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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
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Environmental Protection Agency 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
Colorado Division of Wildlife  

71



 

72



73



74



75



76



77



78



79



80



81



82



83



84



85



86



87



 

88



89



90



91



92



93



 

94



95



 

96



97



 

98



 Appendix B 
 Consultation and Coordination 
 

 

Section 106 Consultation 
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Westminster Historic Landmark Board (CLG) 
4800 West 92nd Avenue 
Westminster, CO  80030 
Attn: Joan Carpenter, Director 
Note: Already requested consulting party status via mail 8/12/04 
 
National Trust for Historic Preservation 
Mountains/Plains Regional Office 
535 16th Street, Suite 750 
Denver, CO  80202 
303-623-1504 
FAX 303-623-1508 
 
Boulder County Railroad Historical Society 
Attn: Jason Midyette 
1936 14th Street 
Boulder, CO  80302 
 
Jefferson County Planning and Zoning Department 
Attn: Janet Bell, Long Range Planning Coordinator 
100 Jefferson County Parkway 
Suite 3550 
Golden, CO  80419-3550 
 
City of Broomfield Historic Landmark Board 
Tonya Haas, Assistant City and County Manager 
One Descombes Drive 
Broomfield, CO  80020 
 
Colorado Preservation, Inc. 
Mark Rodman 
333 W. Colfax Avenue 
Suite 300 
Denver, CO  80202 
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November 27 2006

File Code ijri
g ibUtion Ji
Add

Distribj I
Action Item 0 V1b

f
DU t t at

Con mht
t

ML Dave Shelly Project Manager
RTD FasTracks US 36 Corridor
1560 Broadway Suite 700

Denver CO 80202

Re Section 106 Consulting Parties Request for US 36 FasTracks Corridor

Dear vfL Shelly

The National Trust is concerned about the proposed US 26 FasTracks Corridor between Denver Table Mesa
and Longmont and its potential effects onhistoric properties We understand that consultation has been initiated
under Section 106 ofthe National Historic Preservation Act NHPA for the US 36 Corridor which will include
rail and BRT and go from Denver through several historic northwest communities including Louisville Niwot
and Longmont The National Trust would like to participate actively in the review process as a consulting
party under Section 106 ofthe NHPA pursuant to 36 C F R 800 2 c 5

The National Trust has a long standing interest in the preservation ofour nation s irreplaceable historic
resources In 1949 Congress chartered the National Trust as a private charitable educational and nonprofit
organization to facilitate public participation in historic preservation and to further the purposes of federal
historic preservation laws 16 U S C 461 468 Congress intended that the National Trust mobilize and
coordinate public interest and participation in the preservation and interpretation ofsites and buildings from
voluntary resources S Rep No 1110 81 st Cong 1st Sess 41949 reprinted in 1949 U S Code CongoAd News 2285 2288 With the support ofmore than 270 000 individual members nationwide including 4 000
in Colorado the National Trust works with federal state and local agencies as well as other non profit
organizations to effectively resolve issues affecting historic resources The National Trust has eight regional
offices around the country including the MountainslPlains Office in Denver that is responsive to preservation
issues in Colorado

Because ofthe National Trusts knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the
project we believe we can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106 Please include us in your distribution list for public notices ofany meetings and for the circulation
ofany documents for comment We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves
forward

Sincerely

JnrWt tr
Amy Cole
Sr Program Officer Regional Attorney

cc Amy Pallante CO SHPO
Steve Turner Historic Denver
Mark Rodman Colorado Preservation

Recipient oftheNational

Humanities Medal

MOUNTAINS PLAINS OFFICE
535 16TH STREET SUITE 750 DENVER CO 80202

303 623 1504 FAX 303 623 1508 WWW NATIONALTRUST ORG

SERVING CO KS MT NE ND SD UT WY
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T:\04 Meetings - Correspondence etc\4 13 Correspondence from Others\SHPO\Ltr to CDOT EP re Post WWII Residential Eligibility 2007-0330.pdf225
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T:\04 Meetings - Correspondence etc\4 13 Correspondence from Others\CDOT EP\Ltr to SHPO re Bike Trail Eligibility 2007-0413.pdf227



T:\04 Meetings - Correspondence etc\4 13 Correspondence from Others\CDOT EP\Ltr to SHPO re Bike Trail Eligibility 2007-0413.pdf228
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Section 106 Tribal Consultation 
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Richard Brannan, Northern Arapaho Tribe 
 
Darrell Flyingman, Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma 
 
Celmont Frost, Southern Ute Indian Tribe 
 
Maxine Natchees, Northern Ute Tribe 
 
Preceding letter sent to each of the representatives of the tribes listed above. 
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Natural Resource Conservation Service 

285



286



287



288



289



290



291



292



293



294



295



296



297



298



 
  
August 31, 2009 
 
Boyd Byelich 
USDA NRCS Longmont Service Office 
9595 Nelson Road 
Longmont, Colorado 80501 
 
Subject: Consultation for the US 36 Final Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Mr. Byelich: 
 
As we discussed on August 12, 2009, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA), the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), and the 
Regional Transportation District (RTD) are currently completing a Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) for the US 36 corridor.  In 2007, the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) that evaluated a No Action and two build packages was published.  Since that time, the 
project team, in coordination with the local stakeholders, created a hybrid alternative (the Combined 
Alternative Package [Preferred Alternative]) that includes elements from both of the previous 
packages, while minimizing community and environmental impacts.  Impacts from this alternative 
will be documented in the FEIS, which is expected to be released in the fall of 2009. 
 
During previous phases of the project, the project team coordinated with the National Resource 
Conservation Service (NRCS) (Ulrich, 2004a; Ulrich, 2004b; and Ulrich, 2004c).  In 2004, the 
project team documented that the alternatives evaluated in the DEIS (Packages 2 and 4) would result 
in impacts below the 60-point threshold for additional coordination; therefore, form AD 1006 was 
placed in the administrative record, consistent with CDOT policy (Ulrich, 2004c).  Package 2 would 
result in impacts to 20.8 acres and Package 4 would result in impacts to 16.4 acres of prime and 
unique farmlands and farmlands of statewide and local importance.  As part of the development of 
the Combined Alternative Package (Preferred Alternative), the project team was able to avoid and 
minimize impacts to prime and unique farmlands and farmlands of statewide and local importance, 
reducing the impacts to 13.6 acres for this package.  As a result, the impacts would also be below the 
60-point threshold.   
 
For more project information please feel free to call me or review the project website at 
www.US36EIS.com.   
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Mr. Boyd Byelich  
August 31, 2009 
Page 2 of 2 
 
This letter documents impacts of the Combined Alternative Package (Preferred Alternative).  If 
additional coordination efforts are needed please let me know.  If you have any questions regarding 
this letter or need any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me.  Thank you for 
your time and attention.   
 
Sincerely,  
 
PINYON ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING RESOURCES, INC.  
 

 
 
Scott Epstein 
Environmental Scientist 
 
 
References: 
Ulrich, 2004a, Letter to the National Resource Conservation Service from Don Ulrich, US 36 DEIS 

Deputy Project Manager, April 21, 2004. 
Ulrich, 2004b, Letter to the National Resource Conservation Service from Don Ulrich, US 36 DEIS 

Deputy Project Manager, November 19, 2004. 
Ulrich, 2004c, Letter to the National Resource Conservation Service from Don Ulrich, US 36 DEIS 

Deputy Project Manager, November 29, 2004. 
 
 
Cc:  Jane Hann, CDOT 
  Kelsey Johnston, URS 
 
 
 
Z:\PROJECTS\10335901 US 36\8012 FEIS\DFEIS\Farmlands\36_NRCS Letter_ver1.doc 
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Federal Transit Administration 

301



302



303



304



305



306



307



308



309



310



 Appendix B 
 Consultation and Coordination 
 

 

Federal Railroad Association 
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Section 4(f) Consultation 
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Appendix B – Consultation and Coordination  
 

US 36 Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement   

Formal consultation for purposes of the Section 4(f) evaluation has been initiated and is expected to 
continue through the final design and engineering phase.  The consultation and coordination efforts that 
have occurred thus far are summarized below.   

Consultation with Public Park, Recreation, and Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuge 
Stakeholders 
Consultation and coordination with public park, recreation, and wildlife and waterfowl refuge 
stakeholders have consisted of numerous personal meetings and correspondence.   

The officials with jurisdiction include: 

• Hyland Hills Parks and Recreation District; 

• City of Westminster; 

• City and County of Broomfield;  

• City of Louisville; and 

• City of Boulder, Open Space and Mountain Parks. 

Numerous meetings have been held with the above-mentioned agencies to discuss the Section 4(f) 
resources.  The meetings have focused on the following topics: 

• The amenities and activities of the resources; 

• The management of the resource; 

• The potential uses from the United States Highway US 36 (US 36) expansion and their severity; 

• The potential de minimis findings, if applicable; and 

• The possible measures to minimize harm. 

Consultation and coordination with the stakeholders will continue through the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 process. 

Cultural Resources Consultation  
On March 17, 2004, a meeting was held at the Colorado Historic Society in Denver to discuss the 
proposed US 36 corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement Area of Potential Effects (APE) and 
methodology.  In attendance were representatives of the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), 
Federal Highway Administration, Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), Regional 
Transportation District (RTD), URS, the City and County of Denver, and the City of Westminster.  SHPO 
and representatives from communities within the APE identified several areas along the US 36 corridor as 
having a high potential to contain historic properties.  Consultation with SHPO will be for all Section 4(f) 
historic resources, and written concurrence for de minimis uses will be sought to satisfy the requirements 
of 23 Code of Federal Regulations §138 and 49 United States Code §303.  A second meeting was held on 
July 27, 2004, at the URS offices in Denver and included members from SHPO, CDOT, RTD, and URS.  
This document will be the coordination with SHPO on proposed mitigation measures and adverse effects 
related to the Section 4(f) historic resources. 

Native American Consultation 
No Section 4(f) eligible sites that require Native American consultation were identified during the 
analysis.   
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 Consultation and Coordination 
 

 

EIS Coordination  
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URS Corporation 

1225 17th Street, Suite 200 
Denver, CO 80202 

Page 1 of 2 
 
 

 

Project No. NH 0361-070(14133)

US 36 Mobility Partnership 

 
October 20, 2005 
 
US 36 Mayors and Commissioners’ Coalition (MCC) 
 
Attn:  Ms. Heather Balser 

Assistant City Manager for Governmental Relations 
City of Louisville 
749 Main Street 
Louisville, CO 80027 

 
RE:  RESPONSE TO LETTERS RECEIVED REGARDING US 36 EIS/ BASIC ENGINEERING PROJECT 
 
Dear US 36 MCC: 
 
This letter acknowledges the September 9, 2005 letter received from the US 36 Mayors and 
Commissioners’ Coalition by the US 36 Project Team. The US 36 EIS project schedule has shifted 
due to a variety of factors. These factors consist of the following:  

♦ The need to address unresolved issues such as the commuter rail maintenance facility and 
toll lane access has required additional time,  

♦ Other technical analyses on environmental impacts including historic resources and public 
open space and parklands has taken longer than expected,  

♦ Affected agency coordination and input has required more time to complete. 
 
As a Project Team, we are disappointed that we could not continue to keep the project on the 
expected schedule. However, we are continuing to make substantial progress towards completion of 
the DEIS.  
 
The following is a response to the questions you posed regarding the US 36 EIS schedule.  
 

• When will the DEIS documents be reviewed by the federal agencies?  
 

The initiation of federal agency review of the DEIS will begin in late 2005 and is anticipated to conclude 
sometime in early 2006.  

 
• When will the DEIS be distributed to the public for their review and comment?  

 
The US 36 EIS Project Team on behalf of the Federal Highway Administration and the Federal Transit 
Administration plans on distributing the DEIS in late spring or early summer 2006.  
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URS Corporation 

1225 17th Street, Suite 200 
Denver, CO 80202 

Page 2 of 2 
 
 

 

Project No. NH 0361-070(14133)

US 36 Mobility Partnership 

• When will public hearings be held?  
 

The US 36 DEIS public hearing is tentatively scheduled for early summer of 2006.  
 

• When will a Preferred Alternative be identified?  
 

The Preferred Alternative identification process will begin in late 2005 with the development of evaluation 
criteria and measures and conclude in late summer of 2006 with a preliminary recommendation identifying a 
preferred alternative.  

 
In the future, we will notify the MCC if there is any change regarding the US 36 EIS schedule in a 
more timely manner.  In addition, we will begin to provide notice to the public at-large concerning 
the delay in our schedule. 
 
We appreciate your committed partnership and we look forward to continue working in a 
collaborative fashion with the MCC as the US 36 EIS decision making process moves forward.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
US 36 Project Team  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Jeffrey Wassenaar, PE     Dave Shelley 
CDOT Co-Project Manager     RTD Co-Project Manager 
 
 
Copies: 
Pam Hutton, CDOT 
Liz Rao, RTD 
Rick Pilgrim, URS 
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