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Figure 3.6-13 
Existing Condition: North of Peña Boulevard  

(78th Avenue/Jackson Gap Street) 

 
 
 

Figure 3.6-14 
Preferred Alternative: North of Peña Boulevard  
(78th Avenue/Jackson Gap Street) (Simulated) 
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Two paralleling substations are also required for the Preferred Alternative. One is located 1,500 
feet northeast of the Peña Boulevard and 40th Avenue intersection and the other is 3,600 feet 
east of the Tower Road and 72nd Avenue intersection. The footprint for the paralleling 
substations (100 feet by 50 feet) is smaller than that of the autotransformer substation. In 
addition, the paralleling substations are located in unbuilt areas, in close proximity to the 
Preferred Alternative’s alignment, and near an existing road. Due to their small footprints and 
close proximity to the alignment, the paralleling substations are not likely to impact the existing 
visual character. 
 
A corridor protection barrier is proposed between the freight and the commuter rail tracks from 
York Street to Colorado Boulevard. The corridor protection barrier will be three to five feet high 
(above top of rail). The wall will block low-quality views of the existing rail corridor. 
 
The addition of transit stations would impact the visual quality of the areas where they are 
located. Stations may consist of platforms, shelters, fare boxes, benches, windscreens, 
elevators (at 38th/Blake station), stairs, tracks, parking, bike parking, bus bays, pick-up/drop-off 
zones (also known as kiss-n-Ride areas), lighting, pedestrian overpasses, and landscaping. 
Parking facilities would have the greatest visual impact of these elements. Parking facilities 
require either large swaths of paved area or parking structures. Parking structures would have 
smaller footprints, but greater vertical mass. While stations, including parking, would affect 
visual quality, these effects will be diminished by landscaping as required by CCD and Aurora. 
Both cities require that a minimum of five percent of a parking lot be landscaped. Furthermore, 
architectural elements associated with stations may also be aesthetic assets in these areas, 
offsetting visual impacts of the stations. Since the release of the DEIS, additional planning has 
been conducted regarding the elements and architectural styles that each station will include. 
See Subsection 2.2.3.2, Preferred Alternative Stations, for more information on station 
aesthetics. Additional coordination with local jurisdictions regarding corridor fencing has 
identified structures and approaches to stations as visually sensitive areas where post and 
cable fencing will be used instead of chain link fencing.  
 
The CRMF would replace existing industrial land uses with a new industrial land use, resulting 
in no change to the existing visual character of the Fox North site. 
 
Indirect Impacts 
The addition of stations and park-n-Ride facilities associated with the Preferred Alternative may 
facilitate indirect impacts as a result of the densification of land uses near stations. These areas 
may develop with taller buildings that will change the visual surroundings near the stations. 
 
Temporary Construction Impacts 
The construction of the Preferred Alternative would result in temporary visual disturbances to 
areas under construction and the potential for construction vehicle and equipment storage. 
Since the majority of the project area is urban/industrial or vacant in nature, these temporary 
impacts will be negligible. 
 
3.6.3 Mitigation 
Table 3.6-2 summarizes the impacts to visual and aesthetic qualities by the Preferred 
Alternative and mitigation measures. 
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Table 3.6-2 
Visual and Aesthetic Qualities Impacts and Mitigation Related to the Preferred Alternative 

Impacts Mitigation 
Direct Impacts 
• Project features that present the potential for 

visual change include: 
• Five grade-separated crossings (up to six 

with design options). 
• Overhead catenary and track way. 
• Electric substations where the alignment 

intersects with Quebec Street, 40th 
Avenue, and east of Tower Road. 

• Transit stations and park-n-Ride facilities.
• CRMF would replace existing industrial 

land uses with a new industrial land use, 
resulting in no change to the existing 
visual character of the site. 

• Conducted transit working group meetings 
and coordinated with local agencies to collect 
input on the proposed architectural design of 
stations. 

• Consider sensitive design of aerial structures 
and retaining walls. 

• Conducted fencing workshops with CCD, 
Aurora, and DIA to identify visually sensitive 
areas and included a more aesthetically 
pleasing fencing type, where appropriate, 
based on feedback.  

 
 

Indirect Impacts 
• Possible densification of land uses near 

stations. These areas may develop with taller 
buildings that would change the visual 
surroundings near the stations. 

• No mitigation required. 

Temporary Construction Impacts 
• Temporary disturbances to areas under 

construction and the potential for construction 
vehicle and equipment storage. 

• Fence and screen construction material 
staging areas depending on adjacent land 
use. 

• After project construction, and where feasible, 
restore the ground surfaces outside of the 
trackway to their original condition. 
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