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COLORADO
Department of Transportation
Region 3, Planning and Environmental
222 South 6"' Street
Room 317
Grand Junction, CO 81501

January 13, 2015

Ron D Velarde

Northwest Regional Manager

Northwest Regional Office

711 Independent Avenue

Grand Junction, CO 81505

RE: Grand Avenue Bridge Comments

Dear Mr. VeLarde:

Thank you for your November 21, 2014 comment letter. CDOT intends to incorporate most of your recommendations into the
Grand Avenue Bridge Replacement project. Specifically, we will construct the causeway to minimize sediment plumes and
will include contract provisions that are aimed at managing the spread of invasive aquatics, noxious weeds, and to comply
with Migratory Bird Treaty Act requirements.

We will not be able to incorporate two of your recommendations. An improved river access point for recreationists is not
currently in our scope of work and while we support the notion of improved river access we do not consider it practical to
add this type of activity to the bridge replacement project. It is outside of the purpose of the project and is further
complicated by the need to cross the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) to gain river access. The UPRR is an operating railroad
at this location and is also a historic property that is protected by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and Section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966. The tatter requires avoiding use of the property unless there are no
prudent and feasible alternatives.

The second item we will not be able to accommodate is the recommendation to conduct all in-stream work during a timing
window of August 15 to September 30. We were in the process of working out a new timing window with your staff at the
time your letter was received. The reasons we will not be able to adhere to that recommendation are as follows:

. Our contractor estimates we will need one month to install the north causeway, and the same time frame for the
south causeway, which is a total of 2 months of in-stream work and exceeds the recommended 45 day timing window.

. It is our goal to complete the project in two years. The recommended timing window would place constraints on
construction activities in the river and will add time to the duration of the overall construction schedule. It is likely
that one full year could be added to the project, which would increase impacts to roadway users. These constraints
would also increase the overall cost of the project due to extended overhead, standby-time, and project contract
administration costs.

In this instance, CDOT proposes a broad in stream work period that would avoid the spring trout spawning and high runoff
period from March 1st and June 30th and allow work outside of that period. In any case, impacts during construction and
removal of the causeways and the permanent restoration of the river banks will be minimized through application of Best
Management Practices contained in CDOT's Revised 250 Specification for Sediment and Water Control. As design of the
causeway continues to progress, CDOT and the Contractor will continue to reduce the footprint of the causeway to minimize
in-stream impacts. We currently anticipate the overall area in the river for both causeways to be approximately 1. 5 acres or
less.
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The total work time in the river for causeway installation and removal is estimated to be approximately three months over a
two-year period. It will be very difficult to make an August 15-September 30 in-stream work period work due to a complex
set of constraints not only for constructability, but our commitments to local business owners to close the bridge during the
off season when few tourists are in town. Allowing COOT a broader window would be extremely helpful for our agency to
achieve the schedule and to minimize impacts to all resources.

We appreciate your agency's participation in the development of this project and plan to continue to involve you for input
as we move into construction. We would appreciate a response if any of the information in this letter is not acceptable or
requires additional discussion.

Sincerely,

.^

Michael Vanderhoof
Region 3 Planning and Environmental Manager

Copies
Perry Will
KendaL Bakich
Taylor Elm
Dan Cacho
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COLORADO
Parks and WildUfe

Department of Natural Resources

Northwest Regional Office
711 independent Ave.
Grand Junction, CO 81505
P 970-255^6100 I F 970^255-6111

February 4, 2015

Michael Vanderhoof

Colorado Department of Transportation
222 South 6th Street, Room 317
Grand Junction, CO 81501

RE: Grand Avenue Bridge Comments

Dear Mr. Vanderhoof:

Colorado Parks and Wildlife appreciates your response sent January 16, 2015 to our concerns
and recommendations for the Grand Avenue Bridge replacement project. We understand that
CDOT has commitments to minimize impacts to both the local commumty and the natural
environment that is highly valued by that community.

CPW understands that the unusual size and scope of the project is certainly a challenge to fit
within our standard recommended stream disturbance window. To minimize impacts and
allow flexibility, we would be amenable to incorporating flexibility into your construction
period. One concern we have with the proposed construction period outside of the critical
spring spawning period is that in years with low flows and high water temperatures, naturally
stressful conditions can cause increased fish mortality observed and often reported first by
community members. Construction activities that release sediment during these already
stressful periods exacerbate fish mortality. To avoid this, we propose that any construction
activities avoid impacts to the river during periods of high water temperature (temperatures
reach or exceed 70 degrees F at any point during the day) and/or instream activities are
suspended if CPW requests Voluntary Fishing Closures on the river. Ideally, instream work
outside of CPW's recommended period would begin within the window and extend beyond the
September 30th end date rather than starting before August 15th .

Furthermore, short periods of high turbidity have been well documented to disorientate fish,
reduce habitat access, or result in physical sedimentation impacts in the water column or to
spawning beds. To avoid this, BMPs should ensure that turbidity is minimized in the river
outside of the immediate construction area. CPW would suggest that turbidity 100 meters
downstream of the construction site should exhibit background conditions if BMPs are
properly implemented. Any non-compliance should result in work stoppages that allow water
conditions to return to "normal" or water clarity visually indistinguishable to that upstream of
the project.

CPW also understands that limitations involving adjacent landowners prohibit the opportunity
to enhance public river access in conjunction with this project. If future opportunities arise to

Bob D. Broscheid, Director, Colorado Parks and WUdSife . Parks and Wildlife Commission: Robert W. Bray, Chair . Chris Castitian, Vice Chair

Jeanne Home, Secretary . John Howard, Jr. . Bill Kane . Dale Pizet . James Pribyt . James Vigil . Dean Wingtietd . Michette Zimmerman . Alex Zipp
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provide increased river access for the general public in this area, CPW still feels this is an
important topic for exploration.

Thank you for your consideration of our outstanding natural resources in Glenwood Springs.
Again, we believe the exceptional variables associated with this project allow for reasonable
flexibility in construction timing and activity. We request that local personnel be contacted
prior to any disturbance within the stream channel to address any immediate concerns and be
fully informed for our constituents.

Sincerely,

//-T^L
Ron D. Vetarde, Northwest Regional Manager

ec: Perry Will, Area 8 Wildlife Manager
Dan Cacho, District Wildlife Manager
Kendall Bakich, Aquatic Biologist
Taylor Elm, Land Use Specialist File
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December 16, 2014 

 

Joe Elsen, P.E. 

R3 Central Program Engineer 

202 Centennial Street 

Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 

 

Re:  Grand Ave Bridge Replacement Contribution  

 

Dear Joe: 

 

We’re pleased to inform you that Eagle County will contribute $300K ($100K annually in 2016, 2017 and 

2018) to the Grand Avenue Bridge Replacement Project. This regionally-important project will bring numerous 

benefits to many communities. 

 

In these challenging economic times and with limited transportation funding, we’re proud to be reliable 

partners with CDOT, and continue to improve public safety and quality of life for our citizens.  As you know, 

safety is paramount to us and we have, in recent years, contributed $6.03M to CDOT projects, including:  

 

1. 2009 Edwards Interchange Phase I - $640K (includes other local contributions) 

2. 2009 Edwards Interchange Phase I Construction - $1M in-kind land donation 

3. 2009-2011 Eagle To Edwards Shoulder Addition Project - $2.35M 

4. 2013 Dotsero Roundabout $410K  

5. 2014 Edwards/Avon Shoulder Addition Project: $530K (includes other local contributions)  

6. 2015 Edwards Interchange Phase II Design - $500K (includes other local contributions)  

7. Edwards Interchange Phase II Construction - $600K (includes other local contributions) 

 

We look forward to many more success stories with CDOT.  Thank you for your continued commitment 

to the safety and improvement of our state and federal highway system.  Please do not hesitate to contact us or 

County Engineer, Eva Wilson, at 970-328-3560, for further discussion. 

 

Sincerely, 

Eagle County Board of Commissioners 

  
Jill H. Ryan                                         Sara J. Fisher    Kathy Chandler-Henry                          

Chairman          Commissioner   Commissioner 

 

 

cc:  Dave Eller, CDOT R3 Transportation Director 

       Steve Olsen, CDOT R3 East Program Engineer 

       Martha Miller, CDOT R3 Eagle Resident Engineer 

mailto:eagleadmin@eaglecounty.us
http://www.eaglecounty.us/




































































































From: Rachel Parris <rparris@coloradopreservation.org> 
Date: Tue, Mar 3, 2015 at 11:51 AM 
Subject: Addition Information, CDOT FBR 0821-094, Grand Avenue Bridge Replacement 
To: lisa.schoch@state.co.us 
 

Lisa, 

  

On behalf of Colorado Preservation, Inc. I would like to concur with the effects determinations 
listed in the additional information for this project and have no further comment. 

  

Best, 

  

Rachel Parris 

Preservation Services Director 

Colorado Preservation, Inc.  30 years and going strong! 

1420 Ogden St., Suite 104 

Denver, CO  80218 

303.893.4260, x236 

Visit us at www.coloradopreservation.org 

  

 



































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

April 21, 2015 

 

Mr. John M. Cater 

Division Administrator 

Federal Highway Administration 

Colorado Division 

12300 W. Dakota Avenue, Suite 180 

Lakewood, CO 80228 

 

Ref: Proposed Highway 82/Glenwood Springs Viaduct/Grand Avenue Bridge Replacement 

 Glenwood Springs, Colorado 

   

Dear Mr. Cater:  

 

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) has received your notification and supporting 

documentation regarding the adverse effects of the referenced undertaking on a property or properties 

listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.  Based upon the information 

provided, we have concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual 

Section 106 Cases, of our regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not 

apply to this undertaking.  Accordingly, we do not believe that our participation in the consultation to 

resolve adverse effects is needed.  However, if we receive a request for participation from the State 

Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO), affected Indian tribe, 

a consulting party, or other party, we may reconsider this decision.  Additionally, should circumstances 

change, and it is determined that our participation is needed to conclude the consultation process, please 

notify us. 

 

Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), 

developed in consultation with the Colorado State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and any other 

consulting parties, and related documentation with the ACHP at the conclusion of the consultation 

process.  The filing of the MOA, and supporting documentation with the ACHP is required in order to 

complete the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 

 

Thank you for providing us with the notification of adverse effect. If you have any questions or require 

further assistance, please contact Mr. Christopher Wilson at 202-517-0229 or via e-mail at 

cwilson@achp.gov.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

LaShavio Johnson 

Historic Preservation Technician 

Office of Federal Agency Programs 


























