


Comments received through June 4, 2015 by correspondence 
(including e-mails, phone calls and InspireBoulder.com)

55, Folsom and Iris  Jesse Grimson 6/4/2015
This is one of the many planning ideas that the City of Boulder is working on that seems to be part of an ongoing effort to move businesses out of the City of Boulder. I, as a business owner in Boulder and resident for more then 10 years have reached a point where instead of moving to a bigger facility in Boulder to accommodate our business growth, will now be looking at moving the business to a more reasonable location. Not only is the cost of doing business in Boulder already high with the city of bolder tax, business rental rate increasing by over 40% in the last few yeas, the general cost of living being high, and now adding a traffic burden to residents and our employees really shows how a small minded the small number of council folks can be. Adding massive bike lanes on the road and removing 50% of the vehicle traffic lanes is absolutely ridiculous. Boulder has a massive bike path network already!! Enact this and then sit back and watch business leave the city of Boulder! If that is the goal of the city council, well done...your plan is working well.

55th  Sharon Amsinger 6/2/2015
I currently work in the Flatirons Park off of 55th Street in Boulder. There are only 2 ways to get in and out of the complex and that is by 55th Street. 55th Street is used by thousands of people who need access to Flatirons Park and the Boulder Sheriff’s Dept. is here, as well. This is a highly congested area during the work week. There are also backups and delays when trains come though. Cutting the lanes from 4 to 2 will only add to more congestion and, most likely, frustration from commuters. I believe it is essential to keep the four lanes of highway on 55th Street. Regards, Sharon Amsinger

55th  Judy Bebber 6/3/2015
Boulder City Council DK Kemp Marni Ratzel I am writing on behalf of Coolescence LLC, located in Flatiron Park, adjacent to 55th Street. We have dedicated bike riders on staff and all enjoy Boulder’s beautiful bike trails, however we must voice our opposition on the ‘Right-sizing’ pilot programs. The only way to access Coolescence is from 55th Street, which is scheduled for the lane closers. Per your study 15-20 thousand vehicles drive this segment every day. Because we are those drivers we must make our views known. Currently, the rush hours produce long lane backups. Incoming traffic can exceed, well past Arapahoe and outgoing traffic surpasses Central Ave with the railroad tracks compounding the problems. The proposed lane closers would only intensify the frustration. The City of Boulder has always been a bike friendly community, which is evident with the Boulder Creek Path. Please don’t ignore the needs of your business enterprises and their employees, who are also residents and taxpayers of your city.

55th  Phillip Bendele 6/4/2015
Anyone who actually lives and works in boulder or this area in particular could not possiably be happy with this idea. This location is many miles from downtown, restaurants,and the major middle and high schools. It is a business park with plenty of bike access. Decreasing the car lanes will not increase bike riding, just traffic jams. Furthermore, riding a bike to work is just not an option for busy families and I'd imagine 90% of the workforce out here is from working families that live 10-40 miles away. Really stupid idea!

55th  David Benson 6/3/2015
email: bensondavid@yahoo.com comments: Has an analysis of local/commuter traffic been done for vehicles using 55th today? Unless the portion of local residents is high, adding bike lanes won't be very effective. What portion of the existing road users are 'older people, and families with children' which are the targets? For the Flatirons business park, this is already well connected to the existing bike network.
55th  Pete Bialick 6/2/2015
I hear you are considering making 55th smaller for bike traffic. Why not make it wider instead? I ride my bike to work when the weather allows from Frasier Meadows. There are a number of bike paths I can take and almost never have (or want to) use 55th to get to my work (or many other streets). The bike path runs behind many businesses here on Central Avenue. The few times that I have taken 55th the bike paths or sidewalks work fine. I rarely see many bicyclists using 55th though — I think more use the bike paths. I don’t think reducing 55th to one lane is practical and could easily cause more traffic congestion especially in the train crossing area. A train bypass over 55th could help relieve this issues. Pete Bialick,

55th  Wayne Bogatin 6/2/2015
I JUST GOT AN EMAIL STATING THE REDUCTION OF LANES ON 55TH STREET. THIS IS RIDICULOUS. YOU HAVE BIKES PATHS IN THE AREA. UPSLOPE HAS A BUNCH OF BIKERS GET TO THERE LOCATION ALL THE TIME .THEY USE THE BIKE PATH OFF OF CENTRAL AVE. THEIR CUSTOMERS RIDE BIKES SO THEY DO NOT GET D.U.I S. NOW YOU WANT TO PUT THOSE PEOPLE IN HARMS WAY. BIKERS IN LARGE GROUPS ARE REALLY INCONSIDERATE . THEY TAKE MORE THEN THE AREA DESIGNATED. START THINKING ABOUT THE SAFETY OF THE RIDES OF BIKERS AND THE UNNECESSARY LIABILITY OF TRUCKS AND CARS USING THE ROADS. THIS IS ALMOST AS STUPID AS BOULDER RUNNING IT'S OWN UTILITY . AT LEAST WITH THE UTILITY ISSUE KNOW ONE COULD GET PHYSICALLY HURT OR KILLED.

55th  Sarasvati Buhrman 6/2/2015
Dear City Reps, I, for one, am absolutely sick of the continual reconstruction of Boulder's major roads which seems to go on endlessly. First there was Arapahoe, then 30th, then Pearl, each one inconveniencing people on a regular basis, for as long as year or two. People who are just trying to get to work, let alone just trying to get from one part of the city to another. My patients and students have already complained in the past that it is time-consuming and stressful to get to my office on Central Ave. because of the construction on Arapahoe and Pearl. Have you given any thought to the negative impact that narrowing 55th will have on people trying to reach the offices and businesses located on the Flatirons business loop of Central Ave, those located on 55th, the Veterinary hospital, and the Boulder Dinner Theater???? Cynical comments I often hear (and wonder about myself) involve people's suspicions that the City of Boulder must have some on-going major commitment to supporting the road construction industry, because as soon as one seemingly unnecessary road construction project is finished, another one starts. I have lived in four different states in my life (including cities of comparable size and larger in Illinois and California which have also hosted universities), and nowhere other than the city of Boulder have I seen anything like the obsessive road reconstruction that goes on here. I also agree with the sentiments expressed in the letter below. I would point out that 55th presently handles a great deal of traffic on a daily basis, and is often extremely congested in the time period of 4:30-6:00 pm, even with two lanes. I am pleased that the City of Boulder wishes to provide safe accommodation for its bicyclists, but surely it is possible to find a way of helping a smaller group of people that does not entail risking harm, stress, frustration, and livelihood to a much larger group of people. Yours sincerely, Sarasvati Buhrman

55th  Andrew Bunin 6/3/2015
Thank you for you time and consideration. Having learned very recently about the proposed pilot project I responded the the Living Lab website, pertaining specifically to the 55th Street element of the program. My sincere request is you review this input, and from others, as a part of your deliberations in the matter. Both living and working in the affected area, along with commuting by bike and car, the consequences of what you are proposing are immediate and adverse, when the infrastructure for alternative transportation in this corridor is already in place. My input via the lab website, details my concerns. I am among many who are use these roads daily and share this point of view. Being a long time Boulder resident, I am deeply appreciative of the many city-sponsored projects that have improved transportation and quality of life. This specific proposal is clearly not one of them. Respectfully, Andrew Bunin
55th  Andrew Bunin 6/3/2015
Thank you for you time and consideration. Having learned very recently about the proposed pilot project I responded the the Living Lab website, pertaining specifically to the 55th Street element of the program. My sincere request is you review this input, and from others, as a part of your deliberations in the matter. Both living and working in the affected area, along with commuting by bike and car, the consequences of what you are proposing are immediate and adverse, when the infrastructure for alternative transportation in this corridor is already in place. My input via the lab website, details my concerns. I am among many who are use these roads daily and share this point of view. Being a long time Boulder resident, I am deeply appreciative of the many city-sponsored projects that have improved transportation and quality of life. This specific proposal is clearly not one of them. Respectfully, Andrew Bunin

55th  Susanne Caulfield 6/3/2015
Hello, I hope you’re the people to address these comments. Between Arapahoe and Pearl, along 55th and down Central avenue is an industrial park. I work at this park and know how heavy truck traffic can be. It’s hard enough to turn corners with some of these rigs. Because of this, to take away two lanes on 55th is a travesty. The constant flow of trucks and truck traffic on two lanes, the attempts at turning those trucks onto the side streets…has anyone really taken this into consideration? I’m a bike person and I like plenty of space when I ride. But, it’s just downright irresponsible for Boulder to remove absolutely essential lanes in an industrial/business park area. Please reconsider your plans to eliminate two lanes on 55th. Kind regards, Sue

55th  Marguerite Chan 6/3/2015
I am a tenant near 55 th st. The traffic is really bad already. Changing the lane to accommodate cyclists is a bad idea. 4 lanes to 2 for the very few cyclists isn't fair or reasonable. Thanks, Marguerite Chan

55th  David Corson 6/2/2015
Marni & DK, I’m writing to express my concern regarding the proposed revisions to 55th street. I work in the Flatirons Business Park off of 55th and Flatirons Parkway. There is already a traffic congestion problem on 55th. Reducing the car lanes to two, would only make the current situation worse. Furthermore, very few, if any bikers actually bike on this road. The current bike lanes and sidewalks along 55th are almost always empty of bikers. The entire area has bike paths around the business park and plenty of access for bikers. The use of City funds and tax payer dollars to fund a pointless project like this is erroneous! I hope you can find a better use of for the funds and that you “listen” to the citizens of Boulder when we say we don’t need any more bike lanes! The so called “bus lane” and “bike lanes” that were constructed between Cherryvale and Arapahoe road east bound, were also a total waste of money. Not sure why you would widen Arapahoe road and still only keep it a one lane. No one bikes along this route, I drive it every day, and its empty of bikers. Congratulations to you and your staff for concocting another wasteful proposal for tax payer dollars. How about using the money to fund our schools and pay teachers? Please let me know when meetings will be held, so I can attend to strongy OPPOSE this idiotic proposal. Thanks! David Corson

55th  Joe Costello 6/3/2015
Dear DK and Marni, I am writing to make my opinion known on the plans to close off half of the only thoroughfare into my place of business. Upon reading of the Council’s plans, only one thing kept popping into my mind: Why? The prevailing explanation seems to outline what can only be described as a reactionary and poorly-thought-out experiment in confirmation bias that attempts to shove a populace toward a goal that solves very little. To constrict a number of thoroughfares in an already congested small town traversed by motorists who often commute here, and for whom bicycles are not feasible, serves to curb a demand that doesn’t exist at the expense of strained working folk just wanting to get a sandwich or get home. Is the 30% bike-commuting goal a marketing bullet point? A line on your resume? I can’t fathom any other reason to cordon off a slab of useful pavement that will go unused half of the year and underutilized for the other half. I would be the first to applaud efforts to usher in change that reduces congestion and fosters stewardship of the environment. This living (nightmare of a) laboratory isn’t that. I invite you to commute with me at 5:05 in the evening, after a long day’s work, and sit in the double parallel lines of cars on 55th Avenue. Together we can watch the train lumber by at 5 MPH reflecting on the atrocities that await us in the subsequent hour of commuting through the potholes, distracted drivers and construction zones that stand between us and our families. When the train finally passes we have the pleasure of traversing the teeth-rattling, suspension-shredding train crossing patronizingly labeled “rough crossing.” We’ll be ecstatic as we finally reach Arapahoe and stop again at that light, noting the lack of any bicyclists in sight. The ecstasy will wane a bit when we both realize “wow, it’s 5:30 and we’ve only gone seventenths of a mile. Imagine if we only had one lane for cars…” Or maybe I should just start pedaling to my modest house in Denver, right? Your plan is nonsense, Joe Costello

55th  Patrick Crist 6/4/2015
I would not support downsizing 55th street to 2 lanes. It already experiences congestion at peak times with difficulty accessing my office or pulling out of my office complex onto 55th. With train traffic (frequently!) the traffic already backs up several blocks when stopped for trains, this would become completely untenable with only two travel lanes.

55th  Kelsey DiGiacomo 6/4/2015
I work at 55th street and commute daily. The reduction of lanes will negatively impact not only my commute but also everyone else who works in Flatiron Park. There is not enough bike or pedestrian traffic along 55th for this to even be considered a viable decision. There is already traffic complications cause by the train track crossing 55th street. This will also negatively impact traffic because there are many businesses along 55th that do not have turn lanes- and reducing the lanes will cause more traffic by cars turning.

55th  Carl Embry 6/2/2015
Dear Marni and DK, I am a business owner at Flatiron Park who just today learned of the City’s plans to reduce 55th street from 4 lanes to 2 lanes. I regularly ride my bike to work here in the business park using the wonderful trails that surround the park. I have never found an issue with the current bike lanes. However whenever there is a train, I have regularly seen traffic in all lanes backed up from the train to Arapahoe Avenue. Has the City performed a study on negative impact of this change, and the associated costs? I personally see very little positive gain given the proximity of the trail system, and a very negative impact especially given the traffic issues that already exist with trains and during rush hour. I do not think this is appropriate and believe others in this business park feel the same. Thank you for your consideration. Sincerely, _______________________________ Carl Embry

55th  H Field 6/3/2015
comments: I work in the Flatirons Business Park east of 55th street and near the proposed project. I support the 55th street 4 lanes to 2 lanes project with the following contingencies: 1. It must be implemented on the northbound side only from the train tracks northward . Two northbound lanes between Arapahoe and the tracks must be available for cars and trucks though these lanes may be narrowed to widen the bicycle path next to them. Otherwise, backups south of the train tracks will clog 55th/Arapahoe several times per year and thus inappropriately rally public sentiment against the project and the idea of lane separations generally. 2. The lane separator design must accommodate long trucks entering and exiting at Central Ave and other intersections along the route. Project advocates should put out some cones to represent the separators, drive a long truck through these intersections in all combinations, and record a video to prove to the community that it can work. I support the project because it helps the road serve bicyclists and users of other lightweight bicycles. I think that the biggest reason why it's necessary is the hazard of distracted drivers. I used to be able to assume that since my bicycle is clearly visible, the likelihood that I'll be hit by a car is low. But now, many drivers are looking at their cellphones or engaged in conversations on the phone and not paying attention to the road ahead of them. I reject the argument that this project is unnecessary because there are alternative routes for bicycles using the bike paths. By this argument's logic, we do not need any car or truck route along 55th other than to support local traffic, as cars and trucks can use Arapahoe and Pearl to get to Flatirons Parkway or Arapahoe and Valmont to reach 63rd street. I acknowledge that this project will lead to some congestion on 55th street. However, as a driver, I find some level of congestion to be acceptable. As a driver and a cyclist, my perspective is that cyclists' entitlement to safe travel routes exceeds drivers' entitlement to congestion-free routes. For those who are inclined to complain about the congestion that may arise from this project, I have the following request: When you get into your car to drive, put your cellphone out of reach. Don't even use "hands-free" cellphone systems. Give your full attention to the road, the safety of others, and the safety of yourself. When you're not driving and you're having a phone conversation with someone else who turns out to be driving, adjourn the phone call until the other party is not driving, and tell the other person why. As soon as this is your habit, I encourage you to complain loudly about the congestion inconvenience and how distracted drivers are making it necessary. Once most people adopt responsible driving habits as you have, the rate of roadkill bicyclists will decrease, and less-obtrusive lane separators may become sufficient. Separated bicycle and car/truck lanes has worked well in China for decades, though they're now being removed by short-sighted decisionmakers who do not represent the people. I suggest that project proponents look at which European city attempts to manage multi-mode transportation have succeeded and what we can learn from those successes. This project and others like it are part of the transition from the "roads are for cars and trucks and bicycles are a nuisance but let's try not to hit too many of them though it's their fault if they do get hit" paradigm to an "all vehicles are equally entitled to use the roads" paradigm. This new paradigm is sustainable and necessary as peoples' transportation mode choices adapt to various factors including energy prices rises due to increased incorporation of the the myriad costs associated with energy generation and use.

55th  Pamela Fletcher 6/2/2015
Dear DK Kemp, I wanted to express my concern as a local resident who lives in the King Ridge area. I am absolutely against reducing the size of 55th to 2 lanes the road itself is already congested at times and this would only make it worse. It is a road I travel daily to take my daughter to and from school as I know many other local residents do as well, without the ease of using this road it will add 10 minutes to our trip each way! I know this because the one day they were doing work on the railroad and 55th was closed to thru traffic this was the case! I choose the neighborhood I live in based on the ease of traveling 55th to and from Arapahoe and not having to go on Foothills parkway. Also there is a wonderful bike path witch follows the road so I absolutely see no need to create more bike lanes! I have ridden on this bike bath many times and it is perfectly sufficient! Pamela Fletcher

55th  Bryan Grissom 6/3/2015
comments: I commute on this street twice a day. My initialize assumption is this will make the commute worse. This is a busy street with only a few bike commuters. I come in from out of town. I would like some assurance that the commute time won't

55th  Bill Hander 6/2/2015
comments: My company, Markit On Demand (formerly Wall Street On Demand) has been in Boulder since 1996. As we grew we moved to the Flatirons business park east of this proposed stretch of 55th street, joining many other medium-sized businesses in those larger office spaces. As we grew, we also came to rely more heavily on people who must commute into Boulder. This change on 55th street seems extremely poorly conceived. As someone who can bike at times, I can attest that these areas are already very well setup for bike commuters with the trails and sidewalks nearby. But for many others who cannot reasonably commute by bike, adding traffic will diminish the desire to be located in Boulder. I believe you will reduce the amount of car traffic, but not through an increase in bike commuting. Businesses like ours will be have yet another reason to consider moving out of Boulder, and some will surely do so. Our people are our most valuable resource, and most will make changes as necessary to attract and retain talent from across the Denver metro area. Please keep Boulder strong by reconsidering this unnecessary imposition on Boulder's business community. Respectfully, Bill Hander

55th  Derek Herman 6/4/2015
This section of street already has a lot of vehicle traffic for people commuting to work, many of whom live too far away for biking to be practical. By removing a car lane it will add at least 10- 15 minutes of wait time at the intersections. More time in a car means more gas consumption, which is bad for the environment. There is already a bike lane there. I do not think there will be enough of an increase in bike usage to justify the addition wasted gas.

55th  Brett Hobbs 6/3/2015
comments: 55th street had a number of problems related to reduce the number of lanes and adding bikes. There is the fact that 55th is a high traffic area with a technology park, lab, and really the first north south road on the east side of the city. Currently when a Train comes through traffic can get backed up on the north side of the tracks nearly to (both lanes full) during busy commute times. Additionally, Boulder has already put in a nice trail on the east side of the tech park that leads north up to valmont and cuts over, this trail used for running and bikes is heavily used already and provides easy and safe access to bus stops for in the tech park (Central Ave area). Additionally, there are side walks on both sides of the road already (that could use some updating in place) that provide a safe walking and possibly riding path for the limited number of bikes that travel on the road. Were trails already exist, we should utilize them, and if you have never looked at the actual trail usage around 55th, you should. It is very busy but provides good access from Valmont to Cherry Vale, including access to Baseline, and trails down to south boulder and beyond.

55th  Mark Hoge 6/2/2015
Hello, I have concerns about the traffic issues that will be caused by decreasing 55th from four lanes to two lanes. There are a lot of trucks that use that road, coming and going from delivering to the business areas, such as where my office is at 2450 Central Avenue (near the Fedex offices). And a lot of those trucks, as well as buses, stop at the railroad tracks, and appear to need more than one lane when they turn on to Central off of 55th. Traffic lines can back up, occasionally all the way to Arapahoe, when a train comes through, and to lesser degree in response to trucks and busses stopping at the train tracks when no trains are there, and slowing down for turns. I'm anticipating slow traffic and traffic jams, if 55th does not stay four lanes. There are bike paths throughout this area, providing alternate routes for bikers. Sincerely, Mark Hoge

55th  Shara Howie 6/4/2015
love this idea, although I have no good sense of how it would effect traffic on 55th. It seems that it would make the street much quieter and hopefully encourage folks to slow down. I love the idea of having a better biking lane too. I support the idea of a reduction. Thanks for accepting comments.

55th  Kathleen Kargol 6/2/2015
Dear Mr. Marni, I was recently introduced to the idea of the City's plan to reduce the four lane road of 55th down to two lanes. This is already a heavy traffic area due to the industrial aspects and the railway. Reducing the amount of lanes would only increase the heavy traffic it already receives. This would create major issues for the Businesses in the area. There are only two entrances into the Businesses and they are both off 55th. If clients, customers, and even employees have a difficult time traveling to this area, the businesses and surrounding businesses could face a potential loss in revenue. I am a fellow biker who uses this means of transportation to and from work. The bike paths are easily accessible and run right by many of the businesses in the area. It does not seem necessary to completely remove a street lane when bikers can easily use the bike path to achieve their destination. I hope you seriously consider the negative impacts it will have in the area and to the businesses surrounding. Boulder's bike paths provide a safe and efficient means of transportation. Thank you for your time. Sincerely, Katie Kargol

55th  Kathryn Kargol 6/3/2015
two lanes brings grave concern. The traffic in this area is already a congested due to the industrial aspects and the railway. Reducing the amount of lanes would only increase the heavy traffic it already receives. This would create major issues for the Businesses in the area and the industries utilizing the access of 55th. If clients, customers, and even employees have a difficult time traveling to this area, the businesses and surrounding businesses could potentially experience detrimental effects on their success. I am a fellow biker who uses this means of transportation to and from work. The bike paths are easily accessible and run right by many of the businesses in the area. It does not seem necessary to completely remove a street lane when bikers can easily use the bike path to achieve their destination. I hope you seriously consider the negative impacts this Proposal will have in the area and on the businesses. Boulder's bike paths provide a safe and efficient means of transportation. Please consider striking the 55th Proposal from Phase II. Thank you for your time.

55th  Noah Katz 6/4/2015
This proposed restructure to 2 lanes is ridiculous. There are so many businesses, such as mine, in this area that reducing from 4 to 2 lanes will greatly increase traffic. There are already bikes lanes on each side as well as sidewalks. Fix the railroad crossing if something needs changing but don't force a bottle neck on the thousands of us who work here.

55th  Lew Kingdom 6/3/2015
comments: Cannot believe what I read in the Daily Camera! I travel the 55th street corridor on a daily basis. To think the City is going to close down to 1 lane each direction is a living nightmare about to happen. My comments would apply to all 4 of the locations. I also have travel out to 95th and Arap 3 times a week in the early morning. The trip back between 8-9 is frequently a parking lot with cars stacked up over Legion Hill to the east. Why? Because there is only 1 lane in

55TH  Marsh Lanham 6/4/2015
I would like to strongly urge that the plans to make 55th two lanes rather than four is not acted upon. I have worked in this area for 28 years and the traffic is very congested as it is. This would create major problems for everyone.

55th  Susie Lefebvre 5/30/2015
comments: As a Gunbarrel resident for 23 years, I cannot imagine how the City of Boulder would believe that 'Rightsizing'' 63rd Street by decreasing its' number of lanes would do anything but significantly increase traffic congestion, especially given the recent addition of mind-boggling amounts of high-density housing to the area (and more to come, by my understanding). One of the benefits to living in Gunbarrel has always been its easy access to other areas. We are already experiencing limiting congestion on Lookout between Spine and 75th and on the Diagonal north from Boulder to IBM during pm rush hour. Please greatly consider public, especially current resident, input on the reality of the situation vs. an ideal not based on current circumstances. There are many more constructive ways to spend public dollars.

55th  Gabriel Lein 6/2/2015
comments: Making Boulder more bike accessible is great and all but the city needs to recognize that a huge part of its work force does not actually live in Boulder and we don't all have the luxury of biking to work. Creating more and more burdens for the car-reliant work force is only going to incentivize them to seek employment elsewhere and act as a downward pull on Boulder's economy.

55th  Timothy Long 6/2/2015
Dear Marni and DK, I have an office at Flatirons. I also use 55th from Valmont to Arapahoe to take my daughter to and from Platt Middle School. I am certain that making this road 2 lanes from 4 is about the stupidest thing I could imagine. There is often heavy traffic on this road as it is. I can’t imagine what it says in this letter is true. Tell me it is not true, is it? Timothy Long, Boulder Resident Hi All, Brad, in our office, has attended a couple of meetings regarding the City's plan to cut down the lanes on 55th & three other streets in Boulder. Until this morning's front page article in the Daily Camera, not much was heard about this proposed project in the media. Brad wanted me to pass this on to all of our tenants who will most certainly be affected. Please read his words below: "The city plans to reduce 55th street from four lanes to two lanes so it can widen the bike lane on that street “to help people of all ages feel more comfortable when riding a bike.” I attended an open house on this matter a few weeks ago and was shocked that the city planned to do this because I believe it will cause a traffic nightmare. The next few days, I observed several traffic issues that proved this. For example, large trucks already turn from both the left lane and the right lane of 55th because they are too long to use turn lanes, and that creates a back-up behind them since they turn slowly. Also, the train causes back-ups all the way to Arapahoe on the south and also back-ups on Central which will become much worse if there are not two lanes in each direction to hold stopped cars and trucks waiting for the train to pass. Even when there is no train, busses and many trucks slow down and stop at the tracks, causing traffic problems that will become much worse if there is no “left lane” to allow other vehicles to pass these vehicles. The city will be creating traffic problems for thousands of people who need access to Flatiron Park for the dubious benefit of widening a bike lane for a few bikes. This is not necessary because there are alternative routes for bikes, including the bike path which surrounds the Park. The city says it is going to listen to everyone’s comments, but my voice is not enough. I sent my comments to Ratzel, Marni RatzelM@bouldercolorado.gov who, along with DK Kemp dk@bouldercolorado.gov, are “most directly involved with this project” according to Randall Rutsch at the city. I then attended another Open House, but Marni was not that interested in speaking to me. Will you join me and let Marni or DK know your thoughts?"

55th  Betty Lucas 6/2/2015
Hello, I work in a development off of 55th Street in Boulder between Arapahoe and Valmont which is an industrial development. It already difficult to use this road due to the train crossing and the amount of traffic between Central Avenue and Valmont with having all 4 lanes available. This will cause a traffic nightmare with closing down lanes on this road for bicycles. We do not have any options for getting out of this development except to use 55th street. Thank you, Betty Lucas

55th  Bob McCool 6/3/2015
comments: I wanted to express my concern about reducing vehicle lanes from 4 lanes to 2 on 55th Street. As a Boulder Business Owner since 1999 in the Flatirons Technology Park I have been using 55th Street for over 15 years. I have no doubt that reducing the lanes will cause very serious issues for this area: 1.) 55th St backs up to the south of the tracks close to Arapahoe when there is a long train. Reducing this to a single lane will absolutely create a gridlock situation at the 55th and Arapahoe intersection. 2.) 55th St backs up now to the north of the tracks when there is a train which backs up Central Ave for a considerable time for the majority of us that make a left turn on to 55th. A single lane will make that a nightmare. Boulder has shown that cars sitting and idling puts much more exhaust into the air and these backups will increase that substantially. 3.) General egress southbound during the afternoon rush hour already backs up traffic to the point that it takes 2-3 light signals to proceed straight or right through Arapahoe. I can't imagine what it will take to exit the Flatirons Technology Park with a single lane on 55th. Again, this will dramatically increase the number of vehicles sitting and idling. Not to mention the considerable addition to everyone's commute time. 4.) During recent construction work on 55th north of Flatirons Parkway this year the lanes were reduced to one lane heading north to Pearl St. The backup during rush hour was extremely long causing people to wait several (3+) light cycles at Pearl St. 5.) Both sides of 55th Street are flanked with businesses. This is an office / industrial area. In my opinion this is not an area for leisure access for bikes and pedestrians and any improvements should be focused soley on Bike commuters who know they are coming into a high traffic office/industrial area that needs to support heavy transportation (lots of cars, large tractor trailers and delivery vehicles) As an alternative, consider eliminating the detached sidewalks and creating a bike/pedestrian trail similar to what is on Broadway. This could probably be done on both sides of 55th with the elimination of the detached sidewalks and reconfiguration of the existing sidewalk and bike lanes into a shared pathway. Thank you for your consideration and thank you for your attention to bike and pedestrian safety. Bob

55th  Sarah McIntire 6/3/2015
comments: While I think this is a really cool idea on appropriate streets, I'm a little concerned with the implementation on 55th. Working in Flatirons Business Park, I'm familiar with the daily driving conditions. The afternoon rush hour frequently backs up 55th's two lanes of traffic from Arapahoe to the business park or even to Pearl Street. I could see this having a lot of time impact as I'm trying to commute home. I understand the need for more bike lane room but not at the expense of an already congested street. Because a lot of the employees in Flatirons Business park can't afford to live in Boulder, we also don't get much benefit from the added bike lane, since we don't have the option of biking to work.

55th  Shannon Monasco 6/3/2015
comments: 55th street can be a real bottleneck for car traffic the way it is. Bike traffic is usually used by those going a short distance when compared to most commuters. How much additional bike traffic do you really expect to create? There are known back ways into the Industrial park between Arapahoe and Pearl for bikers. I really don't think we will be opening up more bike traffic and I think we'll be causing gridlock.

55th  Peter Nelson 6/4/2015
I work in Flatirons Business Park off 55th and Central Ave. This is a business park, there is significant traffic throughout the work-day -- and phenomenal traffic during rush hour. Reducing 55th from 2 lanes to 1 lane is ridiculous and will take rush hour from bad to worse. Snarling traffic at rush hour will impede fire/police response -- there is a fire station on 55th south of Arapahoe. If you want to widen the bike lane -- then pay to widen the street and cut down width of the sidewalk

55th  Jim Normandeau 6/4/2015
Please visit 55th during peak hours and see how much traffic is on it. Turning it to one lane would be disastrous. I bike commute on it almost everyday and it is fine as it is. I am also usually the only one on it too. The only real issue is the RR crossing which is dangerous. Fix that if anything. On 63rd, I do not see the need to do anything here too. I ride that section frequently and I use the multi-use path that is on the west side of the road. What could be done is use more signs to tell cyclists to use the path who don't use, which is pretty dumb in the first place.

55th  Caitline O'Connor 6/3/2015
comments: I work in the Flatirons office park on 55th and I think reducing it from 4 lanes to 2 is one of the dumber ideas Boulder has had lately. First off, the majority of the bike riders I know who commute to work via bike do so on the bike paths in this area, not on 55th. Traffic is already bad in this area at rush hour. The intersection at Arapahoe is dangerous with the current set up, reducing lanes will make it absurd. As is, turning on to 55th from Araphoe takes forever at any time of day. None of this takes in to account the traffic delays from the trains that cross 55th, which frequently backs traffic all the way up to Central or Arapahoe. I understand Boulder wants to reduce the amount of cars on the road, but making public transportation should be the priority, not making traffic ridiculous for those of us who can't afford Boulder's absurd housing costs and commute too far to ride our bikes.

55th  Cody Planteen 6/4/2015
Have you considered the traffic impact of closing 55th Street between Arapahoe and Pearl when a train crosses? I work in an office on 2425 55th St. Traffic routinely will be backed up to Flatiron Ln. during rush hour when a train crosses. Simply eyeballing a map shows that the backup will regularly extend past Pearl. What about north bound traffic on 55th St? Cherryvale Rd is already closed for the summer, leading to additional traffic on 55th. What is the success/fail criteria for this program?

55th  Jeff Reh 6/4/2015
In regards to the narrowing of 55th St, I am bicyclist and commute to my work at the corner of 55th and Central. I am opposed to the narrowing of 55th. There are ample bike paths that surround the business park that use 55th. The last 50 yards most cyclist have to use 55th to get to their buildings/work. Narrowing is going to add more pollution due to traffic congestion/jams, more accidents due to to higher density of autos. Government tries to do good but the results are mostly bad

55th  Bill Robinson 6/3/2015
Please Do Not give away our car lanes for bikers. Bikers are the rudest people in our city and have quite enough pathways dedicated to them. The roads in this city are its life blood. Please do not give the lanes away to people on bicycles. Bill Robinson

55th  Autumn Rose 6/4/2015
Hello! I have been looking at Phase II plans for the Living Lab Project. I would love to have a voice in the vote of Iris being chosen but am not sure what the best way to go about that would be? Unfortunately I cannot make the physical meeting but what is the second best viable way to provide my comments and input? Thank you and I am VERY excited about the possibility of Iris becoming a more pedal and pedestrian friendly road. Regards, Autumn Rose

55th  Sharon Samson 6/3/2015
To the Boulder City Council Our consulting business is located in Flatiron Business Park. The only access to the park is from 55th Street. The current 4 lanes are sufficient during the day (9 – 4 pm) to accommodate business traffic coming to the business park. During the morning and evening rush hour, the traffic backups indicate that the 55th Street lanes are at capacity of the current business residents. Our employees already arrive before 8 am and delay leaving the office until after 5:30 because it takes ½ hour to get to Arapahoe or Pearl. To compound the current congestion problem by reducing the lanes would make this area untenable to operate a business within the city limits of Boulder. It will impact for clients who will increase time to meet for appointments. We see a minimum of 10 clients a week. We have operated in this office since 1996 and prefer to remain in this location. It has many benefits including a great bike trail . To reduce lanes to accommodate bikers seems to negate the purpose of the bike trail. I strongly urge you to reconsider this action. Perhaps you may consider adding an additional lane that would be restricted to bike riders during the daytime and add needed access to car traffic during rush hour. Sharon Samson Vice President.

55th  Matt Sanders 6/4/2015
There is no need to reduce the number of lanes on 55th to accommodate bicycles. That might be the dumbest idea I have ever heard. There is already plenty of room for bicyclists. This will cause a negative impact on normal traffic and make 55th a major headache. Those of us who work in flatiron park must use 55th to get to our offices. As there is no alternative route. You would be better off building a trail / path in the existing open space just east of 55th or building additional through streets at Commerce, Range or 48th.

55th  Tracy Scarborough 6/3/2015
comments: That is a really pretty picture, however it is not at all what it looks like during the week. By making that 2 lanes you will cause traffic jams on Arapahoe and Pearl and Valmont. The lines of traffic when the bridge was under construction were ridiculous. Most of us who work in Boulder drive to work. The mass transit from Fort Collins is basically non-existent. Unused bike lanes and an extra 20 minutes to drive to work especially in the winter is what you will be causing.

55th  Robin Scguesser 6/3/2015
comments: As a Boulder resident and business owner whose office is located in the Flatirons Office park off of 55th street I have concerns over reducing vehicle lanes from 4 to 2 on 55th street. This would exacerbate several traffic issues. For example, large trucks already turn from both the left lane and the right lane of 55th because they are too long to use turn lanes, and that creates a back-up behind them since they turn slowly. Also, the train causes back-ups all the way to Arapahoe on the south and also back-ups on Central which will become much worse if there are not two lanes in each direction to hold stopped cars and trucks waiting for the train to pass. Even when there is no train, busses and many trucks slow down and stop at the tracks, causing traffic problems that will become much worse if there is no âleft laneâ to allow other vehicles to pass these vehicles. The city will be creating traffic problems for thousands of people who need access to Flatiron Park for the dubious benefit of widening a bike lane for a few bikes. This is not necessary because there are alternative routes for bikes, including the bike path which surrounds the Park. Please consider striking 55th street from Phase II. Thank you.

55th  Keith Schulz 6/4/2015
Although I support bike commuting and commuted daily for over 10 years I cannot support your current proposal to reduce 55th Street from four lanes to two for the purpose of creating a more pedestrian and bike friendly environment. The negative consequences to auto traffic would be immense. I work in Flatiron Park and like thousands of other folks who live outside Boulderâs bicycling commuting range; I carpool daily to and from Boulder. Currently during evening rush hour, the northbound right lane of 55th Street backs up over a quarter mile to turn right on Pearl. Your proposal would create a parking lot. Please observe the 55th and Pearl intersection from 4:40-5:40 and you will see a big problem even though the city just spent millions fixing that intersection post-flood. Also, with the proposed 2 fewer lanes it will be almost impossible to make a left turn from a side street or business parking lot during rush hour so if you decide to go ahead with this project, be sure additional stop lights are your budget so the over 3,000 people that currently work in Flatiron Park can get home. Please also consider that there is a lot of commercial traffic (trucks) using 55th to access Flatirons businesses between rush hours or to worse traffic that would be impeded/diverted by the Living Lab proposal. Additionally, when the train blocks 55th Street, cars pile a hundred of yards both directions with two lanes. I will be twice that with one lane. Please address that in your plan also. Finally, several people at my work commute to work on bikes daily they use the Boulder creek trail and the current bike lanes which are more than adequate. I see only a handful pedestrians use the along 55th so I assume the sidewalks are more than adequate for safety. With do you negative consequences to auto traffic are there other reasons why you chose 55th Street besides making it a more pleasant place for bicyclists and pedestrians? I that use I think funding would be better spent on basic infrastructure for example there no south-side sidewalk for part of Circle Drive or affordable housing. Thanks for asking, Keith Schulz

55th  Chelsea Sellem 6/2/2015
Hello DK and Marni, I was just made aware of the lane reduction plans and am so very very dissapointed. This is a horrible idea...there are so so so many people who use these lanes in the morning to get to work, myself included and after dropping my daughter off at school at the alloted time of 7:45, I get to work just in time. If there were to be more traffic I would be late every single day and this is certainly what it would do. I am not allowed to drop my daughter off any earlier so leaving earlier would not work! There are many other options for bikers to be able to get to work like the paths. Please reconsider this proposal! Thank you for your time and listening! Chelsea Sellem

55th  Senda Shallow 6/4/2015
While I find bike lanes to be very important, it's surprising to me that the combination of bike lanes already present on 55th along with the alternative routes around the office park and through it are not sufficient. At high traffic times and with the train track crossing just by Arapahoe and 55th, removing the extra lane would cause unacceptable levels of traffic back up trying to get in and out of the office park.

55th  Gary Shunk 6/3/2015
Ratzel, Concerning the reduction on 55th from 4 lanes to 2 lanes: Seriously? Where exactly did common sense go with this decision? I can’t even begin to imagine the traffic backups with will create with the very frequent trains. Some days traffic is backed up from the train tracks to Arapahoe. I could see one lane backing traffic up on Arapahoe and on 55th back to Friends school. There are plenty of bike paths around this neighborhood. G a r y S h u n k

55th  Gary Shunk 6/3/2015
DK, Concerning the reduction on 55th from 4 lanes to 2 lanes: Seriously? Where exactly did common sense go with this decision? I can’t even begin to imagine the traffic backups with will create with the very frequent trains. Some days traffic is backed up from the train tracks to Arapahoe. I could see one lane backing traffic up on Arapahoe and on 55th back to Friends school. There are plenty of bike paths around this neighborhood. G a r y S h u n k

55th  Gary Shunk 6/4/2015
Thinking more about this: Where is the consideration for commerce, the business park? 55th is NOT an urban corridor where grandma, grandpa, the parents and kids go for a Tuesday afternoon bike ride! What was the thought process behind this? Was there one? Exiting the business park going North on 55th, turning right on to Valmont, there is a long line even now. Imagine how much further that will be backed up when there is just one lane? We'll have difficulty leaving the business park to get home! I hope FedEx raises a huge stink about this! Worse than the sink I'm going to raise daily. This is not a good plan for business. Traffic in Boulder is already horrible. But this will just make it worse. Living Laboratory... what a bunch of crap. What about reality? Our daily lives. You can't experiment with our live and expect us to journal about what it's like with a bike lane.

55th  Jonathan Skuba 6/3/2015
Ms. Ratzel – Thank you for getting back to me. Unfortunately, you haven’t really said what you mean by “right-sizing”. What you have given me is 12 paragraphs of bureaucratic jibberish: Living Lab, rightsizing, repurposing, master plan, yaddy yaddy. Right now 63rd St. is two lanes each way with a nice bicycle trail on the west side. Why would you change that, unless your goal was to further inhibit the flow of traffic around the Boulder area? Over the years, we’ve seen a variety of measures whose intentions were to improve transportation around Boulder: Broadway Boogie bike signs, no interchanges on Foothills Parkway, unfinished Pearl Parkway and Gunbarrel access highway, and others. Since you haven’t actually told us what rightsizing means, I’m very worried about what is planned. From past experience, I suspect that the meetings you refer to will be a sham, that your group already has its plans made and the meetings are to collect opinions that agree with yours. I hate politics. I won’t be attending your meetings as I’m quite sure it would be a waste of time. But, fear not, I won’t bother you with further complaints. Jonathan Skuba

55th  Patricia Stepan 6/2/2015
As a business office tenant off of Flatiron Parkway, I am requesting the City of Boulder strongly reconsider the impact on traffic flow and safety, should 55th be narrowed. Boulder is already bike friendly. I rent in this area for proximity for my Denver and Boulder clients. Too many times recently, I have experienced "arrogant" behavior from cyclists as they ride as if they own the rode. Should this change happen, they literally will own it. This change may cost office building owners some tenants if this area becomes one more traffic jam. I strongly oppose this proposal. Sincerely, Patricia Stepan

55th  John Stokes 6/3/2015
comments: I have some serious concerns with the design taking place on 55th street. It seems like the planners have not been sitting along 55th street during morning and evening commutes. After 5pm, traffic south bound can currently get backed up past Central Ave. Traffic north bound stopping at Pearl Parkway can get backed up south of Flatiron Parkway. Reducing the lanes will also decrease capacity when traversing the pearl and arapahoe intersections. I am very concerned about this project. If 55th street becomes more inconvenient to drivers who commute to the business along this roadway, I anticipate seeing additional businesses leaving the area and the city. Concious efforts to make driving more inconvenient will also cause more hostility from drivers. While it is a lofty goal to increase bicycle traffic, it is not acceptable to deprecate our roads to do so. Does this project understand the percentage of Boulder employees who do not live within Boulder? Does the city understand that it's businesses can not affort to pay employees a wage to which they can afford to buy a median home within the city? Does it seem appropriate that subsidized housing is the answer for high tech workers in the area to afford such said house? It really seems like Boulder should be improving our driving cooridors for car commuters instead of inhibiting them. This direction will only cause further animosity from commutors and will eventually cause backlash from the common worker.

55th  Sally Strom 6/4/2015
I currently work in the Flatirons Business Park off 55th near the intersection at Pearl/Valmont. I am a Boulder native and while I understand the desire to create more opportunities for cyclists and pedestrians, the fact remains that many people who work in Boulder cannot afford to live here (myself included). I think it is very short-sighted of you to assume we all have the luxury of walking to or biking to or taking the bus to work. Taking 55th down to two lanes of traffic is utterly ridiculous. First, I have seen firsthand how efficient the City of Boulder's contractors are at roadwork. I can only imagine how many months of construction we are all in for if you move forward. Second, 55th Street is the only major North/South route between 75th and Foothills Parkway to access many businesses in the area. Do you really want to increase the traffic by Stazio Ballfields by 80%? My office faces 55th and I see daily the back-ups and traffic jams that already occur during peak driving times. Cutting this to one lane in each direction will create considerably more auto emissions because we'll all be sitting on the side of the road waiting for an opportunity to merge into traffic. I really hope you reconsider this plan. While I appreciate the beauty of Boulder (I was born here so I probably have more stake in it than many of the folks on the planning councils), I also think you need to be realistic about what people need to be able to function in our modern world (and yes, that includes cars and roads).

55th  Dan Sullivan 6/4/2015
I do not feel the proposed reduction of vehicle lanes on 55th Street is a necessary or helpful project. As a cyclist I feel that there are currently sufficient bike lanes on 55th Street and in the surrounding area. This change would only add to more vehicle congestion and do little to encourage more bike commuting. Please fix the railroad crossing just south of Central Ave. It is a danger to both cars and bikes. Thank you. Dan Sullivan



55th  Brad Sutton 5/15/2015
This email provides my comments regarding the city’s plans to reduce 55th street to one lane between Arapahoe and Pearl St. On four separate days last week, I experienced issues with trucks and cars that would have caused traffic problems if 55th street were reduced to one lane (even with turning lanes). First, I was turning North onto 55th from Arapahoe (coming from Resource going to Flatiron Park). There was a large truck heading north but turning right into the business just before the railroad tracks. Because the truck was very long, it was practically stopped while the driver turned. This backed up the right lane all the way to Arapahoe, because many other drivers also needed to be in the right lane to turn right (as I did). Fortunately, the left lane of traffic was still able to proceed (that lane was fairly full of cars.) Second, I was heading north on 55th from Arapahoe in the left lane and there was a long truck turning left onto Western Ave. Even though there is a turn lane on 55th for cars turning left onto Western, the truck could not use it because it was too long, so it was making that turn from the left lane of traffic. Fortunately, the car in front of me was able to merge into the right lane and continue on its way. I was not so fortunate since there was too much traffic in the right lane for me to change lanes. Third, there was a tanker truck heading North on 55th and it stopped at the railroad tracks (apparently it had a flammable load). All the cars behind it had to stop too. Once it started moving, it was going so slowly that traffic backed up nearly to Arapahoe. Fourth, I was traveling South on 55th approaching Central and there was a car moving very slowly in the right lane. I don’t know if they were confused, tired or looking for an address, but I needed the left lane to get by them. I do not want to have to drive at the speed of the slowest vehicle on 55th. Please confirm you received my comments, either by replying to my email or calling me. I sent a comment regarding the traffic problems trains cause on 55th but I don’t know if you received that. Brad Sutton

55th  Brad Sutton 5/15/2015
I attended a gathering May 5 on the proposed changes to 55th street for multimodal. They asked for input. On May 6, I waited for a train on 55th at 8:20am heading north just past Arapahoe. By the time the train passed, traffic had backed up on both lanes of 55th back to Arapahoe (and probably farther but I couldn’t see how far past Arapahoe). If 55th were reduced to one lane as proposed, cars would be backed up much farther (certainly far south of Arapahoe) and the impact to traffic would be far greater (because, among other things, it would take longer for all the cars to clear the area after the train passed since most of the cars would have to wait for several light changes at Arapahoe since they would never have made it that far). Trains go by there several times a day. Brad Sutton

55th  Brad Sutton 5/21/2015
A month or two ago the city closed one lane of 55th just north of Arapahoe to fix a broken water main. This backed up traffic on both directions of Arapahoe and south of Arapahoe on 55th. Traffic was a nightmare at that intersection until all lanes reopened. This morning, 55th was once again down to two lanes (one each direction) for work on the railroad tracks just north of Arapahoe. At 8AM this morning, northbound traffic on 55th south of Arapahoe was backed up nearly to Baseline (which is one mile) because of the lane closure. I saw drivers doing U‐turns on 55th to escape. When I finally got to Arapahoe, I saw cars trying to turn onto 55th northbound from both east and west bound Arapahoe backed up for at least 100 yards. The traffic blocked one lane of Arapahoe in both directions because westbound doesn’t have a turn lane and the turn lane for east bound wasn’t long enough for the queue. This nightmare will be constant if 55th is reduced from four lanes to two.

55th  Rei Suzuki 6/3/2015
To Boulder City Council, I work at a engineering and design consultancy in the Flatiron Office park. I recently read in the Daily Camera about the city planning on reducing 55th St between Pearl and Arapahoe to only two lanes from four to make room for bikes. http://www.dailycamera.com/news/boulder/ci_28231972/make-room-bikes-bouldertest- fewer-lanes This is a TERRIBLE idea for a number or reasons. I have ridden my bike between that area and have observed that there is already a sufficient dedicated bike path just east of 55th. No need to impede traffic flow for cyclists. There is currently major congestion that happens during the morning and evening rush hours (when I commute). At the amount of traffic currently, I would suggest that even adding another lane to 55th St wouldn't be unreasonable. There is a railroad that crosses 55th between Pearl and Arapahoe. When a train goes through during rush hour, traffic currently backs up past Arapahoe on the south side. Reducing these lanes to two is completely unreasonable and I cannot imagine the headache and loss of time it will cause myself and other employees working in the Flatirons area. I can easily see this change adding at least another twenty minutes to my already exacerbating commute. Please do not implement this plan to reduce lanes on 55th st. Rei Suzuki Industrial Designer

55th  Rebecca Taillon 6/4/2015
I just heard of the plans to reduce 55th street down to 1 lane each direction. This is a terrible idea. They shut down one lane to do construction recently and it caused a horrible backlog of traffic. There are more cars than bicyclists and they already have lanes created for them. Please do not do this. Traffic will be terrible. Please feel free to call if you need any details.

55th  Cathleen Tetro 6/4/2015
I work in the Flatiron Park business district and commute by car to Boulder every day for work. The traffic on 55th is already horrendous. Thousands of people commute from out of town to work in the businesses in Flatiron Park.Biking is not a feasible option. Frankly, I am appalled and dismayed that the city would even consider restricting 55th to two traffic lanes. Seriously? Count the cars. Please. Consider the businesses and their employees, bringing REVENUE to this city.

55th  Jennifer Tidd 6/4/2015
There's already a lovely bike path in the area with plenty of room and traffic on 55th can be chaotic as is with the lanes it has, reducing them would cause serious traffic issues in the area. Over 3000 people work in Flatirons park off of 55th and no matter what time if day it is there is significant traffic in the area. Not to mention how this project could damage access to the Boulder County Humane Society. A real upgrade to the road would be fixing the pavement near the train tracks so fewer people have to slow down to less than 5mph to cross over them without damaging their cars. If there must be more room for cyclists there are improvements that could be made on bringing the curb back by a foot or so on either side. I appreciate the desire to make improvements but reducing the lanes for vehicles is not one.

55th  Brandon Werdel 6/3/2015
comments: My name is Brandon Werdel and I am an employee at 3D at Depth located at 2400 Central Ave in the Flatiron Park office park off 55th St. An email was forwarded to me by the property management of our building giving notice of a city plan to reduce the number of lanes on 55th St from two lanes down to only one. I reside near 55th & Baseline and am very familiar with the traffic patterns in this area. Having lived and worked in this area for over a year, I have observed a few things that I feel should be taken in to account in your decision to reduce the number of lanes on 55th St: A) Motorized vehicle traffic is already heavily congested along 55th St. By reducing the number of lanes to a single lane, this will only add to the congestion and will make it difficult for people to accomplish their jobs in a timely and cost-effective manor. My job requires me to travel almost daily in addition to my normal morning and evening commute. Reducing the number of lanes will be a hindrance to my productivity. B) Vehicle traffic at the intersections of 55th & Arapahoe and 55th & Pearl back up routinely on my commute both to and from work as well as during lunch. By forcing all these intersections down to only a single lane, this will impede traffic flow even more. C) Bike traffic on 55th St is minimal. On average, during a typical day I would guess I see no more than 15 bicyclists riding in the bike lanes on 55th St. Foot traffic is also minimal. I have biked on 55th numerous times and have never been concerned with the amount of space available to me. I think the plan to reduce the number of lanes on 55th St down to a single lane is a bad idea and I am against it. I hope that you take my observations and concerns in to account when making your final decision. I am CC'ing a number of my coworkers on this email and hope they convey a similar message.

55th  Eric Zeitlin 6/2/2015
Please do not decrease 55th street to 2 lanes. With more and more people moving to Boulder, we don't need to create extra traffic problems. Thanks, Eric Zeitlin

55th  Hentzen  6/2/2015
comments: I regularly commute along 55th (both with car and bike), as I work in that area. As a Boulder resident and taxpayer I encourage the city to look at the cost benefit analysis on this and spend taxpayer money on more worthwhile projects. The 55th st corridor has heavy auto volume given the large number of employers in the area, along with a train track that regularly stops traffic. Dropping this to 1 lane will cause significant auto backups, with only minimal improvements to bike traffic as there are numerous dedicated bike paths already in the area that most commuters already use. There are already extensive backups on 55th south of Arapahoe where this road drops to 1 lane and the section proposed has even more traffic due to the high business concentration. The single largest thing the city could do to improve bike utilization on 55th St would be to re work the dangerous railroad crossing that is extremely uneven, along with removal of the high volume of rock/debris along the existing bike lane. This would come at a much lower cost and would not negatively impact the high volume of commuter traffic in that area of the city. Thanks

55th  Anonymous  6/2/2015
comments: Hello, I understand the need for having bigger lanes for bikes, but I have concerns in general due to already heavy vehicle traffic and projected increase in said traffic over the next few decades for these corridors. I am most concerned about reducing the 55th street corridor. That is a heavily traveled road for people outside of Boulder who have too long of a commute to the tech center for a bike, and it also has a train crossing which already backs traffic up close to arapahoe with the two lanes their now during a crossing (which would be exacerbated by reducing it to one lane).

55th  Annonymous  6/3/2015
comments: Iâm writing to express my concern regarding the proposed revisions to 55th street. I work in the Flatirons Business Park off of 55th and Flatirons Parkway. There is already a traffic congestion problem on 55th. Reducing the car lanes to two, would only make the current situation worse. Furthermore, very few, if any bikers actually bike on this road. The current bike lanes and sidewalks along 55th are almost always empty of bikers. The entire area has bike paths around the business park and plenty of access for bikers. The use of City funds and tax payer dollars to fund a pointless project like this is erroneous! I hope you can find a better use of for the funds and that you âlistenâ to the citizens of Boulder when we say we donât need any more bike lanes! The so called âbus laneâ and âbike lanesâ that were constructed between Cherryvale and Arapahoe road east bound, were also a total waste of money. Not sure why you would widen Arapahoe road and still only keep it a one lane. No one bikes along this route, I drive it every day, and its empty of bikers. Congratulations to you and your staff for concocting another wasteful proposal for tax payer dollars. How about using the money to fund our schools and pay teachers? Please let me know when meetings will be held, so I can attend to strongly OPPOSE this idiotic proposal.

55th  Coolescence  6/3/2015
comments: I am writing on behalf of Coolescence LLC, located in Flatiron Park, adjacent to 55th Street. We have dedicated bike riders on staff and all enjoy Boulderâs beautiful bike trails, however we must voice our opposition on the âRight-sizingâ pilot programs. The only way to access Coolescence is from 55th Street, which is scheduled for the lane closers. Per your study 15-20 thousand vehicles drive this segment every day. Because we are those drivers we must make our views known. Currently, the rush hours produce long lane backups. Incoming traffic can exceed, well past Arapahoe and outgoing traffic surpasses Central Ave with the railroad tracks compounding the problems. The proposed lane closers would only intensify the frustration. The City of Boulder has always been a bike friendly community, which is evident with the Boulder Creek Path. Please donât ignore the needs of your business enterprises and their employees, who are also residents and taxpayers of your city.

55th  Sharon  6/3/2015
comments: I currently work in the Flatirons Park off of 55th Street in Boulder. There are only 2 ways to get in and out of the complex and that is by 55th Street. 55th Street is used by thousands of people who need access to Flatirons Park and the Boulder Sheriffâ€™s Dept. is here, as well. This is a highly congested area during the work week. There are also backups and delays when trains come though. Cutting the lanes from 4 to 2 will only add to more congestion and, most likely, frustration from commuters. I believe it is essential to keep the four lanes of highway on 55th Street. Regards, Sharon A.

55th  John  6/4/2015
Reducing 55th Street between Arapahoe and Pearl from four lanes to two is an awful idea. Given how many people work in the office park and other businesses in that area, vehicle traffic - especially at rush hour - is already problematic. Further, the existing sidewalks and bike paths in the area seem more than sufficient for the volume of foot and pedal traffic.

55th  Anonymous  6/4/2015
We have a huge infrastructure of bike paths in this town. The idea that an entire lane of traffic needs to be closed down over the summer is ludicrous! How is that teaching cyclist the proper traffic laws when you give them a whole lane? Already most cyclist don't obey the laws and ride double in single lanes, don't stop at lights, and don't signal. I ride my bike and I don't feel that the bike lanes are crowded, the roads are. I will be curious to see if this brings people out in droves to bike, but I don't think this is the proper encouragement for getting more bikes on the road. Summer is the nice time to drive because the CU traffic lessens. Folsom especially is a great road to avoid extra traffic on 28th. Now all these roads will be crowded. I'm just incredulous that this project got this far along without the public hearing about it. I feel like it was sneaked in because "you" knew the general public would object. Bring on the inevitable road rage of all.

55th  Ben Molk 6/4/2015
Touch base regarding proposed narrowing of 55th near Arapahoe.  Goff Capital Ownership group behind 17 buildings in Flatirons Park roughly 17000 square feet. Have major concerns.  Available on my cell phone.   Inter Mundo Media is completing an improvment project and moving into the Flairons park as early as next month with and additonal 150 employees destinated to their worksite.

55th & 63rd  Janice Coen 5/19/2015
Dear Ms. Ratzelm, I’m writing to provide feedback on the proposed “Living Laboratory” plan to reduce the section of 63rd from 2 lanes down to 1 in each direction and add sevenfoot wide bike lanes with 6‐foot wide buffers. The proposal reduces to one lane the section that is accessed by the Boulder Rural Fire Protection District Station on the west side of 63rd. A wide bicycle path already runs alongside on the west of 63rd Street. Considering the commuter traffic from Lookout which can be quite heavy during business hours, the overflow from occasional blockages on the Diagonal Highway, and new traffic loads from the multiple housing complexes under construction around Gun Park, it is difficult to see how this is an overall improvement for any class of commuters and not just a punitive attempt to stop people in Gunbarrel (where, being less density than the actual City of Boulder, destinations are farther apart) from driving their cars. I have similar concerns for the proposed changes to an important and heavily‐traveled section of 55th Street between Pearl Street and Arapahoe. It is an important and heavily traveled north‐south corridor for those outside the city. The Boulder County Sheriff’s department headquarters and a large number of businesses and industries use this section of 55th street and the increased congestion from reducing the volume capacity of this roadway would create unnecessary adversity for users. Here, again, there are wide multi‐use paths already available for bikes on both sides of the roadway. Neither of these thoroughfares is comparable to the Phase‐I projects listed on the web site. These Phase‐I projects are predominantly west‐Boulder, where densities and usage patterns (not to say lifestyles) are different from the more suburban, commercial and industrial areas around 63rd and 55thstreets. I use these roads almost daily and am opposed to any plan that reduces traffic capacity and increases congestion while providing no benefit above existing conditions to any user type, on these already burdened arteries that serve the economic and safety needs of eastern Boulder and nearby surrounding Boulder County.

55th & 63rd  John Michalakes 5/19/2015
Ms. Ratzelm, I’m writing to provide feedback on the proposed “Living Laboratory” plan to reduce the section of 63rd from two lanes down to one in each direction and add seven‐foot wide bike lanes with 6‐foot wide buffers. The proposal reduces to one lane a busy section that is accessed by the Boulder Rural Fire Protection District Station on the west side of 63rd. A wide bicycle path already runs alongside on the west of 63rd Street. Considering the commuter traffic from Lookout, the overflow from occasional blockages on the Diagonal Highway, and new traffic loads from the projects under construction around Gun Park, it is difficult to see what qualifies as “Right Sizing” in this plan. I have similar concerns for the proposed changes to an important and heavily‐traveled section of 55th Street between Pearl Street and Arapahoe. The Boulder County Sheriff’s department headquarters and a large number of businesses and industries use this section of 55th street and the increased congestion from reducing the volume capacity of this roadway would create unnecessary delays for users. Here, again, there are multi‐use paths already available for bikes on both sides of the roadway. Neither of these thoroughfares is comparable to the Phase‐I projects listed on the web site. These Phase‐I projects are predominantly west‐Boulder, where densities and usage patterns (not to say lifestyles) are different from the more suburban, commercial and industrial areas around 63rd and 55th streets. I and many of my neighbors who live near and are frequent users of these roads, both by car and bus, are opposed to any plan that reduces traffic capacity and increases congestion on these already burdened arteries that serve the day‐to‐day travel as well as economic and safety needs of eastern Boulder and nearby surrounding Boulder County.

55th & 63rd  John Michalakes 5/29/2015
comments: Iâm writing to provide feedback on the proposed âLiving Laboratoryâ plan to reduce the section of 63rd from two lanes down to one in each direction and add seven-foot wide bike lanes with 6-foot wide buffers. The proposal reduces to one lane a busy section that is accessed by the Boulder Rural Fire Protection District Station on the west side of 63rd. A wide bicycle path already runs alongside on the west of 63rd Street. Considering the commuter traffic from Lookout, the overflow from occasional blockages on the Diagonal Highway, and new traffic loads from the projects under construction around Gun Park, it is difficult to see what qualifies as âRight Sizingâ in this plan. I have similar concerns for the proposed changes to an important and heavily-traveled section of 55th Street between Pearl Street and Arapahoe. The Boulder County Sheriffâs department headquarters and a large number of businesses and industries use this section of 55th street and the increased congestion from reducing the volume capacity of this roadway would create unnecessary delays for users. Here, again, there are multi-use paths already available for bikes on both sides of the roadway. Neither of these thoroughfares is comparable to the Phase-I projects listed on the web site. These Phase-I projects are predominantly west-Boulder, where densities and usage patterns (not to say lifestyles) are different from the more suburban, commercial and industrial areas around 63rd and 55th streets. I and many of my neighbors who live near and are frequent users of these roads, both by car and bus, are opposed to any plan that reduces traffic capacity and increases congestion on these already burdened arteries that serve the day-to-day travel as well as economic and safety needs of eastern Boulder and nearby surrounding Boulder County. John Michalakes



55th & 63rd  Matt Samet 5/18/2015
Dear Marni I’m writing to offer some feedback about the proposed “right‐sizing” of 63rd Street between Lookout and Gunbarrel roads, as well as the proposal for 55th street between Pearl and Arapahoe. While I realize the City is always working to make the streets more bike‐friendly, I believe these proposals will have a significant negative impact on our quality of life (read: traffic flow and pollution) in the eastern part of town. I’ve been in Gunbarrel since 2007, and have watched as traffic has steadily increased on that section of 63rd, where it can even back up during rush hour. Like 55th Street, 63rd is a major north‐south artery through the eastern parts of the city, used by thousands of office workers to access the warehouses, office buildings, and office parks they work in, as well as by heavy (delivery and repair) trucks, in addition to local, residental traffic. Particularly with 63rd, constricting it to one lane will create horrible logjams, especially given the new high‐density apartment buildings going up in the Spine/Lookout area that are effectively adding at least 1000 more people to Gunbarrel, not to mention all the traffic from the popular new Avery Brewing building on Nautilus Court. Right now, 63rd has a great bike path/sidewalk on its western side, one I use every day to walk my dog — it’s probably the widest such path in Boulder, and is and will remain more than wide enough to accomodate the volume of bike and pedestrian traffic it sees (I barely ever see anyone on it). So why the need to impede traffic flow on 63rd, in the name of the handful of bikers and pedestrians who already have a good option? It feels baffling, like a solution in search of a problem. As someone who lives west (downwind) of that stretch of road, I also fear the day when traffic backs up along there during the morning rush hour into town and all the car exhaust blows our way. It’s better to just keep the traffic flowing, I would think, and get people out of their cars sooner instead of sitting there idling. I’d also put forth some of the same argument for leaving 55th as‐is. Thanks for considering our thoughts out here in Gunbarrel. We rarely have a voice in how things play out. I’d also love to know who I could chat with in your office about getting some “Slow” signs or speed humps put in on Twin Lakes Road at Brandon Creek. We have two young children and have had ongoing issues with people speeding past our side street off Twin Lakes, despite a 25 mph limit and a high population density here, between the Twin Lakes Condos and the homes in Brandon Creek, and the trailhead for the LoBo Trail (popular with bird/owl watchers). There are some speed dips south of us, and I’d love to see a similar solution put into place here, if not a crosswalk. All best, Matt Samet

55th & 63rd  Miho Shida 5/21/2015
comments: I think this is a pretty bad idea. During rush hour these street gets pretty busy and with all the apt.s being built out here, it will just get even busier. Yes, it would be nice if more people rode their bikes but it just isn't an option for many commuters, families, older people etc. The cars idling will just create more pollution and frustration!

55th & Folsm  Bob Jamieson 5/18/2015
I am not able to be at the meeting on May 20. However, I would like to provide input on the proposed Rightsizing projects. I personally ride on Folsom frequently and 55th occasionally between Arapahoe and Valmont. I try to stick to the paths as much as possible to avoid car conflicts, but those two north-south routes are critical bike routes and I strongly support the projects. Riding on those two streets, especially Folsom, is the most dangerous transportation choice that I currently make. Thanks. Bob Jamieson

55th & Folsom  Arlene Blewitt 6/2/2015
I am extremely opposed to this plan. There are plenty of bicycle pathways that I use. I will not use new lanes on streets. We need more pedestrian friendly paths. (overpasses and underpasses.) I can barely cross Arapahoe at 47th to get to volunteer job at BCH. New plan will make traffic more congested esp. with summer tourists.I am an active senior who walks, rides, and drives and has lived here 50 years and will start driving to Louisville and Lafayette as less congestion. Many of us seniors have quit attempting to go to Pearl Street Mall and this is final straw as Folsom will be a mess.

55th & Folsom  Shawn McQuerry 5/18/2015
While I'm a member of two bicycling advocacy groups, I was in utter shock at the concepts that were suggested for Folsom and 55th. This is for two main reasons: 1. As traffic on both 55th and Folsom is a mess on weekends, I imagine that it's a standstill on a typical weekday regardless of the alleged calculations. The concept of removing two functional lanes in some of our only north‐south corridors is an absolutely untenable idea for those of us who don't live within the listed 4 miles of downtown 2. As most recently shown by its performance last winter, the city is incapable of maintaining bike lanes and routes in a safe condition, unless they are downtown or a separated bike path, when there is even a trace a snow on the ground. I know that we're lauded for our clearing out bike paths before the roads, but we should remember that you have to get to the paths first. For a further example. consider the slush, black ice, and standing water in the bike lane that personified the Baseline experiment last winter. I know several people who moved their bike commute into the traffic lanes on Table Mesa last winter (another road prone to inhospitable conditions in its bike lanes). If the city can't demonstrate an ability to maintain what it has, why should I trust that it can take care of more? Shawn McQuerry Boulder, CO

55th 63rd  Meredith Chavel 6/3/2015
comments: Both of these areas are commuter areas - 55th is concentrated office parks, and 63rd is a cut-through between Longmont and East Boulder. These are distances that are not conceivable to increase the number of families, women and elderly biking, as it is used by commuters traveling between work and home. There are no amenities in either of these areas that are conducive to biking. On 63rd, there is a hill that will create a blind spot and slower bike traffic, both of which will contribute to increased accidents and frustrated drivers. This is another example of Boulder catering to those that do not work and do not commute, and creates an environment where only the ultra-wealthy can afford to live.

55th 63rd  Gaurav  6/3/2015
comments: Making one lane roads for cars would cause traffic on marked routes as it is fairly crowded in rush hours.

55th 63rd Iris  Cindy Green 6/4/2015
I think this is a horrible idea. Over the last few months, the population of Gunbarrel has increased significantly. Roadways are already congested enough. While increasing the number of people who bike to work may seem like a good goal, it is completely unrealistic. What happens during the winter months? What about people who have long commutes? Teens in Gunbarrel attend Fairview High School. To have them bike back and forth early in the morning and after their school activity is completely unrealistic. How are emergency vehicles going to get around with limited roadways? I know our local fire station is extremely concerned about this. Maybe the safest thing for bikers would be to repave the crumbling roads we have. Please do not move forward with this plan.

55th and 63rd  Katie Lewis 6/4/2015
I was just informed that the city is planning to narrow down fairly major 4-lane thoroughfares throughout boulder to make things more pedestrian/bike friendly. While I'm all for families and riding bikes, and enjoy both of these things in my personal life, I ALSO have to work for a living, and I commute daily from Longmont (since I can't afford to live in Boulder proper anymore), down 119 to 63rd/61st through Gunbarrel, up Valmont to 55th and work in the Flatirons Business Park near 55th and central. So this "plan" you guys have is REALLY going to mess up my mornings and evenings and make things even more stressful getting home. My company has been in Boulder for 26 years, we are growing rapidly and work on some very high profile contracts in the structural engineering industry. We're currently looking for new office space to move into to double the amount of work space we have, and there is a warehouse IN THIS SAME OFFICE PARK ON 55th that fits our needs, but now that we've learned about this, we're really glad we haven't signed a lease on this new place yet. If you guys actually do mess up 55th, there's a good chance we will start to look outside Boulder County for our next office space... And I have a feeling a lot of other businesses in this area would do so as well. Boulder is WAY too expensive for the working stiffs like myself to reside in. I used to, but I just can't justify the outrageous rents and mortgages in the bubble anymore. A lot of us live way too far out to make "bike commuting" feasible, and the bus system would take several hours with transfers to get to the office, so a lot of us are stuck carpooling and commuting to get here every morning and get out of here every night. My commute is already hell as it is, so subtracting a lane out of that will really do some irreparable damage. This was proven with the bridge construction at 55th near Valmont last fall with one lane on each side shut down for a very long time. Navigating through that mess was an AWFUL way to start and end each work day. Obviously, whoever made the decision to narrow down these 4 lane roads to make 2 lane roads has never had to commute in and out of Boulder, particularly on the east side-- getting stuck behind buses and railroad tracks, and the general absent mindedness of drivers who think you need to go 20mph on a 40mph road, or are constantly slamming on their brakes because they don't know which driveway to pull into to get to the office they're visiting. Have the people who made this decision about our roads ever had to work for a living at all in any sort of clustered office park where THOUSANDS OF OTHER PEOPLE ARE WORKING AND TRYING TO COMMUTE IN AND OUT OF A VERY TINY GEOGRAPHICAL AREA DURING RUSH HOUR ALL AT THE SAME TIME, or are these people just totally out of touch assholes who can afford the luxury to work from home or avoid all rush hours in all high-traffic places and just have NO IDEA about anything concerning the decisions we entrust them to make? There are bike paths SURROUNDING the entire office park over here. Many of my coworkers bike into work during the warm months, I used to as well. The bike racks in our office park are full when it's warm, tons of people already commute very easily into here via bike. I can ride my bike from my office to the big bike park off valmont on the bike path that wraps around the office park without riding or crossing any major roads until I get up to the short sprint on Valmont. I lived in gunbarrel for a few years before moving to longmont, and there are literal MILES and MILES of trails and paths that go ALL OVER that area-- even under and along 63rd. And before that, I used to bike from central Boulder to the gunbarrel tech center (71st between lookout and hwy 52) almost ENTIRELY on trails that course through the Gunbarrel area. So this whole, let's-severely-mess-up-traffic-and-commutes-for-people-who-don't-have-time-to-bikeand- walk-around-all-day-because-we-have-to-work-for-a-living-in-an-office-park is not sitting well with me or ANYONE else that I work with as things are fine as is, if not already VERY congested traffic-wise over here. I sincerely hope that if Boulder actually follows through with this clusterf---, that the businesses that have made their long-time homes here in East Boulder like us will consider moving out of Boulder entirely. Don't hinder the people working their asses off to bring commerce to your city. Our lives and commutes are hard and stressful enough already.

55th Iris Folsom  Ken Goodhew 6/3/2015
comments: I bike a lot and I find 55th, Iris and Folsom dangerous and difficult to bike. I don't know if this will work, but I support the experiment.

55th, 63rd and Iris  Joni Skuba 5/20/2015
Marni – What exactly does “Right sizing” mean? In the past, traffic mitigation in Boulder has typically meant installation of impediments to traffic flow. Examples are the numerous tiny traffic circles on Pine, speed bumps on Cherryvale and 55th, and bus stops along many streets all of which intentionally hinder traffic flow. Boulder is an affluent community. Doubtless there are as many cars in Boulder as people. Slowing traffic down does not in any way improve life in and around Boulder. Without radical changes in alternate modes of transportation, cars are here to stay. So I’m concerned when I hear people in Boulder talking about “Right sizing” streets, especially one near my home. That sounds like another way to impede traffic. Please tell me I’m wrong.

63rd  Frank Aiello 5/20/2015
Marni, I couldn't echo Leslie's comments strong enough!!!! Boulder needs to keep hands off Boulder county with their "bike" craziness and think of ways to keep traffic flowing better and more freely, not clogging up traffic to accommodate bike crazies. 1000% against this stupid idea and will contact as many people as I can to inform them of this stupid and sneaky approach and will use all my energy not only to oppose this idea but any further of its kind!Frank Aiello

63rd  Susan Bailhache 5/28/2015
Dear City Officials - As a resident of the Gunbarrel area, I oppose the concept of “Right Sizing” the section of 63rd street from Lookout Road to Gunbarrel Avenue/Nautilus Drive. It appears that this plan would reduce the section of 63rd from two lanes down to one in each direction and add seven-foot wide bike lanes with 6-foot wide buffers. My husband and I object to this plan for the following reasons: - First of all, the proposal reduces to one lane the section that is accessed by the Boulder Rural Fire Protection District Station on the west side of 63rd. Obviously, this could negatively impact the firefighters response time. - Second, a wide bicycle path already runs alongside on the west of 63rd, so it would be difficult to justify the expense of creating a new lane. - Additionally, this section of 63rd street already experiences congestion during commute times due to the traffic from Lookout and also from the overflow of occasional blockages on the Diagonal Highway. - Finally, one should anticipate new traffic loads from the projects under construction around Gun Park. In conclusion, reducing the number of lanes on a road which is already busy just doesn't make sense. Sincerely, Susan & Mark Bailhache

63rd  Myrna Besley 5/21/2015
Myrna Besley mysube@aol.com I live in the neighborhood off 63rd street and Twin Lakes Road. I do not think the "right sizing" plan will improve any traffic issues along this transportation corridor. The way it is now seems better than the plan. I hope that you leave it the way it is! Recently our neighborhood has added hundreds of new apartments, adding much congestion to our shopping and eating areas, but this road change will not help in any way. Please leave it alone. Thanks for considering my opinion. Myrna Besley

63rd  Paul Boni 5/28/2015
As a resident of Gunbarrel, in the county of Boulder, not the City of Boulder, I am passionately opposed to your plans to screw up traffic in OUR neighborhood. The itemised reasons to oppose your plans were written by a more reasonable neighbor and I would appreciate your consideration on the merits of his well considered points. With that said, know that a lot of us are plain angry and deeply resent your efforts to screw with our community. What right do you think you have to make such changes when we, the people of Gunbarrel, do not have the right to vote in regard to city of Boulder issues, including representation?! 1. They just added additional lanes onto the diagonal due to addition of hotel and other residences. 2. There is already a bike lane immediately to the West of 63rd. If they need more room for bikes, widen that! 3. There are no turn lanes included on any design of the â right sizingâ â which would cause tremendous congestion. 4. Cars sitting at idle (due to congestion) emit much more greenhouse gasses (and worse gasses since itâ s NOx) than moving traffic. 5. Gunbarrel has added 100â s of new residential apartments since their â studyâ (which as far as I could tell, consists of 4 pictures of the road â with little to no traffic) 6. It is completely unnecessary to spend funds on a perfectly good road when so many other roads and projects are in disrepair (remember, this is the City and not involved with sub‐division paving) 7. This is an industrial corridor â there are multiple semi‐truck deliveries daily to companies like Covidien, BI, Qualcomm, GE Medical, just to name a few 8. Boulder wawnts 30% of all commuters should ride their bikes and claim an average commute for all gunbarrel at 4 miles! I donâ t think the 1000â s of workers at Covidien would agree with this 4 mile assessment. 2 9. This project is ONLY intended to serve bikers. Even Boulder admits that itâ s VERY optimistic goal of 30% is not likely. So over 70% of the rest of us are NOT being served by this waste of funds 10. This would also impact the entry/exit of Boulder Rural Fire that just build a beautiful facility on 63rd. Iâ m sure, in part, due to its easy access. 11. Not to mention that our entire summer would be dedicated to construction. Whoâ s quality of life is this intended to improve????

63rd  Robert Collins 5/28/2015
comments: 1. They just added additional lanes onto the diagonal due to addition of hotel and other residences. 2. There is already a bike lane immediately to the West of 63rd. If they need more room for bikes, widen that! 3. There are no turn lanes included on any design of the â right sizingâ â which would cause tremendous congestion. 4. Cars sitting at idle (due to congestion) emit much more greenhouse gasses (and worse gasses since itâ s NOx) than moving traffic. 5. Gunbarrel has added 100â s of new residential apartments since their â studyâ (which as far as I could tell, consists of 4 pictures of the road â with little to no traffic) 6. It is completely unnecessary to spend funds on a perfectly good road when so many other roads and projects are in disrepair (remember, this is the City and not involved with sub‐division paving) 7. This is an industrial corridor â there are multiple semi‐truck deliveries daily to companies like Covidien, BI, Qualcomm, GE Medical, just to name a few 8. Boulder wawnts 30% of all commuters should ride their bikes and claim an average commute for all gunbarrel at 4 miles! I donâ t think the 1000â s of workers at Covidien would agree with this 4 mile assessment. 9. This project is ONLY intended to serve bikers. Even Boulder admits that itâ s VERY optimistic goal of 30% is not likely. So over 70% of the rest of us are NOT being served by this waste of funds 10. This would also impact the entry/exit of Boulder Rural Fire that just build a beautiful facility on 63rd. Iâ m sure, in part, due to its easy access. 11. Not to mention that our entire summer would be dedicated to construction. Whoâ s quality of life is this intended to improve????

63rd  Tricia Dessel 5/28/2015
comments: I am OPPOSED TO RIGHT SIZING 63RD STREET FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: They just added additional lanes onto the diagonal due to addition of hotel and other residences. 2. There is already a bike lane immediately to the West of 63rd. If they need more room for bikes, widen that! 3. There are no turn lanes included on any design of the â right sizingâ â which would cause tremendous congestion. 4. Cars sitting at idle (due to congestion) emit much more greenhouse gasses (and worse gasses since itâ s NOx) than moving traffic. 5. Gunbarrel has added 100â s of new residential apartments since their â studyâ (which as far as I could tell, consists of 4 pictures of the road â with little to no traffic) 6. It is completely unnecessary to spend funds on a perfectly good road when so many other roads and projects are in disrepair (remember, this is the City and not involved with sub‐division paving) 7. This is an industrial corridor â there are multiple semi‐truck deliveries daily to companies like Covidien, BI, Qualcomm, GE Medical, just to name a few 8. Boulder wawnts 30% of all commuters should ride their bikes and claim an average commute for all gunbarrel at 4 miles! I donâ t think the 1000â s of workers at Covidien would agree with this 4 mile assessment. 9. This project is ONLY intended to serve bikers. Even Boulder admits that itâ s VERY optimistic goal of 30% is not likely. So over 70% of the rest of us are NOT being served by this waste of funds 10. This would also impact the entry/exit of Boulder Rural Fire that just build a beautiful facility on 63rd. Iâ m sure, in part, due to its easy access. 11. Not to mention that our entire summer would be dedicated to construction. Whoâ s quality of life is this intended to improve????

63rd  Kathleen Dye 5/20/2015
To whom it may concern: I don't know who picked the streets to try this on but it would seem that it is someone who hasn't driven 63rd at rush hour. To cut that street to one lane all the way to the diagonal would be a disaster during rush hour. Anyone who is aware of all the apartment building going on out here should know that traffic is going to be increasing dramatically and it will be cars not bikes and pedestrians. There is not enough employment in the area for all of the people who will be residing in the apartments. Please seriously reconsider this idea. The street just was worked on to provide a sidewalk on the east side of 63rd which seemed totally unnecessary as there is a very wide sidewalk on the west side. Anyone who drives this road sees very few people walking on either side. Again one wonders whose idea that was and why. I think filling potholes with that money would have been a much wiser use of available funds.

63rd  Kathleen Dye 5/28/2015
comments: Just a few reason this makes no sense. 1. They just added additional lanes onto the diagonal due to addition of hotel and other residences. 2. There is already a bike lane immediately to the West of 63rd. If they need more room for bikes, widen that! 3. There are no turn lanes included on any design of the â right sizingâ â which would cause tremendous congestion. 4. Cars sitting at idle (due to congestion) emit much more greenhouse gasses (and worse gasses since itâ s NOx) than moving traffic. 5. Gunbarrel has added 100â s of new residential apartments since their â studyâ (which as far as I could tell, consists of 4 pictures of the road â with little to no traffic) 6. It is completely unnecessary to spend funds on a perfectly good road when so many other roads and projects are in disrepair (remember, this is the City and not involved with sub‐division paving) 7. This is an industrial corridor â there are multiple semi‐truck deliveries daily to companies like Covidien, BI, Qualcomm, GE Medical, just to name a few 8. Boulder wants 30% of all commuters should ride their bikes and claim an average commute for all gunbarrel at 4 miles! I donâ t think the 1000â s of workers at Covidien would agree with this 4 mile assessment. 9. This project is ONLY intended to serve bikers. Even Boulder admits that itâ s VERY optimistic goal of 30% is not likely. So over 70% of the rest of us are NOT being served by this waste of funds 10. This would also impact the entry/exit of Boulder Rural Fire that just build a beautiful facility on 63rd. Iâ m sure, in part, due to its easy access. 11. Not to mention that our entire summer would be dedicated to construction. Whoâ s quality of life is this intended to improve????

63rd  Elaine Erb 6/1/2015
I'm excited to see this change to 63rd Street. At the moment, Gunbarrel is still awkward to ride around. I do ride through the area when I ride between Boulder and Niwot. Currently, I never follow the portion of the LOBO trail signed for Spine Road as I don't like to drive by all those parked cars. Having the option to ride bike lanes on Lookout and 63rd would greatly enhance the experience. This should also be beneficial to families in the area who may wish to ride to the shopping center.

63rd  Sue Fattor 5/18/2015
To whomever it may concern, I am a proponent of cycling -- I helped coordinate Walk and Roll Grants for my kids' school (Heatherwood Elementary, in Gunbarrel), to encourage riding, and my husband and I both try to ride when we can to work, etc.; however, I do not think 63rd is a good choice for your "living lab corridor". There has been a construction boom in Gunbarrel, with a large amount of high density housing construction at Lookout and 63rd, and behind the King Soopers on Lookout, etc. As a result, traffic has increased along 63rd, and will continue to increase in the future, and I feel as though by decreasing the lanes available to cars will create a lot more traffic congestion, to an already congested corridor. I would really recommend and encourage you to consider other options. Sincerely, Sue Fattor

63rd  James Hudson 5/27/2015
comments: I've lived in Gunbarrel in multiple locations since the mid‐90s. I currently live in Powderhorn, and have spent the last two years riding my bike from there to my place of employment, CP+B which is also in Gunbarrel. To get there, I'd take the walking and bike path that already exists along 63rd. It was great and very convenient. In fact, I prefer the paths that are completely separated from the roadway like this one is. In my opinion, there's NO NEED to add more biking lanes to this small but busy stretch of road that ALREADY HAS A SUPERIOR BIKE PATH. Take it from a resident that lives and works here‐ traffic is going to get NOTHING BUT WORSE when these new developments are filled. Do not make the mistake of thinking that adding bike lanes that take away roadway is the solution‐ it's not. Please do not make our local traffic situation worse by making this foolish, unnecessary change.

63rd  Barbara Pickett 5/20/2015
Re: "right sizing 63rd street" First of all I would like to know why those of us who live in the neighborhoods off 63rd have not been surveyed about our feelings regarding the changes to 63rd. Most of us will be negatively impacted by these changes during and after construction. Getting in and out of our neighborhoods will be more difficult. It will also be harder to exit from Avery Brewery, the Twin Lakes, Boulder Country Day school and the Fire House. Furthermore, the commercial area off 63rd is the only one in Gunbarrel and the majority of shoppers and commuters will continue to use vehicles because they either commute from somewhere else or need a vehicle for shopping. Considering the commuter traffic from Lookout, the overflow from occasional blockages on the Diagonal Highway, and new traffic loads from the projects under construction around Gun Park it seems that you are going to create traffic problems for a population that does not typically use this road for shopping or commuting. And last but not least wide bicycle path already runs alongside on the west of 63rd , why not just build one on the east? Sincerely Barbara Pickett

63rd  Barbra Pickett 5/28/2015
comments: Thursday, May 28 from 4 to 6 p.m. Bike and Walk Audit: 63rd Street Meet at the northwest corner of the intersection of Nautilus Drive and 63rd Street We were there - where were you??

63rd  David Rechberger 5/20/2015
Marni, David I am extremely concerned with even the thought of changing a perfectly good MAJOR Gunbarrel thoroughfare from existing 2 to 1 lanes. The traffic on this street is already dense. The “right sizing” would just make it impassable. I produce environmental equipment for the reduction of emissions from engines. What this “consulting” group is proposing is nothing short of an drastic increase in CO2, CO and NOx gas emissions from vehicles that will spend a vastly greater amount of time idling their vehicles due to extreme traffic congestion. As I’m sure you know, an idling vehicle produces the worst conditions for greenhouse emissions. Boulder, in their extreme wisdom, has added 100’s of units to Gunbarrel in just the last few months. Is everyone expected to sit at home on welfare, or actually be able to travel for work? These “rightsizing” plans are VERY outdated for current population density in Gunbarrel. Or maybe great revenue generators for the city like Covidien will just up and move somewhere there employees can actually get to their worksite.

63rd  Kurt Schlomberg 5/18/2015
The city of Boulder is considering “Right Sizing” its section of 63rd street from Lookout Road to Gunbarrel Avenue/Nautilus Drive (see https://bouldercolorado.gov/goboulder/living‐lab‐candidate‐corridor‐63rdstreet). As a resident of Gunbarrel, I wanted to let you know that I support improving the roads in the Gunbarrel area to reduce high volumes and to reduce higher speed travel, while supporting biking and pedestrians. I believe this plan will encourage drivers to slow down while pushing more traffic to the Diagonal Hwy, instead of the through‐roads in Gunbarrel, while encouraging walking and biking. Sincerely, Kurt Schlomberg

63rd  Kurt Schlomberg 5/28/2015
comments: I have reviewed the drawings of the proposed changes for 63rd Street and support the effort to make this area more pedestrian and bike friendly. With the sharp increase in condos and apartments in the area anything the city can do to reduce traffic impacts on those living in the area, including progressive redesign of streets, will help. Thank you, Kurt Schlomberg 4

63rd  Joni Severson 5/20/2015
Hello, I live on Twin Lakes Rd. I received an email about the resizing project for 63rd Str. I think it is a really bad idea!! There is already a lot of traffic on that road. Now with the fire department being relocated, the new hotel, as well as all the new building going in behind King Soopers taking 63rd Str to one lane would be a huge error in judgement. Please add my opinion to those being collected relative this project. Thank you in advance for your time. Joni Severson

63rd  Leslie Stinson 5/18/2015
I just have to say NO, NO, NO! What is wrong with all of you! Stay away from Gunbarrel! Leslie Stinson Leslie Stinson


63rd  Martin Streim 5/18/2015
I am all for alternative modes of transportation but this is an extremely bad idea given the expansion of housing directly adjacent to 63rd Street in Gunbarrel. This commercial area is the only one in Gunbarrel and the majority of shoppers and commuters will continue to use vehicles because they either commute from somewhere else or need a vehicle for shopping. There are a number of older residents in Gunbarrel that need a vehicle for carrying groceries, etc. I think it would be possible to expand the sidewalk on the west side of 63rd street to accommodate bicycles and pedestrians. I believe this would be cheaper and safer for pedestrians, cyclists, buses, emergency vehicles, and other vehicles. Respectfully, Martin Streim

63rd  Renee Von Roenn 5/20/2015
comments: This area (Lookout to Gunbarrel) has recently added more housing leading to more traffic. It is a dangerous corridor. PLEASE make updates for safety to this area. Many families and young children bike and walk in this area.

63rd  Mary Wallace 6/3/2015
Hello, As a home owner and resident of Boulder since 1980, and a business owner in Gunbarrel, off 63rd St., I am writing to add input to the suggestion of right-sizing 63rd. My husband and I are avid bicyclists and regularly (3-6 times weekly), head out 63rd for our rides. We live in the Red Fox Hills subdivision off Twin-lakes and 63rd. The traffic on 63rd is already very heavy. I cannot imagine what would happen to the commute time should you narrow the road to one lane to incorporate a bike lane. We do not mind the way it is now, in fact, making 63rd 4 lanes all the way from Jay to the Diagonal would be a major improvement. There are already sidewalks and ample shoulders to accommodate bikes. It is not necessary to change this unless you want to widen the sidewalks on the east side. The sidewalk is plenty wide and wonderful on the west side of 63rd. Perhaps the committee should be focusing on the fact that the greater danger to bicycle riders is the deteriorating condition of the roads. It is so difficult to try to ride on our roads, which are in such disrepair that it is frighteningly close to them turning into dirt roads (that might be an improvement actually). We need road repair so much more than we need another bike lane. Adding a bike lane will not increase alternative means of transportation. Our neighborhood already bikes a significant amount and whether we bike or not has nothing to do with the amount of lanes available. Please reconsider this idea of "right-sizing". It is a waste of money and I cannot fathom what you all are thinking..... Thank you, Mary Wallace Mary Wallace

63rd  Mary Wallace 6/3/2015
I am an avid bicyclist.  My husband is an even more avid cyclist.  Neither of us is willing to let this happen.  We are absolutely against it.  That traffic on 63rd is so intense that if you cut that down to 63rd your going to kill business.  I have my business along the corridor.  I ride my bike up 63rd to Nelson Road and bike and do not have any issues with cars.  There is a sidewalk all the way down the road.  If I don't want to be on the road, I can be on the sidewalk.  Please don't change it to one lane to accommodate bicycles.  As a business owner and homeowner please listen to the community.  I am in the REd Fox neighborhood.     I own the center for studdering therapy and been a business member of this communtiy and dont' wnat you to do this on 63rd.  It will be a nightmare for my clients and myself.  Thank you.

63rd  Susan Winter 6/2/2015
comments: I think you must be bored and creating unneeded projects because if you had bothered to observe traffic on 63rd, you would have noticed that there is a significant amount of traffic in the proposed renovation area at certain times of the every weekday. Tapering to a single lane at Gunbarrel Ave. is already an issue at times, but at least having two lanes from Spine to Gunbarrel allows for that taper to be more gradual. If you remove a lane south of Spine, you will be creating a traffic problem where there currently isn't a major one. Plus, there is a fire station in that area, so adding a larger middle median will create an obstruction for them. You also haven't noticed that the sidewalk along that section of 63rd is actually extra wide as it was designed as a multi-use path. That is where the bikes are supposed to be riding. They do not need 7' lanes on the street. What they have now on the street (the standard width) is fine. In fact, there are very few cyclists that actually use those lanes, especially when compared to the number of cars that fill both driving lanes. As well, with the large amount of residential growth that is coming to Gunbarrel, it is ridiculous to consider reducing the number of driving lanes. You should be considering expansion when the number of cars reaches a new high. Planning for all that new car traffic was never considered when it was approved to bring hundreds of new people to that part of Gunbarrel. You should understand how roads are currently used at their fullest before you make proposals that will cause more damage than good. Please leave this road alone.

63rd  Les  5/19/2015
Nobody wants this!!! No one is giving up their cars! Why don't you pave our roads first rather than ripping up the same ones over and over!!We don't need any more bad planning in Gunbarrel!Sent from my iPhone

63rd, Iris and Folsom  Mike Gross 6/4/2015
Hi, My name is Mike, and I regularly ride my bike and drive my car on Folsom, 63rd, and Iris. It's my understanding that there has been an uproar regarding the upcoming rightsizing experiments in Boulder. Because I strongly suspect the opponents are speaking out of a fear that comes from a lack of understanding, and a desire to protect the status quo, I wanted to be sure my voice as a cyclist, bike commuter, and motorist is heard: I fully support the pilot project re-allocating some road space from cars to bikes, because it will make it safer and more pleasant for me and others to ride bikes in the city as everyday transportation. Feeling safer riding my bike will help me to use my bike more frequently. It will also nudge the rest of my family who've been hesitant to ride more, to feel more comfortable choosing the bike as a reliable and safe mode of transportation. Please let the project move forward, so we can have an informed discussion — based on our experiences, and actual before-and-after data — about whether this kind of infrastructure is right for Boulder. Thanks, Mike Gross

All corridors  Beryl Beauchamp 6/2/2015
Hello, I very much oppose the decreasing of traffic lanes on 55th, Flosom and any other streets in Boulder. This would really create a traffic nightmare. Although I totally understand the desirability of promoting the use of bicycles I do not agree with this particular proposal. Sincerely, Beryl Beauchamp

All corridors  Regina Bock 6/4/2015
Let’s experiment and try rightsizing. I love the idea of making it easier, safer and more enjoyable to ride our bikes around town. I live at 3351 19th street so I will get to experience the changes to the streets the City is looking at. Bike riding helps community, (it is easy to say hi to neighbors) it is health for the rider and the people breathing the air in Boulder, helps Boulder decrease pollution and for each bike commuting it takes a car off the roads.

All corridors  Chuck Gray 6/4/2015
To TAB & City Council, I recently read the article in the Daily Camera about a bike lane proposal that I think is a major waste of resources and potentially a major traffic “snarl”. Not only that, but by allowing this you will be doing Boulder cyclists a major disservice. Why do I say this? There already is apperception that bicyclists in Boulder a privileged class and this would really cement that feeling. By doing this, there will be very strong public sentiment against additional , common sense cycling enhancements in the future. A little background; I am a bicycle commuter ( in reasonable weather) & I’m not young ( 73). ( I get a little tired of all this talk about getting “older people” on bikes – look around & you will see lots of us!). I’m a strong supporter of bike lanes; I think all streets should have them. In many recent cases this has not been done; example Arapahoe between 30th & 28th. However, the streets mentioned in the article already have perfectly good bike lines; what’s the problem?? Some good places to spend the money you would save by not executing the ill conceived “street right sizing” would be fixing the pavement in many of the existing bike lanes and adding bike lanes where only paint is required ( example : Canyon Boulevard). Another good use would be to expand the green paint “bike box” program to remind turning motor vehicle that there might be a bike there. Thank You Chuck Gray Logan Mill Rd. Boulder

All corridors  Bill Hayes 6/4/2015
As someone who hasn’t had to drive in Boulder for seven years now, I fully support this next step in getting others to reduce their reliance on the auto for trips in town. Regards, Bill Hayes

All corridors  Alexander Sollie 6/4/2015
Adding protected bike lanes is absolutely the best and most effective way to increase bike commuting in Boulder. That will lead to fewer cars on the road and a faster commute for everyone! As a Boulder resident, commuter and taxpayer I absolutely support this. I'm tired of feeling like I'm risking my life to get around town by bike.

All corridors  Leslie Stinson 5/28/2015
comments: This is one of the most ridiculous things I have ever heard! You decide to build 1000's of apts in gunbarrel and then you want to narrow the roads to get in and out when it is ridiculously congested already!!! Stupid! Once again- what the hell is wrong with you? Dumbest idea ever! No one is giving up there cars!

All corridors  Ben Taber 6/3/2015
comments: Great idea! Would like to see something similar attempted on Broadway from Iris to Arapahoe. No bike lines or shoulders at all on that stretch.

All corridors  Anonymous  5/31/2015
First, I think the timing of this phase is premature. We know that Boulder will be experiencing a huge increase in residents and workers with the new developments coming on line at 29th St., the Sutherlands property, and the Google campus. If you wait a couple years for them to materialize then the results/impact of your pilot project on these four major arteries will be much more accurate and more reflective of what our population will soon be. Secondly, and in my opinion more importantly, where is the alternative of improving/building bike lanes totally detached from vehicle lanes? On each of these four corridors there are existing sidewalks/bike paths that could be expanded and improved to provide safe bike corridors. The R.O.W. is sitting there very underutilized and totally separating bikes from vehicles seems like an idea everyone would be behind. As an example, the multi-use path along the west side of Broadway from 27th St. to Dartmouth works great. It may initially be more expensive than the proposed alternatives, since as one Go Boulder representative said the other night, "it's just paint", but why not take a long term view of how to permanently separate the bikes from cars. Our traffic problems are only going to get worse with the influx of new the developments, so let's keep our vehicle lanes available for vehicles and use the leftover R.O.W. for bikes and walkers. Thank you.

All corridors  Anonymous  6/2/2015
re your Living Lab program on the streets of Boulder: 1. plans to shrink Iris and Folsom and other roads from 4 lanes (2 in each direction) to 2 lanes (1 in each direction) are about as insane as one could imagine - it's long been obvious that you folks do not care to fix traffic congestion in this city and here is the most overt effort yet to add to the misery - this is beyond nuts - you gotta rethink this, and 2. the situation on University Ave on the west side of Broadway, with the cars parking "in the middle" of the street is similarly nuts - the bike lane was perfect where it was before you messed things up - cars don't always park properly in "the middle" and snow accumulation is an issue, and whenever there's broken glass in the bike lane, it's impossible for you to get a sweeper truck in there - please revert to the way it used to be

All corridors  Anonymous  6/2/2015
comments: I find these proposals to be lacking in focus, as if the city is throwing darts at the wall to see what sticks. If you really want to be progressive, and seen as a model community, you need to collect data on the problem that I do not believe you currently have. This data would help you understand the problem in a manner that would then allow you to formulate well educated solutions that may actually provide community benefit. Here are some questions you should consider: 1- What % of the driving population on a typical weekday is comprised of:(A) City residents, (B) Commuters, (C) Tourists, (D) People who's primary work/office is out of their vehicle/deliveries/construction workers/city officials, etc (Commerce related traffic). 2- How does this population change at different times of the day/week/year? 3- How much of the driving population includes parents of small children who need to be driven to various locations during the day due to school hours and daycare/after school activity hours? Further divided out by city residents and non-city residents who work in Boulder and/or send their kids to schools/activities in Boulder 4- How much of the population is unable to get around without a car?(Elderly, temporary or long term disability) 5- where are people going at any given time of day/week/year and how are they getting there? Why? You need to do the research to find this information out before determining solutions. I think you'll find that a significant % of the cars in Boulder are from commuters, tourists, and people driving as part of their job. Many of which have childcare and/or eldercare needs that necessitate having a car. Boulder's housing market is a reality. Boulder as a Magnet for business is a reality. Neither are bad, but we can't ignore their existence. We need solutions that recognize these issues and work to support them, and I fear your proposals will only bring more pain to the city as a whole. More pain makes business less likely to want to remain in town, and makes living in the city less attractive. Maybe that's the goal, too bad for everyone living here if so.

All corridors  Bill  6/3/2015
comments: Wish I could afford to live in the Republic of Boulder so I could enjoy this bike-topia, but unfortunately, I can't. I must commute every day and I don't see how removing lanes will help drivers as claimed. Since bikes are now getting equal priority, why not start charging bike registration fees like drivers have to pay to maintain the roads?

Folsom  Rex Headd 6/4/2015
To whom it may concern, My name is Rex Headd and I used to bike commute 100+ days a year from North Boulder to the CU Campus. I would ride either Folsom Avenue or 30th Street to and from work everyday when the streets weren’t snowy or icy. After having several very close calls almost being run over (Folsom & Pearl, 30th by King Soopers, 30th and Walnut, Folsom & Valmont) over a 2 year span I decided it wasn’t worth getting injured or killed so I quit bike commuting. I’d love to bike commute again in a safer environment as climate change and reduce my carbon footprint is very important to me. I support the pilot project reallocating some road space from cars to bikes, because it will make it safer and more pleasant for me and others to ride bikes in the city as everyday transportation. Feeling safer riding my bike will help me to bike commute again knowing that my chances of getting injured will be reduced compared to years past. Please let the project move forward, so we can have an informed discussion — based on our experiences, and actual before-and-after data — about whether this kind of infrastructure is right for Boulder. Thank you for your time!

Folsom  Roger Hibbard 6/3/2015
comments: Avid bike commuter/automobile user here who has extremely mixed feelings about Living Lab. Very worried about increased traffic-congestion due to downsizing of Folsom. This is one of the few ways to avoid the over-congested 28th Street parking lot if you are going North-South. Please think very carefully about this unfortunate change! As a user of the 17th back in parking (works so-so, but stops traffic and endangers passing bikers) and University Ave.(downright dangerous as the lanes are now narrow and cars swerve to avoid opening doors and students unexpectedly running out from behind cars). Hope nobody gets hurt from your experiments.

Folsom  Ian Huang 5/11/2015
on it has been a scary experience, wrestling with buses and trucks passing with in inches. As a cyclist, my preference is to have a buffered bike lane the entire way to Arapahoe. In addition, if it hasn't been pointed out, cyclists going north are blind to vehicles approaching from the east on Mapleton.

Folsom  Phil Miatech 6/3/2015
comments: I cannot overstate how terrible this idea is. Do NOT close the roads. Boulder officials should be focused on making public/alternative transportation better, but not at the cost of making private transportation worse and punishing those who do not utilize the public transportation services. The road system is already a joke among locals, don't make it worse.

Folsom  Matt Roberts 6/1/2015
I love this idea! There are so many bike paths that run east/west, but I find it hard to ride north/south because I don't like riding on the road right next to the traffic. Would you guys ever consider opening up streets comply to pedestrians? Like what they have done in Zurich? Maybe a combo of bus, bike, and walkers, but no cars? I would be cool to see either this current resizing concept or a total opening up of the street adopted in Pearl Street from the end of the bricked over section to Folsom. Or even farther, link up depot junction?!

Folsom  Garret Schmidt 5/27/2015
comments: I'm totally biased (live on 23rd/Pearl) but having an installation on Folsom would be incredible. It's super heavily trafficked, but is also a critical road for cyclists to be able to get out, especially when commuting for groceries etc (considering the number of businesses east of this road). Anyway, huge proponent of this work, and hope to see it happen!

Folsom  Brook Stableford 5/20/2015
Hello Marni. Glad to see you're still rocking with the bike/pedestrian work! I am writing in support of the separated bike lanes on Folsom. The materials I read online look like the plan is a go. Is this the case? Has the structure of stripes and barriers been decided? While I'm not much of a driver, I think the layout on the photo below looks great, assuming studies show that it will be sufficient for making left turns. Coincidentally, I now own 2340-2342 Folsom, which is the only property viewable in the picture, by the person with the red backback by the parked subaru, so I'm certainly excited for hopefully quieter traffic and enhanced bike options. Also, at some point I'd like to talk about the degrading car culture in town as we seem to become the new So-Cal. I feel less and less safe on my bike, and see cars pulling wackier and more unbelievable moves every day. People are too busy to stop at signals and pay attention. Not that you can wave a wand and fix it all, but it's a big concern of mine as the city seems to be on a track to more faster money. Thanks for your time and attention! Brook

Folsom & Iris  Lucia Craycraft 6/2/2015
I read the article in today’s Daily Camera with great dismay. I am all for making the city more bicycle friendly but not at the cost of the ability of residents to be able to get around. I am in my mid-70’s and have numerous physical problems so using a bicycle is not an option for me. I must use a car. Reducing lanes on Iris and Folsom – especially when tourist season is just about to start – is a bad idea. I live at 6th and Canyon and I often have to sit through three lights just to get home. Reducing lanes on these roads that locals travel to get from here to there would simply create more of a mess for all of us who live here. Please do not reduce the lanes on Iris and Folsom! Lucia Craycraft



Folsom & Iris  Dorie Glover 5/25/2015
comments: I love this idea of complete streets. I would like to bike more, but I am fearful of cars and so I don't bike as much as I could if there were safer ways to bike, away from cars. Introduction of barriers is a good idea, but also why not streets dedicated to biking only? (It may be a pipe dream, but wouldn't it be wonderful?)

Folsom & Iris  Dorie Glover 5/25/2015
comments: I love this idea of complete streets. I would like to bike more, but I am fearful of cars and so I don't bike as much as I could if there were safer ways to bike, away from cars. Introduction of barriers is a good idea, but also why not streets dedicated to biking only? (It may be a pipe dream, but wouldn't it be wonderful?

Folsom & Iris  Cathy Grayell 6/3/2015
Just voicing my concern over the proposed traffic lane reductions on Iris & Folsom to 2 lanes and wider bike lanes. The east/west Iris road is heavily traveled & this proposal wilt force folks out of their cars but will cause greater traffic congestion & possibly dangerous situations for drivers & cyclists. Very opposed to the proposal.

Folsom & Iris  Carolyn Hales 6/3/2015
comments: I think the proposed "right-size" testing is a great idea. I'm 62 and do most of my in-town errands by bike and on foot. I look forward to the increased safety on all these corridors. In addition, I'm guessing that the changes to Folsom and Iris in particular will make the neighborhoods on both sides of these streets feel more connected.

Folsom & Iris  Christopher Ho 6/4/2015
My name is Christopher Ho, and I regularly ride on Folsom and Iris. I support the pilot project re-allocating some road space from cars to bikes, because it will make it safer and more pleasant for me and others to ride bikes in the city as everyday transportation. Feeling safer riding my bike will help me to use my bike more frequently. Please let the project move forward, so we can have an informed discussion — based on our experiences, and actual before-andafter data — about whether this kind of infrastructure is right for Boulder. Sincerely,

Folsom & Iris  Amy Morfas 6/4/2015
Dear City Council members, I am writing to ask for your support in moving forward with the proposed right sizing of several roads in Boulder, including Iris and Folsom. I regularly ride my bicycle for transportation in Boulder and would like to see more safe routes for cyclists. These routes would lead to more people bicycling, a stronger local economy and improved environment. For my day job, I work for Bicycle Colorado and see many communities making improvements to roads while not being detrimental to those who choose (and can afford) to get around via private automobile. I too have a car but also realize that because I own a car does not mean that I own the road. Roads are public spaces that we ALL pay for and should be able to use safely. Please do not let the pressure and fear of a few people hold our city back from moving forward and being progressive in all areas of transportation offered to people of all means. Thank you, Amy Morfas Boulder resident of 20 years

Folsom & Iris  Manson Root 5/29/2015
comments: Reviewing the video associated with this project, it is apparent that there is concern regarding whether bikers "feel safe". That is inappropriate for a study. The real question is whether they ARE safe, feelings have nothing to do with the necessity or lack thereof for repurposing lanes. What do the data actually show? Also, what data have you compiled regarding the reckless behavior of many cyclists in contributing to their own accident rates? While I applaud the notion of safer streets, it seems on the surface that Boulder is yet again trying to support a predetermined solution path rather than engaging in a genuine study.

Folsom & Iris  Lola Sarur 6/3/2015
comments: Not a good idea! You are going to constrict car traffic in busy streets, families will better benefit from improving or building more bike paths. Use money to fix streets full of potholes! I live in Kalmia Av., lots of families bike on this street, plus Crest View and Foothill students, baseball kids, etc. if you redo iris, more drivers will use Kalmia, making it dangerous.

Folsom & Iris  Jennifer Shriver 6/4/2015
I am really excited about these road improvements that will encourage cycling, help us meet climate goals, and reduce traffic congestion.

Folsom & Iris  Zach Swank 5/20/2015
Hello Marni, I wasn't able to make it to any of the open houses but I would like to voice my support for adding bike lanes on Iris and Folsom. As a person who drives and a person who bikes on both roads frequently, I support this endeavor. There are often large trucks that travel up and down Iris and they often pass too close to me in the bike lane. I don't blame them, they can't move over because lanes are two tight and there is generally a car on the other side of them. Still, Irisi is probably the most dangerous road I bike on. So much so that I generally take Kalmia instead. While I don't generally travel on 55th or 63rd in a car or bike, I also support adding bike lanes there. As you know, the city is woefully behind schedule on their mode shift goals. Whether bike, bus, or carshare infrastructure, it is truly a case of if you build it they will come. While I bike commute every day year round and have chosen a willful sense of disbelief, the masses won't trade a steering wheel for handlebars unless they feel safe. I salute this bold move and also say, it's about time! Zach Swank Boulder

Folsom & Iris  Jason Vogel 6/4/2015
I support city staff giving the street treatments on 55th, 63rd, Iris, and Folsom a shot. Please do not let neighborhood naysayers kill this project. If we are serious about reaching 30% mode share and reducing our community's GHG footprint, we are going to have to make some serious connections to interested but concerned bike riders, probably at the expense of room for cars on the road. The only way to see if it is a good idea, or whether we should accept being a car-oriented city, is to test the ideas presented in this living lab project.

Folsom & Iris  Anonymous  6/2/2015
comments: Communicate to stakeholders how/where we can view all of the feedback, questions and concerns that have already been and will be submitted

Folsom & Iris  Anonymous  6/2/2015
i just read in the local paper that you're gonna reduce traffic on both Iris and Folsom and other places, as well, from 4 lanes of traffic to 2 lanes, cutting in half the capacity of roads that already carry a heavy load - what are you people thinking? it seems clear you are intentionally trying to give us a horrible experience with even more congestion that already exists - shame on you - you should all be fired

Folsom and Iris  David Allen 6/4/2015
Dear city council- My name is David Allen, and I am both a voter and a cyclist. I am a regular cyclist but my wife and 8 year old son are not. Part of the reason they aren't is because of safety concerns riding on busy streets like Folsom and Iris. Folsom is an important north-south corridor for getting around Boulder, and having better, larger bike lanes would greatly increase the ability of families like mine to ride around Boulder for both transportation and leisure. Please let theliving labs projects on these and other streets in Boulder move forward, so we can have an informed discussion — based on our experiences, and actual before-and-after data — about whether this kind of infrastructure is right for Boulder. Thank you very much, Dr. David Allen
All corridors  Chuck Gray 6/2/2015
Hi David, I just read an article in the Daily Camera about a bike lane proposal that I think is a major waste of resources. A little background; I am a bicycle commuter ( in reasonable weather) & I’m not young ( 73). ( I get a little tired of all this talk about getting “older people” on bikes – look around & you will see lots of us!). I’m a strong supporter of bike lanes; I think all streets should have them. In many recent cases this has not been done; example Arapahoe between 30th & 28th. However, the streets mentioned in the article already have perfectly good bike lines; what’s the problem?? Chuck

All corridors  Dan McCarty 6/2/2015
comments: Ironically your ideas worked. I have worked in Boulder for years and bike to work frequently, long before they gave away free bagels for it :-). I have been vacillating over a job offer in Louisville and reading the Camera article about Phase II of the lab finally pushed me to a decision: Take the offer! Boulder is just too much of a pain to get around in and get to.

Iris  Tina Adcock 6/3/2015
comments: Very bad idea! Making Iris into 2 lane for cars: Where do all those big trucks we see everyday on our streets plan to go?? Maybe carry concrete mixers & large lumber on bicycles?? How about the busses? One stops to let out passengers & the whole street backs up! You don't want me on a bicycle. I gave that up many years ago so you don't have to peel me up off the street! I condense my driving to multiple purposes per errand, very efficient. North Boulder is already very congested. Traffic up & down Broadway increasing due to the density the city has allowed north of Poplar. Where will all that traffic go?? You won't stop the cars , only make it harder to get around. There are very few through streets for cars here. The bikes could be routed onto side streets making it safer for everyone. Please don't cause more accidents by making Iris single car lane street! You are discriminating in your planning against a whole group of residents.

Iris  Bill Belew 5/23/2015
comments: 1) Very disappointed that our entire neighborhood on Linden & Kalmia unaware of public meetings & proposed changes on Iris until 5/21. 2) Proposed changes in Iris will cause massive traffic jams in W/E bound Iris traffic, making it impossible to enter E on Iris from 16th, & bringing frustrated drivers off of Iris & onto Kalmia & Linden neighborhood. Terrible idea. Many options for bikers already exist.

Iris  Andrew Churnside 5/27/2015
comments: Going from 2 lanes each direction to 4 would be a huge mistake. Traffic during peak times is already congested on this stretch and taking away passing opportunities can't do anything but make things worse. I'm all for innovative solutions to traffic

Iris  Janice Demorest 5/22/2015
Alarmed that the city would consider narrowing Iris Ave by eliminating lanes for cars and adding bike lanes. Though a biker the car traffic flow is already tremendous. I challenge you all to driving it during rush hours. Perhaps a walk light at 16th and Iris would help get folks safely across and suggest further studies be made. What is proposed is dangerous and will lead to a huge traffic congestion at almost any time of day. Thank you. Jan Demorest

Iris   Feaancaba 5/20/2015
comments: Unbelievable! If you narrow Broadway in vicinity of N.Bldr. Rec. Center to 1 lane it would be a disaster. Let the bike lanes go behind the rec center and the cars go on Bdwy. Traffic already heavy esp. around Iris & Bdwy. Some of us NEED cars & can't ride bikes. You are not facing reality & only interested in Boulder's"image". Even California doesn't try to force everyone to use bikes.

Iris  Michael Greene 6/2/2015
Worst Idea I have ever heard - bad for boulder, bad for traffic, unlikely to have an economically beneficial impaction biking - meaning impact not worth the damage done

Iris  Liora Halperin 5/22/2015
Dear City Council, I'm a resident of the melody-catalpa neighborhood (16th and Kalmia) and have been informed of the proposals to narrow Iris to two lanes (or three, to include a turn lane) and to add bike lanes. This proposal would directly affect me as someone who drives on Iris nearly everyday and I wanted to express my opposition to it. Yes, it is good to add bike lanes where possible, but Boulder still needs its core infrastructure for cars, especially as the population and density of Boulder is expected to increase. Even bikers often own cars and use them for a variety of reasons. Boulder has a small number of arterial roads (Broadway, Folsom, Iris) and we need to keep that limited network free and open (which will then allow the rest of the streets in boulder to be nice corridors for bikes (13th st is a great corridor for bikes, as is Kalmia--keep Kalmia the main E-W corridor for bikes. Iris flows well right now; with half as many lanes, it will be backed up much more frequently. The addition of left turn lanes seems like a small gain: there just aren't that many people turning left from Iris and I've never experienced that as a frustration. The experience of sitting in traffic is not going to make people bike more often. Many of those people already bike as often as they can, but need their car to transport their young children, pick up supplies or groceries, or commute to places in the area that are less well served by busses. Please abandon this proposal to narrow Iris. Thank you, Liora Halperin

Iris  Thomas Hast 5/26/2015
comments: As a resident along this corridor and a property owner on Cloverleaf Dr., I strongly oppose this plan for Iris. Iris is already at capacity with two lanes in both directions during several blocks of time every weekday. Now that you have shortened the left turn arrow time from Iris turning south on Broadway, there is often a substantial backup of two lanes of cars waiting to turn through 2 or even occasionally 3 cycles. I certainly support making it easier to traverse Boulder by bicycle, but there is a limit to how much more difficult that should make car traffic. Experience over the past 40 years has shown that most efforts to get people out of their cars and onto bicycles or public transportation have failed with congestion and parking just getting worse. Some of us need to travel around town by car for work. I feel the same way about Folsom. You can't just throttle down all the north south and east west corridors to Broadway, 28th, 30th and Canyon. Of these projects, obviously Iris is the most important since it is the only open east west corridor in N. Boulder. Thanks.

Iris  Thomas Hast 5/26/2015
comments: As a resident along this corridor and a property owner on Cloverleaf Dr., I strongly oppose this plan for Iris. Iris is already at capacity with two lanes in both directions during several blocks of time every weekday. Now that you have shortened the left turn arrow time from Iris turning south on Broadway, there is often a substantial backup of two lanes of cars waiting to turn through 2 or even occasionally 3 cycles. I certainly support making it easier to traverse Boulder by bicycle, but there is a limit to how much more difficult that should make car traffic. Experience over the past 40 years has shown that most efforts to get people out of their cars and onto bicycles or public transportation have failed with congestion and parking just getting worse. Some of us need to travel around town by car for work. I feel the same way about Folsom. You can't just throttle down all the north south and east west corridors to Broadway, 28th, 30th and Canyon. Of these projects, obviously Iris is the most important since it is the only open east west corridor in N. Boulder. Thanks.


Iris  Paul Hunnicutt 5/27/2015
comments: I live close to 19th and Iris and work at 28th and Iris Avenue. I drive/bike this road every day, multiple times per day. I have lived there since 2007. Changing Iris Avenue between Folsom and Broadway from a 4 lane road to a 2 lane road with a center turning lane is terrible idea and a complete waste of taxpayer money. This is a well travelled road that does not need a reduction in the number of lanes. There are not any intersections with a pressing need to have a center turning lane. There already exists a bike lane and all it needs is perhaps a curb or some of those small round bumps imbedded in the asphalt to alert a car it is drifting into the bike lane. Or create an alternative bike route on Grape Avenue or Kalmia and direct bike traffic there. At rush hour the road is already crowded and losing a lane in each direction will result in increased traffic, lots of cars idiling in traffic, and increased traffic on alternate neighborhood routes. It will NOT in any way help reduce carbon emissions, or get people to drive less no matter what any consultant report has told city council. Improving the crosswalk at 15th street (at the baseball fields) would be a very good idea for both cars and pedestrians. The crosswalk is in a dangerous spot as to where it enters 15th street. It would be much better placed mid block instead of on one side of 15th. Cars heading east on Iris turning south onto 15th street cannot see pedestrians coming up to the cross walk heading north. Likewise pedestrians cannot see cars turning and have to cross 15th to the wrong side of the street to use the crosswalk, while avoiding cars turning onto 15th from a "blind" turn. Improving the bike lane by adding some sort of minimal divider between the bike land and traffic is all that is required on Iris Avenue. Please do not implement this change to Iris Avenue! DO NOT change Iris from a 4 lane to 2 lane road.

Iris  Drew Levinson 5/26/2015
Hi. I don’t know if I’ll be able to make these discussions. I live at 1715 Lombardy and my son goes to Foothill Elementary so we are familiar with the area as bikers and pedestrians. And yes, I drive, and of course drive on Iris. I want to type and say I’m in favor of leaving Iris the way it is. 2 lanes each direction. I would make one modification though. At 15th and Iris, there is a median for crossing the street and a sign going eastboand and westbound, alerting drivers to the fact that there is a crosswalk there and it is the law to stop for pedestrians. I propose putting in a ‘pedestrian activiated button’ (flashing light) right there, where all of the hardware already is-this seems like a really inexpensive and smart addition to that area. Seems like an easy addition. "Let’s do it”, I say! Examples of these are North of Linden at the top of that Broadway Hill, Folsom near Forest, 28th near Iris/Safeway, 28th near Pearl/Whole Foods, you know. Iris is zoned for 35, and those flashing lights would help alot to warn traffic of a crossing pedestrian, especially on the SW corner of 15th and Iris, where the visibility is actually pretty poor. (worth checking out.) Thanks. Drew

Iris  Linda Marntin 5/22/2015
comments: Changing Iris Ave from 4 lanes to 2 lanes with a middle turn lane is a terrible idea! Iris is a continuation of the Diagonal Highway and is the only major East/West corridor north of Canyon.Â All four lanes are needed to handle the amount of commuter traffic getting across town on the north side as well as the multitude of neighborhood residents that use Iris. All lanes that exist now are needed to handle the daily amount of traffic. Â Removing two of the lanes in favor of putting in a middle turn lane, for the few cars that turn left (as compared to the the majority of other cars)Â will turn the road into a parking lot of angry commuters and local residents.Â These angry commutersÂ who need to use Iris to get anywhere will be forced off of Iris and will turn to neighborhood roads to be able to get anywhere.Â NeighborhoodÂ roads like Linden and Meadow between 19th and 26th, as well as the neighborhoods on the south side of 19th (Grape, Glenwood and Floral) will become thoroughfares.Â Besides being neighborhood roads where there are children and dogs,Â those roadways were not designed for high volumes of traffic. Removing the ability for drivers to use the roadways meant for high traffic volume will only cause problems and aggravation. Â In addition ‐ in the winter when snow plowing happens, the new proposed configuration of the bike lanes will force plows to pile the snow in the middle of the road (as the often do now on Folsom). This would stop traffic on Iris altogether if someone decided to turn left, making Iris unusable on snowy days. If you add in the fact that RTD bus #208 runs up and down Iris (with at least one stop in the proposed area right at 19th), having only one lane of traffic and a blocked off bike lane, will force the bus to stop in the only lane available and again cause traffic tie‐ups. This entire proposal is a bad idea.

Iris  Amy McCormick 5/22/2015
Hello, I know that there’s a lot of changes in store for Iris between Broadway and 28th. I really hope that the crosswalk at 15th and iris will be equipped with a flashing light. Our family lives north of Iris and we use that crosswalk often— we feel that traffic doesn’t stop consistently for pedestrians or cyclists. Also, my son will be crossing that crosswalk daily next year when he attends Casey and I’m worried about him and other kids trying to get to school. Please include safety improvements to that crosswalk in your plan. Thank you, Amy McCormick

Iris  Autumn McFarland 6/2/2015
comments: Yes please, we live alone iris and the noise pollution is terrible. We fear our daughter accidentally running out on the street as the cars whip by. An extended sidewalk, bike lane and single car lane is an amazing way to bring safety to the families along iris. Please please please

Iris  John Meadows 6/2/2015
I live at 2180 Norwood. I think that this is god aweful idea.  Lived in Boulder since 1960.  In North Boulder since 1965.  Have lived on Linden, Balsam and Mapleton.  Driving on Iris I think  taking two lanes to one lane in each direction will back up traffic between 28th and Broadway.  Same with Folsom corridor.  It will be an absolute mess and will divert traffic to many other corridors.  I think it's a bad idea.

Iris  Jason Oeltjen 6/2/2015
Hi Noreen, We heard about the city's plan to reduce lanes on Iris between Broadway and Folsom for better bike lanes. While I think the concept is intriguing, I'm concerned about the impacts on my street, Quince Ave. Over the past couple of years, Quince has seen an increase in rush hour traffic and I recently learned from commuters of the route it is at least partially due to the left turn arrow on 19th and Iris. Because that arrow was added, commuters are using Quince to cut to 19th to avoid the congested left turn from Broadway to Iris. I'm concerned this new plan will only make that problem worse. To avoid this, I'd like to again advocate for mitigation on Quince, possibly in the form of speed bumps or stop signs at 15th and 17th. Do you have any information on what the city is planning to help avoid moving traffic from these thoroughfares to the neighborhood streets like Quince with this plan? If there is no plan, I would ask that the Iris plan be dropped from this project. Thank you, Jason Oeltjen

Iris  Pete Olesen 5/7/2015
Subject: Proposed plan for Iris avenue I received a living lab postcard in the mail outlining a plan to close two lanes of traffic on Iris Avenue and put a turn lane in the center. My in-laws went to the open house on Wednesday. No presentation, just people to "answer questions. Not a good sign. I live on 17th and Iris and my in-laws live on 13th and Iris. My wife and I along with my in-laws also own a rental property at 1800 Iris. As a family, we have a lot at stake both personally and financially. If you believe our property tax assessments, collectively we have 2 million dollars in property values at risk. This plan cannot possibly have a good outcome. The volume of traffic is simply way too high to consider closing even one lane, let alone two. We have lived here for 15 years and have seen the traffic volume. If anything, it has increased over the years. You simply cannot cut capacity in half on such a high volume street. If you really want to see what this would be like,, close off two lanes of traffic temporarily for a month. Count up the number of accidents and damage to cars that occur during that week. Study 2 the traffic flow before and after the closure. It will take about 10 minutes to see how disasterous this will be. If you proceed with this plan, we will consider legal options. As a family, we cannot sit by and watch our property values be destroyed. This whole thing stinks to high heaven. The deal is already done and the residents here have not had any input on the design. This makes the boondoggle of Hwy 36 look like nothing. Please call me. Pete Olesen

Iris  Linda Olesen 5/24/2015
I have been seeing our neighborhood discussion of this and would like to comment. The idea is lovely, but it seems like there really is a lot of traffic on Iris as one of very few (maybe the only…) street carrying traffic east and west‐ish without going through smaller neighborhood streets. So I wonder what the larger plan is, and appreciate the concern that more traffic will likely route through the neighborhood here (Melody Catalpa). Traffic into the ballparks on 16th may create some backlog on Iris with a single lane, and regular traffic does already at times turning on 19th. I am rarely stopped by someone making a left turn on Iris, particularly compared to Broadway. However, I frequently cannot make a left on to Broadway without waiting through several lights ‐ so the idea of decreasing that to one left turn lane really concerns me. If we are concentrating traffic, there will still be as many trying to make a left here. I hope that part of the plan is not implemented immediately until information about where cars go if Iris begins to be frustrating to use. Thanks for your efforts ‐ the intentions are wonderful. Linda

Iris  Linda Overlie 6/3/2015
comments: I attended the meeting last evening at the NBRC to discuss how the Iris Street corridor changes will impact neighborhood streets, specifically Kalmia Ave. I have lived on Kalmia Ave for 25 years and have been involved with the transportation department to slow traffic down on Kalmia and discourage drivers from using it as a cut-through street. When Iris has a lot of traffic and or backed up, drivers will use our street Kalmia Ave, as a cut through and drive at excessive speeds which is particularly dangerous since there is such a significant curve. Many neighbors are concerned that the changes to Iris corridor will divert traffic onto our street on which many children/families ride their bikes. Perhaps Iris will be safer for bicyclists, but is this at the expense of neighborhood streets that Boulder has been so committed to (in the past) discouraging dangerous cut-through traffic ?

Iris  Marcus P 5/16/2015
I was originally a little concerned about trying to pull out of my development on 22nd onto iris with only one lane but I loved the meetings you did where I was able to talk to somebody that explained why it would actually be easier than it is now. Now I'm 100% behind this! Go traffic calming! And I love this Living Lab concept where you come up with ideas, think hard about them and then try them. Nice work! Looking forward to riding over to the foothills with my kids on that bike lane as opposed to now where we avoid iris like the plague.

Iris  Marcus Popetz 6/4/2015
I'm am STRONGLY FOR the rightsizing effort that the city is planning for Iris. I ride with my family if the destination is along the goose creek path or parts north but don't go E/W on Iris or down Folsom with my kids. Too dangerous as is. Please please please don't let fear of car restrictions derail this effort! Let's give it a try, I applaud the agile approach you are taking in this. Thanks!

Iris  Dave Rich 6/2/2015
comments: I think reducing Iris from 4 lanes to 2 lanes is a terrible idea. Iris is packed with cars already and getting worse. It is not a great bus route, so there is not a lot of bike traffic relative to other streets and there is a good existing bike lane. The corner of Broadway and Iris and Iris and 26th get backed way up every day and this will make it work. I bike to work down Iris often and it is a totally functional bike street as is compared to many other streets in town as there is plenty of room to be seen, it's a wide street and there is no street parking (unlike Folsom, which definitely could use upgrades).

Iris  Nick Robles 5/19/2015
I work for Boulder County and I often ride my bicycle that last mile to North Broadway and Iris campus. I take the BOLT RTD bus from my home in Longmont that leaves me at 28th/Iris. Currently, Iris feels dangerous for me when I am riding my bike. Although there are bike lanes, the car lanes are so narrow that cars/trucks/trailers get very close to bumping into me even when I am in the bike lane, almost forcing me to ride in the gutter instead of the actual road. I support this new concept. Thanks! Nick Robles

Iris  Tim Rohrer 6/5/2015
Group home  for disabled with vans transporting residents locate at 1806 Iris Avenue.  Concern that driveway will be blocked.  Many agencies involved.  Workforce Colorado, serveral social services departments from BoCo.   Make sure performance measures compare apples to apples.  Weather and time of year, CU Boulder.

Iris  Ryan Rudolph 6/3/2015
comments: This is a Great Idea for Iris Ave.! Please give it a try...It has the potential to be really great for biking and helping reduce traffic noise and speed. Thank you. Ryan

Iris  Don Ryan 5/24/2015
comments: Safety first: making travel safer on Iris for a few additional bikers will likely push the vehicular traffic to side streets, such as Kalmia, which are very poorly designed for multi‐modal traffic. These side streets are likely to become less safe for daily users, residents, and especially children. That is a very poor trade‐off. These solutions are not reducing traffic volume. They just hope to do that. Follow the money: Streets aren't equitable because vehicles pay for them in the form of licenses, taxes, and more taxes for fuel. Why not start licensing, taxing and tolling bicycles in the same way to establish equity and pay for these improvements? Separate the traffic: expanding multi use bikeways along creeks, greenways, and dedicated corridors would be much more successful in increasing bike use by the elderly, women, and families. Boulder already has miles of these trails. Complete Streets sound like a nice idea, and might be the right answer for some corridors, but not Iris!

Iris  Caron Schwartz 5/23/2015
comments: I wonder if anyone "experimenting" with changes on Iris Avenue has ever spent time at the intersection of 16th and Iris... I live on Kingwood Place and leave my neighborhood on foot, bike, scooter or car via 16th Street, ending up where it intersects with Iris. Everyone who lives in Melody Heights knows it is nearly impossible to cross south with each of these modes of transportation. I think a crosswalk of some type or even a "sanctuary" in the middle of Iris at 16th would make crossing the street here safer and easier. Yes. I could walk, bike and scoot to the crosswalk at 13th, but that is not convenient when all I'm trying to do is get across the street to head east on Iris. By car, it's damn near impossible to make that left turn. Turning Iris into a two‐lane road is asking for serious backups, which will likely make trying to cross the street at 16th even more treacherous.

Iris  Bonnie Smith 6/2/2015
comments: You have got to be kidding! Cyclist already have the upper hand in Boulder be it road bikes or mountain bikes. Have you ever rode a bike/or ridden in a car ( are folks in the lab even cyclist ? ?) on Iris during prime traffic hours .....this is nightmare waiting to happen. Boulder is already becoming congested enough!!! As a citizen of Boulder since 1973 I'm interested in all these corridors. Thank you ! Enough said.....



Iris  Joy Spring 5/21/2015
comments: I just learned about this program for Iris and want to register my negative comment for the program on this road. This is the only east‐west 4‐lane road in this part of town and is heavily used. the traffic congestion would be huge and the benefits limited as few individuals are seen riding this stretch

Iris  Peter Stokes 5/23/2015
comments: I am against the proposed changes to Iris Avenue west of Folsom St. My neighborhood (Melody‐Catalpa) already receives extra speeding vehicle traffic whenever there's a backup on Iris or Broadway, and it will only get worse if this plan is implemented. The plan has the look of a poorly thought through social engineering experiment that will come at the cost of quality of life in the surrounding area. It's an example of the difference between the goals of certain city officials and the needs of city residents. Iris Avenue works reasonably well the way it is now, so I view the plan as a solution in search of a problem.

Iris  Richard W 5/16/2015
I agree, the proposed plan is a big improvement over the current conditions.

Iris  Stuart Weisman 6/2/2015
comments: As a cyclist, I think it is a lousy idea to expand bike lanes at the expense of car lanes on Iris. Way too much traffic on Iris during peak hours. Cars will increase on neighborhood streets. Better to keep traffic on main corridors. If bike lanes on Iris is a good idea, why not add bike lanes on Broadway between Canyon and Linden

Iris  Susan Winter 6/3/2015
comments: Hi. I have already sent a comment about 63rd and 55th since I drive those roads most often. I just used Iris, and it was full of traffic in both lanes in both directions. I was driving around 11:15am. This area can't afford losing a lane either. I had an idea that could help you see the negative impact removing a lane of traffic in all of these areas would have. Why don't you simply close a lane in each direction within all of these area for a few months and monitor how the traffic congestion increases. You could check at various times of day, but especially during rush hour and other times that get a lot of traffic. I am sure you will get a lot of good data and feedback once you see how condensing these area will make car driving much worse while not really adding any significance to bike traffic at all.

Iris  Frank  5/20/2015
comments: Top 5 dumbest Boulder ideas. Iris only thru street in N. boulder. Many times both lanes have block long waits at 38th and also at Broadway. There are almost no bikes on Iris.DON'T MAKE THIS CHANGE.

Iris  Anonymous  5/26/2015
I have been reading up about the proposed changes for Iris. As a long time resident on Kalmia, I think this is a disaster waiting to happen. Not sure why you would want to change an already congested street into a smaller street with bike lanes. This is a major east‐west street. Any reduction of lanes will only drive people into neighborhoods and create delays on Iris. Kalmia already has enough cut‐though traffic. We have plenty of bikers that take advantage of a smaller street rather than ride along with lots of traffic on Iris. Bikes cut through neighborhoods to save time and distance. Iris to the west goes nowhere but into Broadway where there are bike lanes on the sidewalks. Why not just continue that concept down Iris and leave the lanes alone?? PLEASE rethink this insanity.


Iris  Anonymous  5/26/2015
comments: I have been reading up about the proposed changes for Iris. As a long time resident on Kalmia, I think this is a disaster waiting to happen. Not sure why you would want to change an already congested street into a smaller street with bike lanes. This is a major east-west street. Any reduction of lanes will only drive people into neighborhoods and create delays on Iris. Kalmia already has enough cut-though traffic. We have plenty of bikers that take advantage of a smaller street rather than ride along with lots of traffic on Iris. Bikes cut through neighborhoods to save time and distance. Iris to the west goes nowhere but into Broadway where there are bike lanes on the sidewalks. Why not just continue that concept down Iris and leave the lanes alone?? PLEASE rethink this insanity.

Iris  Valerie  6/2/2015
comments: I don't think it's such a good idea - the intersection is already congested and will likely drive more traffic to Quince, Norwood and Sumac. I already cut through those neighborhoods to avoid Iris and Broadway and I think I'm likely to have a lot more company.

  Randy Criton 6/2/2015
I'm complaining about what you guys are going to do to Iris by cutting out the lanes.  That is so crowded as it is with cars bacekd up to make turns.  I don't know who came up with this idea.  But, it's looney.

55th  Conor Felletter 6/4/2015
As a Boulder resident who works off of 55th and bikes that path every day I am firmly against downsizing the road from 4 lanes to 2. The road is already fine for cyclists and increasing traffic isn't worth any added benefit
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