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Meeting: Transit Working Group 
 
Date/Time: September 26, 2006/6:00 P.M. 
 
Location: East Corridor Project Office  
 

Attendees:  
Larry Burgess Andy Gillespie David Kline Betty Wonder 
R.A. Plummer Keith Howard Lydia Morton John Hayden 
Janice Finch Keith Pryor Tom Reed Joel Noble 
Skye Barker Jess Ortiz Mike Turner David Fronczak 
Karen Gerdine Ryan Adams Tom Anthony  
Paul Ryan Aylene Quale Jeff Leib  
 
Agenda I tems: 
1.  Welcome/Introductions 
2.  Summary of previous meeting  
3.  Project update 
4.  Alternative Recommendations 
 a. Commuter Rail vehicle technology 
 b. Maintenance facility 
 c. Stations 
5.  Next steps  
6.  Open forum 
 

 
1.  Welcome/Introductions 
The agenda and meeting handouts were distributed.  The ground rules for the Transit Working 
Group were reviewed.  The meeting began with self-introductions by the attendees.   
 
2.  Summary of previous meeting and review of Transit Working Group meeting notes  
R.A. provided a brief overview of topics covered at the previous Transit Working Group and 
provided an open forum for questions. The notes from the previous month’s Transit Working Group 
meeting were distributed.  Comments or revisions to these notes should be forwarded to Skye 
Barker. 
 
3.  Project Update 
R.A. provided a project update that included project status and remaining alternative decisions: 

·  Commuter rail vehicle technology – Electric Multiple Unit (EMU) or Diesel Multiple Unit 
(DMU) 

·  Commuter rail maintenance facility – Union Pacific (UP) 36th Street Yard or Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) 31st Street Yard 

·  Inclusion of additional stations at Monaco Parkway and/or Chambers Road 
·  Alignment and stations in the northeast – Peña Transportation Corridor or 

Telluride/Himalaya  
·  Light rail or streetcar for the Central Corridor/Downing Street extensions 
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·  Specific station sites 
 
4. Alternative Recommendations 
 
a. Commuter  rail vehicle technology 
Commuter rail vehicle technologies evaluated in alternative screening were reviewed, including 
Diesel and Dual Mode Locomotive Hauled Coaches (LHC), EMU and DMU. Detailed cost 
information for technology analysis, corridor technology analysis and a comparison of EMU and 
DMU capital and operating costs were presented.  
 
Based on the following factors, the RTD East Corridor project team has recommended EMU as the 
preferred vehicle technology for the East Corridor:  

·  EMU is more cost effective than DMU 
·  EMU minimizes community concerns about air quality in neighborhoods and at Denver 

International Airport (DIA) 
·  EMU provides faster travel time between downtown and DIA 

 
Questions/comments 
 
1. Have the other corridors chosen a technology? 
Answer: Not at this point.  Studies are being conducted similar to this one to determine the issues 
and concerns within each corridor. 
 
2. How are you analyzing cost-per-person?  Does the equation include the people who are accessing 
the East Corridor to get to DIA? 
Answer: The cost-per-person analysis is based on people coming from the East Corridor.  We 
looked at overall ridership, and did not break down the cost based on where each rider originated.   
 
3. How many stations will be considered along the East Corridor?  Are Monaco Parkway and 
Chambers Road being considered? 
Answer: This will be covered in a subsequent portion of this presentation, but we are going to 
evaluate six locations between Denver Union Station (DUS) and DIA. 
 
4. We (Sunnyside United Neighbors, Inc.) have found that DMU and EMU are not comparable 
because there is not a history of DMU usage in the Denver area to evaluate. 
 
5. My concern for the Five Points and Curtis Park neighborhoods is connectivity with whatever 
technology is chosen.  
 Answer: Connectivity is not part of the analysis of EMU and DMU.  Both technologies allow for a 
connection from Curtis Park and Five Points to the East Corridor. 
 
6. What is the cost effectiveness of EMU based on?   
Answer: EMU’s cost effectiveness is based on the assumption that the East Corridor is the only 
corridor that goes electric.  If other corridors go electric, EMU would be even more cost effective.   
 
7. If the Northwest Rail Corridor selects DMU, and the East Corridor selects EMU, will they need 
separate maintenance facilities? 
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Answer: If this happens, the two corridors will be able to share a maintenance facility that can 
service both EMU and DMU.  Two separate facilities will not be necessary.    
 
8. Has it been determined, pound for pound, which technology would be cleaner?   
Answer: The technologies produce different types of emissions.  DMU produces emissions from the 
vehicle, so they are dispersed corridor-wide.  EMU produces emissions at the source of the 
electricity.  Detailed emission information will be available in the EIS.   
 
9. Is it incorrect to assume that electric is cleaner than diesel? 
Answer: This is still to be determined for this particular corridor.   
 
10. Does EMU require a substation?  If so, where would it be located? 
Answer: EMU would require one supply station near the center of the corridor.  In addition, three 
to four smaller substations would be required and would be located right against the alignment.    
 
b. Maintenance facility 
The BNSF 31st Street Yard and UP 36th Street Yard site locations were reviewed. A summary of 
Level 3 Screening was presented that provided a review of prior sites evaluated based on the 
following screening categories: construction impact; environmental justice issues; land use 
consistency; noise and vibration; and environment and relative acquisition cost. A matrix 
highlighting site relationships and property acquisitions was presented. Additionally, the matrix 
included information on the total sites that must be purchased and relative cost of purchase per site 
evaluated. 
 
Both the BNSF 31st Street Yard and the UP 36th Street Yard will be studied in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). However, based on the following factors, the RTD East 
Corridor project team has recommended the UP 36th Street Yard as the preferred maintenance 
facility location for the East Corridor:  

·  Property identified was already needed to build East Corridor 
·  Minimizes impacts to freight operations 
·  Provides good site access for automobiles, deliveries, and fire safety 
 

Questions/comments 
1. If the BNSF 31st Street Yard is chosen as the maintenance facility location, would improvements 
to Ringsby Court be necessary in order to allow site access? 
Answer: Permanent improvements to Ringsby Court would be necessary in order to provide site 
access to the maintenance facility. 
 
2. Would the only point of site access to the BNSF 31st Street Yard Maintenance Facility be at 
Brighton Boulevard and Ringsby Court? 
Answer: Yes. 
 
3. If the BNSF 31st Street Yard Maintenance Facility is chosen, do you have to move the freight 
tracks in order to utilize the site? 
Answer: Yes, the tracks would need to shift to the west of the site. 
 
4. What are the points of site access to the UP 36th Street Yard Maintenance Facility? 
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Answer: There are several off of Brighton Boulevard, including 38th Street, 39th Street and 40th 
Street. 
 
5. Does this study or the I-70 East EIS (highway study) call for Purina to be relocated? 
Answer: The East Corridor EIS does not call for Purina to be relocated.  A decision has not been 
made in the I-70 East EIS regarding Purina.   
 
6. I am not sure what position the Elyria/Swansea neighborhood will take on this issue.  It would be 
sad if people gave up on changing the area. 
 
7. How will you work in concert with the I-70 East EIS? 
Answer: An EIS requires the identification of a project’s cumulative effects.  Cumulative effects are 
determined by examining the past, present, and future social, environmental, and economic climate 
of the project area.   The potential effects the project alternatives have on these resources are 
disclosed in the EIS.  As it stands, either highway alignment option currently being studied in the I-
70 East EIS would have a similar effect on the East Corridor. 
 
8. What would happen to the land that follows the Smith Road Truck Facility? 
Answer: This land is part of an ongoing discussion with UP. 
 
9. What would happen to the freight train maintenance facility if the BNSF 31st Street Yard is 
chosen? 
Answer: It would be relocated. 
 
10. Where is the 40th/40th Station in relation to the maintenance facilities? 
Answer:  This will be looked at as part of next month’s Transit Working Group. 
 
11. Are you looking at housing opportunities at each station location? 
Answer: That is more of a land use decision, which is made by the cities.   
 
12. If EMU is chosen, the current freight facility could become a cleaner site. 
Response: The current freight facility is not as clean as a modern EMU or DMU maintenance 
facility would be due to advancements in technology. 
  
13. Can you minimize impacts so development can occur? 
Answer: How maintenance facilities fit into neighborhoods is part of the analysis.   
 
14. How much land needs to be purchased for the UP 36th Street Yard Maintenance Facility? 
Answer: If this facility is chosen, it will change UP’s usage of the property.  We are in open 
discussion with UP regarding this matter.   
 
15. Can other corridors access the proposed maintenance facilities? 
Answer: All three corridors (East, North Metro, and Northwest Rail) can access the proposed 
maintenance facility location. 
 
16. Is one maintenance facility easier for the other corridors to access?  
Answer: We are not certain at this point. 
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17.  If you buy the BNSF 31st Street Yard, do you still need to purchase the BNSF Trailer on Flat 
Cars (TOFC) Yard?  
Answer: No.   
 
18. Does this study influence the Super Slab (north/south rail corridor becoming a freight corridor) 
discussion? 
Answer: We can only use the information that is available to us.  We can’ t say what type of 
influence this EIS will have on the Super Slab discussion.  
 
19. How many trains can either of the proposed maintenance facilities handle a day? 
Answer: We have this information, just not with us at this meeting.  Please contact us and we’ ll give 
you this information.   
 
20. The closest site might be the smartest site for a maintenance facility. 
Response: The study area is comprised of a five mile radius. 
 
21. What would be the chosen maintenance facility’s capacity?  If commuter rail is chosen for Gold 
Line can the maintenance facility handle it? 
Answer: The size of the maintenance facility assumes it can handle up to four FasTracks corridors 
and maybe regional rail depending on its operations.  
 
22. Would the maintenance facility be maxed out at four trains? 
Answer: The UP 36th Street Yard site can accommodate the three FasTracks Commuter rail 
corridors (East, North Metro, Northwest Rail) plus one additional (Gold Line) plus the potential 
North Front Range rail and Ski Train.  Anything in addition to that (e.g., NexTracks—a Commerce 
City/Brighton line down US 85) will likely but not necessarily require an additional site.  It would 
all depend upon layover potentials for train storage on each of the corridors.  
 
c. Stations 
Additional modeling and cost analysis conducted on the proposed Monaco Parkway station and 
Chambers Road station locations were presented. 
Monaco Parkway station analysis results: 

·  Adds 200 daily riders to corridor between Colorado Boulevard and Central Park Boulevard 
·  Adds $15 million in capital and right of way costs 
·  Supports Denver’s desire to change land use  

Chambers Road station analysis results: 
·  Adds 300 daily riders to corridor between Peoria and 40th Avenue/Airport Boulevard with 

minimal increase in overall corridor ridership 
·  Adds $12 million in capital and right of way costs 
·  Bounded on south by Sand Creek which creates barrier to access and redevelopment 

The project team found the Monaco Parkway and Chambers Road station locations provide a 
minimal increase in corridor ridership and an additional cost not in the corridor budget, therefore, 
they are NOT recommending these stations in the first phase of the East Corridor. 
Platform space for both stations has been cleared in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to 
allow for future stations. 
 
Questions/comments 
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1. Is the expense of adding a platform due to the fact that you have to purchase twice as much right 
of way? 
Answer: No.  Whether or not a station is chosen for a particular location, we still need room for a 
platform as part of the right of way acquisition.  A platform is placed between the two tracks, and a 
station is used to gain access to the platform.  The additional cost required to build a station 
includes capital costs associated with amenities and access, and not just right of way.  
 
2. Is RTD open to working with developers to build station locations? 
Answer: Yes, though no one has approached RTD yet. 
 
3. What is the approximate distance between the 40th/40th Station and the Central Park Boulevard 
Station? 
Answer: Approximately four miles. 
 
4. How can you tell whether ridership will require a platform or a station? 
Answer:  Although current ridership forecasts do not call for a station at Monaco Parkway or 
Chambers Road, there will be room left for platforms in case a need develops for stations at these 
locations in the future.       
 
5. Was an express service considered? 
Answer: Yes.  Express service didn’ t offer much of a benefit because local service would already be 
offered every 15 minutes.  There wasn’ t a large jump in ridership when express service was 
modeled. 
 
 
5.  Next Steps 
Next steps for the RTD East Corridor EIS process were explained. Next steps include finalizing 
analysis on northeast alignments/stations, Central Corridor/Downing Street extension and station 
sites, and announcement of preferred alternative recommendations. 
 
Transit Working Group 
October 24, 2006 
East Corridor Project Office 
3840 York Street, Conference Room 
6-8 PM 
 
Corridor-wide Public Meetings: 
November 8, 2006 
Montbello Recreation Center 
15555 E 53rd Avenue 
5-8 PM  
Open house/Small discussion groups 
 
November 9, 2006 
Swansea Recreation Center 
2650 E 49th Avenue 
5-8 PM 
Open house/Small discussion groups 
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6.  Open Forum 
Questions/comments 
1. Is the alignment to DIA politically motivated? 
Answer: No, EIS alternatives consideration takes into account many different kinds of public and 
private stakeholder input, including development interests. 
 
2. Does the Union Station decision play a role in the EIS? 
Answer: No. 
 
3. How can we tell that people will go to the East Corridor? 
Answer: Our travel models show that there will be 37,000 riders per day, assuming all corridors 
are operating.   
 

 
 

Please contact Ryan Adams with PBS&J at 303-221-7275 if there are any changes or questions with these 
meeting notes.  These notes will be considered final unless comments are received within seven days of 
distribution.  Although comments will be incorporated, as appropriate, only major revisions will be redistributed. 

 


