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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. 
 
 
 
 
 
 Failure to Analyze Growth-Inducing Impacts Associated with the 
42nd 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 transit oriented development 
(TOD) plans in anticipation of the Gold Line project. The Gold Line 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 justified 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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 Failure to Analyze Growth-Inducing Impacts Associated with the 42nd

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 transit oriented development (TOD) 
plans in anticipation of the Gold Line project. The Gold Line 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 justified 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 reconsider these two sites and the land to the 
south and north of the North Fox St. site. Thank you, 

I cannot 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 bus maintenance 
facility, 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. 

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 (PE). The PE design will be prepared by the successful 
Eagle P3 Concessionaire sometime in 2010.  
Storm and sanitary construction plans. Please refer to the response 
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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.  

 




