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Figure 7-8
Sand Creek Regional Greenway Trail Temporary Detour

7.5 LEAST HARM ANALYSIS

When all alternatives result in the use of a Section 4(f) resource and if there is no feasible and
prudent avoidance alternative, then only the alternative that causes the least overall harm may
be approved. Determination of least overall harm is done by balancing several factors:
e The ability to mitigate adverse effects to each Section 4(f) resource (including those
resulting in net benefits).

e The severity of remaining harm after mitigation to the protected activities, attributes, or
features that qualify each property for Section 4(f) protection.

e The significance of each Section 4(f) resource.
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e Views of the officials with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) resource.
e The degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need.

e The magnitude of adverse impacts after reasonable mitigation.

e The substantial difference in cost among alternatives.

A least harm analysis is not required as all of the avoidance alternatives were determined to not
be feasible or prudent and the Preferred Alternative includes measures to minimize harm to the
affected Section 4(f) resources.

7.6 COORDINATION WITH RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES

Formal consultation regarding this Section 4(f) evaluation has been initiated with
representatives from SHPO, UPRR, CCD, and the Sand Creek Regional Greenway Partnership,
Inc. This coordination will continue through the ROD and final design to avoid and minimize the
transportation use on Section 4(f) resources. This correspondence can be found in Volume 11,
Appendix B, Agency Coordination, of this FEIS.

Historic Resources

The descriptions of use for historic resources and historic districts in this Section 4(f) Evaluation
are based on the assessment of effects to these resources, as discussed in Section 5.6, Historic
Preservation. As part of coordination with SHPO for Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966, concurrence on the level of effect to these resources was obtained
during the public comment period for the DEIS. Additional coordination with SHPO and
consulting parties will continue to determine appropriate measures to minimize harm and
mitigation for adverse effects to such properties. These findings will be included in the
memorandum of agreement.

Park and Recreational Resources

The realignment of the Sand Creek Regional Greenway trail is based on coordination with CCD
and the Sand Creek Regional Greenway Partnership. The concurrence on the level of impact to
this resource will be obtained during the public comment period for the FEIS. Coordination with
the CCD and Sand Creek Regional Greenway Partnership determined the appropriate
measures to minimize harm and mitigation for impacts to the trail.

7.7  FINAL SECTION 4(F) STATEMENT

It has been determined that there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of the
Derby Lateral (High Line Canal Lateral A Extension/Segment “The Doherty Ditch”) (5DV840.13),
35th and Blake Street LLC (5DV9309), Freedom Cab Company (5DV9501), Denver Utah
Pacific Railroad, Chicago Burlington Quincy Siding and Spur (Waterworks Sales Co., J.M.
Warner Co., and Richardson Lumber Spur) (5AM1888.5 and 5DV6243.7), and the Sand Creek
Regional Greenway. The proposed action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to
these Section 4(f) resources resulting from such use.
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