Interactive Community Survey

-> You may only take this survey once per device.
> After submitting your answers, you will not be able to retake the survey
-> During the survey, click on images to enlarge them on your screen.

-> The survey will be made available for on GuidingGolden.com following the meeting until March 10th.



How long have you lived in Golden?

| live outside Jefferson County 9 ..Eﬁﬁg@‘r@d‘ﬁﬂfﬂhﬁjnths, but less than a year
. 1to Syears

| do not live in Golden, but | live in Jefferson County .

6 to 10 years

Longer than 20 years .

. 11to 20 years



If you do live in Golden, what neighborhood do

you live in?
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How often do you pass through the US 6 and Heritage
Road Interchange? (choose one)

A few ti
One to three time%%elrnr]r%rﬁﬁr .

Approximately once per week @

@® Daily - One or more times per
day

Several times per week @



How do you move through the US 6 and Heritage Road
Interchange most often? (select all that apply)

292

Walking Jogging/running Biking Electric scooter or Wheelchair or Riding transit

Other

301
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How do you feel Alternative #71: Signalized Diamond would
work for motorized vehicles?

| don't like this option for @

motorized vehicles ® | like it and think it will function

well for motorized vehicles

| have several significant
guestions and concerns

® | like it but | have one ortwo
Not sure or neutral @ concerns

288



In one to three words, what is the most notable weakness
for Alternative #71: Signalized Diamond?
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In one to three words, what is the most notable strength for
Alternative #71: Signalized Diamond?
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How do you feel Alternative #2: Stop-Controlled Diverging
Diamond would work for motorized vehicles?

| don't like this option for @
motorized vehicles

® | like it and think it will function
well for motorized vehicles

| have several significant
guestions and concerns

Not sure or neutral @ ® | like it but | have one or two

concerns



In one to three words, what is the most notable weakness
for Alternative #2: Stop-Controlled Diverging Diamond?
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In one to three words, what is the most notable strength
Alternative #2: Stop-Controlled Diverging Diamond?
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How do you feel Alternative #3: Dual Roundabouts would
work for motorized vehicles?

| don't like this option for @

| have E%%?Eif‘aa Hﬂaja l?cs
QURRHICRFHERT QNG El &

| like it but | have one or two @ Waa
concerns

@ | like it and think it will function
well for motorized vehicles



In one to three words, what is the most notable weakness
for Alternative #3: Dual Roundabouts?
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In one to three words, what is the most notable strength for
Alternative #3: Dual Roundabouts?
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How do you feel Alternative #4: Single Roundabout would
work for motorized vehicles?

| don't like this option for @
motorized vehicles

® | like it and think it will function
well for motorized vehicles

| have several significant
guestions and concerns

Not sure or neutral @

® | like it but | have one or two
concerns



In one to three words, what is the most notable weakness
for Alternative #4: Single Roundabout?
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In one to three words, what is the most notable strength for
Alternative #4: Single Roundabout?
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Go to www.menti.com and use the code 5301 5674

Do you feel like you have enough information to rank
Alternatives #1-47?
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| can rank the ﬂlternutgcg, tmﬂmim:)e interested in getting
more information about all alternatives

S
| can rank the alternatives, but will be interested in getting | do not have enough information
more information about the alternatives | rank highest

Press S to show image
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Please rank Alternatives #1-4.

Alternative #3: Dual Roundabouts
Interchange

1st

2 Alternative #4: Single Roundabout
nd Interchange

Alternative #2: Stop-Controlled
Diverging Diamond Interchange

3rd

Alternative #1: Signalized
Diamond Interchange

4th

5th . None of these options




As the Alternatives are refined in the next
phase...

How important will it be to minimize conflicts between
motorized vehicles and non-motorized uses in the

interchange? @

Not important
Very important
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LANDSCAPE THEMES

* The following slides show
iImages of different landscape
themes that could be applied to
the Heritage Road Interchange
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* Each slide will show two options
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* Please select the landscape
theme that you think is most

appropriate for this project - “‘
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Trail setin a naturalized landscape/ maintained edges Trail setin a standardirrigated/ maintained landscape
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\Which do you prefer?

206

Trail setina Trailsetina
naturalized standard irrigated
landscape / / maintained

maintained edges landscape
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Bluegrass with flowering shrubs and perennials in beds Native / low water-use shrubs / perennials with native grasses
(lowerinitial cost / higher maintenance) (higher initial cost / lower maintenance)
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\Which do you prefer?

12

Lower initial Higher initial
cost/higher cost/lower
maintenance maintenance
landscape landscape
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Shrubs or ornamental grassesin a formal grouping Shrubs, grasses, and perennials in informal groupings
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\Which do you prefer?
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Shrubs or Shrubs, Grasses,
Ornamental and Perennials in
Grassesina informal

formal grouping groupings
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