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Acronym List 

AA A-Line 

AC alternating current 

ADA Americans with Disabilities Act 

ADT average daily traffic 

AWG Agency Working Group 

BMF Bus Maintenance Facility 

BMP Best Management Practice 

BOD biological oxygen demand 

BRT bus rapid transit 

CD compact disk 

CDOT Colorado Department of Transportation 

CDPS Colorado Discharge Permit System 

CEI cost-effectiveness index 

CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 

CO carbon monoxide 

COSTIS Colorado Storage Tank Information System 

CRMF Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility 

dBA A-weighted decibel 

DC direct current  

DEIS Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

DIA Denver International Airport  

DMU Diesel Multiple Unit 

DRCOG Denver Regional Council of Governments 

DRMC Denver Revised Municipal Code 

DUS Denver Union Station 
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EA Environmental Assessment 

EDDO East Direct Design Option 

EIS Environmental Impact Statement 

EMU Electric Multiple Unit 

EOL end-of-line 

FEIS Final Environmental Impact Statement 

FHWA Federal Highway Administration 

FRA Federal Railroad Administration 

FTA Federal Transit Administration 

GIS Geographic Information System 

HB House Bill 

HHRA Human Health Risk Analysis 

HMMP Hazardous Materials Management Plan  

HOV high occupancy vehicle 

IFT Issued-Focused Team 

IGA Inter Governmental Agreement  

LCC life-cycle cost  

LEED Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design 

LGT Local Governments Team 

LHC locomotive hauled coach 

LOS level of service 

LRT light rail transit 

LRTMF Light Rail Transit Maintenance Facility  

LUST leaking underground storage tank 

MF multi-family 

MIS Major Investment Study 

MOW maintenance-of-way 

MSAT Mobile Source Air Toxics 
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NA not applicable 

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NOX nitrogen oxide 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

NRHP National Register of Historic Places 

OC Owens Corning 

PDF Portable Document Format 

Penta-P Public-Private Partnership Pilot Program 

PM particulate matter  

pnR park-n-Ride 

PUC Public Utilities Commission 

RAQC Regional Air Quality Council 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

REPE Request to Enter Preliminary Engineering 

RFP Request for Proposal 

ROD Record of Decision 

ROW right-of-way 

RTD Regional Transportation District 

RTP Regional Transportation Plan 

SEA Supplemental Environmental Assessment 

SF single family 

SH State Highway 

SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer 

SOV single occupancy vehicle  

TAZ Transportation Analysis Zone 

TIP Transportation Improvement Program 

TOD transit-oriented development 
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UDFCD Urban Drainage and Flood Control District  

UPRR Union Pacific Railroad 

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers 

USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 

UST underground storage tank 

VMT vehicle miles traveled 

VOC volatile organic compound 

YOE year of expenditure 
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Volume II – Response to Agency and Public Comments 
 

TABLE 1 
Response to Public Comment on the Gold Line Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 

Comment 
Number Comment Response 

1 Kenneth W. Bennett 
5487 Balsam Court 
Arvada, CO 80002-3571 
August 11, 2008 
RTD Gold Line Team 
Dave Beckhouse, FTA Region 8 
c/o GBS, Inc. 
600 17th St. 2020-S 
Denver, CO 80202 
Dear Mr. Beckhouse: 
Your proposed solutions for placement of the Olde Town station 
and related parking facilities are doable, but contain some “fatal 
flaws” with regard to meeting legally mandated Americans with 
Disabilities Act requirements. These questionable aspects 
include issues of wheelchair/foot traffic distances, major grade 
changes, and the absence of temporary queuing shelter; all of 
which violate the true intent of ADA. The disregard of the “ease of 
access,” does not minimize, but actually imposes additional 
barriers on mobility impaired riders. 
For this reason, I've provided you with an alternative (see 
attached) that needs to be evaluated on the merits so graphically 
shown and described. My alternative provided for 
underground sheltered handicapped stalls with a level, direct, 
and safe access to the Olde Town RTD platform. As a wheelchair 
user, this solution would satisfy my specific desires to maintain 
my independence and keep me in the “mainstream” of society 
without secondary interference such as interfacing with shuttle 

Appropriate Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Access. 
Regional Transportation District (RTD) and the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) are committed to providing the appropriate 
level of ADA access. The station concept that you have provided 
is very workable but considerably more expensive than our budget 
would allow due to the tunneling requirements. There are also 
concerns with the security of an underground tunnel to the station, 
although there are other properties/stations that do use 
underground facilities. As you will see from the engineering 
drawings that accompany the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) in Appendix C, Preliminary (30 percent) 
Engineering our station designers have provided access via 
parking facilities near the proposed elevator. The elevator will 
convey patrons to the walkway and to a landing at the Vance 
Street crossing with a near level path to the platform. Limited ADA 
access will also be provided at the platform area. However, due to 
space limitations, there will be no parking of any kind immediately 
adjacent to the platform.  
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this stuff, and, really, talking to people, you end up with a better 
solution. Not talking to a microphone and reading the hearing 
statements. So, that's just my commentary on that, kind of the 
attorney feeling of this very formal process. So, thank you. 

6 Keith Dameron (Public Hearing Comment) 
Good evening. My name is Keith Dameron. I'm a resident of 
Denver. And I live about six blocks north northwest of Union 
Station. And I will be able to see every Gold Line train going in 
and out, so I have a vested interest. The first comment has to do 
with the public, or the -- I'm sorry, Pecos East station. I believe 
that's much preferable to the Pecos West. Several reasons, is the 
potential for the northwest corridor connect there. And that, to 
me, is very important, is the connection. That makes transit work, 
so that's my -- ends that one. 
I prefer 41st Avenue, was my own opinion because I think 41st is 
better. It appears to be better, just from a bus standpoint. 39 -- or 
the 39 bus will be turning onto the curve, it looks like. Just from 
an engineering standpoint, 41st would seem to be much better 
for parking and bus technology and everything else. I'm a big fan 
of 41st Avenue, even though it's slightly farther away from where 
I live. 
The last one is, I'm not clear -- I know there's a connection 
between the Gold Line and east corridor, how they connect to 
Union Station. And I have been told that Union Station is being 
built for an eight-car platform, maximum length of a train to go to 
the airport or the Gold Line, and that the east corridor is proposed 
for an eight-car train. It was not going to be built that way 
originally, but it's going to be expanded. My understanding is the 
Gold Line will also be expandable to eight cars. My concern is, 
that I believe we're going to reach that capacity much sooner 
than what the EIS would propose. And I'm concerned that -- why 
single-level cars is the only thing that I hear talked about. I 
believe bi-level cars, which practically double the capacity per 
car, would save a whole ton of money for the number of cars 

Station Selection Process at 38th Avenue. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above. 
Station Selection Process at Pecos Street. Two station options 
were investigated at Pecos Street during the DEIS: Pecos East 
and Pecos West. The Gold Line station selection process 
considered the operational, environmental, and financial feasibility 
of the options, and public and agency input. The Pecos East 
alternative was selected due its potential to provide an easy 
transfer to Northwest Rail. The Pecos West option would not 
provide a transfer to Northwest Rail. Additionally, the Pecos West 
option would require the acquisition of nine businesses and would 
impact non-jurisdictional wetlands. The Pecos East option would 
not result in these impacts and is more compatible with TOD 
planning in Adams County. The Pecos East Station has also 
received a much higher level of public support than the Pecos 
West option, which has received almost no support.  
However, the Pecos East option is dependent on Adams County 
building the Pecos Street grade separation project prior to the 
Gold Line. Therefore, the Pecos East Option A was developed for 
the FEIS that allows for future retrofit of the option to allow a 
Northwest Rail transfer. Pecos East Option A involves moving the 
proposed cross-over (which direct trains to Northwest Rail) further 
south. This change allows the implementation of the Pecos East 
Station but prohibits a cross-platform transfer to Northwest Rail. 
However, the cross-over could be relocated north in the future to 
allow a cross-platform transfer to Northwest Rail once the Pecos 
grade separation project is funded and constructed.  
Use of 8-Car Platforms. There is no intention of ever using 8-car 
platforms in the Gold Line Corridor. The travel demand modeling 
for the corridor indicates that 2-car platforms will suffice until after 
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needed and the length of station platforms that would be 
required, including, potentially, the number of blocked streets. A 
three-car light rail train downtown takes all of those long blocks. I 
am trying to picture an eight-car train and how many city streets 
you blocked if you have to go through, so that doesn't make 
sense to me, to use single-level cars when a bi-level car would 
save a whole ton of money and platform building and stuff. And I 
believe the technology is out there. It may be in Europe, but it's -- 
I believe the technology is out there. I believe an RFP should at 
least be tried, to find people to build those cars. And if you don't 
start with bi-level cars, please, build your catenary, for example, 
have the poles tall enough that if five years or 10 years after this 
opens, you go to bi-level cars, at least you won't have to redrill 
and put in new poles. All you have to do is raise the catenary on 
the existing pole. That could be planned in advance, for the future 
of using bi-level cars for additional capacity. Thank you for your 
time. 

2030. If these projections prove to be conservative, space has 
been provided for 3-car platforms. In lieu of expanding the 
platforms, service could be increased as an alternative to building 
the larger platforms. 
Bi-Level Cars. As you suggest, the technology of bi-level cars is 
proven and several vehicle manufacturers provide them. Bi-level 
cars require the use of locomotive-hauled vehicles, which do not 
have the capability to ascend or descend the proposed four 
percent grades on the structures proposed for the Gold Line 
project.  
Nonetheless, RTD will be looking for cost saving proposals on all 
of the FasTracks projects. Should a different technology be 
selected, additional environmental National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) work may be required. 
Catenary Poles. The catenary system can be designed to 
accommodate bi-level cars. However, as mentioned above, bi-
level cars are probably not a feasible solution for this corridor. 

7 Keith Howard (Public Hearing Comment) 
I am a resident of Denver. I also currently serve as the president 
of the Sunnyside United Neighbors, Inc. I'm sorry there's not 
more people to be here and to congratulate the entire Gold Line 
project team for moving the project to this point, a major effort. I 
have a few remarks about the 38th Avenue station and it's 
difficult for us to comment intelligently on the choices between 
the -- among the three alternatives, and until the bus part of the 
location issue is settled. I would like you to explain, in some form, 
whether there's any option of any extended comment period. And 
if not that, what is the possibility of reevaluating the station 
location after a bus barn decision is made, so -- the bus barn to 
the southwest, the bus maintenance facility. The other 
recommendation I want to raise, and I believe should be 
addressed in public, is the --I guess it's not part of the NEPA 
process here, but both the purpose, and Appendix H of the draft, 

Congratulatory Comment. Thank you for the compliment on the 
public involvement process. 
Comment Extension Process. Prior to the end of the comment 
period, FTA and RTD discussed your request for a comment 
extension. FTA suggested that you make comments contingent on 
assumed decisions about the commuter rail maintenance facility 
Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility (CRMF) location and the 
associated potential relocation of the Bus Maintenance Facility 
(BMF). FTA did not feel that a comment extension was warranted. 
Additionally, there was an opportunity to comment as part of the 
CRMF Supplemental Environmental Assessment (SEA) process. 
Station Selection Process at 38th Avenue. The station selection 
process has been described under the response to Comment No. 
3 above. 
Cost of the Public-Private Partnership Pilot Program (Penta-P) 
Process. FTA has sponsored the Penta-P program due to 



GOLD LINE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

9 
AUGUST 2009 

Comment 
Number Comment Response 

that we've been seeing since last month, describe the public-
private partnership -- or mentioned the public-private partnership 
arrangements and the Public-Private Partnership Pilot Program, 
which this is planned to be a principal financing and building 
mechanism for the Gold Line. I think that the public are not well-
informed, at this point, as to how these mechanisms work, and 
what they cost the public, although this may be the only 
mechanism that such a project can be built, under the present 
circumstances. The public needs to understand that there are 
costs to the -- tax revenue costs to the public purse, both by the 
financing mechanisms of the private entities, applied to raising 
the money they are going to invest; and also their ability to 
depreciate the assets that they create over a quite short period of 
time costs the treasury a large amount of money. And then, 
additional questions, once they have depreciated it as much as 
they can, will they be allowed to sell the assets they have, which 
is the lease, and under that arrangement, to another entity, which 
will then carry out the entire process again? So, my real point is, 
here, in my 30 remaining seconds, that it's important for the 
public to understand what the whole costs of the project are. 
Public-private partnerships are not the cheapest way to fund 
infrastructure, and we need to be thinking about that. Thank you. 

successful experience in Europe where cost savings of 10 to 30 
percent have been realized. While it is true that the private sector 
has the ability to depreciate capital items for tax purposes, RTD 
believes that the Penta-P process will save tax payer funds 
because it will: 
1. Spread large upfront cash requirements over the life of the 

project;  
2. Encourage the use of value engineering principles during the 

design phase to improve bids; 
3. Transfer some of the construction and operational risks to the 

private sector; and 
4. Take advantage of the reputation of the private sector to deliver 

projects on time. 
The combination of these factors is estimated to result in lower 
life-cycle costs for the involved projects. While it is true that the 
private sector can write-off capital depreciation, and has a profit 
motive, RTD still believes that the competitive nature of the 
procurement will benefit the taxpayer.  
Additional detail about the cost of the Penta-P process has been 
added to the FEIS in Chapter 5, Evaluation of Alternatives. 

8 John Valerio (Public Hearing Comment) 
I am a Sunnyside resident, so I am close to the Inca and 38th 
station. I would just generally like to say, you know, I support the 
alignment that you guys have come up with. I think it's been a 
good process of going through all of the different possible 
alignments and coming down to this one. I am very pleased to 
see that you are choosing passenger rail in this corridor rather 
than, you know, more highway improvements. A question, really, 
about the quiet zones. I wonder if the yard there, at 38th and 
Inca, can you impose a quiet zone on the freight railroad 
operations? It's a switching yard in there. I just wondered if you 
even have a quiet zone in there. I would like to second Keith's 

Support for Commuter Rail Alignment. Thank you for your 
support of the Preferred Alternative. 
Quiet Zone in the North Yard. The noise impact analysis 
conducted for the Gold Line indicated that the project would have 
no noise impacts in the section of alignment from Denver Union 
Station (DUS) to Lowell Boulevard. No mitigation, including a 
Quiet Zone, is required for project areas that have no noise 
impacts. Implementation of a Quiet Zone in the North Yards would 
need to be initiated by the City and County of Denver. 
Double Decker (Bi-Level) Trains. The use of bi-level vehicles is 
addressed above in the response to Comment No. 6. 
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comments about planning for the double decker trains. I know 
there is an issue around this route -- I guess it's the Boulder route 
that has bridge issues, but, you know, being able to 
accommodate more capacity, provide more capacity through 
double decker trains is important. So, I can see that included in 
the longer plan. Through movements at Denver Union Station. 
Again, it's a capacity issue with Denver Union Station. I 
understand that having a through station, compared to a stub 
station, which is what we're planning, will really cut the capacity in 
half, in the peak hour. And we're going to be hitting that peak at 
some point, probably sooner than later. And, so, I think, what's 
really needed is to look at how you get from Union Station south, 
whether it be on a train that would continue south, or switching to 
another train that would continue south, but the connection to 
Union Station to go south to Littleton or Castle Rock or Colorado 
Springs, it's not a good connection, and that should be looked at. 
Another comment about the 38th and Inca station. I would hope 
that we could shift the station a little bit north, so it's not right up 
against 38th but closer to the 39th, 40th, 41st, somewhere in 
there, in order to allow some room for DOT to happen. If you put 
the station right at 38th, you are kind of creating a zone that's 
close to busy roads and makes it a little more difficult to see good 
development happen. And one small design issue, which -- I've 
brought this issue up at a number of these types of meetings, and 
never seen anything being done about it, but I notice that all eight 
stations on light rail, throughout the Denver metro area, I can't 
think of one of them that has a clock. I would like to see the 
design part of this -- it's not such a foreign concept to have a 
clock at a station, train station. Everybody's got cell phones and 
watches now -- I just bought a watch yesterday. So, if RTD 
imposed a $15 cost on me -- if we could have a clock at the 
station, it really facilitates passenger movement. 

Traveling from Union Station South. RTD and FTA have heard 
the desire to maintain connectivity both north and south of DUS for 
future long-distance commuter travel. This issue is being 
considered in plans that will evolve through longer-range planning 
processes. 
Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. This comment is 
addressed above in the response to Comment No. 3. 
Placement of a Clock at Transit Stations. This suggestion will 
be considered by RTD.  
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9 Constantin Nickonov 
All the stationary plans around 38th there is a lot of thought going 
into what is going on the east side of the platform but nothing on 
the west side. There will be buses at the least on the west side 
dropping people off and we need to make sure that is addressed. 

Access from the West. Currently the plan is to provide bus 
access to the pedestrian structure on the west side of the 
alignment. Buses would deviate from their current routing on Lipan 
Street to circulate one block to the pedestrian structure. It is not in 
the current plan, and is not financially feasible, to make 
improvements to Inca Street under the Gold Line budget. 
Roadway and pedestrian improvements to Inca Street would be 
the responsibility of the City and County of Denver.  

10 Chris Cahal 
Wagner Rents 
When choosing the 38th Ave Station please consider the impact 
to the historical buildings and the local businesses. The 39th Ave 
East options would seem to remove the historical buildings and 
could possibly cause further traffic congestion. Either the 38th 
Ave or the 41st Ave would seem to be better choices. 
Thanks 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. This comment is 
addressed above in the response to Comment No. 3. 
The selection of the 41st Avenue East Station option removes the 
impacts to the historic buildings in which your company resides. 

11 Juan Jimenez 
Transformation Realty 
The station at Federal lies on the Flood Plain and Flood Way, 
what is RTD proposing for changes of Clear Creek to 
accommodate this concern? 

Impact of the Floodway at Federal Station. Our most recent 
floodplain data suggests that the original data misrepresented the 
extent of flooding at the station. Even with the original design, the 
majority of parking would not have been within the 100-year 
floodplain. Please review Section 3.10.4, 
Floodplains/Drainage/Hydrology for the most recent hydrologic 
modeling for the project. 

12 Elia Fisher 
SUNI 
I feel that the 41st Avenue East Option for the planned 38th 
Avenue Station is the best choice for the neighborhood. Selecting 
a more northerly location would provide better access for the 
Sunnyside and Globeville neighborhoods. 
I agree with the selection of Electric Multiple Unit for the 
technology to be further considered. 
I appreciate Andy Mountain and Liz Telford's efforts to reach out 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. This comment is 
addressed above in the response to Comment No. 3 
Electric Multiple Unit (EMU) Technology. The EMU technology 
was greatly favored over the Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) 
technology due to local air quality benefits and less noise. 
Public Involvement. Thank you for the compliment. 
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to the residents for their input. 
The Gold Line Project Team is doing a very good job. 
Thank you. 

13 Mike Salazar (Public Hearing Comment) 
LAPITR 
First of all, thank you for letting me participate and I would like to 
be included in future focus groups. 
1. Noise-- Speaking from personal experience, the quiet zones 

are the most important to consider for noise mitigation. The 
noise from operation of the train pales in comparison to the 
whistle. I have become accustom to the sounds of the train 
and can cope with the clickkity clack of the rails after living 
next to the tracks for 30 years, but the whistle will wake me up 
from a dead sleep in the wee hours of the morning especially 
in the summer when I keep the windows open. Sound walls 
are expensive and are not the answer. Please address the 
source and quiet the horns. 

2. I want to keep my property intact and continue to access my 
garage from Ridge Road. Many of my neighbors have the 
same concerns so I would like to speak for them also. That is 
the main reason I got involved 2 years ago any I was very 
surprised that I could actually speak my mind and that people 
would listen. When we got legislation to gain RR 
indemnification it made it possible to share the ROW. Lets 
keep it inside and save the properties. 

3. Continue Ridge Road westward to connect to the Ward Road 
Station and have more access and disperse traffic. 

Thanks, 
Mike 

Public Involvement. Thank you for the compliment and thank you 
for participating in this process over the past 2 years. The Public 
Involvement team will continue to include you on the mailing list for 
future focus group efforts. 
Quiet Zones. The implementation of the Quiet Zone is to mitigate 
train horn noise. The safety improvements provided at all grade 
crossings in the Quiet Zone area allow the train operators to not 
use the horns.  
Sound walls were found to be ineffective due to the gaps 
associated with the multiple at-grade crossings along the 
alignment. 
Please also refer to the response to Comment No. 4 above. 
Property Acquisition. Due to the ability to use railroad 
right-of-way (ROW), in some cases shifting the freight track south, 
and the use of a single-track configuration in constrained areas, 
we have dramatically reduced the impacts on private properties in 
your area. This is a goal of the project as the design moves 
forward.  

14 Louis Silletto 
I prefer 38th and Inca Station. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. This comment is 
addressed above in the response to Comment No. 3. 
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15 Bruce Buck 
How will the 38th Ave. and Fox intersection change to 
accommodate traffic from I-25 and eastbound 38th Ave. 

Impact on the 38th Avenue/Fox Street Interchange. One of the 
reasons that the 41st Avenue East Station site is preferred is the 
greater distance between it and the 38th Avenue/Fox Street 
interchange. This will allow more cars to queue on Fox Street and 
not back up onto 38th Avenue. Nonetheless, traffic congestion on 
38th Avenue will be a future problem with or without the transit 
station in 2030. This segment of 38th Avenue is projected to carry 
approximately 50,000 vehicles per day in 2030. By comparison, 
the station will attract approximately 500 vehicles per day, or an 
increase of about 1/10th of 1 percent. To mitigate the impact of the 
station, a northbound turn lane will be provided on 41st Avenue 
before the opening day of operations.  

16 Holly Buck 
Provide analysis of the traffic impacts (and mitigation necessary) 
to Fox Street and 38th Avenue intersection. The large parking 
supply proposed along Fox Street will create long queues and 
delays at that intersection. 

This comment was addressed in the response to Comment No. 15 
above.  

17 Bruce Buck 
Protect parking availability for local residents through a 
residential parking permit program or charge $ for auto 
commuters using station for downtown parking at the 38th Ave. 
station. 

Parking Impacts on Residents. The parking facility near 38th 
Avenue (41st Avenue East Station) has been sized through travel 
demand modeling and located on the east side of the North Yard, 
so as to discourage parking in the neighborhoods to the west. 
RTD only has the legislative authority to charge for out of District 
or long-term parking. Local parking permit programs must be 
implemented through the City and County of Denver, as RTD does 
not have this authority.  

18 Holly 
Buck 
We prefer the Railroad Alignment option for the 38th Avenue 
Station to better serve residents of the community who will be 
dealing with impacts of the station, and to spur development in 
the residential area. 
 

Selection of the 38th Avenue East Station. This comment is 
addressed above under the response to Comment No. 3. 
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19 Patrick Disner 
My property at 2200 w. 60th Ave seems to be in the middle of the 
gold line project for at least two reasons. First the track almost 
certainly has to cut through the North west corner of my property 
to stay on the south side of The man made mountain that I-76 
was built on. I want to know why we get so deep into this process 
before a land owner even gets to hear the extent to which his/her 
property will be affected. I don’t have a clue other than common 
sense as to how much of my property will be affected. when will I 
know? Secondly, the Pecos West station option is shown in one 
picture as ending on my Eastern boundary and shown on a 
different picture on the goldline website as wiping out my 
buildings. Which is it and when will I know if my buildings are 
going to be under a new parking lot? 

Impact to 2200 W. 60th Avenue. The Gold Line proposed 
alignment travels to the north of 60th Avenue and is located on the 
I-76 slope you refer to in your comment. Additionally, the Pecos 
West Station has been eliminated from consideration, so none of 
your property will be affected by that option. 
The northwest corner of your property is not likely to be impacted 
by the Gold Line project. The tracks are on the north side of 60th 
Avenue. An additional impact that may occur to your property on 
the southwest corner is due to alignment refinements made after 
the detailed survey of the I-76 Bridge was received that crosses 
over the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks. A triangular sliver 
of the southwest corner of your property may be needed where a 
retaining wall would be built to support the tracks as they ramp up 
from the grade crossing at 60th Avenue to the elevation of the 
UPRR tracks before the tracks curve to pass under I-76.  
The environmental process does not allow, by law, formal property 
negotiations until the process is completed. The Gold Line team 
has attempted to provide as much information to property owners 
as is available based on the current design of the project. 
Communication with Property Owners. During the preparation 
of the DEIS, we have communicated with the public through the 
public workshop process, the Project Web Site, Newsletters, and 
“email blasts”. RTD can not approach property owners with 
reference to the purchase of private property until after the receipt 
of a Record of Decision (ROD) from the FTA. 
Information about the timing of property acquisition activities that 
are allowed in a federal project can be found in the NEPA at 23 
CFR 771.113 Timing of Administration Activities.  
Pecos West Option. This option has been set aside and will no 
longer be carried into the FEIS process. Please refer to Comment 
No. 6.  
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20 Martha Harvey 
Self 
RTD will needs to put in racks that scooters can be locked to. 
Bike racks are not heavy enough to protect scooters from being 
stolen and if they are not chained to something, it will be stolen. 
More and more people are riding scooters than ever and this 
would help more people ride RTD (buses and Lightrail. 

Scooter Locks. Currently, bicycle racks are assumed at the 
stations. However, RTD is interested in expanding safe multimodal 
access to our stations. Your interest for scooter locks at our 
stations has been referred to RTD’s bicycle planner.  

21 Jerry Espinoza 
What's going to happen with the 38th and Jason Corner after the 
project starts? 

38th Avenue and Jason Street. The Gold Line project does not 
affect the corner of 38th and Jason Street and RTD has not made 
any plans to change that intersection. The City and County of 
Denver is responsible for roadway improvements so we would 
suggest that you contact the City of Denver if you have concerns 
about that intersection. 

22 Craig Kocian 
City of Arvada 
Surface parking around the stations is a very poor and inefficient 
land use, discouraging to great TOD development and, 
ultimately, a waste of taxpayer dollars, completely antithetical to 
all of the great thinking that went into FASTRACKS and regional 
and local planning efforts. IGA's with local communities or land 
transfers could permit revenue financing of parking garages now, 
it would seem. There needs to be much more thought about how 
partnerships might help overcome the funding resource issue that 
we have allowed to handcuff us on this issue presently. 

Surface Parking and TOD. Due to concerns about transit patrons 
parking on residential streets, FTA requires that transit agencies 
provide sufficient parking to accommodate the projected ridership 
of the project. The transit agency must estimate the demand for 
parking using an approved travel demand model, and plan for and 
fund the required parking spaces. The spaces can be either 
surface, structured, or a combination of both. Because there have 
been concerns about the effect of parking facilities on TOD, RTD 
plans to phase the number of parking spaces, so that the larger 
2030 parking demand is not built for opening day. If parking 
demand has been over-estimated, the number of spaces will be 
adjusted accordingly. If real estate economics justify structured 
parking (to save land area), parking structures will be constructed 
assuming that the developers and local municipalities participate 
with RTD in the funding of these facilities. Structured parking is 
currently about three times the cost of surface parking and 
therefore is only recommended in those locations where current 
real estate costs would justify this expenditure.  
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23 Oliver Wesley 
Opal Group, Inc. 
To Whom It May Concern: 
The western side of the proposed location of the Federal East 
station overlays a former sand and gravel quarry that may have 
been backfilled with uncompacted and waste materials. The 
landowner of 5900 Federal Boulevard to the immediate west of 
the proposed station location (between the western side of the 
station and Federal Boulevard), Cunningham Q-Tip, L.L.C., is 
interested in understanding how the construction may impact its 
property with respect to potential environmental remediation 
and/or foundation preparation issues at the proposed station 
location. Moreover, the landowner may have an interest in 
negotiating a mutually agreeable arrangement to enable station 
expansion onto the property if desired by Fastracks. As a local 
representative of Cunningham Q-Tip, L.L.C., please feel free to 
contact Oliver P. Wesley (Opal Group, Inc.) to discuss. Thank 
you for consideration of these comments. 
Regards, 
Oliver P. Wesley 

Federal Station Location. A Phase II (hazardous materials 
environmental site assessment) will be conducted during final 
engineering and currently geotechnical borings are being taken at 
all station locations (at which RTD has permission to access). A 
remediation plan, if needed, will be developed at that time. 
Currently, the Federal East Station location is consistent with 
Adams County planning.  

24 Vincent Baldassano 
The Bridge on Sheridan, south near the Sheridan Station, needs 
to be specifically mentioned and indicated that this bridge may 
need to be replaced. Even though, it may be engineering feasible 
for the train under the bridge--it should be mentioned, if the layout 
changes. In addition the pedestrian paths on the bridge is 
extremely bad and does not allow pedestrian access, from the 
south, to the station. The access certainly does not meet safety 
standards for pedestrian or any sort of disability access, 
The map for the roads around the Sheridan Station does not 
show the completion of Ralston Road east to Tennyson, when 
the station is completed. 

Sheridan Bridge Replacement. At this point in the design, the 
bridge will be widened by one bay and a crash wall will be installed 
to separate the commuter rail from freight operations. RTD has no 
plans to add pedestrian walkways on the existing bridge.  
Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) is aware of the 
condition of the bridge and is currently moving the design of the 
Sheridan Bridge forward and investigating the cost feasibility for 
improvements to the structure. 
Extension of Ralston Road. Extension of roadways in the study 
area is under the purview of local governments.  
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25 Jeff Bruce 
This is going to be very unpleasant for everyone, because I want 
to talk very briefly about a French invention which will make 
everything you are doing rather -- it's going to make it rather 
useless. Have you come across -- Jeff Bruce from Arvada. The 
French compressed air engine, which will make it very 
unpleasant here, or unpopular. The Indians are making it. It can 
be formed into trains, buses or on individual cars. It has no 
pollution, very little noise. And one little charge will take one air 
car 250 miles. When you collect the engineers together, to make 
the trains -- we have here an infinitely more flexible system. You 
can run on tracks, you can come off the track, you can go to 
town, you can go back onto the track. And I would rather suspect 
-- because all we're doing here is talking about a specific rail 
system. So, rather like a Henry Ford, not realizing maybe, that 
aircraft might take over and fly people this long distance. So, I am 
hoping RTD will start examining this system, in all seriousness, 
and also decide whether it might be a better way of doing things. 
That's all. 

Compressed Air Locomotives. During the DEIS, much time was 
spent on selection of the appropriate technology. Light Rail Transit 
(LRT), Streetcar, EMU, and DMU technologies were all 
considered. Due to recent railroad policy, the Light Rail and 
Streetcar technologies would not be allowed to operate within the 
railroad ROW. Only compliant (FRA crashworthiness test 
requirements) EMUs and DMUs could be candidates to operate on 
the selected Gold Line alignment. 
Although compressed air locomotives have operated in mines 
since the 19th Century, there are no FRA compliant compressed 
air vehicles currently operating in transit service. To introduce 
untested and pre-production stage vehicles into the funding 
process would increase the risk and contingencies for the project. 
Additionally, compressed air vehicles likely will be less robust than 
typical vehicles of today which poses a danger from sharing the 
ROW with larger, heavier, and more rigid vehicles. Cool weather 
operation is also anticipated to be a challenge to operations in 
Colorado. It is difficult to maintain or restore the air temperature in 
cool weather by simply using a heat exchanger with ambient heat 
at the high flow rates used in a vehicle; thus, the ideal isothermic 
energy capacity of the tank will not be realized. Cold temperatures 
will also encourage the engine to ice up. 

26 Harriet Hall 
My name is Harriet Hall. I live in Arvada. I live on Grandview 
Avenue, right across from where the train will go. And I live in a 
rather special part of Grandview Avenue, which is, really, is the 
historic entrance to Olde Town. I've talked before about the 
impacts on our neighborhood of the train and mitigating impact. 
And I want to thank you for all of the attention that's being paid to 
quiet zones, and urge RTD and the City of Arvada to continue 
working together, so that we can have a quiet zone, which will 
mean that our quality of life will actually be improved from what it 
is now. But I also want to look at the aesthetic impact a little bit, 
and I want to do it, not from the perspective of myself and my 

Quiet Zones. Thank you for the support for Quiet Zone mitigation. 
Please refer to the response to Comment No. 4 above with regard 
to Quiet Zone implementation. 
Aesthetic Treatments along Grandview. RTD recognizes the 
importance of aesthetic impacts in historic districts and particularly 
along Grandview. Fencing Workshops were held by RTD with 
Arvada to address materials of construction along the entire 
alignment including the historic Grandview Avenue area. To 
reduce impacts of all kinds, RTD is proposing a single track 
configuration in Arvada from the Ralston Road underpass to east 
of Balsam Street just to the west of Olde Town. 
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neighbors on Grandview, but a person from Denver, who 
decides, for the first time, to visit Olde Town Arvada and rides the 
train and comes into Olde Town Arvada. And before they get to 
the station, what are they going to come through? Are they going 
to see a chain link fence? Are they going to see something that's 
attractive, that is as attractive as the houses along the street, as 
the large trees and the vegetation? That, I think, is a very 
important thing for us to think about, for RTD to think about, and 
for the city to think about. As individuals come to Arvada, they will 
be coming basically through a gateway community that right now 
is at the threat of being redeveloped in ways that might not keep 
it as attractive and as much of a welcoming statement to people 
coming to Arvada for the first time, or coming to Arvada on a 
regular basis. Or not going to Arvada, going to the end of the line 
and going through Arvada and saying, hey, this looks great. This 
looks like a place I want to stop. So, I would urge RTD, I would 
urge the City of Arvada, both, to remember the importance, in 
terms of the Gold Line, as, at this point, an economic developer 
for the City of Arvada and keeping that gateway community 
attractive. 

From Lamar Street to the Wadsworth Bypass, the single track 
commuter rail will be north of the existing freight tracks and 
immediately south of Grandview Avenue. It is approximately 100 
feet south of existing residences and from 8 feet to 3 feet lower 
than Grandview Avenue due to the topography in this area of the 
alignment. As the alignment travels west, this difference is 
reduced as the train ascends onto the bridge crossing over 
Wadsworth Bypass. The consequences include: 
• Loss of more than 50 percent of the landscaped median 

currently between Grandview and the freight tracks, including 
most of the trees; 

• The addition of catenary; 
• The addition of protective fencing; and 
• The addition of one track 
To mitigate these effects, RTD is providing post and cable fencing 
instead of the more typical chain link fence and replacing the 
landscaping on the space available between Grandview and the 
new track, where this is feasible. Due to possible interference with 
catenary, RTD can not plant trees immediately next to the track. A 
photo simulation of the revised design is included in Section 3.5, 
Visual and Aesthetic Qualities. The fencing selection process and 
materials are discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered. 

27 John Kiljan 
I live at 6185 Field Street in Arvada. This is about airport access, 
the impact on the airport access when the Gold Line opens. Right 
now, Arvada enjoys a very nice service called the, "A-Line," 
which is sponsored partly by RTD, partly by the city and I think 
local businesses as well. It will get you down to the airport in 
about 35 minutes. My understanding is that this will go out of 
existence on opening day, because it will be in competition with 
the A-Line. We don't want to see that. I think it's about 32,000 
trips per year, up to date. And it's a wonderful service. But, when 
we start taking the Gold Line down to the airport, transferring to 

Airport Access. Estimates for rail travel times are in 2030, so bus 
and auto access travel times to Denver International Airport (DIA) 
must also be considered in 2030 to have an equitable comparison. 
The AA (or A-Line) currently has a 35-40 minute trip to DIA. This 
can be factored up by roughly 30 percent to account for 
congestion increases between now and 2030. Assuming the 
current day travel time of 40 minutes x 30 percent = about 52 
minutes in 2030. The A Line runs only about 15 trips per day (60 
minute headways with a 6 a.m. to 9 p.m. service span). This is a 
useful point for comparison of other aspects of service to the 
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Denver Union Station, and then going out there, it's going to 
approximately, I think, double your trip time. Having worked that 
out, there's a delay down in Denver Union Station. I was hoping, 
what we came up with, the electric multiple units, with the EMU, 
that we could come in at the same platform or adjacent platform 
down in Denver Union Station, and it would be a quick transfer 
for people carrying baggage, and so forth. So it doesn't look like -
- that we're going to be at the opposite side of the platform, have 
to come up, cross over several lines, drop down and then wait for 
an unscheduled trip to go out on the east corridor, if I got that 
right, and then go the full run on the east corridor out to DIA. 
That's unfortunate. If we came into the same platform, or we 
coordinate the trains, or we had through trains that came in and 
went out on the other line, that could reduce that. I am hoping -- 
this will be my issue --there will be mitigation. I will be writing a 
comment on the e-mail, whatever it is, in regards to that. Thanks. 

future Gold Line/East Corridor Rail. 
The rail travel time from Olde Town to DIA in 2030 would be Gold 
Line Travel Time: Olde Town to DUS at 13 minutes + transfer to 
East Corridor at 7.5 minutes + East Corridor Travel Time at 29 
minutes = 50 min 
The travel times are fairly comparable between the A-Line and 
commuter rail, but the rail service is more frequent and has higher 
reliability since bus travel time can be affected by traffic incidents 
and weather. 

28 Carol Zinanti (Public Hearing Comment) 
I heartily endorse what Jeff said about the French train system. I 
have two things that I would like to ask questions about. One is 
the proposed schedule of operations. Is that still from 4:30 a.m. 
until 1:30 in the morning? Is that the proposed schedule of 
operation? Oh, it's not. If it's still that long, as that still seems 
unnecessarily long to run the train. But I do thank you for 
increasing the time limit to one hour in the early morning and late 
evenings rather than every 15 minutes. My second question is 
also -- my second comment is also a question. And I'm just along 
the L-train, so it -- so that I am hoping Arvada and the Gold Line 
people are working positively to negotiate the quiet zone on 
Grandview Avenue, both the quiet zone and the vibration 
reduction. Thank you. 

Compressed Air Locomotives. Please refer to the response 
under Comment No. 25 above. 
Operations Schedule. The Preferred Alternative would operate at 
eight trains per hour (7.5-minute headways) from 6:00 a.m. to 8:30 
a.m. and from 3:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. From 5:15 a.m. to 6:00 a.m.; 
from 9:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m.; and from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. four 
trains per hour (15-minute headways) would be provided. For early 
morning, 4:00 a.m. to 5:15 a.m., and late evening service, 9:00 
p.m. to 12:30 a.m., two trains per hour (30-minute headways) 
would be provided from Monday to Friday. To assist with 
operations, a transition period from 8:30 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 
from 6:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. would provide six trains per hour (10-
minute headways). 
During weekends and holidays, train service would be two trains 
per hour (30-minute headways) from 4:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. One 
train per hour (60-minute headways) would be provided from 9:00 
p.m. to 12:30 a.m. From 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. on weekends and 
holidays service would be four trains per hour (15-minute 
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headways). See Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, for the 
current operational assumptions. 
Quiet Zones. Please see the response to Comment No. 4 above. 

29 Martha Harvey 
I was going to take light rail to Littleton and the website had no 
information about where the closest station Bus connection would 
be. The website doesn't have any information about what exit to 
take and there is no signage on the roads either for Light Rail 
stations. The people coming for the Democratic convention won't 
be able find their way to the stations! 

RTD Web Site. Please call 303-299-6000 for general RTD service 
questions.  

30 Charles Boling 
homeowner 
With the increased population of the Water Tower Project, west of 
Olde Wadsworth and south of the BNSF tracks the number of 
elementary students crossing the tracks at Allison St has greatly 
increased. Consideration of a pedestrian crossover should be 
evaluated to insure the safety of the children. 

Pedestrian Bridge. Each grade crossing has been evaluated for 
safety and recommendations made for improvements (see Table 
4-8 in Chapter 4, Transportation Systems). RTD will convene a 
Fire, Life and Safety Committee (which includes local fire and 
safety organizations) during final design to ensure the safety of the 
system. A separate pedestrian bridge at Allison Street is not 
currently planned by RTD.  

31 Richard Norris 
Bliss Cafe' 
Regarding the future planned (2030) parking garage at the Olde 
Town Arvada stop, I would suggest limiting the height to two 
stories to preserve the spectacular view from the aptly named 
GRANDVIEW AVE. All aspects of the Olde Town part of the 
project should strive to preserve the great view from street level 
on Grandview. 

Views from Grandview. This visual impact of the parking 
structure has been a consideration throughout the public workshop 
process. Based on the elevation of Grandview Avenue, and 
assuming that the top of a three story parking structure of 
approximately 36 feet, there should be no visual impact. The 
height of the parking structure will be comparable, and perhaps 
lower, than the surrounding buildings planned as a part of the City 
of Arvada’s TOD planning.  

32 Georg Ek 
The orientation of FasTracks has concentrated the activity to the 
south of Denver, What will happen in Boulder and Ft. Collins. 
We need to have wide track at the juncture of UP &BN that leads 
to Boulder, Longmont and places to the north. The population in 
Arvada may be oriented to northern Colorado just as much as 

Travel to the North. The provision of a cross-platform transfer to 
locations to the north (Westminster, Broomfield, Louisville, 
Boulder, and Longmont) at the Pecos Street and the 38th Avenue 
(now 41st Avenue) East Stations has been identified as an 
important issue from the initiation of the DEIS process and are 
assumed in the current design. 
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they are to south of Denver. 
The attraction of Arvada retaining it's historical character will draw 
folk to the city. The Arvada center has grown in significance since 
it's construction. It draws people from all over the state. That 
growth seems assured. therefore it is logical that special trains 
coming from the north would serve Olde Town for passenger 
transfer even in the future by street railway to the Arvada Center. 
Barring that I'm in error, I do not see that the present plans and 
designs address themselves to a northern exposure. 
As rapidly as we can, we need to put FasTracks into operation. 
that may necessitate our postponing the desired outcomes. What 
we would like to do can be incorporated in to the engineering 
designs and plans so that retrofitting to what is desired cost but 
nickels, dimes and quarters against major changes that without 
that forward perspective would cost thousands, maybe millions. 
This process has been quite exciting. The public involvement has 
been one of unified direction with courteous disagreements. For 
my part it has been one of the happier things that has happened 
in this chaotic chronological catastrophe called the 21st century. 
All of the staff, RTD and those in the private sector who have 
worked to submit this DEIS are to be commended. Their courtesy 
to the public is outstanding. My impression is that they believe in 
what they have done and what they are doing and are working for 
the common good of the public. Congratulations! 
It's very significant that this has been an activity that has strong 
people out of the capsules that run on rubber tires. Not 
addressed is the physiological benefit of people coming in 
contact with others. Rail traffic make people interface. 
Automobiles among all the other problems they cause include 
significant costs to governments at all levels precludes a common 
association with other citizens. There exists within public 
transportation an equalitive condition that is one of the fine and 
remarkable aspects of the democratic process. 

Plans for future service to Fort Collins and to Pueblo are currently 
being studied by CDOT under the Front Range Study. 
Recommendations from this study have not been finalized. 
We appreciate your interest in the DEIS process, your concerns to 
plan adequately for the future so as to not preclude expansion, 
and your comments regarding your support of the process.  
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33 George EK 
Good plans have gone into the Gold Line DEIS and are 
praiseworthy from other points of view. Only casual mention is 
made of Denver Union Station. The DUS may be the Achilles 
heel for the Gold Line and the other FastTracks projects. 
Adequate passenger friendly transfers for the infirmed children, 
bicycles, packages, etc. will be a challenge. The early vision of 
taking a train from Old Town Golden to Englewood of course is 
precluded by need for Gold Line to be commuter rail. As the DUS 
group has planned it the uncomfortable transfer or even riding a 
walkway probably can be likened to taking a flying carpet. Easy 
cross platform exchanges to intercity and other modes of 
transportation are precluded by separating our commuter rail 
from the light rail system. Even transferring from commuter rail to 
Amtrack is a little better gives no consideration to the need of 
having sufficient Amtrack track to meet current and future use. 
Further expansion of commuter rail south to hookup with 
Colorado Springs, Pueblo and Raton and the New Mexico 
commuter rail system has hardly been considered. 

DUS Operations. Your concerns about the operations, transfers, 
and expandability at DUS are important considerations for the 
continued planning efforts of DUS. 
Please direct these comments to that process. 

34 Gary & Lanna Gosage 
We think the Gold Line is a good thing, but we have a few 
concerns about the visual impact of fencing, poles and catenary 
along Grandview from Olde Wadsworth to Lamar. 
Visually, the catenary is going to be an impact in historic Olde 
Town, particularly to the residences east of the Wadsworth 
Bypass. However, the chain link fencing depicted in the visual 
simulations is an even bigger concern as it will be a greater visual 
impact, very unattractive and not fit the context of the community. 
In addition, chain link fence has numerous problems with trash 
and other debris getting stuck in it. 
Who is responsible for cleaning and maintaining the property on 
both sides of the fence? How often will that cleaning and 
maintenance occur? 

Visual Impact of Catenary. The installation of catenary would 
represent a visual change. RTD will be installing architectural 
poles that are compatible with the historic character of the 
Grandview area (See Table 3.5-2, Mitigations for Visual and 
Aesthetics under the Preferred Alternative). However, the fact that 
catenary was once found in Arvada as part of the historic trolley 
car system, mitigates these impacts. 
Visual Impact of Fencing. Due to concerns over the visual 
impact of fencing, RTD hosted Fencing Workshops where local 
governments considered four basic fencing types. Based on cost 
and visual considerations, the team recommended chain link 
fencing except on emergency walkways on the Ralston Creek 
Bridge, between Lamar Street and Carr Street, and adjacent to the 
Sheridan and Arvada Ridge transit stations, where post and cable 
was recommended.  
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The design of the fence needs to be visually sensitive to the 
surrounding community and fit the historic look of the 
neighborhood. 
We support the EMU technology for the Gold Line. 

Support for the EMU Technology. Comment noted.  

35 Carol Zinanti 
Thank you for not taking any homes. 
I appreciate the new schedule of train on the Gold Line but still 
resist the hours of 4:30 am to !:30 at night as I don't believe the 
ridership warrants the use of energy it takes to keep it functioning 
on a daily basis. 

Not Acquiring Residences. The Gold Line team has redesigned 
the alignment numerous times to avoid and minimize all impacts 
so thank you for the recognition of these efforts. 
Operations Schedule. Late evening operation will be truncated at 
12:30 a.m. not 1:30 a.m. due to public concerns about noise and 
energy usage. Also refer to the response under Comment No. 28 
above. Please see Table 2-16, RTD Methodology for Defining 
Program-wide Architectural Style, for the current assumptions of 
the Gold Line. 

36 Bill DeGroot 
Urban Drainage & Flood Control District 
FTA Region 8 
David Beckhouse 
Team Leader for Planning and Programs 
c/o Gold Line Team, GBSM 
600 17th Street, Suite 2020 South 
RE: Gold Line Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Dear: Mr. Beckhouse: 
This letter contains the comments of the Urban Drainage and 
Flood Control District regarding the above referenced DEIS. The 
comments are all addresses to Section 3.10.4 
Floodplains/Drainage/Hydrology contained in Volume 1. Our 
comments follow: 
Ralston Creek Bridge 
The text indicates that a new structure over Ralston Creek would 
require six bridge piers, and that the placement of the piers would 
replicate the current pier locations of the adjacent railroad bridge. 
We would rather see new bridges put fewer piers in the waterway 

Bridge Piers at Ralston Creek. We understand the goal of using 
fewer bridge piers for new structures. However, due to visual 
impacts, structure depth, and cost, RTD’s current plan is to 
maintain the same 6-pier design as the existing BNSF Railway 
Company bridge. 
Bates Lake Floodplain. Construction of the two facilities 
mentioned in your letter will be coordinated between the City of 
Arvada and the Gold Line. 
Sheridan Station Flooding. Thank you for the information 
regarding the new conveyance structure located west of Sheridan 
Boulevard. This will avoid the flooding of the track way and 
possibly portions of the parking at the future station. Regarding 
parking, the station footprint has been redesigned at the request of 
the railroad for greater clearances in this location. Even without 
your proposed storm water conveyance project, the Sheridan 
Station parking facilities will be outside the influence of the 100-
year flood. 
Lake Sangraco Spillway. The proposed Gold Line trackway will 
not affect the Lake Sangraco spillway or channel. 
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so that the obstruction of the original bridge is not perpetuated 
when that bridge is inevitably replaced. 
Bates Lake Floodplain 
In 1975 the District, City of Arvada and Adams County completed 
a master plan and floodplain delineation for Hidden Lake and 
Bates Lake. We are currently revising and updating that master 
plan. Included in the recommended plan is an enlarged pipe 
under the existing railroad embankment between Ralston Creek 
and Sheridan Boulevard. A second conveyance facility is 
proposed immediately west of Sheridan Boulevard passing under 
the existing railroad bridge. Construction of these two facilities 
should be coordinated between the City of Arvada and the Gold 
Line. 
Sheridan Station Location 
Both the original Bates Lake master planning study and the on-
going update identify a 100-year floodplain along the north side of 
the existing railroad from Sheridan Boulevard to Tennyson Street. 
It appears as though both the new tracks and at least a portion of 
the Sheridan Station would be encroaching into that floodplain. 
The proposed conveyance facilities discussed in the above 
paragraph west of Sheridan Boulevard would eliminate the 
floodplain east of Sheridan. 
Lake Sangraco Spillway and Channel 
This facility is located immediately north of the existing railroad 
embankment west of Federal Boulevard. It is the outlet for the 
Hidden Lake watershed. Please recognize this facility and 
confirm that the proposed extension of the railroad embankment 
to the north, as depicted in Figure 3.10-11, will not impact this 
facility. 
Clear Creek Bridge 
As with the Ralston Creek Bridge we question the intent to 
replicate the number of piers in the waterway. 

Commuter Rail Bridge of Clear Creek. The intent of matching 
the existing freight rail bridge architecture at Clear Creek is for 
both cost and aesthetic reasons. 
Update of the Clear Creek Master Plan. Thank you for the 
information regarding the intent to re-construct a 100-year bridge 
at Federal Boulevard with downstream channelization to match 
into the downstream channel. Given the re-designed station (with 
parking moved eastward outside of the 100-year floodplain), the 
Urban Drainage and Flood Control District (UDFCD) project 
should not impact access to the station. However, the two 
respective design projects should be coordinated. 
Federal Station. Due to concerns about providing parking in the 
Clear Creek floodway, the parking facility at this station has been 
moved to the east, outside of the floodway. 
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Federal Station 
The District, Adams County and several other entities are in the 
process of updating the Clear Creek master plan. The 
recommended plan in this vicinity is a 100-year bridge at Federal 
Boulevard with downstream channelization to match into the 
downstream channel. This project might impact access to the 
station from 61st Avenue and Federal. Additionally, unless or 
until this project is constructed, the DEIS correctly notes that the 
entire Federal Station location is within the 100-year floodplain, 
but says nothing about public safety. Cars float and cars carry 
hazardous materials. The Final EIS should address potential 
hazards resulting from the construction of such a large parking lot 
in known flood hazard area. 
If you have questions concerning any of the above comments, 
please call me. 
Sincerely, 
Bill DeGroot, P.E. 
Manager, Floodplain Management Program 

37 Georg Ek 
The Gold Line EIS vaguely addresses how and where DUS will 
service passengers and the necessary train station maintenance 
at DUS of Commuter Rail movements in and out of DUS. 
Just where does the Gold Line and companion Commuter Line 
trackage enter and depart DUS? 
How adequate will the trackage be or will it resemble and avoid 
the current trackage and snarling switching and delays that 
Amtrak endures? 
Northern service on the Commuter Lines begs for addressing 
southern service on current Light Rail Lines as well as future 
Commuter Rail and Amtrak expansions. 
The trail or 'choke' track parallel to Wewatta Street has been 
removed. That choke held promise of resumption of southern rail 

Please see response to Comment 33 regarding DUS operational 
comments. 
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service to connect with what is now called the Consolidated Main 
Line (CML). 
For DUS station trackage to once again enjoy southern access to 
the CML past the Pepsi Center is feasible. Such connections 
serves public needs and is an advantage to the Gold Line and its 
northern Commuter line partners. Has the south-west Wawatta 
St. railway trail trackage been temporarily removed or abandoned 
just for development? 
Another option for southern rail connections from DUS is to 
construct a mirror image of the wye that the California Zephyr 
now uses in its reversing to enter DUS at Prospect Junction. 
The California Zephyr trains serving passengers must snake 
through the labyrinth of switches at the southwest corner of 
Prospect Junction to enter DUS. This time consuming process is 
accomplished while arriving and departing passengers wait. 
(During freezing snow blowing nights waiting on the platform to 
board the California Zephyr is misery. Will it be less painful for 
Gold Line and northern Commuter Rail passengers?) 
These reverse directional movements to enter DUS – as 
presently configured – adds time to the public timetable 
scheduling. Far more damaging is the unfriendly delays and 
inconvenience visited upon both arriving and departing 
passengers. 
As future passenger needs pressure both Commuter Rail and 
Amtrak to expand trackage, conflicting requirements of both 
Amtrak and Commuter Rail to gain quick and efficient entry and 
departure from DUS fails to be addressed by the proposed DUS 
EIS. 
Can the efficient service needs of intracity and intercity trains be 
considered oblivious of the common and different requirements of 
each mode? 
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38 George Ek 
The NORTHERN EXPOSURE 
Job opportunities and attractions to Boulder and other cities north 
of Arvada promises to be more significant than it is in 2008. 
Does the EIS in all of its 600 plus pages address the daily work 
force, population and transportation needs oriented to the North? 
Is the Pecos Street station, especially the optional Pecos St. 
station to the East, serving the interchange of passengers – 
particularly those commuting north to work daily – from the Gold 
Line to transfer to the Northwest and North Metro Corridors on 
the same or adjacent platforms adequately addressed? 
If the east Pecos St. option is chosen those ticketed to stations 
on the Gold Line from the northern corridors can transfer easily. 
The attraction for folk living north to attend performances at the 
Arvada Center can with a minimum of steps detrain from an 
inward bound train to the Gold Line. 
A focus on attraction of those living north to the facilities off the 
Gold Line deserves attention. 
A wye off the northern lines to directly head into the Gold Line in 
the Pecos area offers direct service and interchange not only of 
passengers but of equipment. 
The popularity of the Arvada Center continues to grow. The 
quality of its choice of performances and the professional actors 
and musicians have a wide state attraction currently and even 
more so in the future. 
Isn't it reasonable to foresee the needs of special trains routed 
into Denver over a wye from the north switching into the Gold 
Line Corridor? 
Intermodal Connections 
How very necessary it is for passengers to step off of one mode 
on to another! 

Northern Exposure. Due to very strong support throughout the 
agency and public involvement process, RTD is planning peak 
hours cross platform transfers from the Gold Line to the Northwest 
Rail traveling to Westminster, Broomfield, Louisville, Boulder, and 
Longmont. This will allow persons living in these communities 
access to Wheat Ridge, Arvada, Unincorporated Jefferson County, 
Adams County, and Denver and vice versa. Access to the north 
has, and continues to be, one of the top issues expressed during 
the DEIS/FEIS process. 
Intermodal. As shown on Table 4-4, Preferred Alternative Bus 
Operations Plan, bus service has been re-configured to support 
the commuter rail system. Figure 4-3, Station Boardings, Mode of 
Access to Stations, and Passenger Volumes between Stations, 
shows that 38 percent of the Gold Line ridership will access the 
station by bus. 
Fares. Commuter Rail fares will be comparable to LRT fares for 
equal service. That is, the cost for a 5-mile trip on either service 
will be identical. 
Aesthetic and Historical Considerations. Thank you for your 
compliments on the DEIS. Both considerations have been 
addressed in the planning meetings held for all seven of the 
proposed transit stations. 
Cooperation and Coordination. Thank you for the compliments 
on the Public Involvement process. 
Sensible Investment. Regarding the comment on sensible 
investment, we have conducted value engineering studies 
throughout the course of this study to provide the best life-cycle 
cost (LCC) value to transit patrons. The realization of an 
acceptable cost-effectiveness index (CEI) has encouraged the 
team to further consider LCC.  
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Bus Stops need to be as close as space permits for passengers 
to transfer from or two rail or bus. Walking any distance beyond a 
few steps, especially anything even as short as a long block, is 
unacceptable – often impossible for those with strollers, carrying 
children, bearing shopping baggage or luggage and for the 
elderly and infirmed. 
Busses are an adjunct to rails service, feeders that are next to 
not distant. 
Fairs 
Commuter Rail ticketing calls for the identical tariffs adopted for 
Light Rail service. 
Ticketing for bus and rail must be the same and fair zones 
integrated. 
Shorter trips on any mode need to be the same -not confusingly 
or unreasonably unalike. 
Passengers boarding an express bus, for example, should not be 
tempted to select a local because of differences in cost. (Some 
passengers select RED line 52 over 72X and 76X because it's 
cheaper. This dichotomy must be thoughtfully address to attract 
ridership.) 
Esthetic and Historical Considerations 
The Gold Line draft EIS has addressed these issues well and is 
to be commended. In final preparation, acute focus on both is 
necessary and must be an on going part of planning long after 
the Gold Line is in operation. 
Cooperation and Coordination 
The process of public involvement that has marked all the phases 
of preparation up to the development of this GOLD LINE 
CORRIDOR Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been one 
of the more uplifting actions of the 21st. Century. So much of this 
chaotic period has been depressing. Nothing seems to have 
gone well. 
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Choices were made to repudiate George Washington's 
admonishment to avoid foreign entanglements. FasTacks has 
suffered with escalating cost of copper and construction because 
of those decisions. 
With the storm clouds of a malicious campaign to rescind 
FasTracks ominously gathering on the horizon, delay of the Gold 
Line is unthinkable. 
Any costly changes can be designed by engineers for nickels, 
dimes and quarters for easy retrofitting that will be far less 
expensive than if wise thoughtful planning to meet our future 
needs is not incorporated in their current designs and current 
track and facility drawings. 
The beautify of FasTracks is that it has involved the folk at the 
grass roots level in an equality of condition when nothing else 
has offered what FasTracks has offered: HOPE! 

39 Bob Gailer 
Gold Line Preferred Alternative Graphic too small? | I went to 
http://www.rtd-fastracks.com/gallery.php?section=gl and clicked 
on the Preferred Alternative link hoping to see a much larger map 
(one that I could read). The link took me to: 
http://www.rtd-fastracks.com/ gallery.php?category=49§ion=gl 
There the map was the same size! 
Can you provide a larger picture? 
Bob Gailer 
Chapel Hill NC 
919-636-4239 

Preferred Alternative Graphic. A revised map has been sent to 
you on a compact disk (CD). Additionally, a more detailed Portable 
Document Format (PDF) of the alignment has been included on 
the project Web Site.  



GOLD LINE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

30 
AUGUST 2009 

Comment 
Number Comment Response 

40 Tom Dufficy 
38th Avenue Station | Dear Andy, 
I am a property owner of the land between 42nd and 43rd on Fox 
Street. I want to take a moment to provide my opinion on what 
would be the most advantageous location for the 38th Ave 
station. Of the three options being considered, I feel that the 
41st East location would provide the easiest access to the 
station and the greatest benefits to the community. My reasons 
for holding this opinion may be summarized thus: 
The Brannan Sand and Gravel Company, which occupies the 
entire area on which the station would be located, is a heavy 
industrial enterprise 
which dominates the character of the surrounding area. It 
generates a very high volume of heavy truck traffic as well as 
smoke, and its tall hoppers and heaps of gravel will remain an 
unsightly feature after the station is in operation. If the station is 
located further south, then the placement of Brannan will likely 
choke-off desirable development to the north, and probably limit 
such development to the south as well. 
Since RTD will likely locate their Bus Maintenance Facility on the 
old Denver Post property, then those of us north of Brannan will 
be bracketed by these heavy industrial operations. Traffic in 
buses and dump trucks will affect the entire length of Fox Street 
and probably eliminate any chance of meaningful renewal for the 
area. 
Locating the station on this option would serve the Quigg Newton 
and Globeville neighborhoods better than the other options, allow 
for a shorter pedestrian bridge straight across 41st from Inca, and 
allow for a very uniform configuration of the station. It would 
eliminate the heavy traffic generated by Brannan now, and so 
make the addition of new traffic produced by the station less 
significant. It would also require the condemnation of only one 
property. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. This comment is 
addressed above under the response to Comment No. 3. We 
believe that the advantages that you cite have been addressed 
under this response and have been included in our screening 
criteria. 
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Placement of the station on the 41st East option will encourage 
development to the north and minimize the effect of the 
Maintenance 
Facility. Replacing Brannan with an attractive station placed 
essentially in the center of the Fox strip will encourage renewal 
on both sides. If this option were chosen, then my company 
would look seriously at developing our property with mixed-use 
retail and residential units along the lines of the Englewood Town 
Center. Additionally, if the station is located next to our property, 
we would also be interested in talking with RTD about a possible 
PPP involvement with the station. 
Please feel free to contact me for any further information. 
Sincerely, 
Tom Dufficy, President, CDI 
Tom Dufficy 
Central Denver Iron Works, Inc., 303.433.3180 (Phone) ext. 304, 
303.433.3002 (Fax), tomdufficy@CDIronworks.com  

41 Alicia Phillips (Bruggerman) 
Goldline | Hi, 
My husband and I just moved to the Old Town Arvada area. We 
live on Grandview Ave just east of Wadsworth. At this point in 
time our neighborhood does not appear to be in a Quiet Zone so 
that is my main concern with the additional gold line. We don't 
mind the trains running in front of our house but the horns for the 
train are blown frequently and right in front of our house. Since 
comments are being solicited at this time I'd encourage whatever 
measures are possible to keep the noise level to an absolute 
minimum. I've also been told there will be cables exposed to run 
the light rail. We just moved here from San Francisco. Many 
neighborhoods there were having cables run underground 
instead of above ground. Those areas of the city looked so much 
nicer then one's that ran above ground. If at all possible I think it 

Quiet Zone. Regarding the implementation of a Quiet Zone, 
please refer to Comment No. 4 above. The concept of a Quiet 
Zone in the Arvada area has been strongly supported and your 
neighborhood is included. 
Underground Catenary. The cable cars in San Francisco work 
very well for local travel. The problem with that technology is that 
they only are able to carry small numbers of passengers and only 
go approximately 10 miles per hour. This would significantly 
increase the travel time on the Gold Line, thereby impacting the 
ridership. While catenary does have a visual effect, much of Olde 
Town was originally served by the Trolley (until the 1950’s) which 
also had overhead catenary. 
Visual Aesthetics at the Olde Town Station. Station aesthetics 
have been addressed through the station planning process and 
fencing workshops, so that the Olde Town Station will be 

mailto:tomdufficy@CDIronworks.com
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would be great to have the cables run underground, at least in 
our neighborhood, to keep the Old Town Arvada feel. Finally, I 
think that the location of the station should be in Old Town 
Arvada and should fit the "feel" of old town Arvada to lure people 
out of the train and have them come and explore our 
neighborhood for a bit. 
Thank you for asking for our opinion, 
Alicia and Greg Bruggeman 

consistent with the surrounding area. Also, as stated earlier, 
architectural catenary poles will be provided throughout the 
historic districts in Arvada. 

42 Barney Brewer 
Comments: Goldline DEIS | Attn: Dave Beckhouse Subject: Gold 
Line Draft Environmental Impact Statement Reference: 
(3.5,pp.18-20)(Figure 3.5-9)(ES-47) 
Following a review of the Arvada Section of the Gold Line DEIS, 
please find enclosed my concerns and comments along with 
exhibit “A” &“B”, attached hereto and made a part hereof. Please 
include my comments in the Final EIS. 
Respectfully, Barney Brewer 
Comments RTD DEIS, Barney Brewer 
3.5.2 Affected Environment 
…“Generally, viewers in parks and residential areas are assumed 
to be the most sensitive to visual and aesthetic impacts”… 
The Stocke/Walter Addition is the location of the most significant 
historical residential dwellings in Arvada. This district located on 
Grandview Avenue between Wadsworth Bypass and Lamar 
Street is the gateway neighborhood to Historic Old Town. 
Therefore; it would be valuable to uphold the historical nature of 
the area when erecting new structures. 
All of the historic homes along this section of Grandview face 
directly toward the Gold Line right-of-way. Potentially, 20K riders 
per day will be able to view at eye level, the activities of the 
residents causing a visual and privacy impact. 
Suggested Mitigation: (1) Replace the chain link type fence with a 

Visual Impacts along Grandview. Regarding fencing design 
recommendations, please refer to the response to Comment No. 
26 above. It is anticipated that an aesthetically pleasing fencing 
material will be used throughout the historic district. 
Also, as stated earlier, architectural catenary poles will be 
provided throughout the historic districts in Arvada.  
The SHPO agrees that the reintroduction of passenger rail into a 
historic district that was originally served by the trolley does not 
negatively impact the visual environment or aesthetics of the area. 
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fence similar to that used on the new Grandview Bridge. This 
would make an attractive transition from the bridge along the 
right-of-way through the neighborhood. The fence should be of 
sufficient height to support vines and plantings above the level of 
the train car windows. This would substantially reduce the visual 
impact. (2) Use architectural catenary poles throughout the area. 

43 Alicia Bruggeman 
Hi, 
We live on Grandview Ave facing the tracks. Our concerns are 
that we keep noise levels to an absolute minimum and that it's 
aesthetically pleasing to keep our privacy. We'd be absolutely 
opposed to a chain fence of any sort. A wood fence would be 
appropriate and should cover the majority of the view from the 
tracks to our home. We'd like our home to remain private so it's 
important to us that there be a tall wooden fence between us and 
the tracks and that there be trees or hanging plants that prevent 
views into our home. Thank you for considering these options. 

Visual Impacts along Grandview. Regarding fencing design 
recommendations, please refer to the response to Comment No. 
26 above. As stated earlier, architectural catenary poles have 
been provided throughout the historic districts in Arvada. 
Regarding the erection of a wood fence, this option was not 
supported during our fencing workshops due to concerns that the 
fence (that could be up to 12-feet high) would represent a greater 
visual impact than the use of architectural fencing and 
landscaping. Additionally, wood fences provide maintenance 
problems over the long term.  

44 Margaret Christon 
I am very strongly in favor of the quiet zone being proposed for 
the historic district in Olde Town Arvada – i.e. along Grandview 
Avenue. With trains coming by every few minutes during peak 
hours – this is absolutely essential for those of us who live on this 
street. I have lived in my house for over 15 years – I moved here 
because of the character of the neighborhood and the large lots – 
I am an avid gardener. I love quietly puttering in the yard – and 
this would be pretty hard to do with train horns and clangs every 
few minutes. I very much appreciate the single track in front of 
the house instead of two. Having the quiet zone will make all the 
difference in helping us tolerate this huge change to our 
neighborhood. 

Quiet Zone. Please refer to the response to Comment No. 4 
above. 
Single Track. Support for this recommendation is noted.  
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45 Margaret Christon 
I live on Grandview Avenue in a 100 year old house that I love. 
One of my big concerns as the Goldline moves forward is what I 
will look at out my front window once the project is completed. 
Right now there is a greenbelt with trees in front of my house. I 
would hate to see that replace with a view of chain link fence and 
light rail wires. Please consider landscaping the north side of the 
track somehow – with trees and shrubs and even perennials and 
grasses. They will add beauty to the neighborhood and will also 
help buffer the vibration from the trains and afford us some 
privacy from the trains running in front of our houses every few 
minutes. Thank you. 

Visual Impacts along Grandview. Regarding fencing design 
recommendations, please refer to the response to Comment No. 
26 above. As stated earlier, architectural catenary poles have 
been provided throughout the historic districts in Arvada. The 
planting of trees is not assumed along the railway alignment due 
to concerns about tree limbs interfering with the catenary and 
ongoing maintenance requirements. 

46 Elaine Jurries 
1. Noise/vibration: I live on Grandview Ave. and the light rail will 

go right in front of my house. Needless to say, I strongly urge 
the "powers that be" to institute a quiet zone through Arvada. 
A quiet zone will help make living along the light rail more 
tolerable for the dozens of people who live in homes close to 
the light rail. 

2. Aesthetics: Since this part of Grandview Ave. is an historic 
district (Stocke-Walter), it would also enhance Arvada's 
reputation to have nice landscaping and trees in the zone 
between the tracks and Grandview Ave. 

Thank you Elaine F. Jurries 

Quiet Zone. Please refer to the response to Comment No. 4 
above. 
Visual Impacts along Grandview. Regarding fencing design 
recommendations, please refer to the response to Comment 
No. 26 above. The planting of trees is not assumed along the 
railway alignment due to concerns about tree limbs interfering with 
the catenary and ongoing maintenance requirements. 

47 Evelyn King 
Comments on Draft EIS | With the Purpose and Need statements 
suggesting the need for mobility improvement, there should be 
additional alternatives analyzed which might provide more 
mobility than the Preferred Alternative. I also have concerns 
about the human and natural environment where the 
environmental consequences are concerned. Specifically: 
1. Why were new general purpose highway lanes and bus/HOV 

lanes not included in the decisions made for cost/benefit? The 

Alternatives Considered. Highway widening, Bus/high 
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, and bus rapid transit (BRT) on I-
70 were investigated during the Denver to Golden Major 
Investment Study (MIS), the predecessor of the DEIS. The 
widening of the I-70 footprint for any of these alternatives was not 
supported by the public due to property acquisition, loss of 
parkland, and noise to surrounding land uses. Additionally, CDOT 
had (and has) no funding for improvements to I-70 between I-25 
and state highway (SH) 58. 
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initial decisions appear to have been based on inaccurate 
costs for the rail alternative, with all the announced cost 
increases. Considering the "human and natural environment," I 
believe highway lanes would provide greater mobility for many 
more people; with less disturbance of the natural environment, 
than the Preferred Alternative. Where is the comparative data 
supporting the Preferred Alternative?? I believe the other 
alternatives would cost less than the Preferred Alternative and 
there is no valid reason why to exclude them from 
consideration in the EIS. 

2. I do not believe the EIS properly considered the impacts of 
construction on pollution and greenhouse gas emissions. 
The rail alternative shows greater greenhouse emissions than 
the no-action alternative. Exactly how many tons of 
greenhouse gases will be emitted during construction?? Since 
the reduction in highway traffic is extremely tiny, I do not agree 
with the statement that the increase in emissions will be offset 
by the traffic reduction. The fleet turnover and flex/no fuel car 
technology may not have been included in the EIS modeling; 
however, those vehicles will continue to provide mobility while 
emitting few if any emissions. It is important to be open and 
honest with the citizens in this regard. 

3. If the Preferred Alternative plans to eliminate single occupant 
vehicles (SOV), the EIS should provide data as to exactly how 
much that reduction will be, and the assumptions made. The 
amount of overall traffic reduction is minuscule. I was very 
disappointed in the I-25 North Front Range EIS, which did not 
clearly explain how much traffic congestion reduction would 
occur with rail options versus highway options. Again, let's be 
open and honest with the data provided. 

4. If there is a goal to ensure equal opportunity regardless of 
financial means, exactly how is it decided that the more 
wealthy don't have greater access to this subsidized transit 
versus those who have fewer financial means?? Will there be 

The alternatives evaluation for the Gold Line EIS followed the 
guidance from a document called, “Linking Transportation 
Planning and NEPA (FHWA/FTA, 2005)”, which encourages the 
use of the results of past transportation projects in current 
planning. Consequently, the Gold Line DEIS did not re-investigate 
alternatives that were dismissed in the MIS. A summary of the 
results of the MIS is provided in Chapter 2, Alternatives 
Considered.  
The FasTracks Plan and the DRCOG’s Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP) recommended fixed-guideway transit on the Gold Line 
alignment. This resulted in a Purpose and Need for the Gold Line 
DEIS calling for the implementation of fixed-guideway transit from 
DUS to Ward Road. Thus, highway widening, HOV lanes, or BRT 
were not supportive of the Purpose and Need, were eliminated in 
previous planning studies, and so were not further evaluated in the 
DEIS.  
Regarding the rail cost estimates; they have been reported in the 
DEIS in current dollars. They were reported in current dollars so 
as to provide the most reliable information in the DEIS since 
construction costs, as was the general economy, in a very 
unpredictable condition. 
The announcement of cost increases for the FasTracks program, 
were reported in year of expenditure (YOE) dollars. Therefore, the 
decisions made in the DEIS were based on accurate cost 
estimates for today without speculation as to what will happen in 
the next 10 to 20 years. 
Regarding highway alternatives, improving mobility with less 
environmental impact: that is generally not the case, particularly 
when highways are constrained by parks and urban development 
adjacent to the alignment, as is the case on I-70 and other major 
freeways in the Denver region. 
For the Denver region, there are no highway funds identified for 
improvements to I-70. Projects that are not in the DRCOG fiscally 
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some form of means testing to determine fare equity? 
5. Regarding the concern for the human environment, I would 

like to know how the eliminated alternatives compared in the 
number of property acquisitions with the Preferred Alternative. 
Property acquisition takes a heavy toll on the humans 
involved. 

Thank You, 
Dan King 
303-588-6073 
dking49326@aol.com 

constrained 2030 RTP, i.e., those that are not funded, can not 
receive a decision document from the FTA. 
You are correct that there is a slight increase in greenhouse gas 
emissions emitted in the Gold Line study area with the Preferred 
Alternative. However, these impacts are quite modest and less 
than the No Action Alternative. However, taken as a whole, the 
FasTracks program slightly reduces greenhouse gas in the Denver 
metro area. Additionally, the FEIS air quality assessment shows 
that the Preferred Alternative improves air quality slightly over the 
No Action Alternative for all parameters. The benefits are very 
modest, typically within 1/100th of a percent. 
Traffic Reduction. First, the elimination of single occupancy 
vehicle (SOV) travel was not identified as a project goal for the 
Gold Line (Please see Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, for the 
project Purpose and Need and goals). 
The transportation impacts (identified in Chapter 4, Transportation 
Systems) of the Preferred Alternative are estimated using an 
approved travel demand model that is required to be used by air 
quality conformity laws. The model is in the purview of DRCOG, 
the agency (along with the Air Pollution Control Division) 
responsible for air quality conformity and for evaluating travel 
demand and transportation improvement needs in the region. 
After Level 2 Screening, every alternative investigated in the DEIS 
was evaluated using this model. The Preferred Alternative 
performed the best of all of the alternatives investigated. The 
model measures reductions in SOV usage in terms of VMT. The 
Preferred Alternative was found to reduce VMT by 18,221 per day. 
Transit alternatives, similar to highway lanes, are built to handle 
peak period travel. During the peak period, mode share on transit 
is estimated to be 25 percent to central Denver and similar 
percentages for transit are found on interstates in the peak period 
in the rest of the region. For example, the Southeast Corridor 
carries approximately 20 percent transit riders in the peak period. 



GOLD LINE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

37 
AUGUST 2009 

Comment 
Number Comment Response 

Equal Opportunity. Equity is an important criterion for FasTracks, 
which is one reason that all portions of the metro area (north, 
south, east, and west) include proposed transit projects. The 
demographics of the Gold Line project suggest that minority and 
low-income persons are distributed throughout the corridor, with 
somewhat higher percentages of these groups located near the 
38th Avenue (now 41st Avenue East) and Pecos Stations. This is 
shown on Figures 3.1-5 Existing Minority Populations in the Gold 
Line Study Area, and 3.1-6 Existing and Low-Income Populations 
in the Gold Line Study Area. In fact, five of the seven Gold Line 
stations are bounded by areas with low income populations 
exceeding 25 to 50 percent of the total population. All of the transit 
stations have minority populations of at least 10 percent and five 
of the seven stations have minority populations of at least 25 
percent. 
RTD has a number of fare programs including fare reductions for 
senior and low-income persons and others. Please refer to the 
RTD Web Site for specifics about the current programs at 
www.rtd-denver.com 
Property Acquisition. As shown on Table 2-6, Summary of Major 
Environmental Impacts, in the DEIS, the Preferred Alternative 
(Alternative 3) was estimated to require 0 to 6 residential and 15-
20 business acquisitions. This was significantly lower than the 
Alternative 6DD (100 to 120 residential and 30 to 36 business 
acquisitions) or Alternative 6G (50 to 60 residential and 35 to 40 
business acquisitions) and comparable to the Streetcar Alternative 
7BB. 
Further design and study completed since the DEIS the study 
shows that the Preferred Alternative would require 0 residential 
and 16 business acquisitions (see page 3.3-1 of the FEIS). 
Highway widening or Bus/HOV requiring the widening of I-70 could 
be anticipated to require many more property acquisitions. This is 
because highway widening would require a number of private 
residential or business acquisitions due to the proximity of these 
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uses to the I-70 alignment whereas the Gold Line was able to 
capitalize on using a great deal of existing railroad ROW.  

48 George Ek 
Megan Quinn's Residents weigh in on Gold line is commendable. 
I too attended the good meeting at the Arvada Center on 
Thursday, 7th of August, and due to a mix up did not present my 
comments to those assembled. 
The process of public involvement that has marked all the phases 
of preparation up to the development of this GOLD LINE 
CORRIDOR Draft Environmental Impact Statement, in my 
judgment has been one of the more uplifting actions of the 
21st Century. 
So much of this chaotic period, when nothing seems to have 
gone well, FasTracks and particularly the interaction of people 
concerning the Gold Line Corridor – even among those with 
differing views – has been both courteous and respectful. 
The beauty of FasTracks for me has been that it has involved the 
folk at the grass roots level in an equality of condition. 
Cooperation and coordination between all entities involved in the 
Gold Line planning has been characteristic. 
For me, FasTracks and the Gold Line plans have escaped the 
deluge of the international and national storms. It has been a 
calm sea remote from the stormy sea of trouble and discontent. 
The Gold Line horizon promises what I feel that which we all 
down deeply yearn: HOPE! 
An aspect of promise for Arvada and adjacent communities along 
the Gold Line to which little has been addressed include: 
The NORTHERN EXPOSURE 
Job opportunities and attractions to Boulder and other cities north 
of Arvada promises to be more significant than it is in 2008. 
Viewing the daily work force, population and transportation needs 
are increasingly oriented to the North. 

Please refer to the response to Comment No. 38 above.  
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The Pecos Street station, especially the optional Pecos St. 
station to the East, could more easily serve as the interchange of 
passengers – particularly those commuting north to work daily. 
Gold Line passengers could, if the optional East Pacos Station is 
selected, transfer to the Northwest and North Metro Corridors on 
the same or adjacent platforms. 
If the East Pecos St. Option is chosen those ticketed to stations 
on the Gold Line from the northern corridors can transfer easily. 
On the other hand, if the Pecos west option is chosen, the 
transfer will be down the line, perhaps even somewhere in the 
Denver Union Station complex. How many will choose that 
inconvenience, and add to their precious transportation time? 
The attraction for folk living north to attend performances at the 
Arvada Center continues to grow. The quality of its choice of 
performances and the professional actors and musicians have a 
wide state attraction currently. Even more so in the future. 
A focus on attraction of those living in the northern exposure to 
the facilities off the Gold Line aside from the Arvada Center 
deserves attention. With a minimum of steps detrain from one of 
the North corridor trains to the Gold Line, and visa versa, makes 
the choice to go by rail over a gas guzzler appealing. 
Additionally, the selection of the East Option at Pecos Street 
Station frees up space for the construction of a wye A railway 
wye connecting the northern lines to directly head into the Gold 
Line provides direct service and interchange not only of 
passengers but for railway service needs and railway equipment 
functions. 
Isn't it reasonable to foresee the needs of special trains routed 
into Arvada over a wye from the north switching into the Gold 
Line Corridor? 
Intermodal Connections 
How very necessary it is for passengers to step off of one mode 
on to another! 
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Bus Stops need to be as close as space permits for passengers 
to transfer from or two rail or bus. Walking any distance beyond a 
few steps, especially anything even as short as a long block, is 
unacceptable – often impossible for those with strollers, carrying 
children, bearing shopping baggage or luggage and for the 
elderly and infirmed. 
Busses are an adjunct to rails service, feeders that are next to 
not distant. 
Fairs 
Commuter Rail ticketing calls for the identical tariffs adopted for 
Light Rail service. 
Ticketing for bus and rail must be the same and fair zones 
integrated. 
Shorter trips on any mode need to be the same – not confusingly 
or unreasonably unalike. 
Passengers boarding an express bus, for example, should not be 
tempted to select a local because of differences in cost. Some 
passengers select RED line 52 over 72X and 76X because it's 
cheaper. This dichotomy must be thoughtfully addressed to 
attract ridership.) 
Esthetic and Historical Considerations 
Acute focus on esthetic and historical consideration appears to 
be part of the Gold Line plans. Both are necessary and must be 
an on going part of planning long after the Gold Line is in 
operation. 

49 Michael Francone 
Central Street Capital, Inc. 
The biggest concern to our organization is the location of the rail 
stop at 39th-41st Inca. The surrounding neighborhood located 
East of Inca is a prime location for a TOD, it has many investors 
interested in developing the neighborhood into a high density 
mixed use neighborhood with Fox Street serving as a Main 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. You will find that 
your concerns and preferences have also been expressed in other 
comments on the project. Please refer to the response to 
Comment No. 3 above. 
Bike and Pedestrian Access. RTD will provide bike racks for 
securing bicycles at all seven of the stations. New bike and 
pedestrian trails accessing the station from beyond RTD property 
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Street. High density mixed use development will benefit not only 
Denver and the neighborhood but RTD in the form of higher 
ridership of FasTracks at this location and also the park and ride 
for bus service. Of the three locations outlined in the DEIS the 
stop at 41st seems to be the best for the surrounding area. First 
off it is a midpoint on Fox opening up more of the surrounding 
area for development, it also allows for a longer staging area 
between the 38th Avenue stop light and the park and ride so 
buses don't clog the streets leading into the neighborhood. 
Another concern is the infrastructure in the area for 
pedestrians/bicycles, right now none exists. It is important that 
station design incorporate and keep in mind that 
pedestrians/bicycles from the surrounding neighborhood need to 
get to the station safely. Bike paths from the surrounding 
neighborhoods will be important. 

are not provided within the FasTracks budget and will be the 
responsibility of the local municipality, in this case the City and 
County of Denver. Bike and pedestrian access paths were 
discussed at the station planning meetings for future local agency 
planning purposes.  

50 Globeville Civic Association # 1, 
Sunnyside United Neighbors, Inc., 
Highland United Neighbors, Inc. 
27 August 2008 
Mr. Dave Beckhouse, 
Federal Transit Administration 
c/o GBSM, Inc. 
600 17th Street 2020-S 
Denver, CO 80202 
Dear Mr. Beckhouse, 
This letter of comment on the RTD Gold Line Draft EIS is a 
cooperative effort of three Registered Neighborhood 
Organizations (RNOs) in Denver. These organizations are: 
Globeville Civic Association # 1 (GCA # 1) 
349 E. 47th Ave. 
Denver, CO 80216 
 
Highland United Neighbors, Inc. (HUNI) 

38th Avenue Station Location. RTD remains committed to a 
station in the area of 38th Avenue. The recommended final option 
in this FEIS is the 41st Avenue East Station (see the response to 
Comment No. 3). Additionally, the recommended service plan is 
for peak period peak direction service connections to Northwest 
Rail at this station location. 
38th Avenue Station Benefits. We agree that the station will 
provide regional access for low-income populations in the area. 
This is evidenced by the fact (see the response to Comment No. 
47 above) that the area around this station is populated by more 
than 50 percent low-income and/or minority persons/households. 
RTD has also seen that the provision of transit access at rail 
transit stations in other rail projects has promoted TOD when 
market conditions are ripe. 
Station Safety and Station Access. The station will be designed 
with RTD safety standards as noted in Section 3.12, Safety and 
Security, in the FEIS. RTD will provide bicycle racks at the station 
and will design for adequate station circulation for bicycles, 
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P. O. Box 11305 
Denver, CO 80211 
Sunnyside United Neighbors, Inc. (SUNI) 
P. O. Box 11381 
Denver, CO 80211 
Please see Attachment A for a map showing the three 
neighborhoods as well as the approximate location of the Gold 
Line 38th Avenue Station. 
This letter falls into several sections, as follows: 
1. RNO History of Involvement in Rail Transit Matters 
2. Value and Importance of the 38th Avenue Station 
3. 38th Avenue Station Character & Connections 
4. 38th Avenue Station Location; NEPA Process Deficiency 
5. Public Private Partnership Issues 
6. Attachments 
HUNI, SUNI, GCA # 1 Involvement with Rail Transit Issues and 
Process 
Our three neighborhoods have been strong advocates for urban 
rail transit in Denver since it was first proposed, and we continue 
to believe in the tremendous value for the Denver metropolitan 
area of a successful rail transit system. We have taken part in all 
official processes and many unofficial meetings and events 
related to the Gold Line and the Commuter Rail Maintenance 
Facility since late 2004. We have attempted to operate within the 
NEPA processes so as to help bring about good outcomes. All 
three neighborhoods are founding members of Judy Montero's 
Council District 9 Stakeholders group. We have organized 
networks of interested NW Denver residents, and a website 
(www.SunnysideDenver.org) has posted relevant documents. We 
have sought out rail experts and NEPA advisers to enable us to 
participate more intelligently. A salient example of the three 
neighborhoods' cooperation with RTD was our early acceptance 

pedestrians, autos, and buses. 
There are no funds in the Gold Line budget for the provision of 
bicycle or pedestrian facilities that are not on the site of the transit 
station. These facilities are the responsibility of the local 
municipality; in this case the City and County of Denver. 
Pedestrian Bridges. RTD is working with the railroads to rebuild 
the existing pedestrian structure at the 41st Avenue East Station 
location (i.e. relocate the existing structure to the south). There is 
no plan to add an additional pedestrian structure (i.e. rebuild the 
existing and add another) due to cost considerations. There are 
also likely to be difficulties in negotiating an additional pedestrian 
structure with the railroads. 
Station Design in Coordination with TOD Planning. RTD has 
been involved, and plans to continue involvement, with the City 
and County of Denver’s TOD planning efforts to integrate the 
transit station into the surrounding development. 
Location of the BMF. The Fox North CRMF is the Preferred 
Alternative, as described in the CRMF SEA and in the Gold Line 
FEIS. As a result there will not be a need to relocate RTD’s BMF 
from the current Platte site. 
41 Questions about the CRMF and Relocated Platte Division 
BMF. These questions have been answered by RTD as part of the 
CRMF SEA process. 
Project Decision Making during NEPA. The DEIS is intended to 
evaluate what is known at the time of the process. This FEIS 
identifies and evaluates additional information and any project 
changes that have occurred since the DEIS. This includes 
information about the CRMF and the selection of the preferred 
station location at 41st Avenue East. The FEIS includes impact 
information on the CRMF under the Preferred Alternative. 
Public-Private Partnership Information. Please see the 
response to Comment No. 7 for additional information. 
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and advocacy for electric commuter rail on the Gold Line, when 
light rail became impossible. Taking the value of the entire Gold 
Line project as a given, we will concentrate our comments on the 
function most particularly important to our neighborhoods: the 
“38th Avenue” Station (aka Fox Station, aka Sunnyside Station.) 
Importance of Gold Line 38th Avenue Station for Three 
Neighborhoods 
We are very happy that the DEIS shows the 38th Avenue Station 
remaining as a basic part of the Gold Line project. From the time 
of the earliest discussions of an RTD rail network NW Denver 
residents and RNOs insisted on a station at the east end of 
Highland or Sunnyside. This station was to be NW Denver's only 
direct connection to the rail system, and NW Denver residents 
were the first to recognize the advantages of having the Gold 
Line station also serve the Boulder-Longmont line (now NW Rail.) 
It is our primary objective to see the 38th Avenue Station built 
and its revitalizing potential for surrounding areas realized. We 
believe that the new transit function will have many desirable 
effects for our neighborhoods and for the City as a whole. Among 
those effects are the following: 
1. Our three neighborhoods are home to many lower-income 

residents. We host a concentration of public and subsidized 
housing, several community correctional facilities, and various 
institutions serving poor residents. The new transit mode 
within easy reach will offer opportunities of especial value to 
such residents. Whereas now a job at DIA, for instance, might 
seem too far away from Sunnyside or Highland, the 
completion of the FasTracks system will open such 
possibilities for our residents. 

2. Revitalization and redevelopment are likely in the vicinity of the 
new station. This new activity has potential to alleviate the 
consequences of environmental and social injustices 
stemming from a prior history of dirty industry in the area 
(smelting, brick making, heavy rail infrastructure and related 

The NEPA process discloses as much information as is verified 
and reliable at the time of the process. The actual costs of the 
Public-Private Partnership can not be identified until bidding and 
contracting are much further along. However, additional 
information about this delivery method can be found in Chapter 5, 
Evaluation of Alternatives of the FEIS. 
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enterprises.) 
3. The 38th Avenue Station vicinity has excellent potential for 

Transit Oriented Development. This station is the first station 
away from DUS on two lines. Only two other stations in the 
FasTracks system have this characteristic (40/40 and Auraria.) 
A considerable acreage of underutilized land lies within half a 
mile of the 38th Ave station, both east and west of the 
railyards. It is logical and possible for a much higher density 
environment to be developed in this station's immediate 
vicinity, and we intend to work to encourage new 
concentrations of employment in the station area, e.g., a 
medical and/or educational complex. 

Station Character and Connections 
Because the public comment period for the Gold Line DEIS will 
end on September 1st, we are forced to submit these comments 
before knowing where exactly the Fox St. station will be located. 
(About this schedule disconnect, please see below.) But 
whichever of the three potential sites is chosen, it is reasonable 
to enumerate the station characteristics that seem most essential 
to us: 
1. We want the station to be a success – by which we mean that 

transit riders find it comfortable, safe, attractive and convenient 
to use. The station access must accommodate cars, buses, 
pedestrians and bicycles smoothly. Best practice, non-
scattering light, downward-directed; shelter against wind and 
weather; protection from noise and smoke from the freight 
equipment operating nearby will all be essential ingredients in a 
successful station. 

2. We support more, rather than fewer, access bridges from 
Sunnyside and Highland; this will be especially necessary if the 
most southerly site is chosen. The existing bridge over the 
railyard at 43rd Ave. should be upgraded; we believe this to be 
a railroad obligation. And a new bridge should reach the station 
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platform from Sunnyside. The City is planning a pedestrian 
bridge over 38th Ave. at Inca to bring Highland residents more 
easily to the west end of the platform access bridge. 

3. The whole catchment area must be considered as part of the 
station plan. Pedestrians and bikes approaching from SE 
Globeville via W. 44th Ave., for instance, need much better 
(and safer) infrastructure. 

4. The station must be designed with sensitivity for future land use 
and TOD. In particular, the Fox Street frontage of the Station 
area must be designed and/or preserved for human-scale use. 
Improved street amenity (sidewalks, curbs and gutters, 
drainage, street furniture and lighting) along Fox Street is also a 
necessity. 

38th Avenue Station Location; NEPA Process Deficiency 
The Gold Line DEIS exhibits three possible sites for the 
Sunnyside station. RTD plans to choose one of the three in 
September 2008, after Gold Line DEIS public comment closes. 
The lack of a site decision has caused the repeated 
postponement of Denver's planned Station Area Study – a study 
we hoped would clarify many issues related to traffic flow, foot 
and bike access, and logical zoning reconsiderations. 
In addition, a function not analyzed at all in the GL DEIS may be 
relevant to the choice of station site: RTD has concluded that the 
present Platte Division Bus Maintenance Facility site is the only 
practical location for the Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility. 
Thus, RTD has decided to conduct a separate Environmental 
Assessment for the CRMF. This EA – on no schedule 
coordinated with the Gold Line EIS – will study the “indirect 
effect” of relocating the Platte Division bus facility (aka Bus Barn, 
aka BB.) RTD announced on July 1, 2008 that its preferred 
location for the new BB is the former Denver Post printing plant 
site at W. 44th Ave. and Fox Street (see Attachment B.) Although 
there have been developments, at the date of this writing we 
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have no official indication that RTD has changed its mind. 
Concerned as we are with the smooth functioning of our future 
rail station, we naturally need to know how a new Bus Barn next 
door will affect it. 
To elicit the information we need about the impacts of a new BB 
near our station, the three neighborhoods cooperated to present 
detailed questions to RTD and the City of Denver. These “41 
Questions” (Attachment C) were hand-delivered to RTD and the 
City on July 21, 2008. We have had cursory responses from the 
City (Attachment D, received August 21, 2008.) From RTD the 
only response has been a note of acknowledgement from the 
General Manager, Mr. Marsella, dated 22 July 2008 
(Attachment E.) We include the 41 Questions as a part of this 
comment letter in the expectation that they will be answered. 
These Questions/Answers will also be relevant to the 
Maintenance Facilities EA. 
As suggested by our 41 Questions, the Bus Barn and its ultimate 
location have significant potential to affect multiple aspects of the 
FasTracks project. A facility expected to service at least 300 
buses will obviously have a substantial dynamic effect upon the 
other impacts to the environment caused by the greater 
FasTracks development. NEPA analyses not just for the Bus 
Barn itself, but also for the Gold Line and NW Rail, and possibly 
for DUS, North Metro, and East Corridor, should account for any 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts caused by the 
construction and operation of the Bus Barn. Some of those 
impacts include: 
1. Increased traffic in the immediate Bus Barn vicinity and in the 

vicinity of the Fox Street Station directly caused by bus trips in 
and out of SW Globeville; 

2. Indirect effects on traffic; 
3. Impacts to air quality; 
4. Levels of noise pollution and vibration; 
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74 Marie Madeau 
train horns | Hello, I do want to make sure that the train horns will 
not be blasting me and thousands of others out of bed between 
the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. They really are 
obnoxiously loud and way too long. I know the decibel level is 
being abused. They really don't need to blare them as loud and 
long as they do. I can be walking my dog at Crown Hill lake and 
hear the train horn. I don't know why the ducks and geese on the 
lake need to know there is a train coming. Yeah, it's really that 
loud. Please tell me it will go back like it was for the last 13 years 
and hear no train horns. At least while the majority is sleeping. 
Hopefully it's not a surgeon having to do surgery the next day. I 
await your response. Thank you. Marie 

Noise Impacts. Please refer to the response to Comment No. 4 
regarding Quiet Zones and noise mitigation. 
The existing noise exposure along much of the Gold Line Corridor 
is dominated by noise from the freight trains that operate during 
both daytime and nighttime hours. The noise is generated 
primarily from the horns sounded by the trains as they approach 
the numerous grade crossings along the line; these horns may be 
much louder than the minimum level required by FRA. Because 
the new FRA horn rule was already in force at the time we made 
the measurements, our characterization of existing noise should 
be representative of existing conditions unless the railroads have 
changed their horn-blowing practices since then. 
In summary, whatever the existing freight train horn noise levels 
are, this noise would be eliminated in the future by the application 
of either Quiet Zones or wayside horns as mitigation measures for 
the Gold Line project. 

75 Steve Nguyen 
City of Wheat Ridge 
RTD Gold Line Comments 
Dave Beckhouse, FTA 
c/o GBSM, Inc. 
600 17th Street 2020-S 
Denver, CO 80202 
RE: Gold Line Fast Track Corridor Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement 
The City of Wheat Ridge has reviewed the above document and 
has the following comments: 
Table 2-12 – Gold Line Station Characteristics 
The City of Wheat Ridge does not believe 200 spaces on 
opening day is sufficient given that the existing Ward Rd. park-n-
ride will be relocated to the new transit station and the fact that 
Ward Rd. is an end-of-line station. 

Wheat Ridge Concern that Proposed Parking at Ward Road is 
Insufficient. Parking at the existing Ward Road pnR is currently 
40 to 60 percent utilized (statistics over the past 10 years for the 
existing 491 spaces). RTD will provide parking for opening day 
that matches this demand as previously presented to Wheat 
Ridge. 
However, the plan to phase and monitor parking (noted in the 
DEIS) is intended to provide flexibility, to address parking demand 
as it occurs, to provide opportunities as market conditions change, 
and to not overbuild public infrastructure while resources are 
scarce. 
Therefore, RTD will work with Wheat Ridge and will provide, in an 
IGA, a commitment that RTD will purchase an additional 2 acres 
(which would account for 150 to 200 additional spaces) on 
opening day such that, if opening day demand exceeds 
expectations, the RTD will be able to adjust immediately. Since 
this property is presently used for the storage of Recreational 
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There are 491 spaces at the current Ward Rd. park-n-ride. Data 
provided by RTD states there was an average utilization rate of 
42% between 2004 and 2008. The 2008 utilization averaged 
53%. Fifty –three percent of 491 is 260, indicating that opening 
day parking will provide fewer spaces that are currently utilized at 
the current park-n-ride. 
Page 4-8 of the DEIS states, “Ward Rd. is an end-of-line station 
with a higher capture area than other stations and is planned to 
be served by six bus routes.” Page 4-9 shows the Ward Rd. 
station as having the second highest number of projected station 
boardings of all the stations on the Gold Line. One should expect 
that utilization of mass transit should increase significantly once 
the Gold Line is in service. 
The City is concerned that inadequate parking projections will 
doom the success of the Gold Line Ward Rd. Station. The 
parking impact will spread onto adjacent City streets and 
neighborhoods where there is little or no public parking. 
Adequate opening day parking has been a problem on some 
early RTD transit corridors. Thus, it is crucial that thorough 
projection analysis be done to determine the adequate number of 
opening day parking spaces. Appropriate mechanisms should be 
established to promptly address any unforeseen increases in 
demand for both opening day and 2030 scenarios. 
 
While the City is concerned with the current design providing 
inadequate parking on opening day, it is also concerned with 
valuable real estate being used for surface parking that could 
potentially become land used for TOD. As state below, the City 
would prefer that a parking structure would ultimately be 
constructed at the Ward Rd. in lieu of the initial surface parking. 
As currently proposed by RTD, approximately 10 acres will be 
acquired for surface parking adjacent to the proposed station site. 
This is valuable real estate with the potential for future TOD as 

Vehicles, it would be ready to accommodate cars on opening day 
with no additional construction.  
Request for a Parking Structure. While parking structures are 
ideal from a land conservation perspective, parking spaces in 
structures are, at least, three times the cost of surface parking. 
The Ward Road Station location has not yet realized major market 
potential for redevelopment. This redevelopment is, of course, the 
desired outcome for both the City of Wheat Ridge and RTD. 
However, RTD can not expend local or FTA funds providing for 
this at opening day. RTD remains open to the potential that this 
will occur, hence the recommendation to monitor parking demand 
and market conditions in the DEIS. Should the City of Wheat 
Ridge, or developers who are working with the City of Wheat 
Ridge, show interest in structured parking, RTD will seriously 
consider such offers and will not preclude this from occurring.  
Current Zoning and Future Land Use Maps in the DEIS. This 
has been corrected in the FEIS. 
Future Facilities. This has been corrected in the FEIS. 
Surface Runoff and Water Quality at the Ward Road Station. 
RTD is aware that there are no existing storm water runoff projects 
to handle the existing problems. The project is prepared to handle 
the projected runoff (and water quality issues) related to the 
project. However the Gold Line project can not compensate for 
existing deficiencies. 
The proposed surface runoff and water quality solutions are 
provided in the engineering drawings found in Appendix C. 
Ward Road Station Roadway Area Deficiencies. RTD agrees 
that there are existing roadway deficiencies. The mitigation 
measures outlined in the DEIS are intended to solve roadway 
problems directly related to the Gold Line project. The proposed 
circulation scheme provided in our current station drawings would 
accommodate a future connection from West 50th Place to Ridge 
Road.  
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proposed in the City's Northwest Subarea Plan. The City does 
not have the funding or developer support at this time to engage 
in discussions about structure parking. The City would like the 
fact it would prefer structured parking to be included in the DEIS 
even if the funding is not available at this time. If structured 
parking were to become a reality, the City wants to be sure it is 
addressed properly throughout the EIS process to be sure there 
would be no issues with FTA at a later date. 
FIGURE 3.2-2 Current Zoning in the Gold Line Study Area 
The current zoning shown on this map does not show the correct 
zoning designation per the City of Wheat Ridge zoning maps. 
The DEIS map indicates the zoning has either Commercial or 
Other. The correct zoning for the area is primarily PID – Planned 
Industrial District or I – Industrial both north and south of the 
tracks. There are a few small commercial parcels fronting on 
Ward Rd. 
FIGURE 3.2-3 Future Land Use in the Gold Line Study Area 
The future land use indicated on this map shows Industrial or 
Commercial land uses for the Ward Rd. station area. This is 
incorrect per the Northwest Subarea Plan. The Northwest 
Subarea Plan contains a Preferred Land Use Map indicating the 
desired future land uses for the area. The Preferred Land Use 
Map shows this area as being primarily Mixed Use north of the 
tracks with Commercial on parcels fronting on Ward Rd. The area 
south of the tracks is Office/Light Industrial with commercial 
fronting on Ward Rd. 
Page 4-29 Future Facilities 
The two bullets under the Ward Road Station are incorrect. The 
first bullet should read that the proposed Tabor Street and Van 
Bibber Creek Trail are planned by Arvada not Wheat Ridge. 
Those connections are in the City of Arvada. The second bullet 
does not make sense as written. A suggested statement instead 
would be, “Per the City of Wheat Ridge Northwest Subarea Plan, 

Safety Issues Related to End of Line (EOL) Storage. RTD 
convenes a “Fire, Life, and Safety” Committee for all of it’s 
projects. This committee will provide the best available safety 
requirements for the EOL storage proposed at the Ward Road 
pnR. 
Local Match Contributions. The local match policy has been 
established on previous projects and RTD has provided the City of 
Wheat Ridge with this information. 
Existing Ward Road pnR Future Condition. The RTD is not able 
to negotiate future property relocations/changes until a decision 
document is obtained from FTA. Therefore, the future condition of 
the existing Ward Road pnR can not be discussed in the FEIS. 
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additional connections are proposed from Ward Rd. on the west 
along 50th Place and from the east along Ridge Rd. 
Section 3.10-11 – Preferred Alternative, Direct Impacts, Surface 
Water Runoff and Water Quality 
This section states that the runoff from the rail structures along 
the alignment would be collected and brought to the storm water 
system through under-drains and discharged to the local storm 
drainage systems. This is incorrect for the Ward Road station 
area and the rail line along Ridge Road. There are no storm 
sewers for existing or projected drainage in this area of the City. 
Impact from Ward Road Station drainage will be a major concern 
due to the fact that there are no existing drainage facilities. This 
station is thousands of feet away from the nearest available 
storm drain outfall. Non-traditional drainage facilities, such as 
over-sizing the detention pond, should be explored. The 
appropriate solution would require the construction of a new 
storm sewer system connecting to the available downstream 
facility. The DEIS does not discuss the inadequate storm 
drainage system in the vicinity of the Ward Rd. station or related 
solutions to address proper storm drainage. 
Page 4-25 
Figure 4-18 Depicts Ward Road Station Area Intersection 
Mitigation. While this document has identified major 
transportation improvements associated with station planning for 
the station, other crucial related improvements should be 
identified to provide a properly interconnected safe roadway 
network that has sufficient capacity. 50th Avenue and 52nd 
Avenue between Ward Road and the proposed north-south 
connecting road should be improved with turn lanes to provide 
safe travel to and from the station. The connection to Ridge Road 
should be identified and constructed by opening day as this 
connection will serve the residential/commercial area to the east 
of the station. Current indirect access to Ridge Road is via 52nd 
and Simms Street, which are local streets. These streets are 
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substandard and inadequate to serve additional new traffic. 
Additional traffic introduced to these streets will have great 
impact to this existing residential area. 
Section 3.12.4 Avoidance and Minimization 
Parking lot and stored transit vehicles overnight at end of the line 
–there is no specific discussion to address safety issue in terms 
of vandalism and break-in. 
Page ES-35 How Would This Project Be Paid For? 
The City of Wheat Ridge believes that there should be an 
equitable method for local agencies to contribute their share of 
the local match to the project costs. The benefits of the Gold Line 
to local agencies should be proportionate to the share of the total 
local match. Based on the Study Area generated for this 
document, Jefferson County is a benefited agency and therefore 
should participate in the local match. It is also clear that 
agencies, such as Westminster, will benefit greatly from the Gold 
Line and should share in the local project match. 
Park and Ride Facility Acquisition 
As previously discussed, it is the City's understanding that the 
current park-and-ride at I-70 and Ward Road will be moving or 
consolidating with the new Gold Line Ward Road transit station. 
The City fully supports the plan and acknowledges that this is 
good planning. This presents an opportunity for the City's long 
range plan of realigning Youngfield/Ward Road to address the 
regional traffic congestion in the area. Specifically with the 
relocation of the current park, the City is seeking an opportunity 
to acquire the current Ward Road Park and Ride for future major 
roadway realignment. The DEIS should speak to the disposal of 
the Ward Road Park and Ride. 
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76 Eugene Howard 
SUNI (Sunnyside) 
During the DEIS presentation, a mock station design was shown. 
I thought this was a great starting point and provides a good 
concept of what a final station may look like. Whatever ends up 
being a final design, there needs to be serious consideration for 
renewable/sustainable energy and raw materials for this station 
(and for all stations along the Gold line corridor). 
Pedestrian and alternate modes of transportation must be 
factored into the station, the station's design and security. 
The relocation of the Bus Maintenance Facility should NOT be 
placed in close proximity to the Inca/38th Street station. There 
had been discussion of placing a bus maintenance facility in 
close proximity of this station (the former Denver Post site). 
Residents of SUNI, HUNI and Globeville are vehemently 
OPPOSED to this location being used for anything but vibrant, 
progressive, private redevelopment – NOT a transit maintenance 
facility of any sort for any kind of mass/bulk transit maintenance 
facility. 

Renewable and Sustainable Energy and Raw Materials. Please 
refer to the response to Comment No. 55 regarding these issues. 
Alternative Modes. Please refer to the response to Comment No. 
49 regarding bike and pedestrian access to the Gold Line stations. 
Location of the BMF. RTD has recently selected the Fox North 
site (north of 48th Avenue, immediately east of the railyards) for 
the new CRMF thus avoiding the need to relocate the Platte 
Division BMF. This decision was documented in the CRMF SEA 
and is included in the Gold Line FEIS. It will become final once 
FTA issues a decision document for the Gold Line (anticipated in 
the Fall of 2009). 

77 Chandler Romeo 
Neorama 
Comment re: 38th & Inca Station | Hopefully my comment isn't 
too late. I have great concerns over the location of the 38th & 
Inca station. In particular, there are three areas which need to be 
served by this station -- Sunnyside west of Inca, Highland, and 
the area to the northeast of the I-25 interchange. Of those three, I 
am most concerned that Highland, one of our oldest and most 
established neighborhoods in Denver, will be completely left out, 
without safe access to light rail, if the station is not located as 
close to 38th avenue as possible. 38th is a very dangerous street 
for pedestrians, and if that station is not located with safe access 
for Highland residents in mind there could be dire consequences. 
Please do not cut out an entire neighborhood from light rail 

Selection of the 38th Avenue East or the 39th Avenue East 
Stations. The response to Comment No. 3 above presents the 
station option selection process and results. With all criteria 
considered, the 41st Avenue East Station option has been 
selected due to fewer property acquisition impacts, fewer traffic 
impacts, fewer historic property impacts, and generally more 
public support. The 41st Avenue East site is also better for TOD 
because it is more centralized within the developing area.  
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access. Please locate the station close to 38th Avenue and 
provide safe pedestrian access for all. 
Chandler Romeo 
(303) 433-5917 home 
(303) 437-7788 cell 

78 Jody Ostendorf 
US EPA Region 8 
EPA's comments | A signed copy was mailed today. Please call if 
you have any questions or concerns. Thanks! 
(See attached file: GoldLineDEIS.doc) 
Jody Ostendorf 
NEPA Program 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 8 
1595 Wynkoop Street 
Denver, CO 80202 
303 312-7814 

See the following responses to the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA) comments. 

79 Larry Svoboda 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 8 
David Beckhouse, Federal Transit Administration 
c/o Gold Line Team, GBSM 
600 17th Street, Suite 2020 
Denver, CO 80202 
Re: Gold Line Corridor Draft EIS, CEQ# 20080276 
Dear Mr. Beckhouse: 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 8 has 
reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for 
the Gold Line project. Our comments are provided in accordance 
with our authorities pursuant to the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4231, Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, 

Document is Easy to Read. Thank you for the compliment. 
Water Quality Impact Regarding Bacteria and Organics. At the 
suggestion of USEPA the DEIS team used the Driscoll Model as a 
quantitative method to measure possible impacts from Gold Line 
pnR. The Driscoll model is typically used for assessing the impact 
of runoff from highways on water quality. The model uses copper, 
zinc, and lead as surrogates for all contaminants of concern 
including biological oxygen demand (BOD), fecal and total coliform 
and other organics. However, the model does not specifically 
measure these contaminants. 
While it is logical to assume that the pnRs supporting the Gold 
Line could increase discharges of organic compounds and 
bacteria to streams in the study area if unmitigated, the 
contributions would be negligible based on the predictions of the 
model. 
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and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 
The proposed project is to provide commuter rail from Denver 
Union Station (DUS) in downtown Denver to Ward Road in Wheat 
Ridge, Colorado. From DUS to Pecos Street, the alignment is 
shared with the Northwest Rail project. Including the 3.5 mile 
shared section from DUS to Pecos Street, the total proposed 
alignment would be 11.2 miles long and include seven stations. 
West of Pecos Street to Ward Road, the alignment will be within 
the existing BNSF Railway Company and Union Pacific Railroad 
Company (BNSF/UP) freight railroad right-of-way (ROW). The 
Federal Transit Administration, local governments, regulatory 
agencies and the public concurred with the selection of the 
Preferred Alternative in the summer of 2007. The Gold Line study 
area is in the Denver metropolitan area and encompasses the 
northwestern portion of the City and County of Denver, and parts 
of Adams County, Jefferson County, the City of Arvada and the 
City of Wheat Ridge. 
The DEIS considers three alternatives including the No Action 
Alternative, the Transportation System Management (TSM) 
Alternative and the Preferred Alternative. The No Action 
Alternative includes existing projects and financially committed 
projects within the study area to respond to the expected growth 
in the study area to the year 2030. The TSM alternative 
represents the “best that can be done” without implementing a 
major capital investment. This alternative is also described as the 
“best bus alternative.” The Preferred Alternative provides faster, 
safer and more reliable travel time over single occupancy 
vehicles and/or buses in the other alternatives (Tables 5-1 and 
5-2, DEIS page 5-2). In expanding service to traditional and new 
transit users, the Gold Line will result in reduced vehicle miles 
traveled, and corresponding reductions in greenhouse gases. 
Despite the projected growth in the project area, air quality, as 
measured in CO, NOx, VOC and PM10, is expected to modestly 
improve under the proposed action (Table 5-3, DEIS page 5-4). 

All of the pnR sites would provide onsite detention resulting in 
reduced discharges to surface waters, which would meet or 
exceed all state and local standards regarding discharges from 
these sites. 
Flooding and Hydraulic Scour. In compliance with existing 
regulations, all seven of the station sites will be provided with 
onsite detention so that runoff will not surpass historic/existing 
conditions. Any new developments, or more importantly re-
development projects, will need to provide onsite detention 
systems that also require no net increase in storm water runoff. In 
cases where existing areas are re-developed, it is probable that 
onsite detention will be provided to areas that currently do not 
provide these facilities. This is anticipated to result in a small 
benefit to receiving waters.  
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Overall, EPA finds the DEIS provides a thorough description of 
the alternatives evaluation process, the proposed alternatives 
and the environmental impacts of the project. The document is 
well-organized, with excellent graphics and schematics, and easy 
to read. The Gold Line EIS team has combined land use and 
transportation planning, with an emphasis on environmental 
resources, in developing its Preferred Alternative. While much 
depends on how negotiations with the railroad companies 
proceed, the Preferred Alternative will minimize environmental 
impacts by sharing portions of the railroad right-of-way. By 
utilizing an existing corridor, the Gold Line will have limited 
impacts to wildlife habitat, ecosystems, wetlands and source 
waters. 
Although the proposed Gold Line will encourage new 
development around the transit stations, it will primarily be 
compact urban development. Infill development and 
redevelopment will contribute to reducing urban sprawl in the 
outskirts of the Gold Line study area and offer redevelopment 
opportunities for older suburbs. Communities that accommodate 
more infill and redevelopment can greatly reduce the 
environmental impacts of development. Infill can reduce overall 
impervious surface in a watershed, reduce trip times and 
distances to lower emissions and energy use, help protect human 
health and attract private capital to upgrade infrastructure and/or 
clean up contamination. 
EPA's primary concern is with impacts to surface water quality 
from increased impervious surfaces for parking facilities. In the 
project area, the South Platte River, Clear Creek and Ralston 
Creek are all impaired for E. coli, and Clear Creek is also 
impaired for aquatic life use and organic sediment. The Preferred 
Alternative will add 55-58 acres of new impervious surface, which 
will increase contaminated runoff loadings to those impaired 
waters. The DEIS should better address the impacts from 
increased flooding and erosion due to new impervious surfaces 
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associated with residential, business, and transportation 
development on those water bodies. 
As a cooperating agency over the past two years, EPA has 
attended numerous Agency Working Group meetings and public 
meetings. EPA notes that the extensive inter-agency and public 
process, where alternatives were changed or added based on 
agency and public concerns with community and/or 
environmental impacts, has resulted in high community support 
for the Preferred Alternative. Federal, State, local community 
leaders, and the public provided comments and input at five 
milestone meetings for each step of the alternatives screening 
process. EPA commends the Gold Line EIS Team for involving 
affected local governments, agencies and the public in a 
thorough, collaborative planning and decision making process. 
Based on EPA's procedures for evaluating potential 
environmental impacts of proposed actions and the adequacy of 
the information presented, EPA is rating the Preferred Alternative 
as EC-1. The “EC” rating means that our review has identified 
potential environmental impacts to impaired water bodies that 
should be further addressed in the FEIS. The “1” portion of this 
rating means that the DEIS contains sufficient information to fully 
assess environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to 
fully protect the environment. A summary of EPA's rating system 
is enclosed. 
If you have any questions or would like to discuss our comments, 
please contact me at 303 312-6004 or the lead reviewer of this 
project, Jody Ostendorf, at 303 312-7814. 
Sincerely, 
Larry Svoboda 
Director, NEPA Program 
Office of Ecosystems Protection and Remediation 
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80 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
Show pedestrian and bicycle access and circulation to station 
platform on Figures 2-16 through 2-21 

Bike and Pedestrian Access. RTD will provide bike racks for 
securing bicycles at all seven of the stations. New bike and 
pedestrian trails accessing the station from beyond RTD property 
are not provided within the FasTracks budget and will be the 
responsibility of the local municipalities. Bike and pedestrian 
access paths were discussed at the station charrettes for future 
local agency planning purposes. Also refer to Comment No. 49. 

81 City and County of Denver 
Show pedestrian and bicycle connection from Fox Street to 
station platform 

Bike and Pedestrian Access. Please refer to the responses to 
Comment Numbers 49 and 80. 

82 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
Add "However, the City of Denver is currently reevaluating the 
area of stability designation and land uses on the east side of the 
Denver Gold Line Station as part of an ongoing station area 
plan." 

RTD had coordinated with Denver’s TOD planning process so 
that the 41st Avenue East Station plan is supportive of future 
land use goals. The Auraria Student Housing project is 
anticipated to contribute to the Gold Line ridership if these 
demographics are included in the DRCOG 2030 RTP. 

83 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
Add "The area on the east side of the Denver Gold Line Station is 
already beginning to change from industrial uses with projects 
such as the Auraria Student Housing at 39th Avenue and Elati 
Street." 

Land Use. Narrative on these ongoing changes in land use east of 
the 41st Avenue East Station has been included under the land 
use discussions in the FEIS. 

84 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
Add information about existing pedestrian crossing of railroads at 
43rd Avenue. 

Pedestrian Bridge at 43rd Avenue. It is anticipated that the 
existing pedestrian bridge at 43rd Avenue will be replaced with a 
new bridge at 41st Avenue to best address connectivity to the 
proposed 41st Avenue East Station.  
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85 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages-The 41st Station location is closer to the 
Quigg Newton Homes, a Denver Housing Authority property, and 
would provide better transportation access to the low-income 
residents of Quigg Newton. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above. 

86 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages-The 41st Avenue station location is 
closer to the 44th Avenue connection across I-25 to the 
Globeville neighborhood and would provide better transportation 
access to the residents and businesses of the Globeville 
neighborhood. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. As discussed above 
under the response to Comment No. 3, the 41st Avenue East 
Station has been selected as the preferred alternative due to its 
advantages over the other options, including those referenced in 
your comment. 

87 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages-The 41st Avenue station location would 
provide for a more feasible pedestrian bridge structure 
connecting to the residents of the Sunnyside neighborhood to 
west of the consolidated mainline railroad tracks. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to 
Comment No. 3 above.  

88 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages-The 41st Avenue station would require 
fewer property displacements than the 39th Avenue option. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above.  

89 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages-The 41st Avenue station would provide 
better opportunities for configuring parking and bus transfer 
facilities to support pedestrian access and neighborhood 
development objectives. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to 
Comment No. 3 above.  



GOLD LINE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

109 
AUGUST 2009 

Comment 
Number Comment Response 

90 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages- The 41st Avenue station location is 
more centered among existing and future usable land areas. 
More employment and residents would be located within a 10 
minute walk of the station than with the 39th Avenue location. 
Much of the land near the 39th Avenue location is in the right-of-
way for I-25. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above.  

91 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
41st Station Advantages- The 41st Avenue station would create 
fewer impacts to the 38th Avenue/Fox/Park Avenue intersection 
that could be caused by queuing of buses and automobiles 
entering the bus transfer and park-n-Ride. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above.  

92 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
39th Avenue Station Advantages-The 39th Avenue station 
location is closer to the Highlands neighborhood south of 38th 
Avenue. Several residents of the Highlands neighborhood have 
expressed a strong desire to have the station as close to their 
neighborhood as possible. 

Selection of the 39th Avenue Station. The 39th Avenue East 
Station option was set aside in favor of the 41st Avenue East 
Station option as discussed in the response to Comment No. 3 
above. The proximity of this station option to 38th Avenue was an 
advantage expressed by some of the public at our outreach 
meetings. However, the disadvantages of a less central location 
for TOD, less public and agency support, and the requirement to 
demolish an historic property, offset the advantages. 

93 Thomas Hoaglund 
City and County of Denver 
39th Avenue Station Advantages-The 39th Avenue station 
location is closer to the 38th Avenue business corridor. However, 
much of land near the station does not front onto 38th Avenue 
because onto 38th Avenue because of the viaduct stretching 
from Fox Street to Lipan Street. 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above.  
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94 Savannah Jameson 
City and County of Denver 
Landmark recommends that the 39th Avenue East Station not be 
selected due to adverse Effects to NRHP-eligible property 

Selection of the 41st Avenue East Station. Please refer to the 
response to Comment No. 3 above.  

95 Savannah Jameson 
City and County of Denver 
Add to mitigation table (3.4-14), “If the 39th Avenue East Station 
is selected, move, restore and rehabilitate the buildings at 705 
38th Avenue, Texaco Site (5DV9173).” 

Historic Impact. Mitigation will not be required since this station 
option has not been selected, in part due to impacts on historic 
property. Also please refer to the response to Comment No. 3 
above that explains why the 39th Avenue East Station is no longer 
under consideration. 

96 Savannah Jameson 
City and County of Denver 
The Texaco Site (5DV9173) has significant historic value. 

Historic Impact. Mitigation will not be required since this station 
option has not been selected, in part due to impacts on historic 
property. Also, please refer to Comment No. 3 above that explains 
why the 39th Avenue East Station option is no longer under 
consideration. 

97 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
ROW improvements will be required along station frontages; i.e. 
Fox Street, W 39th Ave, W 40th Ave, W 41st Ave, W 42nd Ave. 
Improvements may include, but not be limited to the following: 
ROW dedication, if necessary; roadway widening and 
construction to align with adjacent segments, curb & gutter and 
sidewalk, curb ramps, signing and striping, public street lighting, 
etc. 

ROW Improvements. RTD will provide improvements to curb, 
gutter, sidewalks, signing, and lighting along the perimeter of the 
41st Avenue East Station as required by City and County of 
Denver ordinances. Turn lanes will be added to Fox Street at 41st 
Avenue to improve access to the station. 

98 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
If access to station is via private roadway, driveway shall be 
required, not curb returns and pedestrian ramps. Continuous 
sidewalk with no grade changes across access entrances and 
exits. At access points via public intersections in the ROW, 
returns and ramps will be considered. 

ROW Improvements. We agree with your comment and 
understand the requirements.  
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99 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
ROW improvements will be required along Inca St entrance near 
vicinity of the west side of the pedestrian bridge. Since minimal 
improvements currently exist in this area, full frontage 
improvements may include, but not be limited to the following: 
ROW dedication, if necessary; roadway widening and 
construction to align with adjacent segments, curb & gutter and 
sidewalk, curb ramps, signing and striping, public street lighting, 
etc. 

ROW Improvements. Improvements to the west the railyards will 
be limited to an elevator shaft, stair case, and support pier for the 
pedestrian bridge. The site for these facilities is generally 
impervious, so no added loads to the storm drainage system are 
anticipated. The main use for the pedestrian bridge is for persons 
traveling on foot or on bicycles from the surrounding 
neighborhoods. RTD has no plans or funding available for street, 
sidewalk or drainage improvements on Inca Street.  

100 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
Pedestrian routes within station are unclear. Pedestrian 
connections from public ROW to station area, and vice versa, are 
also unclear. As we move forward, more information and 
discussions are necessary to achieve complete pedestrian route 
networks. 

Bike and Pedestrian Access. Please refer to the response to 
Comment No. 49 above. 

101 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
All work in the ROW shall conform to current City and County of 
Denver Specifications. 

ROW Improvements. Please refer to the response to Comment 
No. 97 above. 

102 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
Replace all damaged or substandard existing curb and/or 
sidewalk. Sidewalks must be ADA compliant. 

ROW Improvements. Please refer to the response to Comment 
No.97 above. Sidewalks on the station site will be ADA compliant.  

103 Marco Cabanillas 
City and County of Denver 
Regardless of which station site is selected, what will happen to 
the ROW and access to Galapago St cul-de-sac to the south of 
the station? Will the existing cul-de-sac remain as ROW and tie 
into exiting bus route to Fox Street? The alignment (existing 

Traffic Impact. Access to businesses on Galapago Street would 
not be affected with the proposed 41st Avenue East Station. This 
proposed station has been located far enough north to avoid these 
impacts. 
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cul-de-sac to new bus exit route) should align in a "T" 
intersection. W 39th Ave and Galapago should remain in ROW, 
due to access to businesses. In general, more discussion 
regarding access to businesses on W 39th Ave and Galapago 
cul-de-sac. 

104 Philip Kim 
City and County of Denver 
Proposed pedestrian bridge footings for the 38th Ave Station in 
Inca may interfere w/existing 72” storm main, along w/possible 
future storm improvements. Pedestrian bridge options extending 
onto private property are the preferred options. 

38th Avenue Station Pedestrian Bridge Footings. This 
comment should no longer be of concern since this station location 
has been set aside in favor of the 41st Avenue East Station 
location.  

105 Philip Kim 
City and County of Denver 
All 3 Denver Gold Line Stations will require re-route of two north-
south public sanitary mains. Relocation of public sanitary mains 
will need to be constructed and as-built prior to vacation of ROW. 

Impacts to Sanitary Sewers. Public sanitary sewers will be 
relocated or protected as required.  

106 Philip Kim 
City and County of Denver 
Coordinate w/Denver storm master plan engineer to determine 
when storm improvements will be made at the 38th and 39th 
crossings. 

Utility Impacts. Neither the 38th or 39th Avenue Stations would 
be constructed, since the 41st Avenue East option is the preferred 
location. Please refer to the response to Comment No. 3 above.  

107 Philip Kim 
City and County of Denver 
Discuss intention to incorporate regional water quality in station 
area design. 

Utility Impacts. The size of the station site is sufficient to provide 
onsite detention on the existing station site. There is no plan to 
incorporate runoff from the RTD station into regional detention 
provided by the City and County of Denver. 

108 Philip Kim 
City and County of Denver 
Both rail options at 31st and Fox conflict w/an existing regional 
water quality pond and 72” storm outfall for the Prospect Park 
area. These facilities will need to be protected or relocated. 

Utility Impacts. This is correct and both facilities have been 
identified on our utilities map in the engineering planset. The water 
quality pond will be moved immediately to the south and the 
72 inch storm sewer will be relocated, or protected, as required.  
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109 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
There are numerous misstatements in this paragraph, and the 
information is outdated. Recommended rewrite is suggested as 
follows: 
When assessing the potential impacts of transportation projects, 
the pollutants of primary concern are carbon monoxide (CO), 
ozone (O3), and particulate matter 10 microns in diameter or 
smaller (PM10). The United States Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA) classifies the Denver metropolitan area (DMA) 
as an attainment/maintenance area for PM10, CO, 1-hour 
average ozone, and currently in attainment for the criteria 
pollutants particulate matter less than 2.5 microns (PM2.5), sulfur 
dioxide (SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and lead (Pb). 
In November 2007, the USEPA designated the DMA and part of 
Weld and Larimer counties as non-attainment for 8-hr ozone (>= 
85 parts per billion [ppb]). The Regional Air Quality Council 
(RAQC), in cooperation with the State of Colorado, is preparing a 
state implementation plan (SIP) to be submitted to EPA in mid-
2009 to demonstrate compliance (8-hour average <85 ppb) by 
the end of 2010. In addition, in March 2008 the USEPA 
promulgated a more protective 8-hour ozone standard of 75 ppb 
that is scheduled to take effect around 2015. A revised SIP for 
the 75 ppb standard needs to be submitted to the USEPA in 
2013. 
The improvements recommended in the Gold Line project will 
result in reductions in air pollutant emissions, greenhouse gas 
emissions, and energy consumption over the No Action and 
Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternatives. 

Air Quality Impacts. The original report was prepared in 2007, 
and reflected the regulatory setting and existing conditions at that 
time. The corresponding sections have been updated as 
recommended in the FEIS.  
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110 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
Visibility – Fast Tracks Impacts: Slightly lower growth in auto 
passenger traffic than without FasTracks. 
Greenhouse Gases: CO2 not CO 

This refinement has been made in the FEIS. 

111 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
Please make past tense, these items are already in place and 
this document needs to appear current 

This refinement has been made in the FEIS. 

112 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
I do think this needs to be updated with 2005-07 data, especially 
for ozone since those years factor into our non-attainment 
designations. 

The table has been updated with 2005 – 2007 monitoring data for 
the FEIS. 

113 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
More care needs to be taken in discussing ozone. While the 
number of exceedances are correct, please make it clear that the 
8-hr ozone standard is based on the 3 year average of the 4th 
maximum, so while there may be exceedances in any given year, 
those monitors are demonstrating compliance. 

The corresponding sections have been updated in the FEIS. 

114 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
Replace "cause positive air quality impacts" to "improve air 
quality" 

The corresponding sections have been updated in the FEIS. 
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115 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
I am not sure I understand the logic with applying 2030 emission 
factors to earlier years. It doesn't paint a flattering picture of the 
future, regardless of whether it is no-action/preferred. It seems to 
me that you would like to show a reduction or a smaller increase 
in emissions, taking into account cleaner vehicles and a higher 
fleet penetration of these clean vehicles than was in place in 
2005. 

The criteria for 2005, 2015, and 2030 have been updated in the 
FEIS. 

116 Thomas Gregg 
City and County of Denver 
As per the previous comment, the info in Table 3.7-3 shows that 
the preferred alternative reduces regional emissions over the no 
action, yet the data in Tables 3.7-4 & 5 show that the preferred 
alternative is slightly worse than the no-action for ambient the 
hot-spot analysis. Granted one is hot-spot and one is regional, so 
it might be worth pointing that out. 

The corresponding sections have been updated in the FEIS. The 
Preferred Alternative reduces regional emissions for all 
parameters compared to the No Action Alternative in 2015 and 
2030.  

117 David Erickson 
City and County of Denver 
Please check the address for Westric Battery Company. I am not 
aware of a "Galago" Street in Denver. I'm thinking this should be 
"Galapago Street". 

Spelling. You are correct that the DEIS should have referenced 
Galapago Street. This was a typographical error. The correction 
has been made in the FEIS. 

118 David Erickson 
City and County of Denver 
There are two additional sites the authors may wish to include in 
Table 3.11-2. First, a CDOT site is located at Fox Street and 
Platte River. This facility is identified on the Colorado Storage 
Tank Information System (COSTIS) as a leaking underground 
storage tank (LUST) site. Second, the TD Rowe Corporation is 
located at 4230 Elati. This facility also is identified as a LUST site.

CDOT Site. Based on research on the Colorado Storage Tank 
Information System (COSTIS) Web Site and a call with an OPS 
regulator, there is no information on any registered tanks or a 
LUST at this site. 
TD Rowe Corporation. This site was not included in the modified 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, and subsequently in the 
DEIS, because it is located approximately 1,100 feet from the 
alignment and 400 feet (a block and a half) from the edge of the 
station footprint. 
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119 David Erickson 
City and County of Denver 
Figure 3.11-1 is informative but the legend should be expanded 
to identify the meaning of the numbers shown in dark gray (e.g. 
00070-0000637). 

Site Identification Numbers. This refinement has been added to 
the FEIS, in Section 3.11, Hazardous Materials. 

120 Jon Novick, 
City and County of Denver 
Although the use of the Driscoll model is a relevant and important 
part of the evaluation of potential impacts to water quality 
resulting from the Gold Line, the selection of zinc and copper as 
the constituents of concern ignores several important 
constituents that could result in runoff from impervious surfaces 
constructed as part of the Gold Line project. In particular, organic 
compounds (Segment 14 of Clear Creek is listed for organics in 
sediment) and bacteria (all three affected stream segments are 
listed for E. coli). Discharges of these constituents from 
impervious surfaces constructed as part of the Gold Line project 
could exacerbate existing problems in the affected stream 
segments. As a result, an adequate evaluation of potential 
impacts to water quality from the Gold Line needs to consider, at 
a minimum, copper, zinc, organics and bacteria. 

Water Quality. Please refer to the response to Comment No. 79, 
which addresses this same issue. 

121 Jon Novick, 
City and County of Denver 
See comment above on Driscoll modeling (page 3.10-9). 

Please refer to the response to Comment No. 79 and 120 above. 
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122 Jon Novick, 
City and County of Denver 
Please clarify within this paragraph if the analysis of potential 
impacts on water quality was conducted assuming permanent 
BMPs were in place or if the analysis was conducted to evaluate 
impact during construction 

Water Quality Best Management Practices (BMP). The analysis 
assumes temporary BMPs during construction and permanent 
onsite detention during operation. RTD anticipates discharges 
from RTD pnR will be detained during both construction and 
operations in compliance with appropriate water quality standards. 
For the crossing of the South Platte River, Clear Creek and 
Ralston Creeks, there is the potential for minor amounts of erosion 
during construction; however, BMPs will be deployed during 
construction to control erosion and sedimentation. 

123 Al Polonsky 
City and County of Denver 
In reference to and commentary on the use of silt fences and 
similar type construction BMPs, if not properly installed and or 
maintained these CBMPs have greatly diminished effectiveness. 
In additional, silt fences and other types of BMPs can be more 
effective when used in combination. The agency has observed, in 
general and not necessarily on RTD projects, that silt fences are 
not properly installed or regularly maintained. As significant soil 
disturbance will occur near surface water bodies for Gold Line 
project, the agency suggest that RTD pay particular attention to 
this issue. 

Water Quality BMP. FTA will require that RTD monitor the 
effectiveness of BMPs implemented by the Concessionaire during 
construction, including the installation of silt fences. 

124 Al Polonsky 
City and County of Denver 
References to increased impervious area as a result primarily of 
PnR and stations but no clear statement that all development will 
be accounted for with permanent water quality/quantity BMPs to 
address storm water impacts. It is understandable that there can 
be no details provided at this stage, but the premise that there 
will be no net increase in storm runoff rates as a result of this 
development would be re-assuring. 

Water Quality BMP. As discussed in Table 3.10-5, onsite storm 
water detention is planned for all pnRs constructed for the Gold 
Line project per local ordinances. In two instances (Pecos and 
Arvada Ridge) onsite detention is provided in a regional pond. 
RTD is not responsible for TOD or other development that occurs 
in the future around the stations. However, it is assumed that 
future developments will be required to comply with the City’s 
regulations for on-site detention, resulting in no additional storm 
water runoff above the undeveloped condition. 
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125 Jon Novick, 
City and County of Denver 
Further discussion of the potential impacts of discharges from 
dewatering of bridge piers is needed. Should the piers need to be 
installed to depths greater then equivalent to the level of surface 
water in Clear Creek, will additional dewatering be required? If 
so, BMPs and impacts on water quality need to be described. 

Dewatering Impacts. Based on design revisions at the FEIS, no 
in-stream pier construction is planned for Clear Creek or Ralston 
Creek. For Ralston Creek caisson construction involving an auger 
in a steel sleeve would be used to minimize turbidity. Any 
dewatering water would be discharged to the local storm sewer 
system after receipt of the appropriate National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. 

126 Jon Novick, 
City and County of Denver 
The second sentence in this paragraph is speculative and should 
be removed. Comprehensive modeling has not been conducted 
to evaluate impacts of the Gold Line on water quality and the 
Driscoll modeling that was conducted (presented earlier in this 
section) indicates that there will be water quality impacts. 

Please see the response to USEPA in Comment No. 79 above. 

127 Jon Novick, 
City and County of Denver 
Please verify the accuracy of Community Facilities that are stated 
to be depicted on the map. For example, the map legend 
contains an icon for churches, but there are no churches depicted 
in the study boundaries. This appears to be inaccurate as a quick 
comparison to an online map shows numerous churches exist 
within the study boundaries. Similarly, the map may not 
accurately reflect Police facilities as it does not depict a Denver 
Police Department district office (District 1) near Pecos and I-70. 
Please correct and verify other relevant community facilities have 
not been omitted (e.g., recreation centers), if they are relevant to 
the intent of the figure. 

This information is based on available Geographic Information 
System (GIS) information. We have manually added other facilities 
based on information that we found in sources like Google Earth 
etc., and discussions with local agencies. 
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128 Gene Hook 
City and County of Denver 
General comment – all tables and figures in the document should 
stand alone. Specific comment – this table does not provide a 
complete explanation for the abbreviations "SF" and "MF", nor 
does it explain the meaning of "NA" in the line for Adams County 
(while providing a numeral value for residences affected). Please 
provide complete definitions as a footnote or within the table 
itself. 

Table Content. This refinement has been made to the FEIS. SF 
stands for single family (SF). MF stands for multi-family (MF). The 
project area for the Adams Section is noted as not applicable (NA) 
because the section has not been subdivided for the analysis. 

129 Gene Hook 
City and County of Denver 
It is not explained why the table does not contain a reference to 
impacts within Denver. Please provide an explanation within a 
footnote or in related document text. 

Impacts in Denver. In the DEIS, impacts in the Denver Section 
were discussed under the No Action Alternative since it was felt at 
the time that the alignment would be constructed as part of the 
Northwest Rail project. An explanation of what is included in the 
No Action Alternative versus the Preferred Alternative is included 
in Section 3.0, Affected Environment and Environmental 
Consequences of the DEIS. 
At the request of FTA, the section of alignment from DUS to the 
Pecos has been included as a part of the Gold Line Preferred 
Alternative. Thus, the impacts within Denver will be shown under 
the Preferred Alternative in the FEIS.  
The portion of the alignment will still be shared by the Gold Line 
and Northwest Rail projects. 

130 Gene Hook 
City and County of Denver 
Last column of table is labeled "Traditional Transit Users". In a 
footnote, might wish to clarify these are "in addition" to the other 
populations listed in the other columns, and who might be 
included in this population, e.g., "including the elderly and no-car 
households", if that is the case. 

Traditional Transit Users. A note has been added to the table in 
the FEIS that traditional transit users include elderly and no-car 
households in addition to the minority and low-income populations. 
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131 Reynaldo Ornelas 
City and County of Denver 
Perform protected left turn warrant study for northbound 
movement at Fox St & 39th Ave intersection. 

Traffic Impacts. This study is not needed since the 41st Avenue 
East Station was selected in favor of the 39th Avenue East Station 
during the FEIS process.  

132 Reynaldo Ornelas 
City and County of Denver 
Perform protected left turn warrant study for southbound 
movement at Fox St & I-25N intersection. 

Traffic Impacts. Currently this intersection is configured for a 
shared through left at the intersection. Due to the proximity of 38th 
Avenue, this lane also provides storage for the 38th Avenue 
intersection southbound left turn traffic. 2030 projected left turns 
are 250 vehicles; however, opposing traffic is light with 274 
opposing vehicles in two lanes during the worst peak hour. Levels 
of service are projected to be A for this period and the left turn 
movement under the shared lane configuration.  

134 Reynaldo Ornelas 
City and County of Denver 
Perform signal warrant studies for major Park-n-Ride driveway 
entrances and exits that intersect with avenues along Fox St 
using forecasted volumes and expected pedestrian volumes. 

Traffic Impacts. Projected 2030 peak hour signal warrant analysis 
shows that a peak hour warrant would not be met during either of 
the peak hours. 

135 Reynaldo Ornelas 
City and County of Denver 
Signing and striping plan for Inca St & Fox St for impacted blocks 
using forecasted vehicular movements. Include time-limited 
parking mitigation measures for residential areas. 

Traffic Impacts. Operational analysis has been completed to 
determine impacts and mitigation. A formal striping plan for Fox 
Street would not be included in the FEIS. Signing and striping 
plans will be completed in final design and reviewed with the City 
and County of Denver. Any time-limited parking mitigation 
measures for residential neighborhoods would be initiated and 
implemented by the City and County of Denver. Note that RTD 
has provided sufficient parking to mitigate unauthorized parking in 
neighborhoods adjoining the 41st Avenue East Station.  
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136 Michael Sheehan 
City and County of Denver 
Include the most recent graphics depicting the changed 
alignment. 

Final Alignment. Minor shifts of the alignment have occurred 
during the maturity of the design, as a result of railroad 
negotiations. Therefore, the drawings appended to the DEIS have 
been slightly modified in the FEIS. 
These refinements will be difficult to see in the FEIS document 
due to the scale of the graphics and the comparative similarities of 
the new versus original alignment. However, these changes will be 
evident in the 30 percent drawings that are included in Appendix C 
Preliminary (30 percent) Engineering of the FEIS. 

137 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Continue to meet the concurrence requirements of temporary 
occupancy including: possibility of increasing security efforts 
along the detour route, minimize the potential negative impacts to 
trail users, and provide the City and County of Denver with a draft 
bicycle detour plan for review. 

Temporary Trail Closure. RTD will continue to meet the 
concurrence requirements outlined in the February 14, 2008 letter, 
which included exploring the possibility of increased security along 
the detour, minimizing potential negative impacts to trail users, 
and providing the City and County of Denver with a draft bicycle 
detour plan for review. This letter is included in Appendix F, 
Agency Correspondence of the FEIS. 

138 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
 Pedestrian access improvements will be required for much of the 
station area as access to the station is constrained by 
substandard infrastructure including: sidewalks, curb ramps, 
lighting, storm drainage and roadway pavement. 

Please refer to the response to Comment No. 97 above. 

139 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Bicycle routes within the station are unclear. Bicycle connections 
from public ROW to station area, and vice versa, are also 
unclear. As we come forward, more information and discussion 
are necessary to achieve complete bicycle route networks. 

Please refer to the response to Comment No. 97 above 
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140 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Discuss the ability for bicycles to use the Inca pedestrian bridge 
to access the Denver Gold Line Station. 

Pedestrian Bridge. The pedestrian bridge associated with the 
41st Avenue East Station will include elevators that can be used 
for the conveyance of bicycles. 

141 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Discuss bicycle access and connection to existing bike route and 
provide suggestions to extend existing bicycle out if necessary. 

Please refer to the response to Comment No. 49 above. 

142 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Discuss impacts/mitigation of the length of the 38th Ave. 
pedestrian bridge. 

Visual Impact. There will be no pedestrian bridge near 38th 
Avenue since the 41st Avenue East Station is the selected option. 
Section 3.5, Visual and Aesthetic Qualities, in the FEIS documents 
that the pedestrian bridge will represent a visual change near the 
41st Avenue East Station area. It will be a prefabricated 
architectural structure that is estimated to be 350 feet long and 
40 feet high. It will represent a visual improvement over the 
existing wood frame pedestrian bridge near 43rd Avenue. 

143 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Discuss visual impacts of pedestrian bridge required for 2015 and 
additional impacts with 2030 structure. 

Please refer to the response to Comment No. 142 above. 

144 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Add information on potential future multimodal options along 38th 
Ave. and discuss opportunities to link modes. 

Multimodal Options. RTD continually refines its bus operations 
plan to adjust to market demands. Should additional ridership 
opportunities be presented to improve the effectiveness of the 
Gold Line ridership, modifications to the proposed bus network will 
be made. As mentioned in Comment No. 140 above, the elevators 
for the pedestrian bridge accessing the 41st Avenue East Station 
from Inca Street will accommodate pedestrians and bicycles.  
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145 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Need to work with waste water on impacts to storm drainage 
along Inca Street. 

Utility Impact. The staircase, elevators shafts and support 
structure for the west landing of the pedestrian bridge to the 41st 
Avenue East Station will involve approximately 1,600 square feet 
of impervious surface being constructed on a site used to store 
automobiles. These improvements would have no impact on the 
storm drainage on Inca Street. Therefore, RTD has planned no 
additional improvements there. Of course, RTD will coordinate 
with all appropriate departments within the City and County of 
Denver.  

146 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Denver Gold Line Station is likely to increase traffic and use of 
44th bridge and may require additional traffic study to better 
understand impacts. 

Traffic Impact. Most of the station traffic (approximately 
90 percent) is projected to go south on Fox Street and arrive from 
the south. Some portion of the remaining 10 percent could be 
expected to use the 44th Avenue bridge. In 2015, this might be 25 
to 50 people and in 2030 perhaps twice this number. 

147 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Clarify what 2007b stands for. The Denver Strategic 
Transportation Plan will be finalized in September, 2008. 

Reference. The reference should be to the October 2008 Denver 
Strategic Transportation Plan.  

148 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
General comment – reference stations within Denver as the 
Denver Gold Line stations instead of including street names. 

Station nomenclature will not be changed in the FEIS so as to not 
confuse readers. If the City and County of Denver wants to 
formally change station names, they should discuss this with their 
RTD Board representative and formally present this request. 

149 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Add "neighborhood" after northwest Denver-therefore the 
sentence should read "The 38th Avenue Station is close to 
downtown Denver and allows residents of the densely populated 
northwest Denver neighborhoods to avoid…" 

This refinement has been added to the FEIS. 
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150 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
After the last sentence of section 4.5.2 add " The Denver 
Strategic Transportation Plan recognizes the need to increase 
person trips to become multimodal in nature which may affect 
future modal access to the Denver Gold Line Station and thus 
Denver is interested in knowing what RTD plans are for servicing 
this area in the future. 

Current assumptions for future bus service can be found in 
Chapter 4, Transportation Systems.  

151 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
General comment- We appreciate RTD's need for phasing 
parking and we hope prior to build out further evaluation will be 
conducted to understand the need for additional parking, land 
use changes etc. 

Thank you for this comment. 

152 Jennifer Hillhouse 
City and County of Denver 
Document impacts to the displacement of the City and County of 
Denver Park Avenue West Maintenance Facility located at 3501 
Park Avenue. 

During the DEIS this portion of the alignment was considered part 
of the No Action Alternative. At the request of FTA, this area is 
now included as part of the Preferred Alternative and the 
associated impacts will be documented in the FEIS. See Section 
3.3 Land Acquisition and Displacements. 

153 Will Kralovec 
City and County of Denver 
Include mixed use development when describing TOD in the 3rd 
sentence. 

This refinement has been added to the FEIS. 
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154 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5DV10434 – Town & Country Motel: Was the property evaluated 
under National Register Criterion A for either transportation or 
commerce for significant association to the context of motor 
courts/hotels along major transportation corridors in Denver? 
Several similar hotels/motels have been determined eligible on 
both east and west Colfax Ave in Denver. Why is this building not 
a good example of the International Style in Denver? We do not 
concur that integrity of setting and feeling have been lost due to 
commercial and industrial uses near this property The historic 
setting within the historic boundary for this resource is intact and 
conveys a feeling of a motor court/hotel. 

Based on additional research completed by the project team, the 
Town and Country Motel is eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under Criterion A for its 
association with the mid-century growth of the automobile industry 
and the related motor court hotels that developed along major 
thoroughfares. The information presented in Section 3.4, Historic, 
Archaeological, and Cultural Resources, and the Architectural 
Inventory Form has been updated to reflect this change. 

155 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5DV10489: The site form states that the surveyed building is one 
of many buildings located on the parcel and that no information 
on this specific building was found. What was the history of the 
entire parcel and are the other buildings related to this building? 
Do all the buildings share the same history? In our opinion, the 
entire parcel should be evaluated for historical significance. 

The project team re-examined this resource and further 
researched the entire parcel. This additional information has been 
incorporated into the Architectural Inventory Form. This structure 
predates the industrial uses on the very large parcel with multiple 
buildings. No information was found on this specific structure, or 
the previous uses of the parcel. The 1904 to 1929 Sanborn maps 
show no development. Records research (historic maps, building 
permits, title search, property Directory) did not produce any 
information regarding the previous owners of this lot. This building 
was estimated in the field to have been constructed around 1950. 
The majority of the alterations have occurred where the bays have 
been enclosed, blocked, or removed. The use of the building may 
also have changed since it was originally constructed. This 
building is located on the far northern boundary of the current 
Brannan Sand and Gravel parcel and does not appear to have 
originally been associated with this facility. Given that the resource 
is the only structure on the parcel that is 50 years of age or older, 
and the lack of historical data regarding the parcel, evaluation of 
the entire parcel for historical significance was not warranted. 
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156 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5DV10490: We do not concur that the resource is eligible for the 
NRHP. In our opinion, the additions of the dormers overwhelm 
the historic integrity of the building in such as way that the 
building can no longer convey the significant area of architecture 
under National Register Criterion C. We would consider the 
building contributing to an eligible historic district, but not 
individually eligible for the NRHP. 

Based on the additional research completed by the project team, 
this resource has been changed to Not Eligible. This additional 
information has been incorporated into Section 3.4, Historic, 
Archaeological, and Cultural Resources; and the Cultural 
Resource Survey Form. Our research also indicated this structure 
is not located in a historic district. 

157 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5DV10492: We are unable to concur with the recommended 
finding of eligible for the NRHP. The site form states that this 
resource is "a good and rare representative example of the style 
and type of structure found along Fox Street " This statement 
does not clearly describe the distinctive characteristics of a type, 
period, or method of construction Please specify the style (such 
as Queen Anne style) or type (such as Terrace) and include the 
character-defining features that make the style or type significant 
under National Register Criterion C. 

Based on the additional research completed by the project team, 
this resource has been changed to Not Eligible. Upon re-
examination, the previous eligibility determination could not be 
sufficiently justified, so the eligibility was changed to Not Eligible. 
This additional information has been incorporated into Section 3.4, 
Historic, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources; and the 
Architectural Inventory Form. 

158 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5DV3512.3: We understand that the past determinations of 
eligibility of the multiple segments is confusing. We recommend 
that you assess whether or not the surveyed segment can 
support the overall eligibility of the entire linear resource, which 
we agree is eligible under Criterion A for transportation. 

The information presented in Section 3.4, Historic, Archaeological, 
and Cultural Resources; and the Management Data Form has 
been adjusted to reflect the overall eligibility of the entire linear 
resource as Officially Eligible, under Criterion A for transportation. 
Additionally, this segment (5DV3512.3) has been adjusted to 
Contributing, because the segment retains sufficient integrity to 
support the eligibility of the resource as a whole. 
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159 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5DV6243.5 and 5DV6243.6: According to the item 17 of the 
Linear Component Forms, OAHP determined the entire linear 
resource not eligible for the NRHP on January 19, 2001. 
According to our database, a segment of the entire resource, 
5DV6243.1, was officially determined not eligible on that date. 
The entire linear resource of 5DV6243 has not been evaluated 
for NRHP status. 

The information presented in Section 3.4, Historic, Archaeological, 
and Cultural Resources; and the Management Data Form has 
been adjusted to reflect the overall eligibility of the entire linear 
resource as Eligible, under Criterion A for transportation. 
Additionally, both segments (5DV6243.5 & 5DV6243.6) have been 
adjusted to Contributing, because the segments retain sufficient 
integrity to support the eligibility of the resource as a whole. 

160 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5JF519: This evaluation includes segments 5JF519.4, 5JF519.6, 
and 5JF519.11. The effects spreadsheet lists two different 
findings of effects for this resource. Keeping in mind that the 
entire linear resource is being evaluated and not just the 
segment, we concur with the recommended finding of no adverse 
effect. 

All three segments of this resource presented in Section 3.4, 
Historic, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources have been 
adjusted to reflect No Adverse Effect. 

161 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5JF4451 – Jolly Rancher: On the Management Data Form under 
item 38, the Jolly Rancher Candy Company is recommended as 
not eligible for the NRHP. The site form states that only two 
buildings related to the candy company remain, but no further 
justification for the recommendation of not eligible is provided. In 
our opinion, the railroad spur (5JF4451) should be more fully 
evaluated within the entire complex of the candy factory. After 
reading the brief history of the Jolly Rancher Candy Company 
included on the site form, we have questions on whether or not 
the Jolly Rancher Candy Company is significant under Criterion A 
at the local level in either commerce or industry. If so, the railroad 
spur should be evaluated to determine if it could contribute to the 
overall eligibility of the candy company. There is not enough 
information provided in the site form to determine if the candy 

Based on additional discussions with the SHPO, the project team 
re-examined the rail spur and buildings existing on the site and 
conducted further research on the Jolly Rancher Candy Factory. 
The remnants of the disconnected rail spur and two 1970s 
buildings are all that remain of the candy factory. The factory itself 
was previously removed. The remaining two buildings formerly 
related to the Jolly Rancher Factory are not greater than 50 years 
of age and were not evaluated for this survey. The rail spur is 
disconnected from the main rail line and many of the physical 
features of the spur have been removed. The site is not 
associated with any significant persons or events that have 
contributed to the broad pattern of history and has lost integrity 
due to materials losses and the loss of the factory to which it was 
attached. The Management Data Form has been updated to 
reflect this information. 
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company may be significant under Criterion C. We recommend 
that the entire complex as well as the railroad spur be evaluated 
for NRHP eligibility. 

162 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5JF4463 – Vacant Land/Barn: The site form states that the 
resource is only significant under Criterion C for architecture. The 
site form states in item 35 that the historical background of the 
resource is not known, but in item 42 the statement of 
significance states that the building is significant to Wheat 
Ridge's history as an agricultural and farming community. Please 
clarify why this resource is significant to Wheat Ridge's 
agricultural and farming history. 

The project team re-examined the information available for this 
resource. The information presented in Section 3.4, Historic, 
Archaeological, and Cultural Resources; and the Architectural 
Inventory Form has been adjusted to remove the statement 
associating this resource with Wheat Ridge's agricultural and 
farming history. Additional research did not reveal any 
documented evidence that this barn was associated with any 
particular farm or agricultural establishment. 

163 Edward Nichols 
SHPO 
5JF4452: Change "No archaeological resources affected" to "No 
historic properties affected" in the report. 

Section 3.4, Historic, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources, has 
been adjusted to No Historic Properties Affected. 
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1 Ed Kieta 
Colorado Commercial Real Estate 
Please include me in the newsletter distribution. Thanks! 

Request to be added to the newsletter distribution list. You 
have been added to the project distribution list.  

2 Jennifer 
Payne-Alonso 
Owens Corning - Denver Roofing and Asphalt 
This is the second time I am writing in to let you know that your 
intent to take our property at 5201 Fox Street is unreasonable. 
There are multiple other options for your maintenance facility 
that will not cause hardship to the many wonderful people we 
have employed in our facility. Many of our employees have 
never worked anywhere else. They have over 25 years of 
service in this plant and at this time in their lives will not have 
many options for other employment. Our facility is clean, safe 
and provides an outstanding income to our team and their 
families. I honestly believe there has to be another site that 
accommodates your maintenance facility that will not put our 
people out of jobs and create hardship for their families. I know 
for fact that over 20 other sites were considered, I have to think 
that out of the 20 there is at least one other site that would work 
without disrupting the lives of so many hardworking residents of 
the Denver Area. Has anyone from RTD even been inside of our 
plant to see what we do and the services we provide to the 
public and to our employees? We provide a stable, clean and 
healthy environment for our team while encouraging their growth 
and development. Yes, I know you say you can relocate us. I 
don't believe you know what you are signing up for when you 
say that. We are not a warehouse, but a manufacturing facility 
with huge machines and equipment that can only be moved by 
cranes. Also, have you taken into account the fact that we are a 
co-located plant? That our asphalt plant will have to be relocated 

Concern about the site location and potential impacts. Based 
on the CRMF Public Hearing held on April 23, 2009 and 
subsequent responses received over the 30-day comment period, 
the potential acquisition of the Owens Corning (OC) facility was 
the issue that received the majority of the comments opposing the 
site. Almost in entirety, the OC employees and management 
believed that RTD had under-estimated the cost of relocation of 
the OC facility, that the facility would close, and all of the OC jobs 
as well as indirect employment related to OC operations would be 
lost.  
In response to all of these concerns RTD has redesigned the 
CRMF to avoid and minimize the impact on the OC facilities. This 
involved some modifications to the original design and operational 
criteria and included the following measures: 
• Reducing the minimum vehicle storage requirements at the 

CRMF to 78 vehicles (the full 2015 fleet) from 96 (the full 2030 
fleet), with the assumption that the additional 18 vehicles 
would be stored at the EOL of the Gold Line, North Metro, and 
Northwest Rail corridors (this would involve storing 6 vehicles 
at the EOL for each of the following commuter rail corridors: 
Gold Line, Northwest Rail, and the North Metro commuter rail 
corridors. No EOL storage would be assumed for the East 
Corridor due to security concerns at DIA). It should be noted 
that EOL storage for morning startup would most likely be 
needed regardless of the CRMF storage capacity, due to the 
need to avoid morning dead-head (with no passengers) runs. 
This option would save site space, but would slightly reduce 
the amount of storage in the yard.  
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with us? I don't know, if when looking at those 20 or more sites, 
if anyone really did their research and looked at who we are and 
what it takes to relocate us. I don't believe that there is a true 
understanding of the scope of this project and that if it was fully 
understood you would see that our site is not the best option for 
your facility. I know that out of the 20 other options there has to 
be a better place to put your facility. In fact, we know that there 
are open, empty building sites along this same stretch of rail. 
Why not take one of those instead of putting so many people out 
of work? It seems like with the economy the way it is and 
unemployment as high as it is, you would take an empty open 
building instead of a successful thriving business. I have to 
believe that it would be a hard sell to the people of the Denver 
Area to explain putting more people out of work when there are 
other good options that don't put anyone out of work. 

• Underground storm water detention, and reduced overall 
detention requirements based on less impervious surface 
accomplished by not paving significant areas of the CRMF, 
would be provided to reduce the surface area of the site. 
Underground storm water detention is more expensive than 
surface detention and presents ongoing maintenance (hence 
cost) concerns. Eliminating the surface detention saves 
approximately 1.5 acres of the OC site.  

• Adjust the mainline track not only accommodates southern 
movements from the CRMF to DUS, but also allows the entire 
storage track configuration to be moved to the south, thus 
further removing track work from the OC site.  

• By not paving the yard as mentioned above (the area between 
the storage tracks), the amount of impervious surface is 
replaced with pervious ballast. This reduces the amount of 
storm runoff and thus also reduces the amount of onsite 
detention. Reducing the amount of paving is also a 
construction cost savings, but is expected that it may increase 
future maintenance for replacement of ballast.  

In total, these changes avoid the acquisition of approximately 8.5 
acres of the OC site, allowing the administration and plant 
operating facilities to remain intact. OC could potentially lose some 
outside storage area and some parking that would need to be 
relocated as a part of this project. These changes have been 
accepted in concept by OC management, thus offsetting your 
concerns as well as those of other OC employees and suppliers. 

Has RTD been inside our plant. As part of the outreach to OC, 
RTD has met in your facilities several times.  
Underestimate the relocation effort. Please refer to the 
comment above.  
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3 Michael Tavel 
Highland United Neighbors Inc 
The Fox North Site is the only acceptable site to the surrounding 
community, because it is the site that does not obstruct future 
transit-oriented infill and revitalization. 

Comment noted. In general, the Fox North Site has been well 
supported from the surrounding Northwest Denver neighborhoods. 

4 Sarah Boyd 
Owens Corning 
As a sposue of an Owens Corning employee, I am upset to 
know that this NATIONAL company had NO knowledge of the 
proposed acquisition prior to a newspaaper article. The audacity 
of the RTD to assume thaat this Fortune 500 company would 
just allow this to happen to one of the top 5 producing plants in 
the entire organization. On a personal level, as an "empty 
nester" household, we are not capable of (1) going back to 
school for a career change. (2) Relocate in this economic 
downturn without company help and support (3) maintaining our 
current lifestyle if the plant closes and only one income (female 
producer) lower payscale)) ...we would loose our house, this 
would be devastating to our family. 

No knowledge of the proposed acquisition. The public 
involvement process for the Gold Line project has been ongoing 
since August 2006 when a Scoping Booklet for the Gold Line 
project was sent to the local OC’s Denver location (5199 Fox 
Street) and the corporate headquarters of OC in Toledo, Ohio 
(1 Owens Corning Parkway) Please see the response to Comment 
No. 2 above. 
Neither the local Denver location nor the corporate Toledo location 
returned the postage-paid card included with the Scoping Booklet 
requesting to remain informed of the project.  
In February of 2008, when it became evident that there were 
options under consideration that could impact the OC property the 
two OC addresses that received the first mailing as well as a third 
address (5201 Fox Street in Denver) were added to the 
stakeholder database.  
Between February 2008 and April 2009, 26 additional mailings and 
emails summarizing the project and opportunities for public 
participation were sent to the three locations. None of the mailings 
or emails were returned as undeliverable  
In total, more than 3,500 individuals have attended the 120 
meetings the project team has scheduled and completed with the 
public and government agencies affected by the Gold Line project. 
More than 63,000 individuals accessed information from the 
project Web site, with many using it as one of their primary tools to 
provide input to the process.  
Assessing property impacts required advanced engineering. Until 
a project like the Gold Line or CRMF reaches advanced stages of 
design it is not possible to determine the exact extent of property 



COMMUTER RAIL MAINTENANCE FACILITY SUPPLEMENTAL EA 

137 
AUGUST 2009 

Comment 
Number Comment Response 

13 Lynn Zerducke 
Owens Corning 
I am a wife of an Owens Corning worker who has been at 
Owens for 33 years. This job is very important for my family but 
Gilbert is our sole supporter because I am disabled and can't 
work. We all depend on his job at Owens Corning. Also, we take 
care of mother who lives with us who herself just open heart 
surgery 1 1/2 mos. ago. We support her too. So Owens Corning 
job is IMPORTANT in our lives or else a 78 yr old woman will be 
out on the street withouh home. Could you live with that on your 
heart or do you care? 

This job is very important. Please refer to Comment No. 2 
above.  

14 Gilbert Zertuche 
Owens Corning 
Owens Corning has been more than a job. It's a home that I've 
worked at for 33 years. If I lose my job, I would loose my 
livelyhood because making roofing is all I know how to do. It's 
the same with my work family. Most have been there 20+ years. 
We know times are hard, but to loose our jobs because of RTD, 
just don't make sense. 

Lose my livelihood. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 

15 Juan C. Hernandez 
Owens Corning 
I oppose the Fox North maintenance facility site. Why: I am sure 
you will know if don't by now why 

I oppose. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  

16 Baljit Sighn 
Owens Corning 
Fox North site. For the maintenance facility is a bad decision. 
Find a different location! Denver is HUGE! I am sure that with 
better research you can find it. 

Bad decision. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  

17 Cheyenne Leon 
Owens Corning 
Save my Dad job 

Save my Dad’s job. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 
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18 Cort Gajefski  
Plain and simple when will the desire for trains end? This project 
is not needed. Use the 1st at Alameda & Santa Fe. Too many 
hard working men and women will lose their jobs! It needs to 
stop. 

When will the desire for trains end? While public transit is not 
popular with all residents, a recent poll conducted by the Kenney 
Group in January 2009 found that 83 percent of those polled 
(700 residents) say that FasTracks was a good decision. This poll 
has a level of confidence of 95 percent. 

19 Jose D. Montoya 
Owens Corning 
I think the north fox site for the maintenance facility needs to be 
moved to a different site. Please move the maintenance facility. 
Owens Corning is a good company that needs to stay. 

Site needs to be moved. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 

20 Latrelle Gomez 
Owens Corning 
RTD's plan are very well understood. I suggest bad decision 
making on this part of our project for Denver. I also would ask 
FasTracks to consider the loss of jobs, not only within our plant, 
but outside of our walls. 

Bad decision making. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 

21 Jennifer Payne-Alonso 
Owens Corning 
I hope that after yesterday's public hearing you have a better 
understanding of the impact of your selection of North Fox 
location as your "preferred site" for your rail maintenance facility. 
This entire process has been handled poorly on RTD's part. The 
continued insistence on RTD's part that they "informed" of us 
their desire to take our site is untrue. I tell you now and I insist 
again, we did not know about this until we saw a newspaper 
article that was brought to us by an employee who got it from 
one of our truck drivers. I would think it is obvious to all that if we 
had been informed about it before our participation in the 
meeting selecting our site in the first place would have had the 
same participation that the meeting last night did. Additionally, if 
RTD is so good at “informing” those affected, why did the small 
business owner down the block from us find out yesterday that 

Process has been handled poorly. The planning process for the 
Gold Line project has been ongoing since June 2006. As 
mentioned in Comment No. 4 above, more than 3,500 individuals 
have attended the 120 meetings during the planning process and 
an additional 63,000 individuals have accessed the project Web 
site. 
Cost of relocation. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 
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his entire property was being taken? He is right in the middle of 
major restoration and remodeling of his facility. I find it hard to 
believe he would be doing that if he was “informed” RTD was 
taking his building. We have a dedicated and committed 
workforce who loves our plant. I would also say that the 
comment in the Denver Post by RTD that we have “grossly 
exaggerated” the cost of relocating us is an uninformed 
statement. Owens Corning has been building and maintaining 
manufacturing facilities for over 40 years. I do believe that when 
we say it will take 80-100 million dollars to relocate us....we 
know what we are talking about. I know that the estimated 2.9 
million dollars that RTD is stating it will cost is NOT based upon 
actual data. If you had done your research you would see that it 
is impossible to relocate our facility and our neighbor’s facility for 
that sum of money. So, again the tax payers are going to end up 
footing a big bill. Our employees are going to be paying and 
have their jobs taken away. I would state that you need to do a 
better job of researching your facts and that RTD should stop 
saying that our site is the lower cost option because as you can 
clearly see, that is not the case. I say again, this is not the right 
site for your maintenance facility. We do not plan on sitting 
quietly while you try to take our plant. As you can see from last 
night, our employees care about each other and their plant and 
we are going to stand together on this. 

22 Jim Cockrell 
While I understand and support the expansion that the RTD is 
trying to accomplish, I find it difficult to believe this in the only 
location that you can come up with. The Denver area is loaded 
with open space and during these economic troubled times it is 
difficult to agree with wanting to displace or have a viable 
business of over 30 years leave the Denver area. Hundreds of 
jobs both in the manufacturing and support system for this plant 
will be gone. Not to mention the hardship that will be placed on 
tax payers for cover these lost revenues, wages, homeowner 

Difficult to believe that this is the only location. Please refer to 
Comment No. 2 above.  
Hundreds of jobs will be gone. Please refer to Comment No. 2 
above.  
Lost revenues. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  
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mortgage defaults and unemployment costs. We need to be 
working on growing Denver area businesses not pushing them 
to close the doors. 

23 Victor Grasmueck 
While I personally support the advances to me made in mass 
transit for the Denver community, I respectfully request that the 
Owens Corning Roofing Plant (& subsequently the Asphalt 
Plant) be spared its relocation by the current CRMC proposal. 
These plants employ over 150 people that have worked 
extgremely hard at cutting costs & improving their safety 
records. I have had the persoanlo pleasure of working at these 
facilities. Please change the CRMC plans. Thanks, in advance. 

Spared relocation. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  

24 Tammy Woodrow 
Owens Corning 
The Denver Roofing facility is one of our flagship locations that 
our entire company relies upon greatly. These highly engaged 
employees are VERY proud of their facility, the City of Denver, 
and the State of Colorado. Please don't force us to cease 
operations there!!!! 

Don’t force us to cease operations. Please refer to Comment 
No. 2 above.  

25 Paul Courtois 
Owens Corning 
I am requesting that RTD 1) choose an alternative site for the 
CMRF that will have less impact to current employees in the 
targeted site area and business 2) if alternative site is not 
identified, work with Owens Corning to relocate their facility to 
fully operational state before acquistion of site. 

Choose another site. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 

26 Mike Franzen 
Owens Corning 
The Owens Corning Roofing Plant is a vital facility for the 
Roofing needs of not only the Denver area but a multi-state 
area. It provides employment and quality product to the area. 
The commuter maintenance facility should be placed 

Should be placed somewhere else. Please refer to Comment 
No. 2 above. 
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somewhere else where impact of people and families are 
minimized. 

27 Wayne McKenzie 
Why would a city want to bully a company and force them off of 
the property they have been doing business at for over 30 yrs? 
Can't the city find and equitable property that is undeveloped so 
that they can build from the ground up a state of the art 
maintenance facility instead of having to spend money to clean 
up a property and then build? Seems silly to me to cause such 
an enormous amount of extra expense when they could just find 
a location that is currently unoccupied and build the necessary 
infrastructure and facilities needed. Save time and taxpayers 
money by finding an unoccupied suitable location and build up 
the community instead of tearing down to get what you want. I 
dislike bullys and seems to me that is what this boils down to. 

Find equitable property that is undeveloped. Please refer to 
Comment No. 2 above. 

28 Tom Anthony 
Elyria Neighborhood Association 
To whom it may concern, I attended the CRMF meeting tonight 
at the Stapleton Rec Center in Globeville. I have the following 
comments: a) it's ok with me personally if the Owens Corning 
factory has to move; they pollute the neighborhood. It's very 
hard to get accountability for the noxious smells drifting in on the 
west wind. b) I'd have said as much at the public meeting but 
didn't look like the 300 people could wait through the 3 minutes 
each. c) We don't want the "shingles" moving anywhere in our 
back yard, or front yard either. Maybe if they must move they 
can finally get state of the art equipment that has pollution 
reduction devices on it. d) The North Metro poster which was 
displayed at the CRMF meeting is a shameless piece of 
propaganda for the North Metro site supported by the Business 
Association. If I was in charge of the Business Association and 
thought I could get a station placed on 38th avenue because I 
owned property on 35th Avenue, I would do it too. So, that's only 

Move OC. Comment noted. We are unaware of any pollution 
coming from the facility.  
North Metro Poster. This poster was intended to be a conceptual 
depiction of the proposed alignment. It was not intended to 
promote any one station site over another.  
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to be expected. However, I'm in charge of the Elyria 
Neighborhood Association, the neighborhood where the "other" 
site is proposed to be located. Therefore, the poster which was 
exhibited at your meeting was nothing less than an inflammatory 
indictment of some public study team's patently unfair portrayal 
practices; in short a prejudicial agitprop unfairly hyping one 
hypothetical reality over another; in effect, a prejudicial and 
premature promulgation. Please put some pickles and ketchup 
and special sauce dripping out of our site as well (we mean, the 
potential site at 48th and Brighton Blvd.) Or, instead of someone 
at TAXI making the poster, let us make our own to display 
beside it. Tom Anthony, President Elyria Neighborhood 
Association 303-299-0202 

29 Charles Darrah 
Charles B. Darrah & Associates LLC 
Is the CRMF supplemental EA available in Spanish? If so how 
can one see it? 

The Gold Line and CRMF environmental documents can be made 
available in other languages. Please contact the project team if 
this is a need of yours. 

30 Tom Anthony 
Elyria Neighborhood Association 
I found the graphic detail of the Gold Line route and the rail 
maintenance route through Prospect to be rather spare. Has 
anyone got better detail on the actual route, including elevations, 
as it will be impacting existing density residential? Also, the 
number of trains per minute now that the CRMF is supposed to 
locate at 52nd and Fox? Is there a chance a cog system can be 
employed for the bridge crossings to save the fuel burning 
accelerating up the bridge and decelerating down? It seems that 
for noise, pollution and safety reasons this could be justified. 
Thank you. Tom Anthony 

Graphic detail of the Gold Line alignment. More detailed 
mapping has been sent to you prior to the release of this FEIS. 
Number of trains per minute including the CRMF. The 
estimated train movements are given below: 
7 a.m. to 10 p.m. 
Northwest Rail passenger service = 84 
Gold Line passenger service = 158 
CRMF (all corridors) = 33 or ~12 percent. 
10 p.m. to 7 a.m. 
Northwest Rail passenger service = 18 
Gold Line passenger service = 32 
CRMF (all corridors) = 47 or ~48 percent 
Use of a COG Railroad. The EMU/DMU technologies being 
specified can negotiate the 4 % grades on the bridges from DUS 
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to Pecos without cog or rack technology. A cog system affords a 
maximum speed of about 25 miles per hour over steep slopes 
which is too slow to meet the travel time for either the Gold Line or 
the Northwest Rail projects. Traveling slower would reduce noise 
and energy consumption, but would again increase the travel time 
and reduce ridership. A noise analysis was conducted for this 
project and according to FTA standards (which can be found in the 
Technical Appendices for the CRMF SEA) no noise impacts were 
identified. 

31 Amber Browning 
OCV Technical Fabrics 
It is amazing the ability for big government to come in and push 
the little guy around, the people who work in this plant and 
Owens Corning pay the taxes for this city and state to insure it's 
success but government will not insure it's owns success. With 
the job market the way it is it seems unreasonable to send these 
people and this company down a road that is set up for failure. 
Why fix something that is not broke? 

Big government to come in and push the little guy around. 
Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 

32 James Forrest 
OCV Technical Fabrics 
I am an employee of Owens Corning in another state. As I read 
what was going on, it is does not make good business sense for 
the Denver RTD to do what they are proposign to do. Why 
would the state and local governments take actions to eliminate 
good paying jobs to their citizens. In times like we are in today, 
local and state governments must be taking actions to keep 
jobs. Seek out another location to build the service center. Keep 
the OC jobs and create jobs by moving to another location. 
Thank You, Jim Forrest 

It does not make good business sense…to eliminate jobs. 
Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 

33 Richard Vail 
Owens Corning 
The RTD needs to find a different site. This shingle 

Need to find another site. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 
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manufacturing facility and the asphalt facility that supports it has 
been a contributing member of Denver's ecconomic fabric for 
over 60 years. Taking over this land could very possibly close 
both operations for good, putting hundreds of residents out of 
work. 

34 Eric Schwarz 
USA 
Who is responsible for the economic impact study done to 
support this effort. I want to know which politicians really 
represent the people and which ones represent government 
control over our Capitalistic Democracy that seems to be 
running scared. We need businesses to thrive not die, who pays 
for your govt building and salaries when you eliminate the 
middle class working Americans???? Wake up before its to late. 
You can't fund the entire government with speeding ticket 
monies. 

Who is responsible for the economic impact study. The 
economic assessment of the benefits of the FasTracks program 
was produced by RTD’s program team in consultation with local 
governments and regulatory agencies. The economic effects of 
the Gold Line and CRMF projects have been prepared by 
consultants working for RTD. 
Which politicians really represent the people. RTD is managed 
by an elected Board of Directors. The RTD Board members 
Juanita Chacon (Denver) and Noel Busck (Adams County) are 
your local representatives for this project.  
Who pays for government when you eliminate the middle 
class of American workers. Please refer to Comment No. 2 
above.  

35 Lahonda Odoms 
Owens Corning 
With the economy being the way it is, why should employees 
have to worry about their jobs? Why can't RTD find open space 
and build their facility and leave established businesses alone? 
Leave Owens Corning alone. 

Why can’t RTD find open space? Please refer to Comment No. 
2 above.  

36 Jackie Brinton 
Owens Corning 
I feel it is ridiculous to displace 4 businesses causing 242 people 
to lose their jobs. This could easily be placed in an area that is 
adjacent to the railway, without displacing people from their job. 
If you chose another facility you could save these jobs and still 
add more jobs to our economy at the maintenance facility as 
well. We need manufacturing jobs to diversify our economy so 

This could easily be placed in an area that is adjacent to the 
railway. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  
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future recessions are not as impacting to our economy. What 
happened to this being lightrail not railroad? Choose another 
site. 

37 Jose Garcia 
Owens Corning 
I'm baffled as to why you want to leave 100 people without a job 
where some of us have been employed for a long period of time. 
There's more alternative site with less damage to the economy 
and the people of Owens Corning. I suggest you take a second 
look and come up with alternatives satisfactory to all people 
involved. By the way, it's not just 100 employees, it's 100 
employees plus their families. You're talking hundreds. 

Come up with an alternative site. Please refer to Comment No. 
2 above.  

38 Chafik Echoms 
I believe that RTD needs to change their plant - I need my job 
and RTD needs to understand that I will have a baby next 
August, should I have food and make my family comfy or take a 
bus? We love RTD but we love and we need our job. They can 
find another location but it's hard to find a job at this time. Please 
RTD change your plant and understand that we need our job at 
Owens Corning. Thank you. 

RTD can find another location. Please refer to Comment No. 2 
above. 

39 Veronica Ortiz 
Owens Corning 
I would like to start by saying that this is an unfair this has been 
proposed to two other counties and were denied. This needs to 
be denied in Denver as well. Owens Corning is where my 
husband has worked faithfully for 15 years, this would greatly 
impact our family as well as the economy in a bad way. I have 
over 15 cousins working for Owens and Trumbull Owens 
Corning is not just a company but a family. I vote against the 
RTD movement. 

This has been proposed in two other locations and denied. 
Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  

40 Jerri Fajardo 
The Fox North site is not the best option for the CRMF. Please 
review other sites that will not result in people loosing their jobs. 

Not the best site. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  
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41 Jenny Payne-Alonso 
Owens Corning 
I am very opposed to the North Fox Street location (5201 Fox 
St.) I believe that there has to be a better option for your facility. 
This option takes away our plant and almost 100 jobs. 
Additionally, we found out about this option from a truck driver 
who brought in a newspaper article announcing that our plant 
was the preferred option. This is sad, we never received a 
certified letter, a telephone call - just found out about it third 
party. Our plant is a manufacturing facility, not a warehouse, I 
don't believe you understand the scope of moving us. We have 
employees with over 50 years of service. Their entire adult has 
been spent working for Owens Corning. Please look into other 
options for your facility, there are 23 other sites out there. Don't 
put our people out of jobs. 

A better option. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 
We never received a certified letter. As discussed under 
Comment No. 2, the Gold Line public involvement process has 
been ongoing since June 2006. More than 3,500 individuals have 
attended the 120 meetings the project team has had with the 
public and agencies affected by the Gold Line project. In total, 
more than 63,000 individuals accessed information from the 
project Web site, with many using it as one of their primary tools to 
provide input to the process.  
A formal notification of the intent to acquire a property is not 
initiated, by law, until the environmental process is completed. 

42 Larry Rogers 
Owens Corning 
I think that a better location for the CRMF would be at the old 
Denver post building. The area is bigger, would cost the tax 
payers less money and zero jobs would be affected. with our 
economy in such bad shape none us should settle for taking any 
kind of job away. Please think about what you are doing. thanks 

A better location. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above. 
Use the Denver Post building. The Denver Post site is 
constrained by I-70 on the north and abuts the 41st Avenue East 
station for the Gold Line to the south. This site is approximately 
1,900 feet long and averages 800 feet wide; it is about 40 acres.  
The Fox North site is 3,600 feet long and about 500 feet wide. It is 
about 41 acres. One of the reasons the Denver Post site would not 
work is due to its geometry—it is simply too short in a north to 
south direction to accommodate the track layout for the facility.  
Additionally, the shared Gold Line and Northwest Rail alignment is 
elevated in the area of the Denver Post Building and so having 
tracks at grade that access a facility (one of the technical criteria 
noted above in the response to Comment No. 2) would not be 
possible. 
Taking jobs. Please refer to Comment No. 2 above.  

43 Guadalupe Cardona 
Owens Corning 

Traffic congestion. Implementation of the CRMF was found to 
result in minor traffic impacts compared to the No Action 
Alternative in 2030. Once mitigation (restriping of the roadway) is 
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the Platte River Greenway. Pedestrian or bicycle connections, 
beyond RTD property, have not been budgeted. These 
improvements will be the responsibility of the City and County of 
Denver, Adams County, Jefferson County, Arvada, or Wheat 
Ridge, depending on the jurisdiction. 

units in Prospect count for anything even though nobody 
subsidized them? I really don't know how many extra trips per 
day will get made to and from the CRMF, but it better be a lot to 
justify the investment. And if it is a lot, the residents ought to get 
both some mitigation and some compensation. I mean, you can 
make parts of the city more attractive simply by making others 
worse, but if that's the "standard of measurement" then the 
future looks bleak indeed. So, I really would like to see what is 
going to happen for diesel fumes mitigation and sound mitigation 
in Prospect, since these trains will be climbing and descending a 
2.9% grade along Fox Street South. And couldn't RTD see its 
way to some pedestrian connections to the Platte River 
Greenway and the Ballfield, assuming of course that bicycles 
and feet still make the grade as modes of the "multi" kind?  
Tom Anthony,  
President Elyria Neighborhood Association;  
Manager, Worldworks Development Group, LLC 

152 Overview of the National Environmental Policy Act 
Requirements. This is an accurate statement of fact and we have 
no comment.  
Inadequate Environmental Assessment (EA) and Failure to 
Prepare EIS.  
As you suggest, the primary purpose of an EA is for the lead 
federal agency, in this case FTA, to determine as whether or not 
an EIS is needed. It should be noted that any impacts from the 
CRMF (and the shared Gold Line/Northwest Rail proposed 
alignment) will be included in the Gold Line and East Corridor 
FEISs such that they will be included in ongoing EIS processes. 
The EA should address those resources or features that have 
been determined to have (after careful study) significant impacts 
requiring more analysis. 
Because the impact area for the CRMF has been included in the 
study area of the Gold Line EIS for some time, the conditions of 
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the site are well understood. 30 of the required 40 acres were 
determined (in previous environmental analysis presented to the 
public and concerned agencies) to be needed for the shared Gold 
Line/Northwest Rail alignment (and are fully disclosed in this 
FEIS), the impacts of these property acquisitions have been, and 
will be, fully disclosed. 
The impacts of the placement of the CRMF on the Fox North site 
were determined to be limited to: 1) direct and indirect economic 
impacts related to possible employment and property tax losses; 
2) property acquisition; and 3) one historic resource (historic track 
that has been included in the Gold Line 106 consultation to date).  
There were no impacts of concern identified for all of the 
remaining resources, including air quality and hazardous waste. 
The site is currently 100 percent developed as industrial uses 
consistent with existing and future City and County of Denver 
zoning and future land use plans.  
FTA felt the that public should be provided a forum to comment on 
the CRMF and the shared alignment from DUS to Pecos Street 
and requested that the CRMF and the shared alignment be 
included as a SEA to the Gold Line and East Corridor EIS 
processes to ensure that public and agency comment is included 
in the process. 
FTA and RTD sponsored a public hearing on April 23, 2009 to 
encourage public comments on the shared alignment and the 
selection of the Fox North site for the CRMF.  
Failure to Quantify the Health Risks and Air Quality Impacts 
from Diesel Particulate Matter Emissions. RTD has complied 
with the standards of practice for air quality impact analyses as 
endorsed by the USEPA, DRCOG, Regional Air Quality Council 
(RAQC) and Air Pollution Control District. The methodology for air 
quality impact analysis has included the following: 
• The agencies approach to Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) 

analysis follows FHWA Interim Guidance on Air Toxic Analysis 
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in NEPA Documents, dated February 2006. 
• Absent any other accepted references, DMU engines (there 

are three engines per vehicle) were derived from USEPA’s 
MOBILE6.2 program for heavy duty diesel trucks. 

• Emissions from the CRMF included those from the DMU pull-
in/pull-out and idling activities at the facility. 

• Emissions of the six priority MSATs, including benzene, 
formaldehyde, acetaldehyde, diesel particulate matter/diesel 
exhaust organic gases, acrolein, and 1,3-butadiene, were 
evaluated for the Preferred and No Action alternatives to 
demonstrate the project would not cause any significant risk 
exposure to the surrounding communities. 

• The MSAT analysis was completed in two geographic areas. 
The Tier 1 study area represented the specific MSAT impacts 
at the CRMF site, while the Tier 2 study area represented the 
local impacts in the adjacent Chaffee Park, Sunnyside, 
Globeville, and part of unincorporated Adams County. 

• Absent any other accepted references, PM10 exhaust 
emissions were assumed to be an acceptable surrogate for 
diesel particulate matter emissions. 

• For purposes of this analysis, an estimate of 300 workers was 
assumed to support the CRMF operation compared to 242 
workers under the No Action Alternative. The vehicle 
emissions were also evaluated based on MOBILE6.2 factors 
along with the VMT data for both the No Action Alternative and 
the Preferred Alternative. 

• Specific information is not available for the emission estimates 
of stationary sources at the proposed CRMF, or from the 
existing industrial facilities under the No Action Alternative.  

• At this time the best practices for air quality analyses include 
no protocols for Human Health Risk Analysis (HHRA) for 
MSAT analysis for public transit projects. Moreover, any 
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thorough HHRA would need to include the influences of the 
existing freight rail yards, I-25, and I-70 to be complete. At this 
point we have no way to quantify these influences so any 
study would be incomplete and uncertain, and thus cause 
undue alarm with little clarity of any real risk.  

No Action Alternative versus the Preferred Alternative. With 
either the No Action Alternative or the Preferred Alternative, the 
results are driven to a much greater extent by the USEPA’s 
national emission control programs that are projected to reduce 
MSAT emissions by 60 to 80 percent by 2030. To be conservative, 
our approach assumed that the number of commuters would 
increase by approximately 156 vehicles (displaced employees, 
172, compared to added CRMF employees, 300, and assuming 
1.1 occupants per car, and no use of transit) with the Preferred 
Alternative. We estimated that MSAT emissions would be 
comparable for both the No Action and Preferred Alternatives in 
2030, due primarily to USEPA’s more stringent standards.  
Nonetheless, because we assumed more commuters under the 
Preferred Alternative, the analysis did show slightly higher MSAT 
emissions in the Tier 1 study area. The higher MSAT emissions 
were also attributed to the projected in-yard DMU operations.  

Regardless, no violations of air quality standards are predicted. 
Nor are there any residential uses located in the Tier 1 study area. 
In fact, the closest residences are 2,400 feet to the west and 
2,000 feet to the east of the CRMF.  
In the Tier 2 study area that does include residential land uses, 
MSAT emissions are similar to the No Action Alternative for 2015 
and 2030, area and lower than existing conditions today. Since the 
level of MSAT emissions are lower in the future today with either 
the No Action Alternative or the Preferred Alternative, conducting a 
HHRA would add nothing to the results, or provide any additional 
advantage to protecting human health or the environment. On a 
regional basis, FasTracks is estimated to have a modest positive 
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impact on air quality.  
According to the Programmatic Cumulative Effects Analysis, 
(RTD 2007, page 73 included as an appendix to this FEIS), the 
cumulative effects of FasTracks on the Denver metro area, 
indicate that the incremental effect of FasTracks transit facilities 
and service would reduce the growth of single occupancy vehicle 
use by 158.38 million VMT per year, lowering VMT while 
generating lower overall pollutant emissions levels. However, new 
transit vehicle emissions partially offset some of these emissions 
reductions. Diesel bus VMT will increase 21.73 percent or 
9.18 million vehicle miles traveled per year and rail options 
(including diesel commuter, light- and heavy-duty rail) will increase 
5.8 million vehicle miles per year. These changes in auto and bus 
are anticipated to reduce carbon monoxide (CO) emissions by 
approximately five tons/day. Other pollutants (particulates, volatile 
organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen oxide (NOX) would have 
no measurable change. 
Failure to Analyze the Impacts on Surrounding 
Neighborhoods Associated with Remediation of Hazardous 
Materials at the Fox North site. Hazardous waste sites are 
regulated by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) and the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA). During early planning, 
the project proponent, RTD in this case, is required to determine 
the location of permitted and nonregulated hazardous waste sites 
within the project impact area. Phase I studies were done during 
the Gold Line DEIS. These studies concluded that there are 
possible UST concerns at the AAA Water Proofing and Quest 
sites. There are no known sites on the Owens Corning site. As 
required, these sites have been identified, and their locations are 
clearly mapped showing their relationship to the Preferred 
Alternative under consideration. (Refer to Figure 3.11-1 in both the 
DEIS and the FEIS). This information has been shared with the 
public at public workshops per Safe, Accountable, Flexible and 
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Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users and in the 
DEIS.  
Prior to construction, Phase II studies will be accomplished to 
determine the level of contamination in areas disturbed by 
construction of both the Gold Line and CRMF. RTD will require the 
project constructor to develop the following plans to manage 
hazardous materials: 
• Hazardous and Contaminated Substance Health and Safety 
Plan 
• Hazardous Materials Management Plan (HMMP) 
• Asbestos Assessment Plan 
• Lead-Based Paint Assessment Plan 
• Remedial Plans prior to commencing any hazardous waste 
remediation. 
If hazardous waste plumes to extend outside RTD’s excavations, 
such as from underground storage tank (UST) sites, these sites 
will be remediated and the remediation plans communicated to the 
EPA, the affected state and local agencies. In the unlikely event 
that contamination is found outside the boundary of the CRMF or 
the Gold Line project, RTD will confer with the involved regulators 
and a HMMP will be prepared. It is anticipated that the project 
impact area will be cleaner after construction due to RTD’s 
construction remediation that under the No Action condition. 
Regulators and a HMMP will be prepared.  
It is anticipated that the project impact area will be cleaner after 
construction due to RTD’s construction remediation under the No 
Action condition and per regulations, a HMMP will be prepared. It 
is anticipated that the project impact area will be cleaner after 
construction due to RTD’s construction remediation that under the 
No Action condition. 
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Failure to Analyze Growth-Inducing Impacts Associated with 
the 42nd Avenue and Fox Station Area. What is named the 41st 
Avenue East Station is not part of the SEA. The growth inducing 
effects of all Gold Line stations are covered in the land use 
sections (Section 3.2) of both the Gold Line DEIS and FEIS. In 
fact, the cities of Denver, Arvada and Wheat Ridge, and Adams 
County have all prepared TOD plans in anticipation of the Gold 
Line project. The DEIS states that TOD is anticipated to increase 
densities around the stations and direct population and commence 
to these areas. The population growth totals for the region are 
predicted to be unaffected; projected growth will be redirected to 
the TOD areas. We believe that this will modestly reduce urban 
sprawl and improve sustainability.  
Conclusion – We ask that the agency prepare a full EIS. A 
separate EIS is not required for the CRMF because 1) the impacts 
are limited to economic, property and historic issues that can be 
mitigated; and 2) the SEA for the facility is incorporated by 
reference in both the Gold Line and East Corridor FEIS 
documents.  
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153 Daniel Frayre 

Owens Corning 
First I let me say that I believe the FasTrack project is a good 
project and I believe it is needed to improve the transportation 
needs or our communities and State. I have used RTD growing 
up and when I want to attend big functions where parking is 
going to be an issue RTD is a good backup. However, I cannot 
support the CRMF North Fox St. site. I believe the economic 
impact of losing the Owens Corning Roofing plant is grossly 
misunderstood and understated. There is land both to the south 
and north of the proposed CRMF that is vacant and would not 
put people out of jobs. RTD has done a very poor job in 
communicating it's intentions and is very heavily dependent on 
eminent domain to make up for it's poor communication and 
planning abilities. I don't believe the eminent domain law was 
intended to be used in that manner. I also think that the two sites 
(C4 & C23) listed on page ES-5 in the supplemental AE have 
less of an impact on our economy and communities. Please 

I can not support the Fox North site…believe the economic 
impact is grossly misunderstood and understated. Please 
refer to Comment No. 2 above. 
C4 and C23 are better choices. The C4 site was the preferred 
site until RTD was faced with the high costs of relocating the BMF, 
estimated at $100 million. Additionally, relocating the BMF has the 
same business relocation and private property acquisitions as the 
CRMF. The Fox North site was chosen, because most of the 
private property would need to be acquired regardless of the 
location of the CRMF. Placement of the Gold Line alignment east 
of the North Yard is the result of railroad negotiations. C24 was 
dropped due to significant environmental issues; major property 
acquisitions; impacts to public roadways; vehicle traffic impacts. 
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reconsider these two sites and the land to the south and north of 
the North Fox St. site. Thank you, 

154 Zhixu Yuan 
City and County of Denver Wastewater 
2001 W. Colfax , Department 202 
Denver, CO 80202 

 

Drainage Report. A drainage report will be prepared during 
Preliminary Engineering. The Preliminary Engineering design will 
be prepared by the successful Eagle P3 Concessionaire sometime 
in 2010.  
Storm and sanitary construction plans. Please refer to the 
response above.  
Flood plain permit. There is not work within the floodplain.  
Erosion control permit. An erosion control permit will be required.  
Building finish floor elevation. This information will be provided 
during the final design of the CRMF prepared sometime after the 
selection of an Eagle P3 Concessionaire.  
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