC Standards:  

https://www.mgpec.org/mgpec-specifications.html

ED General Noted AC NPD

- Accept Comment
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4 Hudson Land 2 A

1). Please prepare CASDP package in 

accordance with the City guidelines found here: 

https://denvergov.org/Government/Agencies-

Departments-Offices/Agencies-Departments-

Offices-Directory/Department-of-Transportation-

and-Infrastructure/Programs-Services/Wastewater-

Management/Infrastructure/Engineering.

To submit a new application online:

•    Go to the E-permits website and sign into your 

account: denvergov.org/epermits

•    Click Apply for a Permit under the Development 

Services tab

•    Select the appropriate option from the Site 

Planning options

o    For a new EC permit, select Erosion Control 

Plan

•    When prompted to enter a project master, 

enter your project master number YEAR-

PROJMSTR-0000XXX

•    Follow the prompts to enter application data 

and upload files

2). Please update section 208 of the Technical 

Specifications to reflect that a CASDP is required 

for this project. See attached section 208 

scenarios for standard language, choose the 

appropriate scenario language and add to Specs. 

It is not recommended that the CASDP be 

deferred to the contractor as this typically delays 

the start of construction by several weeks to 

DS Drainage

This process has been followed and we were 

assigned the number: 2025-EC-0000032

Will follow up on 208 attachments.

AC EGS Verified

5 Christopher Mueller 2 A

SEE CHRISTOPHER MUELLER REDLINES:

2025 03 21 CM TRANSPORTATION REDLINES 

NTS NE_repaired_unlocked

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

Roadway Comments included in CRF below AC BG2

6 Brian Pfohl 3 A

Redlines in project folder                              

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

ED Survey Noted - PDF downloaded, thanks for the review! AC NPD

7 Nick Evers 3 A Approved. Limited expected PRW tree conflict. ED General Noted - No action AC NPD

8 Jennifer Cervera 3 A

DPR Comments and irrigation as-builts provided in 

documents

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

DS SWMP
Will provide PDF mark-up for irrigation 

modifications.
AC NPD

9 Lori Ann Phillips 3 A

DDPHE-EQ has reviewed the environmental 

documents (Phase I ESA and environmental 

databases) associated with the various project 

area locations. Known or suspected environmental 

concerns for the project areas include the 

following:

- historic urban fill in the vicinity of the MLK Jr Blvd 

& Kearney location.

ED General

Noted - No action. Coordinated with Andy Whitty 

following 30% submittal. Andy also mentioned the 

historic urban fill, but suggested that it is unlikely to 

be encountered on this project

AC NPD
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10 Kim Blair 4 A

See kdb red lines.  I don't understand the design 

on the S Side of MLK & Kearney.

.

Please review my comments from the last review 

concerning the 630 spec.  

Number 19 on the 630 Spec is contrary to the 

CCD Street Occupancy permitting process. See 

dotipt 116.1 and dotirr 022.3 that was up-loaded 

for inclusion in the spec package.

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

ED General

Intent is a flat area at the curb ramps and between 

the curb ramps - All functions as landing area due 

to limited space. Will add some additional slope 

labels to clarify this

Thanks for the spec reminder - We will clean up a 

few things and make sure to reference the spec 

references you sent at 30%

Will review the spec references you provided to 

make sure we have no conflicting information

AC NPD

11 Mark Gehrke 6 A

See attached redlines.

Attachment: NTS NE - 90pcnt Plans 2025-03-14-

mwg.pdf

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

ED General Noted - PDF downloaded, thanks for the review! AC NPD

12 Craig Long 6 A

Attachment: 2025-CIP-0000058 New traffic signal 

CL.pdf

REDLINES are uploaded to the E-Review 

webpage.

ED General Noted - PDF downloaded, thanks for the review! AC NPD

13 Josh Raymond 7 A

Would like to setup a meeting to discuss the fiber 

design for Kearney and MLK intersection. Primarily 

the relocation of the pull box and fiber path to get 

to the traffic cabinet. Please include Josh 

Jones(joshua.jones2@denvergov.org) for the 

meeting.

ED Utilities

Will reach out to get meeting scheduled to discuss 

MLK/Kearney fiber box relocation and associated 

work

AC NPD

Met with Josh Raymond & Josh Jones on 5/12. 

Determined new splice locations and conduit/fiber 

routing at MLK/Kearney & 56th/Beeler. Updates 

are outlined in provided meeting minutes and 

reflected in 100% design plans

14 Ethan Earl 8 A

See attached. Overall solid design. Some design 

refinements/changes are needed. Graphics look 

great. Labeling/detailing needs some work.

ED General Noted - PDF downloaded, thanks for the review! AC NPD

15 RTD 8 A

• Sheets 51, 52, 55: The bus boarding area should 

be paved with normal concrete flatwork as you 

would find on a sidewalk, not patterned concrete 

as is indicated on the plans. Please also indicate 

the cross-slope of the boarding area 

(perpendicular to the travel lane) to ensure that the 

boarding area is ADA compliant.

• Sheet 69: The boarding area should be extended 

by 10 ft. so that all buses could be operated at this 

stop. If they wanted to make it 8’ wide instead of 6’ 

wide as shown the boarding area could service all 

buses in the fleet.

• Sheet 74: Your table and your slopes don’t match 

up it appears you have a busted elevation at M9 

as it shows a negative slope between 9 and 12, 

which should be positive as shown on your slope."

IO Roadway

We followed RTD's standard detail, SD-C101, with 

the boarding area as 40' and the width as 6'. 

Please confirm on the correct lengths and widths 

to use for the boarding area.

AC BG2

16 Kim Blair 54 B What are these slopes? ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

17 Kim Blair 54 B Does the SW meet the FL w/o a curb head? DS Roadway
Confirm if we should use 2' or 1' wide directional 

indicator strip and the limits. (BDS6-6)
AC NPD

Adjusted directional indicator strips to be 2' wide at 

locations specified on standard BDS 6-6, and 1' 

wide elsewhere where sidewalk is flush with 

roadway
18 Kim Blair 54 B What are these? ED Roadway Will address AC BG2
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19 Kim Blair 55 B Does the SW meet the FL w/o a curb head? DS Roadway
Confirm if we should use 2' or 1' wide directional 

indicator strip and the limits. (BDS6-6)
AC NPD

Adjusted directional indicator strips to be 2' wide at 

locations specified on standard BDS 6-6, and 1' 

wide elsewhere where sidewalk is flush with 

roadway
20 Kim Blair 55 B What are these slopes? ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

21 Craig Long C

If exiting trees are affected, there is a draft MOU 

with Forestry and DOTI 

that talks about – how to design, build and SOP for 

those specific areas. 

Design PMs should be situationally aware of the 

language and may need to 

add this cost into their bid, while designers will 

need to include the guidance 

as either a note of SC for their plans and bid 

package. Budget for quantities 

needs to be verified for correct dollar amount 

based on today’s dollars and 

inflation.

ED General

Thanks for the info. No trees (including 

MLK/Kearney SW quadrant tree) are anticipated to 

be impacted. Will show tree protection zone 

around that SW quadrant tree

AC NPD

22 Craig Long C

The three attachments to the Forestry-DOTI draft 

MOU can be found at;   

https://denvercity.sharepoint.com/sites/IMPLEMEN

TATION/?e=1%3adb05

ef9a86ef48beab01af6f3549e1a2&OR=Teams-

HL&CT=1716401650023                             

Click on "SOPs", then on "PM SOP Checklists", 

scroll to docs 16, 16a, 16b

ED General

Thanks for the links.

Attachment 16 - No tree impacts anticipated. Tree 

in SW quadrant of MLK/Kearney will need to be 

protected in place during construction. It is a 

private tree, not Denver-owned.

Attachment 16a - Tree is outside of City ROW. 

Temp construction easement for grading in the 

SW quadrant will need to avoid the tree roots. 

Grading will be minimal and will be required to 

avoid tree roots.

Attachment 16b - No tree impacts, so attachment 

is not applicable for this project.

AC NPD

23 Craig Long 50 C
Have TCE's been received, or are they in 

process?
ED General

TCE's are in process. Following 90%, TCE legals 

and exhibits have been developed and reviewed 

by City Survey, revised, and re-sent to Denver

AC NPD

24 Craig Long 50 C Need Tree Protection Plan for tree in SW corner ED General Will provide AC NPD

25 Craig Long 54/55 C
New construction on property line, may need TCE 

to construct.
ED General

We are planning on TCE's in each of these 

corners. Will add that linework and callouts to 

these detail sheets

AC NPD

26 Craig Long 68 C Work will require Parks TCAP DS General

Noted. Per coordination with Ethan - Nothing 

needed from Muller for DPR Temporary 

Construction Access Permit (TCAP)

AC NPD

27 Craig Long 73 C
At top of ramp shouldn't design CXS over 1.5% 

max is 2% for construction
DS Roadway We are matching existing cross slopes. D NPD

28 Craig Long 81 C

Some areas outside of ROW, have TCE's been 

received or are they in 

process?

ED General TCE's are in process AC NPD

29 Jennifer Cervera 50 D DPR Landscaping: Protect in Place DS SWMP Will add note. AC EGS

30 Jennifer Cervera 50 D DPR Landscaping: Protect in Place DS SWMP Will add note AC EGS

31 Jennifer Cervera 51 D

Just want to make sure it is understood DPR will 

not maintain these pathways or new concrete 

areas

DS SWMP Noted - Coordinated with Ethan, no action required AC NPD

32 Jennifer Cervera 60 D DPR Landscaping: Protect in Place DS SWMP Will add note AC EGS

33 Jennifer Cervera 60 D Call out clearing and grubbing DS SWMP
Internal Coordination needed -confirm this is 

covered in roadway quantities.
AC NPD Called out - Included in work per specs

34 Jennifer Cervera 61 D Need to provide irrigation plans DS SWMP
Will provide PDF mark-up for irrigation 

modifications.
AC NPD

35 Jennifer Cervera 61 D

Just want to make sure it is understood DPR will 

not maintain these pathways or new concrete 

areas

DS SWMP Noted - Coordinated with Ethan, no action required AC NPD

36 Jennifer Cervera 69 D No stamped concrete ED Roadway Will update to standard concrete AC BG2
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37 Jennifer Cervera 70 D Show new sodded areas and irrigation layout DS SWMP
New sodded areas shown on SWMP plans; 

Irrigation not shown.
D EGS

38 Jennifer Cervera 72 D Show new sodded areas and irrigation layout DS SWMP
New sodded areas shown on SWMP plans; 

Irrigation not shown.
D EGS

39 Paul Weller E

Please add the Accela review number 2025-CIP-

0000058 to the cover sheet for the 60% 

submittal.  Subsequent submittals will be assigned 

a separate Accela number.  All Accela 

review numbers are to be shown on the cover 

sheet for easy reference.

ED General
Will add 2025-CIP-0000058 to cover sheet for 

next submittal
AC NPD

40 Paul Weller E

Provide typical and critical, dimensions, spot 

elevations and slopes for all curb ramps and 

sidewalks to aid in plan review and for layout and 

inspection in the field during 

construction.  Coordinates will not be allowed as a 

substitute for basic layout and grading 

information. [REPEAT COMMENT]  Plans for the 

MLK/Kearney intersection do not contain 

sufficient dimensioning and labeling in order to 

determine compliance with current 

accessibility standards.  The DOTI Sign-off Sheet 

will need to include a Design 

Requirement Not Met statement similar to the 

following;   "Detailed information was not provided 

for curb ramp design and as such the 

Transportation Implementation Team will 

take full responsibility for constructing the ramps in 

compliance with CCOD and ADA 

requirements. If ramps are not compliant, then 

Transportation Implementation Team will 

ensure ramps are reconstructed to be compliant 

and/or a Max Extent Feasible (MEF) form 

will be completed by them."

ED Roadway
Will update plans with additional dimensions, spot 

elevations, slopes, etc.
AC BG2

41 Paul Weller E

Cross slope on level landings for curb ramps 

MUST NOT EXCEED 1.5%.  Additional 

sidewalk removal and replacement must be made 

if necessary to match existing grades. 

[REPEAT COMMENT]

DS Roadway We are matching existing cross slopes. D NPD

42 Paul Weller E
Minimum dimension for PAR around curb return is 

5 ft.
DS Roadway

Pedestrian access route around curb returns and 

ramps are greater than the 5' minimum
D NPD

43 Paul Weller E

If adjacent curb ramps to remain do not meet 

current standards, they must be replaced per 

DOTI Rules and Regulations for Sidewalk and 

Curb Ramp Construction, October 1, 2007. 

Provide 

dimensions and slopes on plan or statement on 

comment response that all adjacent ramps have 

been examined and found to be compliant with 

current standards.

Roadway D NPD
All adjacent ramps have been examined and 

found to be compliant with current standards.

44 Paul Weller E

Chambers/Bolling; Concrete bus pad must be 

provided per TS&D standard drawing 9.1. 

[REPEAT COMMENT].

DS Roadway
Confirm if concrete bus pad length should be 40' 

or 60'.
D NPD

Per discussion with Ethan Earl - Excluding bus pad 

as this is outside the scope of the project

45 Paul Weller E
Chambers/Bolling Bus Boarding Area; approach 

walk may not exceed 1.5% cross-slope.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

46 Paul Weller 75 E
Sheet 75; show dimensions & slope labels for 

"ramp". 
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2
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47 Paul Weller E
MLK/Kearney Roadway Profile; lower profile 

labeled incorrectly.  
DS Roadway

Sent follow-up exhibit for Denver to provide 

direction on.
AC NPD

48 Paul Weller E

Removal Plans; proposed improvements should 

not be shown or they should be shaded 

back to eliminate confusion.  Likewise, items from 

demo plan should not be shown on the 

design sheets.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

49 Christopher Mueller 1 F

NEED DESIGN VEHICLE TURN TEMPLATES 

FOR  ALL 

INTERSECTIONS.  PROVIDE MINIMUM 2' 

BUFFER BETWEEN 

VEHICLE OVERHANGS AND CURBS, RAMPS, 

EQUIPMENT.

DS Roadway

Per discussion with Ethan, we got direction to not 

include turning template sheets in construction 

plans.

D NPD

50 Christopher Mueller 52 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE. 
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD

Excluding contours. Drainage on Kearney with 

contours was coordinated separately between 

90% & 100%. Contours shown on Stormwater 

sheets. Elevations and slopes called out on curb 

ramp details to prove drainage

51 Christopher Mueller 53 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE. 
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

52 Christopher Mueller 53 F
SLOPE OF THIS LANDING?  MAX. DESIGN 1.5% 

IN BOTH DIRECTIONS.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

53 Christopher Mueller 53 F SLOPES? ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

54 Christopher Mueller 54 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

55 Christopher Mueller 54 F

PER RIGHT OF WAY INSPECTORS, WE DO 

NOT WANT TO GO BELOW 1%, PER "LOW-BID"

CONCRETE WORK NOT ALLOWING POSITIVE 

DRAINAGE.

DS Roadway

We are matching existing slope and exceed the 

0.7% minimum. Do we need to revise the limits to 

accommodate a 1% minimum slope?

D NPD

Could not comfortably achieve >1% in this corner. 

We are ~0.88%, above the 0.7% minimum per 

standards

56 Christopher Mueller 55 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

57 Christopher Mueller 55 F

PER RIGHT OF WAY INSPECTORS, WE 

DO NOT WANT TO GO BELOW 1%, PER 

"LOW-BID" CONCRETE WORK NOT 

ALLOWING POSITIVE DRAINAGE.

DS Roadway

We are matching existing slope and exceed the 

0.7% minimum. Do we need to revise the limits to 

accommodate a 1% minimum slope?

D NPD

Could not comfortably achieve >1% in this corner. 

We are ~0.88%, above the 0.7% minimum per 

standards

58 Christopher Mueller 62 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

59 Christopher Mueller 62 F
DOES THIS EXISITNG RAMP MEET SLOPE 

GUIDELINES (8.3% AS-CONTRUCTED MAX.)?
Roadway D BG2 Yes, existing ramp meets standards.

60 Christopher Mueller 63 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

61 Christopher Mueller 63 F

PER RIGHT OF WAY INSPECTORS, WE DO 

NOT WANT TO GO BELOW 1%, PER "LOW-BID"

CONCRETE WORK NOT ALLOWING POSITIVE 

DRAINAGE.

DS Roadway

We are matching existing slope and exceed the 

0.7% minimum. Do we need to revise the limits to 

accommodate a 1% minimum slope?

D NPD

Matching existing here, we are constrained from 

increasing slope to 1% without substantial roadway 

work

62 Christopher Mueller 64 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

63 Christopher Mueller 70 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

64 Christopher Mueller 70 F SLOPED AWAY FROM STREET? ED Roadway Will update landing to slope towards the road. AC BG2
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65 Christopher Mueller 70 F
INLET DRAWN TO SCALE?  WE DO NOT 

EXPENSIVE FIELD CHANGES.
DS Drainage Inlet will rim to be raised; see roadway plan. D EGS Design altered to avoid impacts to inlet

66 Christopher Mueller 71 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

67 Christopher Mueller 71 F

PER RIGHT OF WAY INSPECTORS, WE DO 

NOT WANT TO GO BELOW 1%, PER "LOW-BID"

CONCRETE WORK NOT ALLOWING 

POSITIVE DRAINAGE.

DS Roadway

We are matching existing slope and exceed the 

0.7% minimum. Do we need to revise the limits to 

accommodate a 1% minimum slope?

D NPD
Excluding this landing area from project, as 

existing landing area meets ADA standards

68 Christopher Mueller 71 F MAX. DESIGN 1.5% IN BOTH DIRECTIONS. DS Roadway
Confirm if we are replacing existing sidewalks to 

serve as level landing areas.
D NPD

Excluding this landing area from project, as 

existing landing area meets ADA standards

69 Christopher Mueller 71 F
DOES THIS EXISITNG RAMP MEET SLOPE 

GUIDELINES (8.3% AS-CONTRUCTED MAX.)?
Roadway D BG2 Yes, existing ramp meets standards.

70 Christopher Mueller 72 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

71 Christopher Mueller 72 F MAX. DESIGN 1.5% IN BOTH DIRECTIONS. Roadway AC NPD Addressed

72 Christopher Mueller 72 F INLET DRAWN TO SCALE? DS Drainage Inlet rim will be raised, see roadway plan. D EGS Design altered to avoid impacts to inlet

73 Christopher Mueller 73 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

74 Christopher Mueller 73 F
DOES THIS EXISITNG RAMP MEET SLOPE 

GUIDELINES (8.3% AS-CONTRUCTED MAX.)?
Roadway AC NPD

No, checked in field. Added ramp reconstruction to 

project

75 Christopher Mueller 73 F MAX. DESIGN 1.5% IN BOTH DIRECTIONS. ED Roadway We are matching existing cross slopes. AC NPD Addressed

76 Christopher Mueller 73 F

PER RIGHT OF WAY INSPECTORS, WE DO 

NOT WANT TO GO BELOW 1%, PER "LOW-BID" 

CONCRETE WORK NOT ALLOWING POSITIVE 

DRAINAGE.

DS Roadway

We are matching existing slope and exceed the 

0.7% minimum. Do we need to revise the limits to 

accommodate a 1% minimum slope?

AC NPD Revised full design of this corner

77 Christopher Mueller 73 F SHIFT RAMP SOUTH?  SEE NEXT PAGE. DS Roadway Discuss cross walk alignment and ROW concerns. AC BG2

78 Christopher Mueller 74 F
SHOW PROPOSED AND EXISTING CONTOURS 

AT 0.2' INTERVALS.  TO PROVE DRAINAGE.
DS Roadway

Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

79 Christopher Mueller 74 F NOT SEEING PROPOSED CONTOURS. DS Roadway
Do contours need to be displayed? If so, would a 

supplemental exhibit serve this purpose?
D NPD See above response

80 Christopher Mueller 74 F WHY DON'T WE KNOW THIS? ED Roadway Nick or RTD, confirm if it's warranted. AC BG2

81 Christopher Mueller 77 F WHY NO PEDESTRIAN REFUGE ISLANDS? DS Traffic Will discuss with Denver D NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Decision is to stick 

with the positive offsets rather than introducting 

pedestrian refuge islands. Negative offsets are a 

known issue on this stretch of Chambers based on 

road safety audit

82 Christopher Mueller 77 F
WHY IS RAMP AND CROSSING 

NOT PERPENDICULAR TO ROAD?
DS Traffic

Will discuss with Denver. Crossing originally 

skewed to stay within ROW and outside of 

easement area

AC NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Decision is to move 

forward with adjusting curb ramp in SE quadrant to 

provide perpendicular crossing. Will assume 

sidewalk easement covers proposed work in SE 

quadrant

83 Christopher Mueller 86 F

COLLISIONS WITH CURBS, RAMPS, 

EQUIPMENT.  

RECOMMEND PULLING AWAY CURBS AND 

EQUIPMENT MINIMUM 2' BUFFER FROM 

VEHICLE 

OVERHANGS.

DS Roadway

Confirm that no revisions are needed to the 

median to accommodate a buffer for the turning 

vehicles.

D NPD

Reviewed design & discussed with Ethan Earl - 

Providing mountable curb, no additional geometry 

changes to accommodate large vehicles

84 Christopher Mueller 87 F

COLLISIONS WITH CURBS, RAMPS, 

EQUIPMENT.  RECOMMEND PULLING 

AWAY CURBS AND EQUIPMENT 

MINIMUM 2' BUFFER FROM VEHICLE 

OVERHANGS.

DS Roadway

Confirm that no revisions are needed to the 

median to accommodate a buffer for the turning 

vehicles.

D NPD

Reviewed design & discussed with Ethan Earl - 

Providing mountable curb, no additional geometry 

changes to accommodate large vehicles
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86 Mark Gehrke 52 G FL-FL=5305.58 DS Roadway
Confirm if elevation labels need to be added in 

addition to the point tables.
AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

87 Mark Gehrke 52 G FL=5305.51 DS Roadway
Confirm if elevation labels need to be added in 

addition to the point tables.
AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

88 Mark Gehrke 52 G FL=5305.45 DS Roadway
Confirm if elevation labels need to be added in 

addition to the point tables.
AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

89 Mark Gehrke 52 G

Provide Letter/email to/from resident to verify they 

are aware, and ok, that Denver is taking away their 

existing driveway that has been there for years. 

(2007 in Google Streetview)

DS Roadway Confirm Denver has coordinated with resident. AC NPD

90 Mark Gehrke 52 G Add a description column. (TC, FL, BOW,...) ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

93 Mark Gehrke 52 G Match Ex FL= DS Roadway
Confirm if elevation labels need to be added in 

addition to the point tables.
AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

94 Mark Gehrke 52 G Match Ex Bike Lane? DS Roadway
Confirm if elevation labels need to be added in 

addition to the point tables.
AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

95 Mark Gehrke 52 G
Seems this should be green until it matches 

existing bike lane.
DS Traffic

Green typically only used in protected bike lane 

(PBL) areas. Will discuss with Denver to confirm 

no green paint here

D NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Confirmed that per 

Denver Standard Drawing BDS 5-4, green paint 

only included through protected portion. Will keep 

green striping as is

96 Mark Gehrke 52 G

Show elevation at point.

There is plenty of room on the plan to show this 

info.

Showing these on the plan allows reviewers to see 

that the new grading drains.

(Same as last submittal)

(Typical)

DS Roadway
Confirm if elevation labels need to be added in 

addition to the point tables.
AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

97 Mark Gehrke 52 G
Show slope between points.

(Typical)
ED Roadway Will add additional slopes to plans. AC BG2

104 Mark Gehrke 54 G

Where is landing? Needs to be 2% max in both 

directions.

Show all spot elevations and grades at spot. 

(Typical)

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

105 Mark Gehrke 55 G Ex Walk FG? Roadway AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

110 Mark Gehrke 55 G Drainage from Island flows down this ADA ramp? ED Roadway Will review AC NPD
Drainage reviewed - Constrained in this corner, 

but ponding not anticipated

115 Mark Gehrke 56 G
The existing street is crowned. The Bike and Ped 

should slope away from center to the spill? curb.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

116 Mark Gehrke 59 G

How does this transition?

Looking at Google Streetview, there are no 

"sharrow" markings on Kearney.

All of the sudden bikes and cars have to cross. 

When bikes are typically at the side of the road. 

This seems dangerous to bikes. Why not keep the 

bikes to the side and not make the cars and bikes 

cross except at the intersection.

DS Traffic

Bikes in middle are to avoid signal conflict between 

bikes and right-turning vehicles off of Kearney. Will 

confirm this approach with Denver

Regarding transition - There is a separate Kearney 

Street Neighborhood Bikeway project creating a 

Neighborhood Bikeway along Kearney Street that 

includes this intersection and extends in either 

direction from this intersection. So tie-in will exist 

by the time this project is constructed

D NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Signal phasing 

includes green arrow when peds are not called. 

Ethan agrees that green arrow works, and that 

right-turning vehicles on outside with bikes in 

middle is the preferred setup for this to reduce 

potential conflicts
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117 Mark Gehrke 59 G

Bike lane should be at the side of road to keep 

vehicles and bike separated coming out of the 

intersection. Cars turning onto Kearney will be 

turning into the bike lane.

(Typical)

DS Traffic

Bikes in middle are to avoid signal conflict between 

bikes and right-turning vehicles off of Kearney. Will 

confirm this approach with Denver

D NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Signal phasing 

includes green arrow when peds are not called. 

Ethan agrees that green arrow works, and that 

right-turning vehicles on outside with bikes in 

middle is the preferred setup for this to reduce 

potential conflicts

118 Mark Gehrke 59 G
Who maintains the bike lane,(sweeping) snow 

removal, debris removal.)
DS Traffic

Will discuss with Denver. Likely Denver 

Maintenance maintaining this
AC NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Sounds like Denver 

Maintenance maintaining these areas
119 Mark Gehrke 59 G Driveway lines ED Traffic No action D NPD

120 Mark Gehrke 60 G

Proposed items shouldn't be shown on removal 

sheet.

(Typical)

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

121 Mark Gehrke 65 G
Aerial is shown on Sheet B-7. It should be shown 

on both B-6 & B-7, or neither.
DS Traffic

Discuss with Denver what they would like to see 

here. Aerial used where we don't have survey
D NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Method is to only 

include aerial where we don't have survey. So will 

stick with what we have - survey where available, 

aerial otherwise

122 Mark Gehrke 68 G
Proposed Improvements shouldn't be shown on 

the removal plans.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

123 Mark Gehrke 70 G Show Elevation on Plan. (Typical) Roadway AC NPD

Updated slopes and points called out throughout 

set - tended toward slopes over points per Denver 

direction

124 Mark Gehrke 70 G
Add a description column.

(Typical)
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

125 Mark Gehrke 71 G Seems this should be a tighter radius. ED Roadway Will change to 1' flowline radii. AC BG2

126 Mark Gehrke 72 G

Looking at Google Street view, it doesn't look like 

anything is stopping this from being 5' in width.

Walk appears to already be out of the ROW.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

127 Mark Gehrke 81 G (arrows) DS Drainage Noted. D EGS No actions needed.

128 Mark Gehrke 86 G HMA Patching? ED Roadway
Will remove turning templates from construction 

plans.
AC NPD

Turning templates included as a separate PDF 

with submitted

129 Mark Gehrke 86 G
This legend probably isn't necessary on the turning 

template sheet. (Typical)
ED Roadway

Will remove turning templates from construction 

plans.
AC BG2

130 Brian Pfohl 2 H
These do not appear to be identified on the Survey 

Control Diagram Sheets.
ED General

Coordinate with HCL on need for 629-01001 

Survey Monument (Type 1) item/note
AC NPD

Kept item as it may potentially be needed. 

Continuing coordination on this post-100%

131 Brian Pfohl 3 H
These do not appear to be identified on the Survey 

Control Diagram Sheets.
ED General

Coordinate with HCL on need for 629-01001 

Survey Monument (Type 1) item/note
AC NPD

Kept item as it may potentially be needed. 

Continuing coordination on this post-100%
132 Brian Pfohl 3 H Spelling ED General Will fix AC NPD

133 Brian Pfohl 3 H Recommend adding "MONUMENT BOX" ED General Will add AC NPD

134 Brian Pfohl 3 H 1 monument box ED General Will add AC NPD

135 Brian Pfohl 3 H 3 monument boxes ED General Will add AC NPD

136 Brian Pfohl 4 H
Does not match the Basis of Bearings Statement 

on following Sheet 3.01.
ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

137 Brian Pfohl 4 H E ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

138 Brian Pfohl 4 H N (x10) ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

139 Brian Pfohl 4 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

140 Brian Pfohl 5 H Remove ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

141 Brian Pfohl 5 H CAP ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

142 Brian Pfohl 5 H

Published elevation is 5300.6.

Verify all project elevations are relative to the 

published elevation.

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

143 Brian Pfohl 5 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

144 Brian Pfohl 6 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets).

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed
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145 Brian Pfohl 7 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

146 Brian Pfohl 8 H

REPEAT COMMENT:

Tie Sheets show 2.5" ALUMINUM CAP STAMPED 

"DENVER RANGE POINT PLS 37066 2010" IN 

RANGE BOX.

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

147 Brian Pfohl 8 H
REPEAT COMMENT:

Tie Sheet shows 2010.
ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

148 Brian Pfohl 8 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

149 Brian Pfohl 8 H Elevations missing. ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

150 Brian Pfohl 9 H

REPEAT COMMENT:

Published elevation is 5300.6.

Verify all project elevations are relative to the 

published elevation.

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

151 Brian Pfohl 9 H Spelling ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

152 Brian Pfohl 9 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

153 Brian Pfohl 10 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

154 Brian Pfohl 11 H
Does not match the Basis of Bearings Statement 

on following Sheet 3.01.
ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

155 Brian Pfohl 11 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

156 Brian Pfohl 12 H Should be a separate note as previously shown. ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

157 Brian Pfohl 12 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

158 Brian Pfohl 13 H 41 ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

159 Brian Pfohl 13 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

160 Brian Pfohl 14 H 41 ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

161 Brian Pfohl 14 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

162 Brian Pfohl 15 H

REPEAT COMMENT:

Verify descriptions. 

Do not match other record documents.

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

163 Brian Pfohl 15 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

164 Brian Pfohl 15 H How is Elevation calculated? ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

165 Brian Pfohl 16 H
REPEAT COMMENT:

Elevations missing.
ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

166 Brian Pfohl 16 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

167 Brian Pfohl 17 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

168 Brian Pfohl 18 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

169 Brian Pfohl 19 H E ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed
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170 Brian Pfohl 19 H Should be decimal not apostrophe. ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

171 Brian Pfohl 19 H Remove extra spaces. ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

172 Brian Pfohl 19 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

173 Brian Pfohl 20 H E ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

174 Brian Pfohl 20 H NE CORNER ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

175 Brian Pfohl 20 H CORNER ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

176 Brian Pfohl 20 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

177 Brian Pfohl 21 H E ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

178 Brian Pfohl 21 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

179 Brian Pfohl 22 H CORNER ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

180 Brian Pfohl 22 H
REPEAT COMMENT:

Elevations missing
ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

181 Brian Pfohl 22 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

182 Brian Pfohl 23 H
REPEAT COMMENT:

Elevations missing
ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

183 Brian Pfohl 23 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

184 Brian Pfohl 24 H All point numbers and symbols should be dark. ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

185 Brian Pfohl 24 H

Should include sheet number corresponding to 

Index on Cover Sheet.

(Typical all Survey Sheets)

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

186 Brian Pfohl 25 H

Missing the following paragraph:

A Construction Survey Conference shall be held 

with the City Surveyor’s Office prior to performing 

any surveying work under this section. The 

Contractor’s Surveyor (PLS) and Party Chief shall 

attend. A Construction Survey Checklist shall be 

completed and signed by the City Surveyor’s 

Office and the contractor.

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

187 Brian Pfohl 27 H

The following statement is missing:

Traffic control for construction surveying will be 

measured and paid for in accordance with Section 

630.

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

188 Brian Pfohl 29 H 06 ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

189 Brian Pfohl 29 H 07 ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

190 Brian Pfohl 29 H 08 ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

191 Brian Pfohl 29 H 09 ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

192 Brian Pfohl 29 H

Recommend adding the following:

Monument Box                                                                          

Each

ED Survey Will forward to HCL AC NPD Addressed

193 Ethan Earl 48 I
These sorts of points should be called out in the 

roadway/intersection plan sheet
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

194 Ethan Earl 48 I

On intersection plan, this point table could also use 

a column specifying what the points are e.g. begin 

valley gutter or end curb head type xx, etc.)

Roadway AC NPD Included description column

195 Ethan Earl 48 I
Would like to see alignments/profiles for these flow 

lines
Roadway AC NPD Added profiles along Kearney

196 Ethan Earl 49 I East ED Roadway Will address AC BG2
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197 Ethan Earl 50 I

Does this really need to be full-depth or go this far 

north? I'd like to see some flow line profiles to 

make sure that's necessary. I'm hoping we can 

accomplish positive drainage with just a mill and/or 

patching.

Roadway AC NPD

Added profiles along Kearney and modified 

drainage/design on Kearney following coordination 

with Ethan & Denver

198 Ethan Earl 50 I

Suggest removing proposed improvements from 

sheet to avoid confusion. Or gray out proposed 

and make pattern outlines black. (typ. across 

removals sheets). 

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

199 Ethan Earl 50 I

Please prepare utility plan sheet subset per Task 

5. Plan set should label all potential conflicts, 

identify needed test holes, and have a matrix 

proposing resolutions to the conflicts. Let me know 

if you need to talk through what these look like

ED Utilities Will depict utility conflicts on plans AC NPD

Per coordination with Ethan - Depicting utility 

conflicts on relevant plan (Signal or Roadway). No 

utility conflict matrix per Denver coordination - not 

enough conflicts to warrant. Test holes are in 

progress and will be shown on SUE plans post-

100%
200 Ethan Earl 50 I Add line type to legend ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

201 Ethan Earl 50 I
Suggest different patterns since these three match 

proposed patterns on roadway sheets
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

202 Ethan Earl 51 I

This wouldn't be patching if full-depth replacement 

is required. Verify, then add another legend 

item/pattern and reference a Denver standard 

pavement cross section (see Std. Dwg. 12.5-12.7)

Roadway AC NPD Modified this hatching

203 Ethan Earl 51 I Bus stop won't be patterned concrete ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

204 Ethan Earl 51 I Bus stop won't be patterned concrete ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

205 Ethan Earl 51 I Make pattern black ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

206 Ethan Earl 51 I

Different types of curb are being represented with 

the same pattern. Area patterns for items that are 

counted linearly can cause confusion as well.

ED Roadway
Will remove proposed hatching from curb and 

gutter.
AC BG2

207 Ethan Earl 51 I
Existing/removals shouldn't be called out in this 

sheet. (typ. across all roadway and detail sheets)
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

208 Ethan Earl 51 I Reference CCD Standards ED Roadway Confirm pay item for curb and gutter. AC NPD

209 Ethan Earl 51 I More of a Type 4 MOD ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

210 Ethan Earl 51 I More of a Type 4 MOD ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

211 Ethan Earl 51 I
Call out valley gutter and reference CCD 

transportation Std. Dwg 8.0.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

212 Ethan Earl 51 I
Removing striping from sheet will allow more room 

for labeling roadway features
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

213 Ethan Earl 51 I Call out pavement section/depth ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

214 Ethan Earl 51 I Type 1 MOD ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

215 Ethan Earl 51 I Type 1 MOD ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

216 Ethan Earl 52 I Make this a straight line ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

217 Ethan Earl 52 I Specify radius ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

218 Ethan Earl 52 I Reference CCD Standards (typ.) ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

219 Ethan Earl 52 I Can we simplify this back of walk? ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

220 Ethan Earl 52 I Need a detail for this ED Roadway Will add detail for 4" mountable curb AC BG2

221 Ethan Earl 52 I Make control line bolder ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

222 Ethan Earl 52 I
I feel like in this case, the contour lines are more 

likely to confuse contractors than provide info
ED Roadway Will remove contour lines from detail sheets AC BG2

223 Ethan Earl 52 I
Removing striping from sheet will allow more room 

for labeling features
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2
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224 Ethan Earl 52 I

In general, there are too many elevation callouts 

on these details. They're not needed for where 

elevation can be inferred from a profile line, for 

instance. Point elevations mainly needed to 

demonstrate ADA compliance/constructability and 

not necessarily for roadway features, points of 

curvature, etc.

ED Roadway Will review point labels and minimize AC BG2

225 Ethan Earl 52 I Slope of flare? typ. ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

226 Ethan Earl 52 I

No striping and fewer points should leave more 

room for linear dimensions, like for the length of 

this ramp.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

227 Ethan Earl 53 I Make this a straight line ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

228 Ethan Earl 53 I Specify radius ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

229 Ethan Earl 53 I This sheet needs more slope angles. ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

230 Ethan Earl 53 I Remove curve ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

231 Ethan Earl 53 I
Bus stop detail doesn't apply to these nearside 

islands
ED Roadway Will remove label from this detail AC BG2

232 Ethan Earl 54 I Make this a straight line ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

233 Ethan Earl 54 I Specify radius ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

234 Ethan Earl 54 I
See BDS 6-6. We need to show a directional 

indicator strip here.
DS Roadway AC BG2

235 Ethan Earl 54 I
Ramp down to landing area should be shaded as 

concrete curb ramp.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

236 Ethan Earl 54 I
Show grade breaks, point elevations, and cross 

slopes for landing area
ED Roadway Will add more slope labels to landing area. AC BG2

237 Ethan Earl 54 I Show proposed TE DS Roadway Confirm TE AC BG2

238 Ethan Earl 54 I
Bus stop detail doesn't apply to these nearside 

islands
ED Roadway Will remove label from this detail AC BG2

239 Ethan Earl 55 I Make this a straight line ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

240 Ethan Earl 55 I Specify radius ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

241 Ethan Earl 55 I
See BDS 6-6. We need to show a directional 

indicator strip here.
DS Roadway

Confirm if we should use 2' or 1' wide directional 

indicator strip and the limits. (BDS6-6)
AC BG2

242 Ethan Earl 55 I
Ramp down to landing area should be shaded as 

concrete curb ramp.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

243 Ethan Earl 55 I
Show grade breaks, point elevations, and cross 

slopes for landing area
ED Roadway Will add more slope labels to landing area. AC BG2

244 Ethan Earl 55 I Show proposed TE DS Roadway Confirm TE AC BG2

245 Ethan Earl 56 I Slopes? ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

246 Ethan Earl 57 I

Xcel has an underground line on the south side, 

but nothing on the north side. The cabinet/meter 

location might need to change to the south side.

ED Traffic Will review cabinet location AC NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Will keep cabinet in 

NW corner due to limited space and tree to 

contend with in SW corner

247 Ethan Earl 57 I

Add legend to phasing diagram. Does the dashed 

right turn mean permissible? If so, we should add 

R10-15s. Will the green arrow ever light up? Do 

we need phasing diagrams for pedestrian and bike 

lights as well?

ED Traffic

Will add not specifying what dashed turn arrow 

means for signal phasing

Will provide more detail and a note clarifying signal 

phasing for bikes

Will provide green arrow when pedestrians are not 

called - coordinated and confirmed this approach 

with Ethan Earl

AC NPD

Added "FYA" by dashed right arrows

Added bike phasing within phasing diagram

Added note specifying green arrow operations 

when no peds present

248 Ethan Earl 58 I

Call the sheet "SIGNING AND STRIPING 

REMOVAL AND RESET PLAN" or something to 

that effect

ED Traffic Will address AC NPD

249 Ethan Earl 58 I

Show reset location, perhaps by making existing 

arrow line dashed and proposed location arrow 

line solid (typ.)

DS Traffic

Will show reset locations, with dashed arrow to 

existing location and solid arrow to proposed 

location. For signs off page, will show broken 

dimension

AC NPD
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250 Ethan Earl 58 I

Need pavement marking removals called out and 

tabulated where not tearing out with civil work (typ. 

across all signing/striping sheets)

ED Traffic

Note 1 on this sheet indicates that all existing 

striping and portable curbs and posts on this sheet 

shall be removed. Will confirm all existing striping 

removals are labeled on all striping sheets

AC NPD

251 Ethan Earl 58 I
Anywhere "REMAIN" is used, replace with 

"PROTECT IN PLACE"
ED Traffic Will address AC NPD

252 Ethan Earl 59 I
Assuming these red dashes are removals, should 

be shown in previous sheet with legend/callout
ED Traffic

Existing striping removals already labeled on 

previously sheet (with Note 1). Won't show 

removals on the proposed sheet anymore

AC NPD

253 Ethan Earl 59 I Is a W1-6R below the R6-1R warranted? DS Traffic

Typical application along MLK east and west of 

here is just an R6-1R One Way sign. Suggest 

sticking with that for corridor consistency, but will 

confirm

AC NPD

Discussed with Ethan Earl - Will stick with just R6-

1R One Way signs to maintain consistency along 

corridor

254 Ethan Earl 59 I Dimension missing ED Traffic Will add AC NPD

255 Ethan Earl 59 I Dimension missing ED Traffic Will add AC NPD

256 Ethan Earl 59 I Dimension missing ED Traffic Will add AC NPD

257 Ethan Earl 59 I
R10-15 needed for MLK lights, maybe for Kearney 

lights as well
ED Traffic

Will add for MLK lights, will coordinate internally 

whether should add for Kearney lights
AC NPD

Decision - Added R10-15 for all directions at this 

intersection

258 Ethan Earl 59 I
Let's label all pavement markings, not just once 

per sheet
ED Traffic

Will address based on additional direction from 

Ethan Earl
AC NPD

259 Ethan Earl 60 I Add outlines ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

260 Ethan Earl 61 I Type 1 MOD ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

261 Ethan Earl 61 I Add outlines/patterns ED Roadway

Confirm with Nick if we want to show concrete 

median cover material from existing median to 

proposed median cut through.

AC NPD Added minimal median cover material here

262 Ethan Earl 61 I
These sorts of utility conflicts need to be called out 

in utility plan set
ED Utilities Will address AC NPD

Called out on relevant plans (Signal or Roadway) 

rather than separate utility plan set - This method 

was coordinated with and approved by Ethan Earl

263 Ethan Earl 62 I

Since we're matching existing on all corners, and 

it's already ADA compliant, replacing the landing 

area seems unnecessary.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

264 Ethan Earl 62 I
This curb head seems unnecessary as well. Make 

median cover material for this tiny portion
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

265 Ethan Earl 62 I
Has compliance of existing ramp and landing area 

been verified?
Roadway D BG2 Yes, existing ramp meets standards.

266 Ethan Earl 64 I

Since we're matching existing on all corners, and 

it's already ADA compliant, replacing the landing 

area seems unnecessary.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

267 Ethan Earl 67 I
Remove dimensions since we're not changing 

anything
ED Traffic Will remove AC NPD

268 Ethan Earl 67 I S1-1s on mast arms needed? DS Traffic
Will coordinate internally and with Denver to 

determine recommendation here
D NPD

At recent similar installation (Federal & 42nd), post-

mounted signs are used. Will keep signs post-

mounted per coordination with Ethan
269 Ethan Earl 67 I Add crosswalk bars here ED Traffic Will add AC NPD

270 Ethan Earl 67 I
Use the version of R10-15 that has the yellow 

upper half/yield sign/ped symbols
ED Traffic Agreed, will update this sign AC NPD

271 Ethan Earl 69 I Make R=30' ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

272 Ethan Earl 69 I Make R=30' ED Roadway Will address D BG2

A 28' radius was used to better match existing 

conditions at the SE corner of Chambers and 

Bolling.

273 Ethan Earl 69 I

I didn't catch this at 30%, but we should avoid a 

skewed crossing. Either move east side ramp to 

the south, or tighten radius of SW corner to allow 

for a similar design as the NW corner.

DS Roadway AC BG2

274 Ethan Earl 70 I

See Std. Dwg. 7.6b in Transportation Standards. If 

1' radius does allow for contact of detectable 

warning, Option 4 might be necessary (typ.)

ED Roadway Will change to 1' flowline radii. AC BG2
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275 Ethan Earl 70 I
Can we tie in so that adjustment of storm drain 

isn't necessary?
ED Roadway Will look into tying in before the existing inlet AC BG2

276 Ethan Earl 70 I Make 5' wide. suggested limits of sidewalk outlined ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

277 Ethan Earl 71 I

Since we're matching existing on all corners, and 

it's already ADA compliant, replacing the landing 

area seems unnecessary.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

278 Ethan Earl 71 I

See Std. Dwg. 7.6b in Transportation Standards. If 

1' radius does allow for contact of detectable 

warning, Option 4 might be necessary.

ED Roadway Will change to 1' flowline radii. AC BG2

279 Ethan Earl 72 I

See Std. Dwg. 7.6b in Transportation Standards. If 

1' radius does allow for contact of detectable 

warning, Option 4 might be necessary.

ED Roadway Will change to 1' flowline radii. AC BG2

280 Ethan Earl 72 I
Can we tie in so that adjustment of storm drain 

isn't necessary?
ED Roadway Will look into tying in before the existing inlet AC BG2

281 Ethan Earl 72 I
Make cross slopes 1.5% or under to allow for 

construction tolerance
ED Roadway Will make cross slope 1.50% AC BG2

282 Ethan Earl 72 I Make 5' wide. suggested limits of sidewalk outlined ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

283 Ethan Earl 72 I
0.05" drop over less than a foot, lengthen  

reconstruction.
ED Roadway Will length reconstruction AC BG2

284 Ethan Earl 73 I

Since we're matching existing on all corners, and 

it's already ADA compliant, replacing the landing 

area seems unnecessary.

ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

285 Ethan Earl 73 I

See Std. Dwg. 7.6b in Transportation Standards. If 

1' radius does allow for contact of detectable 

warning, Option 4 might be necessary.

ED Roadway Will change to 1' flowline radii. AC BG2

286 Ethan Earl 75 I
This sheet isn't necessary. Should be able to detail 

dimensions on intersection layout sheet.
ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

287 Ethan Earl 77 I Add R10-15 to all signal poles ED Traffic Will add AC NPD

288 Ethan Earl 86 I This sheet isn't necessary ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

289 Ethan Earl 87 I This sheet isn't necessary ED Roadway Will address AC BG2

PDF Key

Letter PDF Name

A 2025-CIP-0000058 Comment Report 04-03-2025

B REDLINES - Blair - NTS NE - 90pcnt Plans 2025-03-14

C REDLINES - DOTI - Long

D REDLINES - DPR - DPR Comments NTS NE - 90PCNT Plans 2025-03-14

E REDLINES - ER Transportation - Weller

F REDLINES - TRANSPORTATION - MUELLER

G REDLINES - WW Construction - Gehrke

H REDLINES- Survey- Pfohl

I NTS NE - 90% Plans 2025-03-14_Earl Review

J REDLINES - DPR  - 63047-LAND_ENVI-IRR_FINAL_AS-BUILTS_CCD

K REDLINES - DPR - Chambers Median 510 AsBuilt
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