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UNITED STATES
ARMY CORPS OF
ENGINEERS

CONCURRENCE LETTERS






DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
DENVER REGULATORY OFFICE, 9307 SOUTH WADSWORTH BLVD.
LITTLETON, COLORADO 801286501

November 23, 2004

Mr. David Nicol

Division Administrator

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Colorado Federal Aid Division
12300 West Dakota Avenue
Lakewood, Colorado 80228

RE: Northwest Corridor EIS

Dear Mr. Nicol:

I am writing this letter in response to your correspondence of November 17, 2004,
regarding the above referenced project. In your letter you requested that the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps) provide written concurrence that the Purpose and Need Statement
(P&N) and the revised Level 1 and 2 alternatives screenings are acceptable to the Corps
under the NEPA/404 merger process, which is still in draft form.

The Corps concurs with the P&N. However, we do have a concern regarding one
element of the P&N, specifically the inclusion of Roadway Deficiencies under the Travel
Reliability need. While we realize that, if the preferred alternative includes use of existing
highways, it is desirable to correct roadway deficiencies, it is our belief that correcting
roadway deficiencies is a secondary goal. The preferred alternative, which should also be the
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Altemative (LEDPA), may be construction of a

new highway, which would not correct roadway deficiencies, but would meet the primary
goals of the P&N.

The Corps concurs with the Level 1 screening. For clarification purposes, and
following Appendix E of the draft NEPA/404 merger, the project goal of “Avoid and
minimize impacts to the built and social environment™ (see table containing the Preliminary
Draft Goals and Objectives) should be listed under the “Practicability” screening criterion, as
these are not impacts to the natural environment. In addition, in the first paragraph of Page 1
of the Level 1 Alternative Screening, impacts to the Social Environment should be deleted, as
these impacts should be evaluated under the Practicability criterion.

At this point in time, the Corps cannot concur with the Level 2 screening. Qur
inability to concur is based on the following:



* Alternatives FAx and TAx were eliminated for not minimizing impacts to the
natural environment, as they are, “...anticipated to have the greatest conflict with
threatened and endangered species, known wildlife corridors and landfills...”. In
order to concur with elimination of these two alternatives, the Corps would need
quantifiable data on the extent of impacts to aquatic resources. In addition, at this
point in time, the Corps cannot concur that the listed environmental impacts are
“other significant adverse affects to the natural environment”, as all of the impacts
may be mitigated.

* No quantifiable data, even on a broad scale basis, has been presented to the Corps
on impacts to the aquatic ecosystem for any of the alternatives. Only subjective,
narrative text has been provided regarding such impacts. This makes it impossible for
the Corps to determine if the LEDPA is being eliminated with the Level 2 screening,
Ideally, at this level of screening, impacts to aquatic resources (wetlands, streams and
open water areas) would be presented in table or matrix format so that the Corpshas a
rough idea of how aquatic resoyrce impacts of the alternatives compare.

If you have any questions regarding the above comments, please call or e-mail me at
303-979-4120 or timothy.t.carey@usace.army.mil, respectively. I will e-mail Jean Wallace
with my and Scott Franklin’s availability for a meeting on Level 3 screening and/or to discuss
the above comments.

Sincerely,

Timothy T. Carey
Chief, Denver Regulatory Office



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
DENVER REGULATORY OFFICE, 9307 SOUTH WADSWORTH BLVD.
LITTLETON, COLORADO 80128-6501

January 25, 2005

Mr. David Nicol

Division Administrator

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Colorado Federal Aid Division
12300 West Dakota Avenue
Lakewood, Colorado 80228

RE: Northwest Corridor EIS.
Dear Mr. Nicol;

I am writing this letter in response to your correspondence of January 19, 2005,
regarding the above referenced project. In your letter you requested that the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps} provide written concurrence that the revised Level 2 alternatives
screening is acceptable to the Corps under the NEPA/404 merger process.

The Corps concurs with the Level 2 screening. The changes made to the document,
as well as the quantitative data provided in matrix format, allowed the Corps to determine
that a potential Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative has not been
eliminated. In addition, the changes made to the Purpose and Need Statement and Level |
Screening Document accurately addressed my previous comments. Please relay to your staff,
as well as Colorado Department of Transportation staff, my sincere appreciation for making
these requested changes.

I have advised Scott Franklin to expect a call regarding arrangement of a meeting to
discuss Level 3 screening.

Sincerely,

Office
CE:

Sarah Fowler, EPA
Ailison Michael, USFWS

Ty







DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
DENVER REGULATORY OFFICE, 9307 SOUTH WADSWORTH BLVD.
LITTLETON, COLORADO 80128-6901

October 3, 2006

Mr. David Nicol

Division Administrator

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Colorado Federal Aid Division
12300 West Dakota Avenue
Lakewood, Colorado 80228

RE: Northwest Corridor EIS
Dear Mr. Nicol:

I am writing this letter in response to your correspondence of September 27, 2006,
regarding the above referenced project. In your letter you requested that the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps) provide written concurrence on alternatives to be evaluated in detail in
the Draft EIS, in accordance with the Colorado NEPA/404 Merger Process. In response to
your request, the Corps concurs with the alternatives to be evaluated in detail in the Draft
EIS, since the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) has not
been eliminated.

Thank you for taking into consideration my earlier comments and providing an
excellent clarification justifying the elimination of alternative RC. Please also extend my
thanks to Ms. Monica Pavlik, CDOT management and the project team. If you have any
questions, please call me at 303-979-4120.

Sincerely,

CF:

Sarah Fowler, EPA

Deborah Lebow, EPA

Alison Michael, USFWS

Martha Chieply, CENWO-OD-R
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STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorade 80222 : 1
(303) 757-9259 DEPARTMENT GF TRANSTORT Ao

September 7, 2005

Mr. Errol Waligorski

Superior Historic Preservation Commission
124 E. Coal Creek Drive

Superior, CO 80027

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Mr. Waligorslki:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statermnent (E1S) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative {see attached
map), “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federa] undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the Nationa] Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.5.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of Jocal
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic. properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Superior Historie Preservation Commission the
opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Desc}iption of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include fresway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“IB”) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading ina generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield, The tegional arterial (“RB”) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as




Mr. Waligorski
September 7, 2005
Page 2

the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and McIntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archasology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archacological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing siructures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all bistoric properties are invenioried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600t wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Coensultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Sectjon 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties™ (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consujtation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform ns in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a staterent of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Map of Area of Potentia) Effects
Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
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Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman CDOT Region 6
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Caroi Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservat;on tion
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO







DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADO

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Denver, Colorade 80222

(303) 757-9259 CPARTMENT GF TRATSTORTaTon
September 7, 2005

Meredyth Muth )

Louisville Historic Preservation Commission

749 Main Strest

Louisville, CO 80027

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Staternent

Dear Ms. Muth;:

The Federal Highway Administration-(FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the N orthwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties .
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encorapassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties™ are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are lsted or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places {(NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHFWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.8.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Louisville Historic Preservation Commission the
opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(£)(1) of the regulation,

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) altérnatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Westemn Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB”) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
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the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”™)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 £t on ejther side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 10¢ Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations fo help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond-in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Map of Area of Potential Effects
Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
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Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division

Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6

Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO







STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue d
Denwver, Colorado 80222 e T e e,

{303) 757-9259 DEFANTSENT OF TRANSTORT AT tony
September 7, 2005

Vicki Bunsen

Historic Landmark Board

Office of the City Attorney

4800 W. 92™ Avenue
Westminster, CO 80030

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Staternent

Dear Ms. Bunsen:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkeway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation altemative (see attached
map). “Historic properties™ are defined as historical or archaeological sites or struchures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.8.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would Jike to formally offer the Westminster Historic Landmark Board the
opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated 2 project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB™) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Westem Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB™) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
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crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Melntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archacological sites; 2} a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors”) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4} an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) re garding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
gnidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa 8choch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at {(303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

ﬁm_. Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosure: Map of Area of Potential Effects
Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
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cc: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
John Carpenter, Westminster Director of Community Development






DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADO

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkangas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 1
(303} 757-9255 DEFARTHENT OF TRANSPORTATION

September 7, 2005

Mr. Duncan McCollum

Jefferson County Historical Commmission
Archives and Management

100 Jefferson County Parkway, Suite 1500
Golden, CO 80419

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Tmpact
Statement

Dear Mr. McCollum:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Departiment of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alterpative (see attached
map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are secking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identi fication of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Jefferson County Historical Commission the
opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major fransportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options, Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB™) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly traj ectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB”) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB aligument but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Todiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
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the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and MclIntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification :

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1} a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance {“windshield™)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the propesed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Ceonsultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility eriteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation, '

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
Map of Area of Potential Effects
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ce: Monica Paviik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contignglia, Colorado SHPQO
Luacy Hackett Bambrey, Jefferson County Historical Commission







DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADO

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 i 4
{303) 757-9259 DEPARTMENT GF TRANSPORTATION

September 7, 2005

Ms. Rita Schnit

Arvada Historical Society
P.0O. Box 419

Arvada, CO 80001

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Ms. Schnit:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
Is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation altemative (see attached
map). “Historic properties™ are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
cormpliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 4701) and its implementing regulations (36 CER 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
cornmunities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Arvada Historical Society the opportunity to
participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section
800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Desc;intion of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) altemnatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly traj ectory across Leyden
Guleh. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservair, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before cotinecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“BRB") alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
the TB/FB alignment but also includes tmprovements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58:
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Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1} a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield™)
survey of the transportation alternative coridors (“survey cormidors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey, To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway cenferlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

‘We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may direetly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historie properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Brad Béckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
Map of APE
ce! Monica Pavlik, FHWA, Colorado Division R

Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6

Jason Marmor, Cultural Resourees Taslk Menager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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Peggy Atkinson

Broomfield Historical Depot Museum
Director

2201 W. 10® Avenue

Broomfield, CO 80020

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Staternent

Dear Ms. Atkinson;

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parloway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map}. “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as arnended (Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Broomfield Historical Depot Museum the
Opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration inchide freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
rortheast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB™) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same aligniment as
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the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Histeric Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
leve] architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
enstre that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evahated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHEP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in. the Section 106
regulation.

It you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,
@4?’\-

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Altematives/Survey Corridors
Map of Area of Potential Effects (APE)
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cc: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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Mark Rodman

Colorado Preservation, Inc.
333 W. Colfax Avenue
Suite 300

Denver, CO 80202

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Mr. Rodman:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHIWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Staternent (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map}. “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHW A, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended {(Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer Colorado Preservation Incorporated the opportunity
to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section
800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield,
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB™) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
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the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Meclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Axchaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the fransportation alternative corridors (“snrvey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 f on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archacological sites of significance within or near the sarvey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer {SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly canse alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR. 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response inciude a statement of
demonstraied interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation,

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 5124258,

/

rad Bec , Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

TS,

Enclosure: Maps of NW Corridor Altemnatives/Survey Corridors
Map of Area of Potential Effects

cc: Monica Paviik, FHWA Colorado Division
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Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6

Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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Nicki Fauble

Historic Preservation Board

Office of Planning and Development
City of Golden

1445 10" Street

Golden, CO 80401

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Ms. Fanble:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHEWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed altematives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Histotic Preservation Act, as amended {Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeldng the assistance of Jocal
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the City of Golden Planning and Development
Department the opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as
provided in Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(*FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB”) alignment is
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similar to the TB/FB salignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as

* the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Melntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification _

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the transportation altemative corridors (“survey comridors”) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
cnsure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. QOur assessment of significance will be based on,
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Altematives/Survey Corridors
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Map of Area of Potential Effects

ce: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Catol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO :
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Barbara Pahl

National Trust for Historic Preservation
Mountains/Plains Regional Office

535 16th Street, Suite 750

Denver, CO 80202

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Staternent

Dear Ms. Pahl:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in caoperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coardinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evalnation process, a review of historic properties
Is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation altemative (see attached
map). “Historic properties™ are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amaended (Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic propérties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the National Trust the opportunity to participate as a
consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section 800.3(H(1) of the
regulation.

-,

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached roaps. The tollway (“TB™) and freeway
(“FB") alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB") alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
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crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth altemative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
the TB/F'B alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archasological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the lettethead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
tegulation.

If you require additiona! information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

%Br&d Beckham, Manager -
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Map of Area of Potential Effects
Maps of NW Corridor Altematives/Survey Corridors
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Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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Rebecca Young

JTefferson County Historical Society
P.0. Box 703

Evergreen, CO 80437

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Ms. Young:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Cormridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 f corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NREHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended {Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800}. We are seeking the assistance of local
comumunities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Jefferson County Historical Society the
opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB") and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB”) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
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the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.

Historic Pronerties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield™)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors”) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing,

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
reguiation. -

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Brad Beckham, Manager

Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
Maps of Area of Potential Effects
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ce: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6 .
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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September 7, 2005

Kevin Standbridge

Assistant City and County Manager
City and County of Broomfield
One Descombe Drive

Broomfield, CO 80020

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Mr. Standbridge:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHEWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Departrment of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 470f) and its implementing reguiations (36 CFR 800), We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the City and County of Broomfield the opportunity
to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section
800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major fransportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB™) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and McIntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.




Mr. Standbridge
September 7, 2003
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Histeric Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the pracess of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archacology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2} a reconnaissance (“windshield”)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™ to identify buildings, structures and
features {e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
propetty records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. Jf you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms, Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly

PR

ad Bec Manager '
Environmental Programs Branch

urs,

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
Map of APE

cc: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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September 8, 2005

Mr. Kim Grant

Chair, HOTA Design Committee
Historic Olde Town Arvada
5727 Webster Street

Arvada, CO 80002

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
‘ Staternent :

Dear Mr. Grant: .

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Fmpact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfleld, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
1s being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties™ are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.8.C. 470%) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communifies and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic propertics, and to help
identify issnes that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer Olde Town Arvada the opportunity to participate as
a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section 800.3(f)(1) of the
regulation.

Desgription of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvewments between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parlcway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and fransit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch, The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before commecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield, The regional arterial (“RB™) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
the TB/FB alignment but alse includes improvements to Indiana and McIntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58.
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Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield™)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors”) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors, Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any infonmation you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause aiterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SBPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation. '

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258. :

Very truly yours,

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Altemnatives/Survey Corridors
Map of APE
ce! Monica Pavlik, FHWA. Colorado Division

Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6

Jason Marmor, Cultvral Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorade SHPO
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September 8, 2005

Linda Cherrington
Westminster Historical Society
P.O.Box 492

Westminster, CO 80036

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Ms. Cherrington:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP),

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constitutes a federal updertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended {Section 106, 16
U.S.C. 4701} and its implementing regulations (36 CFR. 800). We are seeking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the nndertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Westminster Historical Society the opportunity
to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section
800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Propesed Action

The agencies noted above have j ointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration inclnde freeway, tollway and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The toliway (“TB™) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parlcway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB™) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same aligniment as
the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Melntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58. '
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Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield™)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3} an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-
level architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridofs. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NREP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Qur assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing,

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a staternent of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation. :

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258. :

m, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of Area of Potential Effects
Maps of NW Corridor Altematives/Survey Corridors

cc: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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Wheat Ridge Historical Society

4610 Robb Street

Wheat Ridge, CO 80215

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

To Whom it May Concemn:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed altérnatives pass through portions of
Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic properties
is being conducted within 600 f corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see attached
map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are listed or
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by the FHWA, and therefore constifutes a federal undertaking requiring
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16
U.8.C. 470f) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are secking the assistance of local
communities and historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help
identify issues that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that
end, FHWA and CDOT would like to formally offer the Wheat Ridge Historical Society the opportunity
to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section
800.3(£)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkoway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration inchide freeway, tollway and transit options, Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB”) and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. The TB/FB alignment then follows Indiana Strest along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads
northeast on the west side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting
with the Northwest Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB”) alignment is
similar to the TB/FB alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than
crossing Leyden Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as
the TB/FB alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending
southward to SH 58. .
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Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted, or are in the process of conducting 1) a file
search through the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to
identify previously recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield™)
survey of the transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and
features (e.g., ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s
property records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resoiirces survey; and 4) an intensive-
leve] architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To
ensure that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance
by identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 ft on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archacological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. Additionally, we are
conducting research on properties not previously evaluated for the NREP within the project area to
determine their architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance will be based on
established NRHP eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important
historical resources are considered,

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact
Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

)Y

truly yours,

eckiram, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosure: Maps of NW Comidor Alternatives/Survey Corridors
Map of Area of Potential Effects

ce: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorade Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHW A Liaison, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation-
Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPO
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September 13, 2005

Ms. Georgianna Contiguglia

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1300 Broadway

Denver, CO 80203

SUBIJECT: Section 106 Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Contiguglia:

This letter and the attached pages constitute FHWA. and CDOT's request for SHPO cornment on the Area
of Potential Effects (APE) and cultural resource survey methodology for the Northwest Corridor
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation
with the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is
coordinating an EIS for the Northwest Corridor transportation atternatives between the Northwest
Parlcway near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through
portions of Jefferson and Broomfield Counties.

Description of the Proposed Action

Transportation improvements under consideration inchude freeway, tollway, and transit options. Four
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. The tollway (“TB") and freeway
(“FB”) alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following US
6 and SH 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden Gulch. The TB/FB
alignment then follows Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and heads northeast on the west
side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting with the Northwest .
.Patkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The regional arterial (“RB”) alignment is similar to the TB/FB
alignment but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than crossing Leyden
Gulch. The fourth alternative, designated “TB/RB + PC”, follows the same alignment as the TB/FB
alignment but also includes improvements to Indiana and Mclntyre Streets extending southward to SH 58,

Section 106 Consultation

On July 12, 2005, Steve Sherman and Lisa Schoch of CDOT and Jason Marmor of Felsburg, Holt, &
Ullevig met with Amy Pallante of your office to discuss the proposed APE for this project. During that
meeting, the proposed APE and survey methodology issues were discussed with Ms. Pallante, Agreement
was reached on the following issues:

Area of Potential Effects (APE)
. Ms. Pailante recommended that APE expand or shrink depending upon the nature of the
anticipated impacts, and the proximity and integrity of resources subject to impacts. An
example was made of a rectangular, apparently agricultural parcel that abuts the project’s
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Survey Metho

north end. Ifa farm building complex is located at the far, opposite end of the parcel, it
should be examined and the entire parcel brought into the APE.

Where Right-of-Entry (ROE) arrangements are not in place, the APE was expanded, This
boundary can be revised once the ROE situation is resolved.

It may be necessary to determine through archival research the historical boundaries of
properties field evaluated as NRHP-eligible. The historic boundary may be useful as a
basis for establishing a site boundary which is necessary for assessing effects under
Section 106. Such research is not necessary to establish boundaries for NRIIP-ineligible
sites.

For the archaeological survey it is appropriate to utilize an arbitrary “buffer” as an APE
for direct effects to archaeological sites. However, it was suggested that Centennial
Archaeology extend the APE around the big stone circle site near Leyden Gulch
(5TF3195).

The APE boundary was expanded to include the entire Rocky Flats Plant complex
(5IF1014, 5]JF1227), which is an officially NRHP-eligible or listed historic district. The
boundary was expanded to encompass the property assuming the district boundaries
correspond to the legal boundaries containing a vast amount of undeveloped land.

dology
Historic canals (e.g., Farmer’s Highline Canal) that intersect Indiana and
MelIntyre Streets should be recorded as larger contiguous segments rather than as
a series of very short segments.

Ms. Pallante suggested that GIS information be sent to the SHPO to facilitate her
office’s review of the effects determinations. FHU will investigate whether they
can provide the shape files and other electronic data for use in ESRI ArcView, or
if they can supply print-outs of GIS data on an aerial photo base. This will enable
Section 106 effects to be readily determined and may streamline the review
process.

Consnlting Parties Identification

For your information, FHWA/CDOT contacted thirteen local preservation commissions, historical
societies, cities, and counties requesting participation as consulting parties in the Section 106 process for
this project. Copies of these letters were recently forwarded to your office.

We hereby request your comment on the Section 106 consultation for the APE and methodology. Your
response is necessary for the Federal Highway Administration’s compliance with Section 106 of the

National Histo

ric Preservation Act, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations.

If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process, please contact

Ms. Schoch at

(303) 512-4258.
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Very truly yours,
-~
-

" Brad Bedkham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

M

Eunclosures: Maps of Area of Potential Effects
Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives/Survey Corridors

ce: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
F/CF/RF
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HISTORICAL
SOCIETY

The Colorado History Museum 1300 Broadway Denver, Colorado 806203-2137

September 18, 2005

Brad Beckham

Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportafion
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: Section 106 Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environment Impact Statement,
Broomfield and Jefferson Counties, CO. (CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

Thank you for your correspondence dated September 13, 2005 and received by our on
September 14, 2005 regarding the above-mentioned project.

After review of the submitted information, we agree with the boundaries of the proposed
Area of Potential Effects (APE). We also agree with the survey methodology for the
identification of historic resources within the APE.

We request being involved irt the consultation process with the local government, which
as stipulated in 36 CFR 800.3 is required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other
consulting parties. Additional information provided by the local government or consulting
parties might cause our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect findings.

Please note that our compliancs letter does not end the 30-day review period provided
to other consulting parties.

i we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106
Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-4678.

Sincerely,
Georgianna Contiguglia
State Historic Preservation Officer







September 16, 2005

Lisa Schoch

Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

RE: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor EIS
Dear Ms. Schoch:

This letter is to inform you that the Town of Superior is interested in participating as a
consulting party for the Northwest Corridor EIS under section 106. We are specifically
interested in preserving two historic properties that are located within the Town of
Superior. One is the Superior Historic Cemetery that is located along US Highway 36
across from Avista Adventist Hospital. The cemetery is registered as a historic site with
Boulder County. The second site is Grasso Park which is located behind the Superior
Town Hall at 124 E. Coal Creek Drive. Grasso Park is registered with the State of
Colorado as a historic site. I am not sure if either or both of those locations fall within
your site study but I wanted to make sure you were aware of them in case they do.

Please let me know if you have any questions and I look forward fo participating in this

process.

Sincerely,

}j {r}vv,,wéé-i. ’S }_}.LLWV\

v

Jennifer S. Dunn

Recreation Supervisor- Community Services

124 E. Coal Creek Drive = Superior, CO 80027 » {303) 490-3675
Fax: (303) 499-3677 » www.townafsuperior.com
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september 26, 2005

Lisa Schoch

CDOT Senior Staff Historian
Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Departiment of Transportation.
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation. Northwest Corridor
Environmental Impact Statement

The City of Golden (“City™) accepts the Colorado Department of Transportation’s
(“CDOT™) offer for the City to participate as a consulting party in the consultation
regarding the Northwest Corridor project, as provided under 36 C.ER. §
800.2(c)(3). The City is the local government with jurisdiction over areas in which
the effects of the proposed project are most likely to occur. The City is proud of its
unique historic role in the State as, among other things, the first Territorial Capitol.

However, the City objects strongly to the proposed Area of Potential Effect
(“APE”) identified in the letter from Brad Beckham to Nicki Fauble of the City
dated September 7, 2005. The APE shown on the maps attached to Mr. Beckham’s
letter appear to be limited to the right-of-way for the proposed project and may or
may not mclude the “survey corridors™ fo be located within 300 feet of the proposed
roadway centerline.

This APE is far too limited at this early stage in the process, because it would only
cover direct impacts associated with highway construction and only some noise or
other indirect effects. Part 800 clearly indicates that the APE must encompass the
“geographic area within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause
alternations in the character or use of historic properties.” 36 C.F.R. § 800.16(d).
‘The bisection of the historic comummity of Golden, visual impacts, noise and air
pollution, and massive indirect effects on land use, traffic and other considerations
all indicate that the proposed project has the potential to have significant
detrimental impacts to the City’s extensive historic resources well beyond the
narrow APE identified by CDOT.




Instead, the APE in the Golden area should include the entire area between North
and South Table Mountains on the East and the tops of the foothills on the West.
The City looks forward to working with CDOT to identify historic resources within
this area and securing additional information to determine the extent of i impacts to
historic resources.

Please contact me at 303-384-8095 or sglueck@ci.golden.co.us if you have any
questions regardmg this matter.

. Steve Glueck;
*; Director of Planning and Development
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October 5, 2005

Ms. Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian
Environmental Programs Branch

Colorado Department of Transportation

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

RE: Northwest Corridor EIS; Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation
Dear Ms, Shoch:

I am writing in response to correspondence from Mr. Brad Beckham dated September 8,
2005, seeking the assistance of local communities and historic preservation organizations in the
Section 106 process for the Northwest Corridor EIS project. This correspondence came
addressed to me as the Chair, HOTA Design Committee, which is no longer applicable.
However, in my capacity as grants administrator for the City of Arvada, I have been involved in
a number of historic surveys and preservation projects in the community and northern Jefferson
County, including one with possible direct impact on the above referenced project. Therefore, I
would like to participate as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106 guidelines.

In late 2003, the Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (OAHP) at the
Colorado Historical Society carried out a cultural resources survey and mapping effort for the
site known at The Brookes Stone Circle Site, Resource Number 5JF3195. The site is located on
the mesa top to the east-southeast of the intersection of Highway 93 and Leyden Road. The site
consists of 100 complete and approximately 20 incomplete stone circles scattered over 62 acres.
It is a excellent example of an extensive stone circle site—very few of which have been
identified along the Front Range. The City of Arvada is interested in pursuing additional
archaeological work at the site and is preparing to submit an application for such work to the
State Historical Fund.

Because at least two of the four preliminary alignments identified for the Northwest
Parkway have the potential to impact the site, and because the handful of citizens who know
about it have expressed their concerns to mysslf and to other city staff, we are interested in
assisting with the Section 106 review. We also are aware of the importance that the parkway
project has to the City of Arvada, and stand ready to assist in any way we can. Please feel free to

Grants Administrator .o fof
City of Arvada "“ N el

cc:  William Ray, Deputy City Manager "
Gordon Reusink, Director, Parks, Golf & Hospitality Services

P.O. Box 8101 4 8101 RaitsTON RoabD &4 ArRvaDA, COLORADO 4 80001-8101







BEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MEMORANDUM

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 P ey
(3%%) ?rS'i’-Qgﬁ ° DEPARTMENT OF YRANSPORTATICN
TO: Steve Sherman, Region § Environmental

FROM: Lis% och, Environmental Programs Branch

DATE: October 6, 2005

RE: - Northwest Corridor EiS, Section 106 Process Update, SA 14658

As you know, on September 7, 2005, CDOT sent correspondence inviting a variety of municipalities,
counties, and historic preservation groups to participate as consulting parties under Section 106 of the
National Higtoric Preservation Act. To date, we have received responses from three groups who would
like to participate in the process: the Town of Superior, the City of Golden, and the City of Arvada. | have
attached copies of their responses for your file. Copies have also been sent to the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPQ), FHWA, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation for their files. All
the parties have identified specific histeric resources of concern, and the City of Golden made specific
comments regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for the project. 1 plan to prepare a response fo
the City of Golden regarding their concerns about the APE,

Altached is also the response from the SHPO regarding the APE and methodology letter we sent on
September 13, 2005. The SHPO has agreed with the boundaries of the proposed APE and with the
survey methodology for the project,

I will forward any additional lefters once { receive them. Please calt me with any questions at (303)-512-
4258,

Cc: Monica Pavlik, FHWA

File/CFIRF
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WESTMINSTER

October 11, 2005

Ms. Lisa Schoch

Sentor Staff Historian

Colorado Department of Transportation
4201 East Atkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222

Re:

Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation
Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement

Deéar Mr. Beckham:

This letter is in response to the letter from Mr. Brad Beckham, Manager of the
Eavironmental Programs Branch, concemning the Section 106 Historic Properties
Consultation process for the Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Staternent..

The Westminster Historic Landmark Board appreciates the opportunity to participate
as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process for the Northwest
Corridor EIS. The City of Westminster is a Certified Local Government and has
enacted an ordinance that includes the following statement of demonstrated interest
in historic properties, as stipulated by Section 106:

The purpose of this chapter is to promote the public health, safety and
welfare through:

The protection, enhancement, perpetuation and use of buildings,
structures, sites and areas that are reminders of past eras, events and
persons important in local, state or national history, or which provide
significant examples of architectural styles of the past, or which are
unique and irmreplaceable assets to the City and its neighborhoods, or
which provide for this and future generations examples of the physical
surroundings in which past generations lived;

The development and maintenance of appropriate settings and
environments for such buildings and structures, and in such sites and
areas;

The enhancement of property values, the stabilization of neighborhoods
and areas of the City, the increase of economic and financial benefits to
the City and its inhabitants, and the promotion of visitor trade and
interest;



CDOT Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation
Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
October 11, 2005

4. The preservation and enhancement of a City of varied architectural
styles, reflecting the distinct phases of its history: cultural, social,
economic, political and architectural;

5. The enrichment of human life in its spiritual, educational and cultural
dimensions by fostering knowledge of the living heritage of the past; and

6. The provision of educational opportunities and to increase the
appreciation of local and state history.

Westminster Municipal Code, section 11-13-1(B).

The City of Westminster has not designated any local historic landmarks in the
survey corridor, however, we would like to draw your attention to the following
historic structures and sites that may be within or near the survey corridors that you
are studying. For further information about these properties, you should contact
Kandi McKay or Charles McKay, at the Church Ranch Cormporate Center, 10050
Wadsworth Boulevard, Westminster, CO 80021, phone: (303) 469-1873. The
properties are:

1. 9175 Indiana Street
2. 24240 and 24230, Highway 72
3. 9600 Indiana Street

Please include the City of Westminster in further communications on historic
propetrties in or near the city boundaries.

Very truly yours,

Vicky Bunsen
Community Development
Programs Coordinator



MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80222

{303} 757-9259 DEPARTHENT OF TRAGSTORT ATION
DATE: October 27, 2005

TO: Steve Sherman, Region 6

FROM: Lisa Schoch, Environmental Programs Branch

SUBJECT: Northwest Corridor EIS, Section 106 Consulting Party Status, S4. 14658

Attached is a copy of a letter from the City of Westminster in which they request Section 106 consulting
party status for the Northwest Corridor EIS. The City of Westminster identified some specific histori¢
resources of concern. We need to determine if these properties are within the APE and whether they will
be evaluated in the intensive-level survey.

We have currently received responses from the groups listed below. You should have copies of all of
these response letters in your file. Copies of these letters have also been forwarded to the SHPO.

City of Arvada

City of Golden

Town of Superior
City of Westminster

If you have any questionis or concerns, please contact me at 303-512-4258.

cc: Monica Pavilk, FHWA.
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison ACHP
Jason Marmor, FHU
File/CF/RF






BEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADO

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorade 80222
(303) 757-9259 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION

March 8, 2006

Ms. Georgianna Contiguglia

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1300 Broadway

Denver, CO 80203

SUBJECT: Determination of Eligibility for 5TF3854, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Broomfield and Jeffersen Counties

Dear Ms. Contiguglia;

This leter and the attached documents constitute a request for concurrence on an eligibility determination
for one property associated with the project referenced above. The Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Ammy
Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between
the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden. The proposed alternatives pass through
portions of Jefferson and Broomfield Counties.

We consulted with your office regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September
2005. At this time we are requesting concurrence on eligibility only for the Golden Fire Brick Company
Plant (5JF3854), as this will assist the EIS project team with other tasks in the NEPA caompliance process.
The survey report and site forms for additional properties will be submitted separately at a later date.

The Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) produced locally-quarried bricks from the 1870s until
around 1960. Although it was once an important business in the Golden area, FHWA and CDOT have
determined that the site as it exists today lacks sufficient integrity and is not eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRIP). Please see the site form for more detailed information.

We request your concurrence with, this determination of eligibility. Your response is necessary for the
Federal Highway Administration’s compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations.

H }‘rou require additional information or have any questions, please contact CDQT Senior Staff Historian
Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very truly yours,

rad Betkham, Manager E@EDWE@

ﬁﬂ’ Environmental Programs Branch
MAR 59 2008

Enclosures: Site form for STF3854

FELSBURG, HOLT & ULLEVIG

[ Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
=i Marmor, Felsburs Holt & Ullevig
FICE, TS R R R






STATE OF COLORADO
o7

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Enviranmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 z
{303) 757-9259 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION

March 8, 2006

Mr. Kim Grant

City of Arvada Finance Dept.
P.O.Box 8101

8101 Ralston Road

Arvada, CO 80001-8101

SUBJECT: Determination of Eligibility for SJTF3854, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Mr. Grant:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comsments on
Determinations of Eligibility for one property associated with the project referenced above. The Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of Transportation
(CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest Corridor
transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden.
The proposed alternatives pass through portions of Jefferson and Broomfield Counties.

We consulted with your office regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September
2005. Atthis time we are requesting comments on eligibility only for the Golden Fire Brick Company

" Plant (5JF3854), as this will assist the EIS project team with other tasks in the NEPA compliance process.
The survey report and site forms for additional properties will be submitted separately at a later date.

The Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) produced locally-quarried bricks from the 1870s until
around 1960. Although it was once an important business in the Golden area, FHWA and CDOT have
determined that the site as it exists today lacks sufficient integrity and is not efigible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Please sce the site form for more detailed information.

As a local preservation group with a potential interest in this historic ptoperty, we welcome your
conunents regarding our determination of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you do
so within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you have questions or require additional information, please
contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian Lisa Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

If you require additional information or have any questions, please contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian
Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Very trab
\@;M

%Brad Becklfam, Manager
. Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Site form for 5173854

OUrS,

ee: Monica Pavik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
EJasniManrFelsbur Holb & Mile
FICF/RF







STATE OF COLORADOQO

BEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 =
(303} 757-9259 . DEFARTHENT OF TRANSFORTATION

March 8, 2006

Ms. Vicky Bunsen

City of Westminster

Dept. of Community Development
4800 W. 92" Avenne
Westminster, CO 80031

SUBJECT: Determination of Eligibility for 5JF3854, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Bunseq:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comments on
Determinations of Eligibility for one property associated with the project referenced above. The Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of Transportation
(CDOT) and the U.S. Army Cormps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest Corridor
transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden.
The proposed alternatives pass through portions of Jefferson and Broomfield Counties.

We consulted with your office regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September
2005. At this time we are requesting comments on eligibility only for the Golden Fire Brick Company
Plant (5JF3854), as this will assist the EIS project team with other tasks in the NEPA. compliance process.
The survey report and site forms for additional properties will be submitted separately at a later date.

The Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5J7F3854) produced locally-quartied bricks from the 1870s until
around 1960. Although it was once an important business in the Golden area, FHWA and CDOT have
determined that the site as it exists today lacks sufficient integrity and is not eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Please see the site form for more detailed information.

As a local preservation group with a potential interest in this historic property, we welcome your
comments regarding our determination of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you do
o within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you have questions or require additional information, please
contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian Lisa Schoeh at (303) 512-4258.

If you require additional information or have any questions, please contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian
Schoch at (303} 512-4258.

Enclosures: Site form for SIF3854

[ Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorade Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region6
& VadGne arsier, Felshimg Hott & ilevig *
F/CF/RF






DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADC

Emvironmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 T S e A s
(303} 757-9259 DEFARTHENT GF TNANSPORTATION

March 8, 2006

Mz, Sieve Glueck

City of Golden

Planning & Development
1445 Tenth Street
Golden, CO 80401

SUBJECT: Determination of Eligibility for 5JF3854, Northwest Cormridor Environmental Impact
Staternent, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Mr. Glueck:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comments on
Determinations of Bligibility for one property associated with the project referenced above. The Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of Transportation
(CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest Corridar
transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parlcway near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden,
The proposed alternatives pass through portions of Jefferson and Broomfield Counties.

We consulted with your office regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September
2005. At this time we are requesting comments on eligibility only for the Golden Fire Brick Company
Plant (5JF3854), as this will assist the EIS project team with other tasks in the NEPA corhpliance process.
The survey report and site forms for additional properties will be submitted separately at a later date.

The Goiden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) produced locally-quarried bricks from the 1870s until
around 1960. Although it was once an important business in the Golden area, FHWA and CDOT have
determined that the site as it exists today lacks sufficient integrity and is not eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRFIP). Please see the site form for more detailed information.

As alocal preservation group with a potential interest in this historic property, we welcome your
comments regarding our determination of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you do
se within 30 days of receipt of this Jetter. If you have questions or require additional information, please
contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian Lisa Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

If you require additional information or have any questions, please contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian
Schoch at (303) 512-4258,

Very truly yours,

Brad Becklfam, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosuras: Site form for SJF3834

ool Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colomdo Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6 et
“-Jason-Maroor; Eelshirg Flolt & Glisvig ~ ©
F/CF/RF







DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPCORTATION

STATE OF COLORADOQO

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Benver, Colorado 80222
(303) 767-9258 DEFARTMENT OF THANSPGRTATION

March §, 2006

Ms. Jemmifer Dunn
Town of Superior

124 E. Coal Creek Drive
Superior, CO 80027

SUBJECT: Determination of Eligibility for 5SJF3854, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Staternent, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Dunn:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comments on
Determinations of Eligibility for one property associated with the project referenced above. The Federal
Highway Administration (FHW. A), in cooperation with the Coloradoe Department of Transportation
(CDOT) and the U.8. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest Corridor
transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden.
The proposed altematives pass through portions of Jefferson and Broomfield Counties.

We consulted with your office regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September
2003. At this time we are requesting comments on eligibility only for the Golden Fire Brick Company
Plant (5JF3854), as this will assist the EIS project team with other tasks in the NEPA compliance prooess.
The survey report and site forms for additional properties will be submitted separately at a later date.

The Golden Fire Brick Corapany Plant (5JF3854) produced locally-quarried bricks from the 1870s until
around 1960. Although it was once an important business in the Golden area, FHWA and CDOT have
determined that the site as it exists today lacks sufficient integrity and is ot eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Please see the site form for more detailed information.

As a local preservation group with a potential interest in this historic property, we welcome your
comments regarding our determination of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you do
so within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you have questions or require additional information, please
contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian Lisa Schoch at {303) 512-4258.

If you require additional information or have any questions, please contact CDOT Sernior Staff Historian
Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

Manager
Enviropmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Site form for 5JF3854

Ge: Monica Pavlilky, FEEWA Colorado Division
_ Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
SRES MATTGE FE ShnrgHolt & Ulleyigr,
F/CF/RF :
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March 13, 2006

Brad Beckham

Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: Determination of Eligibility for 5JF.3854, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties. (CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

Thank you for your correspondence dated March 8, 2006 and received by our office on
March 9, 2006 regarding the above-mentioned project.

After review of the submitted information, we request scheduling a site visit in order for
our staff to gain a better understanding of resource 5JF.3854/Golden Fire Brick
Company Plant. '

We request being involved in the consultation process with the local government, which
as stipulated in 36 CFR 800.3 is required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other
consulting parties. Additional information provided by the local government or consulting
parties might cause our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect findings.

Please note that our compliance letter does not end the 30-day review period provided
to other consulting parties.

If we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106
Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-4678.

Sincerely,

/ "
N ediae
T .
I Georgianna Contigugli
State Historic Preservation Officer
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The Colorado History Museum 1300 Broadway Denver, Colorado 80203-2137

March 16, 2006

Brad Beckham

Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: Determination of Eligibility for 5JF.3854, Northwest Corridor Envifonmentai Impact
Statement. (CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

On March 15, 2006, Amy Pallante of our staff participated in a site visit with Lisa Schoch
to the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant/resource 5JF.3854. As a result of the site visit,
we have additional comments regarding the National Register eligibility of the property.
Please see our comments below. '

o We request additional information regarding the integrity of the brick yard located
directly south of the modern batch plant. According to the 1938 Sanborn map for
the area, two sidings appear in the brick yard storage area. Currently, historic
bricks stamped with the “Golden” label are stacked in this area. Does the brick
yard confribute to the overall site of the Golden Fire Brick Company?

* Inregards to the Manager's House, we believe the building to be significant at
the local level in architecture as a good representative example of the Italian
Renaissance style. The building is also an excellent example of workmanship
and method of construction in regards to the use of molded bricks made at the
Golden Fire Brick Company. We also believe that the building is significant in the
area of industry for its significant association to the Golden Fire Brick Company.

» Inregards to the Golden Fire Brick Company Office and Weighing Station, we
believe the building and weighing station are significant in the area of industry for
their significant associations to the Golden Fire Brick Company. We also believe
the building is significant at the local level in the area of architecture as a good
example of workmanship in regards to the use of decorative bricks made at the
Golden Fire Brick Company, and as a good representative example of a front-
gable utilitarian building used as the company headquarters. Together, both ‘ghe
Manager's House and Golden Fire Brick Compariy Office and Weighing Station
contribute to the overall history of the significant Golden Fire Brick Compangig £3%

e Please provide and justify a National Register boundary. o - .




Once we receive the following information, we will be able to continue consultation
regarding the eligibifity of the resource.

We request being involved in the consultation process with the local government, which
as stipulated in 36 CFR 800.3 is required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other
consulting parties. Additional information provided by the local government or consulting
parties might cause our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect findings.
Please note that our compliance letter does not end the 30-day review period provided
to other consulting parties.

if we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106
Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-4678.

Sincerely,

‘;Dr Georgianna Contigugli
State Historic Preservation Officer

/

CHS #42356
March 16, 2006
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Aprﬂ 7, 2006

Brad Beckham Manager
Environmental Programs Branch
Department of Transportation
4201 E. Arkansas Averme
Denver, CO 80401

Re:  Determination of Eligibility for 5JF3854, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Broomiield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Mr. Beckham:

The City of Golden is in receipt of your March 8, 2006 letter on the above referenced matter.
The City has a number of comments regarding the current subject matter and the lack of
response to our deep concerns regarding the September 2005 “consultation” you referenced.
As discussed below, because of the inadequacy of the analysis of the site STF3854 provided so
far, we will likely have additional comments forwarded on this matier. We trust that your
request for comment within 30 days of receipt of your March 8, 2005 letter was a request for
timely review and not a legally mandated time constraint, and that additional comments
submitted after that date will be accorded full consideration as well. Af this time, the
comments of the City of Golden are as follows: : :

» The City repeats its strong objection to the proposed determination contained in your
September 7, 2005 letter that the Area of Potential Effects (APE) would be limited to an
extremely narrow cormridor measuring 300 feet from centerline of the various alternative
alignments. This APE is far too limited at this early stage in the process, because it
would only cover direct impacts associated with highway construction and only some
noise or other indirect effects. Part 800 clearly indicates that the APE must encompass
the “geographic area within which an undertaling may directly or indirectly cause
alterations in the character or use of historic properties.” 36 C.F.R. § 800.16(d). The
hisection of the historic community of Golden, visual impacts, noise and air pollution,
and massive indirect effects on land use, traffic and other considerations all indicate that
the proposed project has the potential to have significant detrimental iropacts to the
City’s extensive historic resources well beyond the narrow APE identified by CDOT.
Instead, the APE in the Golden area should include the entire arca between Nogth and
South Table Mountains cn the East and the tops of the focothills on the West.

o The lack of respense to our September 26, 2003, comwaenis sand ohjociion to the
proposed APE 1s also troubling. The City obj%* i vousr characierigation of that
exchange of letters as “consultation” as would be nacessary to meet ithe federal
reguiremasnts.



-]

In your March 8, 2006, letter, you indicate that “at this time” you are asking for
comments only on the one site, and that survey report forms for other sites will be
submitted separately at a later date. The City of Golden requires a list of all properties
where survey reports and site forms are being prepared in order to properly assess this
site and complete our comments. The list should incorporate all areas within Golden as
well as unincorporated Jefferson County areas up to W. 64 Avenue, for all alternatives.

Starting with the Management Data Form, the first question is why a new site number
has been designated. As noted in the Cultural Resource Re-evaluation Form, a site
number has been previously assigned (5JF2574) for the most significant historic
structure on the site. In this case, it would have been proper to retain that site number
and expand the report and evaluation to the larger site. That original site evaluation,
filed with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), did find the Brickyard House
to be field eligible. This finding was buried in the middle of the materials supplied.
Neither the condition of the structure nor the overall site has changed since that
evaluation in 2001. Further, there is no discussion why the earlier eligibility assessment
was incorrect. These are critical defects of analysis.

Given that the report portrays the overall site as a combination of features and areas, it
would have made more sense to consider the potentially contributing and non-
contributing characteristics of the various elements of the site rather than labeling 3
features and then performing one superficial review of the site, with no recognition of
the potentially eligible role of the various features. Alternatively, the analysis should
have considered the potential that the site constitutes disconnected districts that should
or could be designated. It does not supply sufficient analysis to support the final
conclusion.

The City strongly objects to the information presented on page 3 of 4 of the
Management Data Form. The forms seem to blur the distinct analyses of site historical
qualities and site condition. It is essential that the analysis carefully separate these
analyses and more carefully document the findings, which are currently conclusory.

o For question 32, the site appears to be “associated with events that have made a
significant contribution to the broad tEa‘rtem of our history.” The brickmaking
industry of the second half of the 19 century was one of the driving forces of
settlement of the Front Range and a critical industry in Golden that shaped both
the built and non-built environments, including other nearby remnants of clay
mining and brick making north of Golden.

o The site and structures may in fact be “associated with the lives of persons
significant to our past”. The consultant review was too superficial to make such
a determination.

o The report should have specifically addressed the brick detailing and other
elements of construction on the Brickyard House (Feature 1), as described in the
various resources mentioned on the Cultural Resource Re-Evaluation Form,



prior to making a determination regarding whether the architecture of the
building “embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of
construction..” The evaluation is entirely conclusory and incomplete.

o The site obviously has local significance, with an argument for state
significance. Local significance is demonstrated by the amount of research and
assessment for the Brickyard House.

o For Question 33, the form provides no support for the bald assertion that the
architectural condition is “deteriorated”; the office structure (feature 2) has only
been vacant a few years. Both structures have intact roofs and could be restored
and reused. :

o Similarly, while the central core of the site has experienced measurable
disturbance, there is no real justification for characterizing the amount of
disturbance of the overall site as heavy.

o The documentation has no analysis of the historic values of any of the brick and other.
artifacts left on the site and/or the possibility of any subsurface resources from the furn
of the Century.

e It should also be noted that the City of Golden is the current owner of the westerly 29
acres of the 54 acre site contained in this evaluation, including the Brickyard House.
The City is in the process of reviewing and considering an application for local historic
designation of the Brickyard House, and will further seek proposals from individuals
seeking to restore and use this structure. ‘

e As aresult of the failure to sufficiently consider the various features and elements of the
site, and the disjointed method of reporting, it is the City of Golden’s position that the
report and evaluation should be redone and resubmitted for comment to all consulting
parties.

Please advise us of your intended actions regarding the incomplete consultation on the APE as
well as this specific site evaluation.

7 A

- Steve Glueck,
Director of Planning and Development

Sincerely,

Cc: Mark Wolfe, SHPO






STATE OF COLORAL

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 7
3

Environrmental Programs Branch
42()] East Arkansas Avenue o
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May 16, 2006

Ms. Georgianna Contiguglia

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1300 Broadway

Denver, CO 80203

SUBJECT: Eligibility Determinations (Archaeological Resources), CDOT Project STU R600-214,
Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement, Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson
Counties

Dear Ms. Contignglia:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the archaeological resources survey report and associated site

forms for the CDOT project referenced above. The Federal Highway Administration FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation (CDQT) are studying potential enhancements to the existing
transportation system between the western terminus of the Northwest Parkway in Broomfield County,

and the freeway system of State Highways 58 and 470, and Interstate 70 to the south in Jefferson

County. Two alignment altemnatives (the Highway 93 alternative and the Indiana/Mclntyre alternative)

are being intensively studied, the results of which will be made available for public review and comment in
an Environmental Impact Statement. A more detailed description of the project and alternatives, inﬁuding
maps, is present in the accompanying report. Please note that the two alternatives are coincident for
nearly 8 miles in the northem portion of the project area.

Centennial Archaeology, Inc., under contract to environmental and engineering consultant Felsburg, Holt
and Ullevig, conducted an intensive inventory of the alternative alignments in 2005, Thirty-nine
archaeological sites and two isolated finds were reevaliated or newly recorded during survey of the Area
of Potential Effect, which corresponds to the proposed area of direct impacts. Four sites and one isolate
are common to both alternatives. Twenty-nine sites and both isolated finds are assessed as not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), whereas the remaining ten sites are evaluated
as NRHP eligible (five sites per altemative). The NRHP eligible localities, all of which are in Jefferson
County, include three segments of railroad (5JF53.3, 51F53.4, 5]F 519.8), six segments of three different
historic irrigation ditches (SJ¥250.6, 57F250.7, 5JF267.1, 5JF267.8, 5JF848.5, 5JF848.6) and one
prehistoric stone circle site (SFF3195). Pages 7-2 and 7-3 in the report contain tables showing the
breakdown of all documented resources by alternative.

Detailed information concerning the survey and all of the sites summarized above is present in the report.
Effects to the NRHP eligible archaeological resources will be ascertained in the future, and we will
coordinate with your office when better information in that tegard is available. At this time we request
your concurrence only with the eligibility determinations outlined herein. Note that the results of a survey
of historic architectural properties for the NW Corridor will be forwarded to 'your office separately, and
copies of both documents will be forwarded to Section 106 consuliing parties concurrent with submittal of
the history report to you. Also, please be aware that one complex of standing historic architectural
features is contained in the archaeology report (5JF3853, Feature 7), as it is within a larger clay mining
site that exhibits archaeological remains.
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If you have questions or require additional information in order to complete your review, please contact
CDOT Senior Staff Archaeologist and Cultural Resource Section Manager Dan Jepson at (303)757-9631.

Very truly yours,

3rad B eckham, Manager
Environimental Programs Branch

Enclosurss

. CF



HISTORICAL
SOCIETY

The Colorado History Museum 1200 Broadway Denvey, Colorado 80203-2137

May 25, 2006

Brad Beckham

Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: CDOT Project STU R600-214, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
statement, Eligibility Determinations for Archaeological Resources. (CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

Thank you for your correspondence dated May 16, 2006 and received by our office on
May 18, 2006 regarding the above-mentioned project.

After review of the submitted information, we concur with the finding of not eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places for the resources listed below.

5JF.2247/Rio Grande Railroad Underpass Bndge
5JF.2631/Parfet Mine and Clay Pit
5JF.2634

5JF.3853

5J8.3915

5JF.3916

5JE.3917

SJF.3919/Blanchard Well

e 5JF.3922

o 5JF.3923

e 5JF.337/Croke Canal

Q@ & 8 O ¢ O

]

@

After review of the submitted information, we concur that the segments listed below do
not support the overall eligibility of the entire linear resource, However, we do not
concur with the findings of not eligible forthe entire linear resources since the entire
length of the resources were not surveyed and recorded.



e 5JF.848.1/Welch Ditch segment.

e 5JF.3914/Unidentified ditch. Because this survey was of a segment, a point
number was assigned: 5JF.3914.1. We request a clarification of the location of
the ditch on the site location map. The site is indicated by a dot and the end
points of the segment do not appear on the map.

e 5JF.3918/Unidentified ditch. Because this survey was of a segment, a point
number was assigned: 5JF.3918.1.

o 5JF.3920/Unidentified road segment. Because this survey was of a segmerit, a
point number was assigned: 5JF.3920.1,

® 5IF.3921/01d road bed. Because this survey was of a segment, a point number
was assigned: 5JF.3921.1.

o 5JF.3924.1/5BF.179.1/Unidentified ditch segment

o 5IF.3927.1/Long Lake Feeder Ditch

s 5JF.3930.1/Denver & Northern Coal Raiiroad and Blectric Interurban Sireet Car
Line.

o 5JF.3931.1/01d Route 93 road alignment segment.

5JF.512.3/Upper Church Ditch segment. The survey form states that the Upper

Church Ditch was found not eligible by the SHPO in 1989. Segment SJF.512.1

was evaluated in 1989 and segment 5JF.512.2 in 2000, but the entire linear feature

has not been recorded or evaluated. No formal SHPO evaluation has been made
on the entire Upper Church Ditch.

5JF.514.3/8mart Ditch segment

5JF.532.2/Rocky Mountain Ditch segment

5JF.734.1/Mower Ditch segment

5JF.1276.3/Agricultural Ditch segment

5JF.2230.1/Swadly Ditch segment. The survey form states that the SHPO made a

formal determination of eligibility for the Swadly Ditch in 2000. However, only a

segment of the ditch was evaluated and not the entire length of the Swadly Ditch.

The entire ditch has not been recorded and evaluated,

e 5JF.318.1/South Boulder Diversion Canal.

e & o0 o o

After review of the submitted information, we concur with the finding of eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places for the resources listed below.

5JF.53.3/Denver, Northwestern, & Pacific Railway Company
5]F.53.4/Denver, Northwestern, & Pacific Railway Comparny
5JF.250.6/Farmers” Highline Canal segment
5JF.250,7/Farmers® Highline Canal segment
5JB.267.1/Church Ditch segment

SJF.267.8/Church Ditch segment

5JF.519.8/Colorado Central Railroad

5JF.848.5/Welch Ditch segment

5JF.848.6/Welch Diich segment

5JF.3195/Brooks Stone Circles Site

9 € 8 0 & & o o °© ©

CHS 42336
May 25, 2006




After review of the submitted information, we need additional information regarding the
resources listed below.

¢  5JF.3928.1/Haines-Piquette Ditch segment. The survey form states that the ditch
played a minor role in the history of high plains irri gation in Colorado. Please
provide the history of the ditch and who (farmers or area) the ditch served. The
ditch appears to have 2 good degree of integrity.

°  5JF.3929.1/Denver View Irrigation Ditch segment. The survey form states that
the ditch played a minor role in the history of high plains irrigation in Colorado.
FPlease provide the history of the diich and who (farmers or area) the ditch served.
The ditch appears to have a good degree of integrity.

We request being invelved in the consultation process with the local government, which
as stipudated i 36 CFR 800.2 is réquired to be notified of the undertaking, and with other
consulting parties. Additional information provided by the local government or
consulting parties might cause our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect
findings.

Please note that our compliance letter does not end the 30-day review period provided to
other consulting parties,

If we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106
Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-4678.

Sicerely,

Georgianna Contiguglia
State Historic Preservation Officer
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORAIX(

Environmeantal Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Calorato 80222 P et
{303) 757-9255 DEPARTMENT OF TRAMSEORTATIC
June 13, 2006

Ms. Georgianna Contiguglia

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1300 Broadway

Denver, CO 80263

SUBJECT: Determinations of Eligibility and Additional Information for the Golden Fire Brick Plamt
(3TF3854), Northwest Corridor Environmental Impzct Staternent, Boulder, Broomfield
and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Contiguglia:

This letter and the attached survey report and site forms constitute a request for concurrence on eligibility
determinations for historic properties associated with the project referenced above, Also included is
additional information regarding the Golden Fire Brick Company, which you have requested. The

* Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest
Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parloway near Broomfield, and C-470 near
Golden. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties.

Previons Section 106 Consultation ,
We consulted with your office regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September

2005 and requested concurrence on eligibility for the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) in
March 2006. We have also conferred with four additional consulting parties—the City of Arvada, the
City of Golden, the Town of Superior and the City of Westminster—regarding the APE and the Golden

Fire Brick Company Plant.

Eligibility Determinations

The survey report, completed by historical consultant Jason Marmor in May 2006, resulted in the
identification of 52 historic architectural resources (Table 5-1 in the report contains a comprehensive sife
list for both alipnment altematives). Six of these sites were previously recorded and forty-three were
newly recorded. Three sites could not be fully recorded due to lack of access, and those resources were
therefore not assigned site numbers and site forms are not included herewith; they will be documented
and forms submitted to you once access issues have been resolved. Of the reevaluated properties, five
(8JF2779, 5TF3854, 5JF994, 5IF1712, 5JF484) were documented on reevaluation forms and one
(5JF2585) was recorded on a new architectural inventory form. Please note that two sites (5TE484 and
5JF2779} as well as one of the unmumbered localities (9175 Indiana St.) are common fo both alignment
alternatives. We have assessed nine properties as eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP): 5TF2779, 5JF2585, 5JF994, 5JF1712, 5TF3873, 573877, SIE3880, 5TF3890.and
5JE3854 (the latter property is the Fire Brick Company, for which additional information is presented
below). Please see the survey report for more information about the NRHP eligibility of these and the

remaining non-cligible properties.




Ms.Contiguglia
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Revised Boundary, Golden Fire Brick Company Plant

In correspondence dated March 13 and March 16, 2006, you disagreed with FHWA and CDOT’s
determination that the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) is not eligible and requested a site
visit and additional information regarding that property. Historical consultant Jason Marmor, CDOT
Historian Lisa Schoch, and Amy Pallante of your staff visited the property on March 15, 2006. Based on
some additional research, we have provided a revised site form and a revised boundary for this property.
Following are responses fo your requests for additional information:

1) You requested additional data regarding the integrity of the brick yard south of the modemn batch plant
and inquired if the brick yard contributes to the overall Golden Fire Brick Company property.

Additional research using a 1951 high resolution aerial photo of the property {enclosed) revealed that the
brick pallets currently located south of the modern batch plant were not in that location in 1951. The
aerial photo shows the location of the railroad spur that extended from the baich plant toward what is now
Golden Gate Road, As of 1951, the railroad spur was no longer in use, as evidenced by the truncation of
the spur by a graded road. There is currently no evidence of the spur in this area. Based on the photo, we
have determined that the bricks currently stored south of the batch plant were moved to this area
sometime after 1951 but were not part of a designated brick yard or a loading area associated with the
railroad, For these reasons, we have determined that the stockpiled bricks and the area surrounding them
south of the batch plant do not coniribute to the overall Golden Fire Brick Company Historie District.

2) You stated that the Manager's House and the Office/Garage are significant under NRHP Criteria A and
C. The Manager’s House is significant under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association with
the Golden Fire Brick Plant Company, and under Criterion C as a good representative example of the
Italian Renaissance style and for use of molded bricks made at the plant. The Office/Garage is eligible
under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association with the Golden Fire Brick Company and
under Criterion C as a good example of worlananship with regard to the use of decorative bricks made at
the brick plant. We concur with these findings and have reflected these changes in the revised site form
for the property.

3) Your response also requested a justification for the National Register boundary for the property.

Based on additional research regarding the brick pallets south of the batch plant, we have revised the

- beundary such that it reflects a discontiguous historie district containing two spatially separate
contributing features. A curvilinear boundary line was drawn to encompass the Manager’s House and the
surrounding mature trees, some of which appear to have been in that location at the time of the 1951
aerial photo. The boundary of the Office/Garage is an amorphous line drawn to encompass the main
building, the rear boiler room, the truck scale, a swath of mature trees between the building and the
modern batch plant, and the asphalt-paved area extending south of the building, Please see the attached
aerial map of the historic district for more information.

We request your concurrence with the determinations of eligibility and the revised boundary for the
Golden Fire Brick Plant Company as discussed herein. Your response is necessary for the Federal
Highway Adminisiration’s cornpliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations. We have forwarded this information to the
other Section 106 consulting parties for review and comment,
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If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Ms. Schoch at (303)512-4258,

Very truly yours,

T

Brad Beckham, Manager
Envirommental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historic Architectural Survey Report
Site Forms for historic properties
Aerial photograph

ce: Monica Pavlil,, FHWA, Colorado Division

Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Mazmor, Belshurg Holt & Uljevig:

FICFRF
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Environmentat Programs Branch
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June 14, 2006

Ms. Margaret Hansen
Historic Boulder, Inc.

4735 Walnut St, Suite #120
Boulder, CO 80301

SUBJECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental hnpact
Statement

Dear Ms. Hansen:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Departmment of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is coordinating an.Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Northwest Corridor transportation altematives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and €-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of
Boulder, Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic
properties is being conducted within 600 ft comridors encompassing each transportation alternative (see
attached-map). “Historic properties” are defined as historical or archacological sites or structures that are
listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRIIP).

This project is sponsored by FHWA and therefore constitutes a federal undertaking requiring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16 U.S.C. 470f) and
its implementing regulations (36 CFR.800). We are secking the assistance of local communities and
historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help identify issues
that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that end, FHWA and
CDOT would like to formally offer Historic Boulder the opportunity to participate as a consulting party
for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS to explore development of
major transportation improvernents between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Six
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. These include the No Action,
Tollway, Freeway, Regional Arterial, Combined, and Modified Combined Alternatives. The Tollway and
Freeway Alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following
US Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in 2 generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. They then follow Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and head northeast on the west
side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting with the Northwest
Parkway in the vicinity of Broomfield. The Regional Arterial Alignment is sirnilar to the Tollway/
Freeway Alternatives but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Indiana Street rather than crossing
Leyden Gulch. The Combined Alternative follows the same alignment as the Tollway/Freeway
Alternatives but also includes improvements to Indiana and McIntyre Streets extending southward to SH
58. The Modified Combined Alternative is similar to the Combined Alternative with the exception of the
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Flatirons/Interlocken area, where there will be at-grade lights and accesses to eliminate the large viaduct
pass-throughs. Graphics depicting these alternatives are attached.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted the following: 1) a file search through the
Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archacology and Historic Preservation to identify previously
recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”) survey of the
transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors™) to identify buildings, structures and features (e.g.,
ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s property
records; 3) an intensive-level pedestrian archacological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-level
architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To ensure
that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the EIS, we welcome your assistance by
identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
carridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 £ on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. We have conducted
research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area fo determine their
architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance was based on established NRHP
eligibility criterfa. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important historical resources
are considered.

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Area of Potential
Effecis (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in copsultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation. If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process,
please contact Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

, Manager
/i Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Alternatives
Maps of Area of Potential Effects

e Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA Liaison, Advisory Councit on, Historic Preservation
Geargianna Contiguglia, Colorade SHPO
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Environmental Programs Branch
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Denver, Colarada 80222 .
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June 14, 2006

Ms. Denise Grimm

Historic Preservation Advisory Board
Boulder County Land Use Department
P.O.Box 471

Boulder, CO 80306

SUBIECT: Section 106 Historic Properties Consultation, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement

Dear Ms. Grimm:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is co ordinating an Environmental Impact
Staternent (EIS) for the Northwest Cormridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway
near Broomfield, and C-470 near Golden, Colorado. The proposed altemnatives pass through portions of
Boulder, Jefferson and Broomfield Counties. As part of the EIS evaluation process, a review of historic
properties is being conducted within 600 ft corridors encompassing each transportation alternative (sce
attached map). “Historic properties™ are defined as historical or archaeological sites or structures that are
listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

This project is sponsored by FHTWA. and therefore constitutes a federal undertaldng requiring cormpliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (Section 106, 16 U.S.C. 470f) and
its implementing regulations (36 CFR 800). We are seeking the assistance of local communities and
historic preservation organizations in the identification of historic properties, and to help identify issues
that may relate to the undertaking’s potential effects on historic properties. Toward that end, FHWA and
CPOT would like to formally offer the Boulder County Historic Preservation Advisory Board the
opportunity to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process, as provided in
Section 800.3(f)(1) of the regulation.

Description of the Proposed Action

The agencies noted above have jointly initiated a project to prepare an EIS 1o explore development of
major transportation improvements between C-470/Golden and the Northwest Parkway/Broomfield.
Transportation improvements under consideration include freeway, tollway and transit options. Six
alternatives are under review and are depicted on the attached maps. These inclnde the No Action,
Tollway, Freeway, Regional Arterial, Combined, and Modified Combined Alternatives. The Tollway and
Freeway Alternatives follow the same alignment, extending from C-470 southeast of Golden following
US Highway 6 and State Highway 93, then heading in a generally northeasterly trajectory across Leyden
Gulch. They then follow Indiana Street along the east side of Rocky Flats, and head northeast on the west
side of Great Western Reservoir, crossing Highways 128 and 36 before connecting with the Northwest
Parkway in the vicinity of. Broomfield. The Regional Arterial Alignment is similar to the Tollway/
Freeway Alternatives but follows existing Highway 72 from SH 93 to Fndiana Street rather than crossing
Leyden Gulch. The Combined Alternative follows the same alignment as the Tollway/Freeway
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Alternatives but also includes improvements to Indiana and McIntyre Streets extending southward to SH
58. The Modified Combined Alternative is similar to the Combined Alternative with the exception of the
Flatirons/Interiocken area, where there will be at-grade lights and accesses to eliminate the large viaduct
pass-throughs. Graphics depicting these alternatives are attached.

Historic Properties Identification

As part of our investigation for the EIS, we have conducted the following: 1) a file search through the
Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation to identify previously
recorded historical and archaeological sites; 2) a reconnaissance (“windshield”) survey of the
transportation alternative corridors (“survey corridors”) to identify buildings, structures and features (e.g.,
ditches) that appear to be at least 45 years old, followed by a review of county assessor’s property
records; 3} an intensive-level pedestrian archaeological resources survey; and 4) an intensive-level
architectural resources survey of standing structures identified by the reconnaissance survey. To ensure
that all historic properties are inventoried and considered in the BIS, we welcoms your assistance by
identifying any additional historic properties that exist within or near the survey corridors. The survey
corridors are 600-ft wide, extending 300 fi on either side of the proposed roadway centerlines.

Section 106 Consultation

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within or near the survey corridors. We have conducted
research on properties not previously evaluated for the NRHP within the project area to determine their
architectural and historical significance. Our assessment of significance was based on established NRFP
eligibility criteria. Any information you can provide will help ensure that important bistorical resources
are considered. .

We have consulted with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQ) regarding the Area of Potential
Effects (APE) for this project. As defined in the Section 106 regulations, the APE is the “geographic area
within which an undertaking may directly or indiréctly cause alterations in the character or use of historic
properties” (36CFR 800.16(d)). The attached map reflects the APE that was developed in consultation
with SHPO. If you have any comments or questions about the APE, please inform us in writing.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this project under the Section 106 &
guidelines, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior
Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead. We request that your response include a statement of
.demonstrated interest in historic properties associated with this project, as stipulated in the Section 106
regulation. If you require additional information or have any questions about the Section 106 process,
please contact Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258.

, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Maps of NW Corridor Altemnatives/Survey Corridors

Maps of Area of Patential FEffects E @ E U W E —

cs! Monica Pavlil, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6 JUN 2 o 2006
Jason Marmor, Cultural Resources Task Manager, Relsburg Holt & Ullevig
Carol Legard, FHWA. Liaison, Advisory Council on Histoge Preservation

Georgianna Contiguglia, Colorado SHPQ FELSBURG] HOLT & ULLEVIG




STATE OF COLORAD(

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 - T
{303) 7579258 DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIO

June 14, 2006

Mr. Kim Grant

City of Arvada Finance Dept.
P.O.Box 8101

81G1 Ralston Road

Arvada, CO 80001-8101

SUBJECT: Determinations of Eligibility and Additional Information for the Golden Fire Brick Plant
(57F3854), Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement, Boulder, Broomfield
and Fefferson Counties

Dear Mr. Grant:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comments on
Determinations of Eligibility for the CDOT project referenced above. This submittal includes separate
reports for archacological and historic properties, summaries of which are provided below, Also included
is additional information regarding the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant.

'The Federal Highway Administration (FEIWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Depariment of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.8. Atmy Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest
Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near
Golden. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties.

Previous Section 106 Consultation

We consulted with you regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September 2005
and requested your review of the National Register eligibility of the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant
(5JF3854) in March 2006. We have also conferred with four additional consulting parties—the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQ), the City of Westminster, the City of Golden, and the Town of
Superior-—regarding the APE and the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant {5JF3854). The SHPO
requested additional information about SJF3854, which is included herein.

Archacology Survey Report
Centennial Archaeology, Inc., under contract to environmental and engincering consultant Felsburg, Holt,

and Ullevig, conducted an intensive inventory of the aiternative alignments in 2005. Thirty-nine
archaeological sites and two isolated finds were reevaluated or newly-recorded during survey of the Area
of Potential Effect, which corresponds to the proposed area of direct impacts. Four sites and one isolate
are common to both alternatives. Twenty-nine sites and both isolated finds are assessed as not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), whereas the remaining ten sites are evaluated
as NRHP eligible (fives sites per alternative). The NRHP-eligible localitics, all of which are in Jefferson
County, include three segments of railroad (5JF53.3, 5JF53.4, 5IF519.8), six segments of three different
historic irrigation ditches (51F250.6, SJF250.7, 5JF267.1, 5TF267.8, 5JR848.5, 5JF848.6) and one
prehistoric stone circle site (5JF3195). Pages 7-2 and 7-3 in the report contain tables showing the
breakdown of all documented resources by alternative. Detailed information concerning the
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archaeological survey and all the sites summarized above is present in the report. We will coordinate
with your office regarding effects to the NRHP-eligible archaeological resources once that information is
available.

Histovic Architectural Survey Report
The historic architectural survey report, completed by historical consultant Jason Marmor of Felsburg,

Holt, and Ullevig in May 2006, resulted in the identification of 52 historic architectural resources (Table
5-1 in the report contains a comprehensive site list for both alignment alternatives). Six of these sites
were previously recorded and forty-three were newly recorded. Three sites could not be fully recorded
due to lack of access, and those resources were therefore not assigned site numbers and site forms are not
included herewith; they will be documented and forms submitted to you once access issues have been
resolved. Of the reevaluated properties, five (SJF2779, 5TF3854, 5TF994, 5]F1712, 5JF484) were
documented on reevaluation forms and one {5JF2585) was.recorded on a new architectural inventory
form. Please note that two sites (5JF484 and 5JF2779) as well as one of the unnumbered localities (9175
Indiapa St.) are common to both alignment alternatives. We have assessed nine properties as eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP): 5JF2779, 5IF2585, 5JF094, 5]F1712,
5JF3873, 5IF3877, 5JF3880, STF3890 and 5JF3854 (the latter property is the Fire Brick Company, for
which additional information is presented below). Please see the survey report for more information
about the NRHP eligibility of these and the remaining non-eligible properties. We will coordinate with
your office regarding effects to historic properties once that information is available.

Revised Boundary, Golden Fire Brick Company Plant

In correspondence dated March 13 and March 16, 2006, the SHPO disagreed with FHWA and CDOT’s
determination that the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) is not eligible and requested a site
visit and additional information regarding that property. Historical consultant Jason Marmor, CDOT
Historian Lisa Schoch, and Amy Pallante of the SHPO staff visited the property on March 15, 2006.
Based on some additional research, we have provided a revised site form and a revised boundary for this
property. Following are responses to the SHPQ requests for additional information:

1) SHPO requested additional information regarding the integrity of the brick yard south of the modern
batch plant and wanted to know if the brick yard contributes to the overall Golden Fire Brick Company
propeity.

Additional research using 2 historic (1951) high resolution aerial photo of the property (enclosed)
revealed that the brick pailets currently located south of the modem batch plent were not in that location
in. 1951. The aerial photo shows the location of the railroad spur that extended from the batch plant
toward what is now Golden Gate Road. As of 1951, the railroad spur was no longer in use, as evidenced
by the truncation of the spur by a graded road. There is currently no evidence of the spur in this area.
Based on the photo, we have determined that the bricks currently stored south of the batch plant were
moved to this area sometime after 1951 but were not part of 2 designated brick yard or a loading area
associated with the railroad. For these reasons, we have determined that the stockpiled bricks and the
area surrounding them south of the batch plant do not contribute to the overall Golden Fire Brick
Company Historic District.

2) The SHPO stated that the Manager’s House and the Office/Garage are significant under NRHP Criteria
A and C. The Manager’s House is significant under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association
with the Golden Fire Brick Plant Company, and under Criterion C as a good representative example of the
Italian Renaissance style and for use of molded bricks made at the plant. The Office/Garage is eligible
under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association with the Golden Fire Brick Company and
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under Criterion C as a good exaruple of workmanship with regard to the use of decorative bricks made at
the brick plant. We concur with the SHPO findings and have reflected these changes in the revised site

form for the property.

3) The SHPO response also requested 2 justification for the National Register boundary for the property.
Based on additional research regarding the brick pallets to the south of the batch plant, we have revised
the boundary such that it reflects a discontigeous historic district containing two spatially separate
contributing features. A curvilinear boundary line was drawn to encompass the Manager’s House and the
surrounding mature trees, some of which appear to have been in that location af the time of the 1951
aerial photo. The boundary of the Office/Garage is an amorphous line drawn to encompass the main
building, the rear boiler room, the truck scale, a swath of mature trees between the building and the
modermn batch plant, and the asphalt-paved area extending south of the building. Please see the attached
aerial map of the historic district for more information.

As a local preservation group with a potential interest in these historic properties, we welcome your
comments regarding our determinations of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you
do so within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you require additional information or have any questions,

please contact Ms. Schoch at (303)512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Histotric Architectural Survey Report
Archaeological Survey Report
Site Forms for historic properties

1 Monica Pavlilk, FHW A Colomdo Division
Steve Shenman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Matimtis Felsburg Hole & Uligtig”
F/CF/RF







DEPARTMENT CF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADC

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222
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June 14, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Dunn
Town of Superior

124 E. Coal Creek Drive
Superior, CO 80027

SUBJECT: Detetminations of Eligibility and Additional Inforemation for the Golden Fire Brick Plant
(SJF3854), Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement, Boulder, Broomfield
and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Dunn:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comments on
Determinations of Eligibility for the CDOT project referenced above, This submittal inchides separate
reports for archaeological and historic properties, summaries of which are provided below. Also included
is additional information regarding the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an BIS for the Northwest
Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near
Golden. The proposed alternatives pass through portions of Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties.

Previous Section 106 Consultation

We consulted with you regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September 2005
and requested your review of the National Register eligibility of the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant
(5JF3854) in March 2006. We have also conferred with four additional consulting parties—the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), the City of Westminster, the City of Golden, and the City of
Arvada—regarding the APE and the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854). The SHPO requested
additional information about 5JF3854, which is included herein.

Archaeology Survey Report
Centennial Archaeology, Inc., under confract to environmental and engineering consultant Felsburg, Holt,

and Ullevig, conducted an intensive inveniory of the alternative alignments in 2005. Thirty-nine
archaeological sites and two isolated finds were reevaluated or newly-recorded during survey of the Area
of Potential Effect, which corresponds to the proposed area of direct impacts. Four sites and one isolate
are common to both afternatives. Twenty-nine sites and both isolated finds are assessed as not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), whereas the remaining ten sites are evaluated
as NRHP eligible (fives sites per alternative). The NRHP-cligible localities, all of which are in Jefferson
County, include three segments of railroad (5IF53.3, 5JF53 .4, 5JF¥519.8), six segments of three different
historic irrigation ditches (5JF250.6, 5JF250.7, 5JF267.1, SJF267.8, 5]F848.5, 57F348.6) and one
prehistoric stone circle site (SJF3195). Pages 7-2 and 7-3 in the report contain tables showing the
breakdown of all documented resources by alternative. Detailed information conceming the
archaeological survey and all the sites summarized above is present in the report. We will coordinate




Ms. Dunn
June 14, 2006
Page 2

with your office regarding effects to the NRHP-eligible archasological resources once that information is
available.

Historic Architectural Survey Report

The historic architectural survey report, completed by historical consultant Jason Marmor of Felsburg,
Holt, and Ullevig in May 2006, resulted in the identification of 52 historic architectural resources (Table
5-1 in the report contains a comprehensive site list for both alignment alternatives). Six of these sites
were previously recorded and forty-three were newly recorded. Three sites could not be fully recorded
due to lack of access, and those resources were therefore not assigned site numbers and site forms are not
included herewith; they will be documented and forms submitted to you once access issues have been
resolved. Of the reevaluated properties, five (5JF2779, 5JF3854, 5TF994, 5TF1712, 5JF484) were
documented on reevaluation forms and one (5JF2585) was recorded on a new architectural inventory
form. Please note that two sites (5JF484 and 5JF2779) as well as one of the unnumbered localities (9175
Indiana St.) are common to both alignment alternatives. We have assessed nine properties as eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP): 5JF2779, 5TE2585, 518994, 5TF1712,
5JF3873, 5JF3877, STF3880, STR3890 and 5JF3854 (the latter property is the Fire Brick Company, for
which additional information is presented below). Please see the survey report for more information
about the NRHP eligibility of these and the remaining non-eligible properties. We will coordinate with
your office regarding effects to historic properties once that information is available.

Revised Boundary, Golden Fire Brick Company Plant

In correspondence dated March. 13 and March 16, 2006, the SHPO disagreed with FHWA and CDOT’s
detenmination that the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (SJE3854) is not eligible and requested a site
visit and additional information regarding that property. Historical consultant Jason Marmor, CDOT
Historian Lisa Schoch, and Amy Pallante of the SHPO staff visited the property on March 15, 2006.
Based on some additional research, we have provided a revised site form and a revised boundary for this
property. Following are responses to the SHPO requests for additional information:

1) SHPO requested additional information regarding the integrity of the brick yard south of the modern
batch plant and wanted to know if the brick yard contributes to the overall Golden Fire Brick Company

property,

Additional research using a historic (1951) high resolution aerial photo of the property (cnclosed)
revealed that the brick pallets currently located south of the modern batch plant were not in that location
in 1951, The aerial photo shows the location of the railroad spur that extended from the batch plant
toward what is now Golden Gate Road. As of 1951, the railroad spur was no longer in use, as evidenced
by the truncation of the spur by a graded road. There is currently no evidence of the spur in this area.
Based on the photo, we have determined that the bricks currently stored south of the batch plant were
moved to this area sometime after 1951 but were not part of a designated brick yard or a Joading area
assoclated with the railroad. For these reasons, we have determined that the stockpiled bricks and the
area surrounding them south of the batch plant do not contribute to the overall Golden Fire Brick
Company Historie District.

2) The SHPO stated that the Manager’s House and the Office/Garage are significant under NRFP Criteria
A and C. The Manager’s House is significant under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association
with the Golden Fire Brick Plant Company, and under Criterion C as a good representative example of the
Italian Renaissance style and for use of molded bricks made at the plant. The Office/Garage is eligible
under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association with the Golden Fire Brick Company and
under Criterion C as a good example of workmanship with regard to the use of decorative bricks made at
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the brick plant. We concur with the SHPO findings and have reflected these changes in the revised site
form for the property.

3) The SHPO response also requested a justification for the National Register boundary for the property.
Based on additional research regarding the brick pallets to the south of the batch plant, we have revised
the boundary such that it reflects a discontiguous historic district containing two spatially separate
contributing features. A curvilinear boundary line was drawn to encomypass the Manager’s House and the
surrounding mature trees, some of which appear to have been in that location at the time of the 1951
acrial photo. The boundary of the Office/Garage is an amorphous line drawn to encompass the main
building, the rear boiler room, the truck scale, a swath of mature trees between the building and the
modern batch plant, and the asphalt-paved area extending south of the building. Please see the attached
aerial map of the historic district for more information,

As a local preservation group with a potential interest in these historic properties, we welcome your
comments regarding our determinations of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you
do so within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you require additional information or have any questions,

please contact Ms. Schoch at (303)512-4258.

Very truly yours,
e

rad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historie Architectural Survey Report
Arxchaeological Survey Report
Site Forms for historic properties

ce: Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Mirmory Felsbiilg Holt & Ullevig °
F/CE/RF
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Environmental Programs Branch
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June 14, 2006

Ms. Vicky Bunsen

City of Westminster

Department of Community Development
4800 S. 92™ Avenue

Westminster, CO 80031

SUBJECT: Determinations of Eligibility and Additional Information for the Golden Fire Brick Plant
(37F3854), Northwest Corridor Environmental Tmpact Statement, Boulder, Broomfield
and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Bunsen:

Per your request to participate as a Section 106 consulting party, we request your comments on
Determinations of Eligibility for the CDOT project referenced sbove. This submittal includes scparate
reports for archaeological and historic properties, summaries of which are provided below. Also included
is additional information regarding the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an EIS for the Northwest
Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and C-470 near
Golden. The proposed alteratives pass through portions of Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties.

Previous Section 106 Consultation

We consulted with you regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this project in September 2005
and requested your review of the National Register eligibility of the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant
(5TR3854) in March 2006. We have also conferred with four additional consulting parties—the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), the City of Arvada, the City of Golden, and the Town of
Superior—regarding the APE and the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854). The SHPO
requested additional information about 5JF3854, which is included herein.

Archaeology Survey Report

Centennial Archaeology, Inc., under contract to environmental and engineering consultant Felsburg, Holt,
and Ullevig, conducted an intensive inventory of the alternative alignments in 2005. Thirty-nine
archaeological sites and two isolated finds were reevaluated or newly-recorded during survey of the Area
of Potential Effect, which corresponds to the proposed area of direct impacts. Four sites and one isolate
are comimon to both altematives. Twenty-nine sites and both isolated finds are assessed as not eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), whereas the remaining ten sites are evaluated
as NRHP eligible (fives sites per altemative). The NRHP-eligible localities, all of which are in Jefferson
County, nclude three segments of railroad (5JF53.3, 5TF53.4, 5TF519.8), six segments of three different
historic irrigation ditches (5JF250.6, 5JF250.7, 518267.1, 5YR267.8, 5IF848.5, 5]F848.6) and one
prehistoric stone circle site (5JF3195). Pages 7-2 and 7-3 in the report contain tables showing the
breakdown of all documented resources by alternative. Detailed information concerming the
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archaeological survey and all the sites summarized above is present in the report. We will coordinate
with your office regarding effects to the NRHP-eligible archaeological resources once that information is
available.

Historic Architectural Survey Report

The historic architectural survey report, completed by historical consultant Jason Marmor of Felsburg,
Holt, and Ullevig in May 2006, resulted in the identification of 52 historic architectural resources (Table
5-1 in the report contains a comprehensive site list for both alignment alternatives). Six of these sites
were previously recorded and forty-three were newly recorded. Three sites could not be fully recorded
due to lack of access, and those resources were therefore not assigned site numbers and site forms are not
included herewith; they will be documented and forms submitted to you once access issues have been
resolved. Ofthe reevaluated properties, five (5JF2779, 51F3854, STF994, 5TF1712, 5JF484) were
documented on reevaluation forms and one (57F2585) was recorded on a new architectural mventory
form. Please note that two sites (5JF484 and 5JF2779) as well as one of the unnurnbered localities (9175
Indiana St.) are common to both alignment alternatives. We have assessed nine properties as eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP): 5JF2779, 5JF2585, 5IF994, 5JF1712,
SJE3873, SIF3877, 57F3880, 5TF3890 and 5JF3854 (the latter propexty is the Fire Brick Company, for
which additional information is presented below). Please see the survey report for more information
about the NRHP eligibility of these and the remaining non-eligible properties. We will coordinate with
your office regarding effects to historic properties once that information is available.

Revised Boundary, Golden Fire Brick Company Plant

In correspondence dated March 13 and March 16, 2006, the SHPO disagreed with FEIWA and CDOT’s
determination that the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (SJF3854) is not eligible and requested a site
visit and additional information regarding that property. Historical consultant Jason Marmor, CDCT
Historian Lisa Schoch, and Amy Pallante of the SHPO staff visited the praperty on March 15, 2006,
Based on some additional research, we have provided a revised site form and a revised boundary for this
property. Following are responses to the SHPO requests for additional information:

1) SHPO requested addijtional information regarding the integrity of the brick yard south of the modern
batch plant and wanted to know if the brick yard contributes to the overall Golden Fire Brick Company
property.

Additional research using a historic (1951) high resolution asrial photo of the property (enclosed)
revealed that the brick pallets currently located south of the modern batch plant were not in that Iocation
in 1951. The aerial photo shows the location of the railroad spur that extended from the batch plant
toward what is now Golden Gate Road. As of 1951, the railroad spur was no longer in use, as evidenced
by the truncation of the spur by a graded road. There is currently no evidence of the spur in this area.
Based on the photo, we have determined that the bricks cumrently stored south of the batch plant were
moved to this area sometime after 1951 but were not part of a designated brick yard or a loading area
associated with the railroad. For these reasons, we have determined that the stockpiled bricks and the
area surrounding them south of the batch plant do not contribute to the overall Golden Fire Brick
Company Historic District.

2) The SHPO stated that the Manager’s House and the Office/Garage are significant under NRHP Criteria
A and C. The Manager’s House is significant under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association
with the Golden Fire Brick Plant Company, and under Criterion C as a good representative example of the
Italian Renaissance style and for use of molded bricks made at the plant. The Office/Garage is eligible
under Criterion A in the area of industry for its association with the Golden Fire Brick Company and
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under Criterion C as a good example of workmanship with regard to the use of decorative bricks made at
the brick plant. We coneur with the SHPO findings and have reflected these changes in the revised site

form for the property.

3) The SHPO response also requested a Jjustification for the National Register boundary for the property.
Based on additional research regarding the brick pallets to the south of the batch plant, we have revised
the boundary such that it reflects a discontignous historic district containing two spatially separate
contributing features. A. curvilinear boundary line was drawn to ‘encompass the Manager’s House and the
surrounding mature trees, some of which appear to have been in that location at the time of the 1951
aerial photo. The boundary of the Office/Garage is an amorphous line drawn to encompass the main
building, the rear boiler room, the truck scale, a swath of mature trees between the building and the
modern batch plant, and the asphalt-paved arca extending south of the building, Please see the attached
aerial map of the historic district for more information.

As a local preservation group with a potential interest in these historic properties, we welcome your
comments regarding our determinations of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you
do so within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you require additional information or have any questions,

please contact Ms. Schoch at (303)512-4258.

Very truly
\@m

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

LES,

Enclosures: Historic Architectural Survey Report
Archaeological Survey Report
Site Forms for historic properties

ce: Monica Paviik, EHW A Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Yasi Marmor, Felsburg HEIE& Dllzvip
FICF/RF
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The Colorado History Museum 1300 Broadway Denver, Colorado 80203-2187

June 27, 2006

Brad Beckham
Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

" Denver, CO 80222

Re: CDOT Project STU R600-214, Northwest Corridor Environmenta! Impact Statement
(CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

Thank you for your correspondence dated June 12, 2006 and received by our office on
June 13, 2006 regarding the above-mentioned project. Due to the large size of the
submission, we are requesting an additional two weeks to review the project.

Thank you for consideration regarding this project. if we may be of further assistance,

please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106 Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-
4678.

Sincerely,
b gQAQQcQ{E ;L_

Amy Pallante
Compliance Coordinator
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STATE OF COLORADQ

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arlcansas Avenue
Denver, Calarado 80222

(303) 757-9259

July 13, 2006

Mr. Steve Glueck
City of Golden
1445 10" Street
Golden, CO 80401

SURJECT: Section 106 Consultation Issues, Additional Information for the Golden Fire Brick Plant
(5JE3854), and Determinations of Eligibility, Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement, Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Mr. Glueck:

Thank you for your letters dated September 26, 2005 regarding the project Area of Potential Effects
(APE) and April 7, 2006 regarding the.determination of eligibility for the Golden Fire Brick Company
Plant (5JF3854). We apologize for the-delay in our response to your concerns re parding historie
propertties issues associated with this project. This letter includes responses to your specific concems as
well as eligibility determinations for archaeological and historic properties. Enclosed are separate reports
for archaeological and historic properties, summaries of which are provided below. Also included is
additional information regarding the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant.

As you know, the Federal Highway Admipistration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, is completing an RIS for
the Northwest Corridor transportation alternatives between the Northwest Parkway near Broomfield, and
C-470 near Golden. The proposed altematives pass through portions of Boulder, Broomfield and

Jefferson Counties.

PREVIOUS SECTION 106 CONSULTATION

We consulted with you regarding the-project APE in September 2005 and requested your review of the
National Register eligibility of the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854) in March 2006, We have
also conferred with four additional consulting parties—the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO),
the City of Westminster, the City of Golden; and the City of Arvada~—regarding the APE and the Golden
Fire Brick Company Plant (5JF3854).

AREA OV T OTENTIAL, EFFECTS

In your September 2005 and April 2006 responses, you disagreed with the proposed APE boundary for
historic properties and requested that the boundary be expanded to include “the entire area between North
and South Table Mountains on the East and the tops of the foothills on the West.” You stated that the
existing APE addresses direct effects and some indirect effects but does not address all indirect effects,
including visual, noise, and air pollution. You also indicated that the “proposed project has the potential
to have significant detrimental impacts ta the City’s extensive historic resources well beyond the narrow
APE identified by CDOT.” Based on the completed land use, traffic, visual, and noise analyses that will
ultimately be discussed in the DEIS, we do not believe that there will be any significant direct or indirect
effects on the City of Golden’s historic properties beyond the immediate project area and the APE
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boundary. However, in-order to better assist us in our analysis of the APE, we ask that you provide us
with any additional information regarding the historic resources of concern to you s0 we can more
specifically assess the potential for effects to those properties.

SECTION 106 CONSULTATION

We would also like to address comments in your April 7, 2006 letter in which you object to the idea that
an exchange of letters constitutes “consultation” as outlined in the Section 106 regulations. Under 36
CFR 800.16(f), consultation is defined as “the process of seeking, discussing, and considering the views
of other participants, and, where feasible, seeking agreement with them regarding matters arising in the
Section 106 process.” At this time, we feel we have appropriately launched the Section 106 consultation
process, that we are providing the City of Golden with opportunities to review and comment on historic
properties issues associated with the project, and that we have also considered your views regarding
specific elements of the Section 106 progess. The Section 106 process js still in progress and there will be
additional opportunities to review and exchange information in the future.

GOLDEN FIRE BRICK COMPANY PLANT
Your April 7, 2006 letter included specific questions regarding the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant, so
the following responses correspond with specific bullets listed in your letter.

Bullet 3) You indicated that the City of Golden required a list of all properties and the survey report in
order to assess the Golden Fire Brick Company Plant property. The survey report and associated site
forms are enclosed with this submittal for your review. These materials address properties that were
intensively surveyed within the proposed APE for the project.

Bullet 4) You inquired why a new site number was designated for the Golden Fire Brick property. The
original site number was assigned to the brickyard manager’s house, and for the current survey, a new
-number was assigned to address the larger property that includes this house. This change was made in
consultation with staff from the Colorado Historical Society/Office of Archaeology and Historic
Preservation and we do not believe it has any bearing on how the property was evaluated for elipibility.
We also believe that our original site form adequately addressed the reasons for changing the site number.

Bullets 5-9) You expressed specific concerns regarding the evaluation of the Golden Fire Brick Company
Plant property. We have made revisions to the property boundary and eligibility determination, which are
outlined below and reflected in a revised site form for the propexty.

Revised Boundary and Eligibility, Golden Fire Brick Company Plant

Based on comments from the State Historic-Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the Golden Fire Brick
Company Plant, FHWA and CDOT revised the boundary and eligibility determination for this property,
follows:

1) The SHPO requested additional information regarding the brick pallets in the field south of the modemn
batch plant, so additional research was conducted to determine if this area should be included in the
property boundary, Research using a historic (1951) high resolution aerial photo of the property
(enclosed) revealed that the brick pallets currently located south of the modern batch plant were not in
that location in 1951. The aerial phota shows the location of the railroad spur that extended from the
batch plant toward what is now Golden Gate Road. As of 1951, the railroad spur was no longer in use, as
evidenced by the truncation of the spur by a graded road. There is currently no evidence of the spur in
this area. Based on the photo, we have determined that the bricks currently stored south of the batch plant
were moved to this area sometime after 1951 but were not part of a designated brick yard or loading area
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associated with the railroad. For these reasons, we have determined that the stockpiled bricks and the
area surrounding them south of the batch plant do not confribute to the overall Golden Fire Brick
Company Historic District.

2) FHWA and CDOT have determined that the Manager’s House is significant under National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) Criterion A in the area of industry for its association with the Golden Fire Brick
Plant Company, and under Criterion C as a good representative example of the Ttalian Renaissance style
and for use of molded bricks made at the plant. The Office/Garage is eligible under Criterion A in the
area of industry for its association with the Fire Brick Company and under Criterion C as a good example
of workmanship with regard to the use of decorative bricks made at the brick plant. This change in
eligibility is reflected in the revised site form for the property.

3) Based on additional research regarding the brick pallets to the south of the batch plant; and:in
consultation with SHPO, we have revised the boundary such that it reflects a discontiguous historic
district containing two spatially separate confributing features. This boundary was also revised based on.
the fact that the integrity of the overall brick manufacturing plant outside of the two standing structures
has been greatly diminished by the temoval of all the kilns, brick drying sheds, and brick storage sheds
that were once located where the concrete batch plant now stands. A curvilinear boundary line was drawn
to encompass the Manager’s House arid the surrounding mature frees, some of which appear to have been
m that location at the time of the 1951 aerial photo. The boundary of the Office/Garage is an amorphous
line drawn to encompass the main building, the rear boiler room, the truck scale, a swath of mature trees
between the building and the modern batch plant, and the asphalt-paved arca extending south of the
building. Pleasé see the attached aerial map of the historic district for more mformation.

ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATIONS

Archaeology Survey Report

Centennial Archaeology, Inc., under contract to environmental and engineering consultant Felsburg, Hol,
and Ullevig, conducted an intensive inventory of the alternative alipnments in 2005. Thirty-nine
archaeological sites and two isclated finds were reevaluated or newly-recorded during survey of the APE,
which corresponds to the proposed area of direct impacts (a-slightly different APE than the one
established for the history inventory). Four sites and on isoldte are common to both alternatives.
Twenty-nine sites and both isolatéd finds are assessed as not eligible for listing on the NREP, whereas the
remaining ten sites are evaluated as NREP eligible (fives sites per alternative). The NRHP-eligible
localities, all of which are in Jefferson County, include three segments of railroad (5JF53.3, 57853 4,
5JF519.8), six segments of three different historic irrigation ditches (5JF250.6, SIF250.7, 5TF267.1,
5JF267.8, 5TF848.5, 5TF848.6) and one prehistoric stone circle site (5JF3195). Pages 7-2 and 7-3 in the
report contain tables showing the breakdown of all documented resources by alternative. Detailed
information concerning the archaeological survey and all the sites summarized above is present in the
report. We will coordinate with you regarding effects to the NRHP-eligible archaeological resources

‘once that information is available.

Historic Architectural Survey Report

The historic architectural survey report, completed by historical consultant Jason Marmor of Felsburg,
Holt, and Ullevig in May 2006, resulted in the identification of 52 historic architectural resources (Table
5-1 in the report contains a comprehensive site Jist for both, alignment alternatives). Six.of these sites
were previously recorded and forty-three were newly recorded. Three sites could not be fully recorded
due to lack of access, and those resources were therefore not assigned site numbers and site forms are not
included herewith; they will be documented and forms submitted to you onece access issues have been
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resolved. Of the reevaluated properties, five (5JF2779, 5TF3854, 5TR994, 5JF1712, 5JF484) were
documented on reevaluation forms and one (5JF2585) was recorded on a new architectural fnventory
form. Please note that two sites (5TF484 and STF2779) as well as one of the unnumbered localities (9175
Indiana St.) are common to both alignment alternatives. We have assessed nine properties as eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP): 5JF2779, 5JF2585, 517994, 5IF1712,
5YF3873, 5JF3877, 5JF3880, STF3890 and 5TF3854 (the latter property is the Golden Fire Brick
Company, for which additional information is presented above). Please see the survey report for more
information about the NRHP eligibility of these and the remaining non-eligible properties. We will
coordinate with you regarding effects to historic resources once that information is available.

As alocal preservation group with a potential interest in these historic properties, we welcome your

comments regarding our determinations of eligibility. Should you elect to respond, we request that you
do so within 30 days of receipt of this letter. If you require additional information or have, any.questions, ..
please contact Ms. Schoch at (303)512-4258.

Very truly yours,.

I

1 Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historic Architectural Survey Report
Archaeological Survey Report
Site Forms for historic properties

ce! Monica Pavlik, FHWA Colorado Division
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6
Jason Marmor, Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
FICF

ECEIVE

JUL 17 2006

'=ELSBURG, HOLT & ULLEVIG
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The Colorado History Museum 1300 Broadway Denver, Colorado 80208-2137

July 20, 2006

Brad Beckham

Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transporiation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement; Determinations of Eligitility and
Additional Information. (CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

Thank you for your correspondence dated June 13, 2006 and received by our office on that
same date regarding the. above mentioned project.

Afier review of the submitted information, we concur that the resources listed below are
eligible for listing in the Natignal Register of Historic Places {(NRHP).

e & & o 0

5JF.2585/Bonvue or Ramstetier Ranch

SJF.2779/Chureh/McKay Ranch

5JF.3854/Brick Plant Manager's House

5JF.994/Pearce’s Grocery Store :

5JF.1712/Ralston Presbyterian Church. Please note that page 2 of the Cultural
Resource Re-evaluation Form was not included in the submission.
5JF.3873/14801-14803 Indiana Street. Please note that page 2 of the Architectural
inventory Form is not included in the submission. Item 44 was checked “not eligible,”
but after referring to your coverletter and survey report, staff has changed the mark
to “eligible” on the Architectural Inventory Form.

. 5JF.3877/5675 Mclntyre Street

5JF.3880/5440 Mclintyre Street
5JF.3880/5036 Mcintyre Street

After review of the information provided by your office, we concur that the resources listed
below are not efigible for listing in the NRHP.

2 © & 0 9

5JF.3849/8018 8H 93
5.F.3850/6800 SH 93
5JF.3851/58088 SH 93
5JF.3855/8701 indiana Street
5JF.3856/8473 Indiana Street

5JF.3857/8010 Indiana Street
5JF.3859/7950 Indiana Street
5JF.3863/7777 Indiana Street
5JF.3864/7780 Indiana Street
2JF.3865/7760 Indiana Street

4 o & & o
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5JF.3876/14950 W. 72™ Avenue
5JF.3878/6565 Mcintyre Street
2JF.3879/5555 Mclntyre Street
5JF,3883/5221 Melntyre Street
5JF.3884/5213 Mcintyre Street
5JF.3885/5211 Mcintyre Street
5JF.3889/5080 Mclintyre Street
5JF.3891/5000 Mclntyre Street
5JF.3893/4900 Mclintyre Street
5JF.3894/4395 Mcintyre Street

5JF.3866/7750 Indiana Street
5JF.3868/7650 Indiana Street
5JF.3869/7601 Indiana Street
BJF.3870/7550 Indiana Street
85JF.3871/7531 Indiana Sireet
5JF.3872/7521 Indiana Strest
5JF .484/Stone House. Please
note that page 3 of the Cultural
Resource Re-evaluation Form was
net included in the submission.
5JF.3874/14900 W. 72" Avenue
5JF.3875/14910 W. 72™ Avenue

@ € 9 9 9 9 9 9O © 9

After review of the submitted information, we need additional information for the resources
listed below.

°

Northwest Corridor EIS

6JF.3858/7995 Indiana Street. According to ltem 42 of the inventory form, the
resource is representative of a “common form of vernacular domestic architecture in
Colorado,” and lacks the distinctive design attributes of that architecture. However,
the form does not include the name of the type of architecture or its character-
defining features, Also, it is not clear how the integrity of the architecture was
evaluated when Item 43 states that access was not available fa the resource and that
the integrity evaluation is uncertain,

5JF.3860/7890 Indiana Street, The submission of the Architectural Inventory Form
does not appear to be complete. Page 1 and 2 of the form are submiited, but the
remaining part of the form is not with the submission. The submitied part of the form
ends at ltem 38.

5JF.3861 and 5JF.3862. These two-post WWIi residences are located next to each
other, but are described as not being within “an assemblage of properties associated
with a common significant historical trend...” Post-WW| housing is recognized as &
significant theme in history and according to the inventory forms these resources are
associated with this theme and maintain good integrity. Please clarify if these two
resources are located within a larger post-WW I residential historic district and
whether or not that historic districtis a good representative example of post-Wwi
housing in Colorado,

SJF.3867/7700 Indiana Street. ltem 42 of the Architectural inventory Form states that
the resource has good integrity but is not significant because the resourcsis a
“simplified and relatively late example of Colonial Revival-style domestic
architecture.” We request clarification in the statement of significance. What was the
period of significance for the Colonial Revival Style in this area and is this a good
example of that style, even if it is simple in design?

5JF.3881/5400 Meintyre Sireet. ltems 35 through 47 are not included in the
Architectural Inventory Form submission.

5JF.3882/5265 Mclintyre Street. According to the Architectural Inventory Form, the
residence was remodeled during the 1920s and auxiliary buildings constructed
during that period to function as a dairy farm, “and the property has been associated
with early Jefferson County’s agricultural era.” Many of the additions and alterations
to the main house occurred during the historic period and the additions or alterations
of the outbuildings were not specified, but appear to have taken place during the
1920s, all within the historic period. It is not clear from ltem 42 why this resource is
not a good example of a dairy farm in Jefferson County. The question of whether or
not itis representative of a diary farm seems to be based only on architectural

CHS #42356
July 20, 2006




integrity. Does this farm have the significant character-defining features for a dairy
farm in Jefferson County? Was it compared to other dairy farms within the same
period of significance in Jefferson County?

5JF.3886/5101 Mclntyre Street. Please note that ltems 21 through 31 and 43
through 53 are missing from the submission. it is not clear from the inventory form
when the additions to the farmhouse were added, although the additions look to be
during the historic period from the provided photographs. We request additional
justification on the Statement of Significant (ltem 42). How was the significance of
the resource evaluated when ltem 34 states that “no readily available historic for the
property or its past and present owners was used.” It is not clear if the property was
evaluated under National Register Criterion A7

9JF.3892/4990-4998 Melntyre Street, According fo the Architectural Inventory Form,
the main farmhouse is described as “Vermacular Wood Frame.” It is difficult to
determine if the property is a significant property type from the photographs and the
survey form dees not specify what type. In order to betier evaluaie the significance,
please determine the architectural type, such as pyramidal cottage. Itis important to
determine significance of the architectural type more than the “importance” of the
type. The resource could be very common, but still be significant under architecture.
We need more information regarding the date of the additions. The form presumes
them as not historic which then lessens the integrity of the house. Thisis an
important point, and we would like additional information regarding the construction
date of the additions and if they were constructed during the historic period of the
house. We understand that written history for the additions may not exist, but as was
done in 5JF.3850, we recommend that observations be made on the date of the
additions. The survey form mentions historic cast concrete gate posts (ltem 23), but
does not evaluate these features for eligibility.

After review of submitted information, we do not concur with the proposed finding of eligibility
for the resources listed below.

-]

5JF.3887/5100 Mciniyre Street. We do not concur with the proposed finding of not
eligible for the NRHP for this resource. In our opinion, this resource is a good
representative example of a pyramidal cottage featuring a hipped roof, center
chimney, wood cladding, one-over-one double-hung wood windows, and off-center
door which indicates no central haliway on the interior. The pyramidal cottage was a
common house type built during the early 20% Century. [n our opinion, a “common”
or “simple house form” can be significant under architecture because it of its simple
nature, such as vernacular resources. Inour opinlon, this resource retains a high -
degree of integrity and is eligible under National Register Criterion C for architecture.
5JF.3888/5075 Mcintyre Street. We do not concur with the proposed finding of net
eligible for the NRHP for this resource. In our opinion, the main residence is a good
representative example of the hall-parlor type featuring Folk-Victorian style elements,
The resource appears to have rear and side additions constructed during the historic
period and also illustrate the common building campaigns of such a vernacular-type
house.

The Architectural Inventory Form states that the converted barn or second dwelling
was moved to the property ¢.1988. Was the property evaluated strictly under
National Register Criterion A for architeciure as a good example of the Dutch
Colonial style?

Northwest Cotridor EIS
CHS #42356
July 20, 2006



After review of the-additional information submitted regarding resources
5JF.3928.’f-/ljg‘{ﬁés‘:l?iqxﬁé"‘cfe;@igch and 5JF.39329.1, we concur that the segments lack
integrity ag;c{-ﬁb not sypport ’s’ﬁéflq‘:feralf eligibility of the entire linear resources.

F =N %t

£, it
i unidengiﬁéd arché%ﬁpai reéjéﬂ rces are discovered during construction, work must
be interrdpited untijihe-msourcesihave been evaluated in terms of the National Register
criteria, 3§£§RF ﬁﬁ),;;f}@-jm.}%_g)nsultétc}bn with this office.

W Wi o
We requesf\b‘hei(qg involved inThé consultation process with the local government, which
as stipulated Ih~38 CFR 800.3%s required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other
consulting parties. Atditional information provided by the local government or consulting
parties might cause our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect findings.

Please note that our compiiance letter does not end the 30-day review period provided
to other consulting parties.

If we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106
Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-4678.

Sincerely,

‘R)r Georgianna Contigugf
State Historic Preservation Officer

MNorthwest Corridor E13 4
CHS #42356
July 20, 2006
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Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch
Department of Transportation
4201 E. Arkansas Avenue
Denver, CO 80401

Re:  Section 106 Issues

Dear Mr. Beckham:

The City of Golden is in receipt of your July 13, 2006 letter on the above referenced matters,
The City will be reviewing both the July 13% letter as well as the 400-500 pages of included
documents in detail and will be preparing specific responses. The City will also obtain the input
of its Historical Preservation Board. Due to the complexity of the issues associated with the
determination of the Area of Potential Effects, the volume of previously unseen material subject
to review, the need to consult with the Board and the critical nature of the issues at stake to the
present and future integrity of Golden’s historic and archeologic resources, it will be impossible
to complete the review and return comments in the 30 day time period specified in your letter,
Rather, the City requests at least 60 days, or until September 15, 2006 to deliver such comments.

. We know that you recognize the need to afford participants in this process a reasonable
opporiunity to participate to ensure the integrity of the process. We will forward such comments
to you at our earliest convenience based upon the requested schedule.

Sincer%/ .

Michael ‘C. Bestor
City Manager







MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Ave.
Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 7579259 BT o T om i

DATE: July 31, 2006
TO: Jim Paunlmeno Attn: Steve Sherman
FROM: Dan Jepson-.

SUBJECT: Determinations of Eligibility for Archaeological Resources, Project STU R600-214,
Northwest Corridor EIS

Attached for your files are copies of Section 106 correspondence from the Environmental Programs
Branch and State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the National Register of Historic

Places (NRHP) eligibility of archaeological resources for the project referenced above. Of the 39
archaeological sites and two isolated finds located within the Area of Potential Effect, 10 sites have been
determined eligible for listing on the NRHP, all of which are in Jefferson County. The eligible resources
include three segments of historic railroad grade (5JE53.3, 5JF53.4, 5JF519.8), six segments of historic
irrigation ditches (5JF250.6, 5JF250.7, 5JF267.1, 5JF267.8, 5JF848.5, 5JF848.6), and one prehistoric stone
circle site (5JF3195). The remaining sites and isolates are not NRHP eligible. The SHPO has concurred

with all of these evaluations.

Please ensure that the project consultant includes this memo and the attached correspondence in the
Agency Correspondence appendix of the EIS. (Also, note that the July 20, 2006, letter from SHPO
contains information about the NRHP eligibility of both archaeological and historic resources, as there
was some overlap in the SHPO review process for separate CDOT submittals. Infotmation specific to

archaeological resources in that letter is highlighted in yellow.)

If you have questions or concerns regarding the eligibility determinations outlined herein, please contact
me at (303)757-9631.

Attachments

cc CF






STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue e,
Denver, Colorado 80222 B R TREiT F TRanePORTARCH
(303) 757-9259

June 12, 2006

Ms. Georgianna Contiguglia

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1300 Broadway

Denver, CO 80203

SUBIJECT: Additional Information, CDOT Project STU R600-214, Northwest Corridor
Environmental: Impact Statement, Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties

Dear Ms. Contiguglia:

In your letter dated May 25, 2006, related to the eligibility of archaeological sites associated with the
project referenced above, you requested additional information for three sites (5JF3914.1, 5JF3928.1 and

5JF3929.1), all of which are segments of irrigation ditches.

5JF3914.1 (Unnamed ditch): You requested clarification of the exact location of the recorded
segment. A revised copy of the pertinent 7.5' USGS topographic quadrangle is enclosed that shows the
beginning and ending points of the segment.

5JF3928.1 (Haines-Piquette Ditch) and 5JF3929.1 (Denver View Ditch): You requested additional
history for each of these ditches, including who or what they served. However, we are confident that all
available sources have been adequately investigated for these features, and that this information is present
on the site forms previously submitted. By searching the database of the Colorado Division of Water
Resources and contacting the appropriate water commissioner (and other local officials) for any additional
information, we have made a reasonable and good faith effort to recover the historical background of
these minor ditches, and consequently have exhausted the available data sources. In fact, the Division of
Water Resources does not contain any written, information whatsoever related to the Denver View Ditch;
the minimal data we obtained was derived entirely from personal communication with the water
commissioner, as noted under Item 15 of the Linear Component Form. We are therefore unable, as you
requested in your letter, to “provide the history of the ditch{es] and who (farmers or area) [they] served,”
as this data is simply not available.

We continue to maintain that neither 5JF3928.1 nor 5JF3929.1 retain sufficient integrity to support the
eligibility of the entire length of each ditch.

We again request your concurrence with the eligibility determinations for 5JF3928.1 and 5JF3929.1

outlined above, and also want to ensure that the site map provided for 5JF3914.1 is sufficient. Please

_ notify us at your earliest opportunity regarding these issues. If you have questions, please contact Cultural
Resource Section Manager Dan Jepson at (303)757-9631.

nvironmental Programs Branch

Enclosure







MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmenial Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80222

{303) 757-9259 r OF TRANSICRTRTION
DATE: August 3, 2006

TO: Steve Sherman, Region 6

FROM: Lisg 8phtsth, Environmental Programs Branch

SUBJECT:  SHPO and City of Golden Response, Northwest Corridor EIS, Determinations of
Eligibility and Additional Information

SHPO Response

‘The SHPO has reviewed the eligibility determinations and additional information submitted for the
project referenced above. Pve attached the response letter for your review. As you can see, starting on
page 2 there are a number of requests for additional information and a list of properties (5100 McIntyre
Street (5JF3887), and 5075 Mclntyre (5TF3888)) for which the SHPO disagreed with our determinations
of eligibility. The letter also includes a response regarding the eligibility of two properties (5JR3928.1
and 5JF3939.1) identified in the archaeological survey.

You’ll note that the letter does not address the revised boundary of the Golden Fire Brick Plant property
(5JF3854). I have emailed Amy Pallante at SEPO requesting their comments on that property since we
will need to resolve the boundary issue in order to complete both the Section 106 effects analysis and to
know whether there will be Section 4(f) issues with this property.

I’ve sent a copy of this letter to Jason Marmor at FHU so that he can begin to collect the additional
information requested by SHPO and prepare a draft response regarding these properties.

City of Golden Response

Pve also received a response from the City of Golden in which they request additional time to complete
their review of the submitted eligibility materjals—extending their review period to September 15, 2006,
Given that we extended the deadline for SHPO, I don’t have any issues with extending their review time
but we should discuss how this fits into the overall schedule for the project.

Consulting Party Responses

Aside from the City of Golden, I have not received any comments on the eligibility determinations from
the other consulting parties, including the City of Arvada, the Town of Superior, and the City of
Westminster. These parties were given the 30-day review period as outlined in the Section 106
regulations. As of late July, this review period ended and I do not anticipate any comments from these
parties,

co: File/CT/RF
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August 30, 2006

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch
Department of Transportation
4201 E. Arkansas Avenue
Degver, CO 80222

Re:  Section 106 Consultation Issues, Area of Potential Bffects, Deterrinations of
Eligibility; Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Beckham:

The City of Golden has completed an initial review of your July 13, 2006 transmittal
regarding the Historic and Archeological Resources associated with the Northwest
Corridor EIS. The City’s primary response to this information is to note and agree with
the statement contained several times in both the historic and archeological survey reports
that the information contained therein is not complete, and that the several “areas and
properties that remain subject to potential project impacts will require intensive-level
survey in the near firture to assure the identification and evaluation of all cultural
resources potentially subject to project impacts™. (Section 1-1 Historic Resources Survey
Report). Itis clear from the reports that the evaluation and consultation process is far
from complete, and that it continues to be timely for Golden to inquire about basic issues
of concern as well as report details, as follows:

o Clearly.the consultation process is still on-going, and the City has a significant
concerns about the manner in which Golden’s comments have not been reflected
in the summary document. At the least, Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act requires a good faith effort on your part for such consultation,
which good faith effort the City will continue to request.

o The definition of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) is but one area of
consultation where the results to date have not been satisfactory. As described by
the Section 106 Handbook for Participants in the 106 Review, the consultation
should have begun in earnest with Step 1 - the Initiation of the Process. The
criteria and process of identifying the APE should have been discussed long
before there were reconnaissance surveys being completed for DEIS alignments.
In this case, the decision to perform a reconnaissance survey for a 600 foot wide
corridor along the DEIS alignments as sufficient for archeological resources, and
as a “‘starting point” for historic resources was based only on consultation with the
SHPO, with no effort to review this determination with Golden and possibly to
lessen the need to perform additional intensive-level surveys.




o The further decision to “refine” the APE to the very narrow corridors shown on
Figures 5 through 17 of the Historic Resources Survey Report is again not based
upon any local consultation, and does not reflect any discussion of indirect effects
on adjacent or nearby resources. As will be discussed again later, the
reconnaissance survey review for the APE should have included a great many
known historic resources within close proximity to the project area, within the
Colorado School of Mines campus and the 8% and 12 Street Historic Districts.

e Section 3 of the Historic Resources Survey Report also raises a number of
questions about the appropriateness of the project results. Section 3.1 of this
document purports to describe the process for the initial determination and later
refinement of the APE. This document does not acknowledge, respond fo, or
include in any way Golden’s concerns about the APE as detailed in 2005. It is the
obligation of the report to document such “consultation”. Golden was further not
consulted at all in the archival research for development of a narrative historic
context.

o In Section 5 on page 5-1, the location of the Golden Fire Brick Company is
incorrectly labeled as the east side of SH 93, when it is located on the west side of
SH 93.

o Federal law defines “adverse effects” in terms of how the integrity of a historic
resource is affected. Such effects can include not only the specific location and
seiting of the resource, but also the feeling and association of the resource. The
setting, feeling and association of such resources can clearly be affected by
construction activity, noise, air pollution, and other factors. The complete lack of
discussion of any adverse indirect effects in the definition of the APE, as well as
in the reconnaissance or intensive-level surveys reflects a significant problem for
the project.

The City of Golden also has a few comments on the Archeological Resources Survey
Report, as follows:

o Like the other report, Section 1-1 clearly indicates that the survey and evaluation
process is incomplete, and that the consultation and evaluation will continue. The
Abstract page of the document has already recommended avoidance for all
eligible archeological resources. It is critical that the consultation continue to
assure that this recommendation is carried out.

e The maps (Figures 1.6 thru 1.21) have been reduced, are no longer at a scale of
1:24,000, and do not meet the SHPO’s requirements for format. In addition the
totally inconsistent legend and shading of every map is extremely confusing and
should be totally redone.

¢ Section 3.1.3 describes the methodology for the initial file search. This section on
page 3-19 indicates that for the 5% of the corridor that had been previously
surveyed, there were 25 previously recorded sites. Section 6.0 (page 6-1)
indicates that the evaluation of the entire balance of the corridor (95% of the
corridor area by admission in section 3.1.3) resulted in the identification of 14
additional sites. This result appears to be statistically improbable. The
methodology described in section 5.2 of using 30 meter transects may in part




explain the extremely low number of additional sites identified, and is cause for
concern regarding the study results.

o The information on page 3-20 pertaining to the former townsite of Golden Gate
City is extremely disconcerting. To mention the existence of the archeological
resource and note its location literally under the proposed roadway alignment,
without even an attempt to investigate the site is indicative of incomplete and
suspect methodology and results.

Your July 13, 2006 letter further invites additional information by Golden regarding the
APE, but indicates that your belief, that there will not be any “significant direct or
indirect effects on the City of Golden’s historic properties beyond the immediate project
area and the APE”, is based upon the completed land use, traffic, visual, and noise
analyses that will ultimately be discussed in the DEIS. It was certainly not appropriate
for you to make such a determination without even evaluating and acknowledging the
extent and location of such historic resources, however, the bigger problem is the
implication that we are to accept the determination that no properties outside the initial
600 foot project corridor are adversely impacted based upon unreleased analyses that we
may not even see until the release of the DEIS. We also note with concern that the July
13, 2006 letter does not mention air pollution impacts in your determination. The
determination of the APE should be based upon a bona fide review of historic integrity
and possible impacts, and such determination should be clearly defined by this time in the
process, not based upon a determination whose rationale and justification will not be
known until release of a DEIS. To that end we are enclosing a map of the appropriately
defined APE as well as listings of historic resources that need to be evaluated within the

APE.

Needless to say, the City remains concerned with the process and results of this aspect of
the EIS process, and recommends that you need to address the many points contained
herein, as well as beginning the evaluation process for the National Register 12 Street
Historic District, as well as the locally designated 8 and 9™ Street Historic District, and
the many other known historic resonrces within the corrected APE. For your benefit, we
have attached three spreadsheets listing survey information for properties with these two
districts, and the other resources.

Again, please advise us of your intended actions to correct the many issues identified
above, as well as to continue the consultation regarding the necessary additions to the
APE and the subsequent survey and analyses.

=

Steve Glueck, '
Director of Planning and Development

Sine







- include primarily sites that have been officially determined by CHS t0 be eligible for

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

TEL: 303-384-8097 144510™ 5T, GOLDEN, C0 8040t
FAX: 303-384-8161
PUBLIC WORKS www.cityofgolden.net

TEL: 303-384-8151

October 4, 2006

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch
Department of Transportation
4201 E. Arkansas Avenue
Denver, CO 80222

Re:  Section 106 Follow-up Information

Dear Mr. Beckham:

On September 20, 2006, City of Golden staff met with representatives of CDOT and the
Colorado Historical Society regarding questions raised by the City of Golden’s August
30, 20006 letter pertaining to on-going Section 106 issues. Several topics were discussed,
which are to be documented in meeting minutes that Jason D. Marmor from Felsburg,
Holt, and Ulevig is to prepare.

Among the many topics discussed was the status and process for evaluating indirect
effects to historic and archeologic resources. CDOT representatives were clear that such
evaluation had not been performed, but that such an effort was to ocenr. This discussion
was in the context of a review of Golden’s concerns about the Area of Potential Effect
(APE). The primary result of the discussion was the commitment by CDOT to evaluate -
potential indirect effects on a number of historic properties in the area seen by Golden as
likely to suffer significant indirect effects. In that discussion, Golden offered to provide a
list of candidate parcels for such evaluation.

In researching the list of properties to suggest for such evaluation, City staff chose to

inclusion on the National Register. The sites hereby submitted include the follbwing:

s A group of contributing structures within the National Register 12 Street
Historic District. To assist your efforts, copies of survey forms are provided.

e A group of individual properties found to be officially eligible by CHS. The
information provided includes print outs from the CHS web site containing survey
and other information.

e The third group of properties include Colorade School of Mines structures.
Although many of these have not been surveyed, they are significant elements of
the community. For these structures, we request that you evaluate CHS site
5JE.471.1, as well as Chauvenet Hall (1904), Guggenheim Hall (1906),
Steinhauer Field House (1937), and Stratton Hall (1902).




CDOT’s evaluation of these properties for potential effects will significantly improve the
comprehensiveness of the Section 106 effort.

Please advise us of your intended actions to regarding the above, as well as the continued
consultation regarding the overall Section 106 process.

Steve Glueck,
Director of Planning and Development




COIORADO
HISTORICAL
SOCIETY

The Colorado History Museum 1300 Broadway Denver, Colorado 80203-2137

April 25, 2007

Brad Beckham

Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

RE: Determination of Effects and Notification of Section 4(f) De Minimis, Northwest Corridor
Environmental Impact Statement. (CHS #42356)

Dear Mr. Beckham,

Thank you for your additional information correspondence dated April 17, 2007 and received
by our office on April 18, 2007 regarding the above mentioned project.

After review of the provided information, we do not object to the proposed historic
boundary for resource 5JF.2585/Ramstetter Ranch. In regards to the Assessment of
Adverse Effect we concur with the finding of no adverse effect under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act for each alternative for resource 5JF.2585/Ramstetter
Ranch.

If unidentified archaeological resources are discovered during construction, work must
be interrupted until the resources have been evaluated in terms of the National Register
criteria, 36 CRF 60.4, in consultation with this office.

We request additionai consuitation regarding the resource listed above. We also request
being involved in the consultation process with the local government, which as stipulated
in 36 CFR 800.3 is required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other consulting
parties. Additional information provided by the local government or consulting parties
might cause our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect findings.

Please note that our compliance letter does not end the 30-day review period provided
to other consulting parties. If we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy
Pallante, our Section 106 Compliance Coordinator, at (303) 866-4678.

Sincerely,

%Mw

%f_’Georgianna Contiguglia
State Historic Preservation Officer
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Route Slip

Federal Highway Administration
Colorado Federat Aid Division

Date: 9/15/2004

From: ?_ggga) \Slggg,%qi}ic?;of, Env. Program Manage T E @ E Uw I__E,
-SEP 20 2004

FELSBURG, HOLT & ULLEVIG

To: Daniel Jepson, CDOT Env. Programs
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6 Env. /
Jason Marmor, Felsburg, Holt and Ullevig

Per Your Request For Your Signature
XX For Your Information T Comment
" Per Our Conversation " Take Appropriate Action
" Note and Return " Prepare Reply for Signature of
" Discuss With Me T '
" For your Approval
Remarks:

Attached is 2 copy of a letter dated September 1, 2004, from our office to Mr. Alonzo Chalepah, regarding the Northwest
Corridor, Also attached is a list of individuals who received an identical letter and copy notations were made as
appropriate from the additional list attached.

cc: Jean Wallace, FHWA







MR WILLIAM L YEDRO
NAGPRA REPRESENTATIVE
CHEYENNE & ARAPAHO TRIBES
OF OKLAHOMA
I "0X41
CHO QK 73022

MR GORDON YELLOWMAN
NHPA/TRANSPORTATION PLANNER
CHEYENNE & ARAPAHO TRIBES/OKLA
ROADS CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM
POBOX 137

CONCHO OK 73022

MR AMMY ARTERBERRY
THPO/NAGPRA ~ DIRECTOR -
COMANCHE NATION OF OK
PO BOX 208

LAWTON OK 73502

MR. ELBERT LE BEAU, THPO
CHEYENNE RIVER SIOQUX TRIBE
PO BOX 590
EAGLEBUTTE, 5D 57625

MR TERRY G KNIGHT

NAGPRA REPRESENTATIVE

UTE MOUNTAIN UTE INDIAN TRIBE
POBOX 102

TOWAOC, CO 81334

List of Individuals Who Received Copies
of Latter based on Tribe

MR, JOE BIG MEDICINE

NAGPRA REFRESENTATIVE
CHEYENNE & ARAPAHO TRIBES
OF OKLAHOMA.

500 SLEACH, APT 36

WATONGA OK. 73772

MR GILBERT BRADY

TRIBAL HISTORIC FRESERVATION
OFFICER

NORTHERN CHEYENNE TRIBE

P.O.BOX 128

LAME DEER MT 59043

MR ROBERT GOGGLES
MNAGPRA REFRESENTATIVE
NORTHERN ARAPAHO TRIBE
PO BOX 396

FORT WASHAKIE, WY 82514

MR NEIL CLOUD

NAGPRA REPRESENTATIVE
CULTURRE PRESERVATION OFFICE
SOUTHERN UTE INDLAN TRIBE
P.O.BOX 137

IGNACIO, CO 81137

Thvi MENTZ

STANDING ROCK SIOUX TRIBE
CULTURAL RESOURCE PLANNER
PO BOXD ;

FT YATES, ND 58538

MR ALONZO SANKEY

NAGPRA REPRESENTATIVE

CHEYENNE & ARAPAHOE TRIBES/OKLA
P. 0. BOX 836 -

CANTON, OK 73724

REVEREND GEORGE DAINGKAU
NAGPRA REPRESENTATIVE
KIOWA TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA.
118 N STEPHENS

HOBART OK 73015

MR HOWARD BROWHN, CEAIR

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMIVISSION
NORTHERN ARAPAHOE TRIBE

PO BOX 9079

ARAPAHIOE, WY 82510

MS BETSY CHAPQOSE, DIRECTOR

CULTURAL RIGHTS & PROTECTION
OFFICE :

NORTHERN UTE TRIBE

PO ROX 150

FTDUCHESNE UT 84026

TERRY GRAY

(ROSEBUD SIOU30)

NAGPRA COORDENATOR

SGU HERITAGE CENTER

BOX 675 — RSTSCRM COMMITTEE
ROSEBUD SD 57555 “




MR. HOWARD RICHARDS
CHATRMAN
SOUTHERN UTE BNDIAN TRIBE

( 0% 737
- . «CIO, CO 81137

MR, BURTON HUTCHINSON
CHATRMAN, NORTHERN .
ARAPAHO TRIBE BUSINESS COUNCIL
P.O. BOX 356

FORT WASHAXIE, WY 82514

- MR. HAROLD C. FRAZIER, CHATRMAN

C

CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUN TRIBAL COUNCIL
P.O, BOX 590
BAGLE BUTTE, 8D 57625

MR. WALLACE COFFEY
CHAIRMAN, COMANCHE TRIBAL
BUSINESS COMMITIEE

P. 0. BOX 908

LAWTON, OK 73502

MS. ELAINE ATZITTY

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVE

WHITE MESA. UTE TRIBAL COUNCIL
PO BOX 7096

WHITE MESA, UT 84511

Original Letters Mailed
o all of the above

MBR HAROLD CUTHAIR

UTE MOUNTAIN UTE TRIBE
POBOX 343

TOWAOC C0 81334

MR. BILL BLIND, VICE CHAIRMAN
CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHO BUSINESS

COMMITTEE, CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHO TRIBES

OF OKLAHOMA
P.0.BOX38

_ CONCHO, OK 73022

MR. ALONZO CHALEPAH, CHAIRMAN
APACHE TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA
POBOX 1220

ANADARKO, OK 73005

MR. CHARLES W. MURFPHY
CHAIRMAN, STANDING

ROCK SI0UX TRIBAL COUNCIL
P.0.BOX D
FORT YATES, ND 58538

CHAIRMAN

CROW CREEK SIOUX TRIBAL COUNCIL
P.O. BOX 658

FORT THOMPSON, SI 57325

MS MAXINE NATCHEES
CHAIRWOMAN, UINTAH & OURAY
TRIBAL BUSINESS COMMITTER
PO BOX 190

FT DUCHESNE UT 84026

MS, GERI SMALL
CHAIRWOMAN

NORTHERN CHEYENNE TRIBE
P.O. BOX 128 .
LAME DEER, MT 59043

MR. BILLY EVANS HORSE, CHAIRMAN
KIOWA TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA
P.0.BOX 369

CARNEGIE, OK 73015

MR.. CHARLES COLOMBE, PRESIDENT
ROSEBUD SIOUX TRIBE

P.0.BOX 430 :

ROSEBUD, 8D 57570

MR. JOHN YELLOWBIRD, PRESIDENT
OGLALA SIQUX TRIBAL COUNCIL
P.O.BOXH

PINE RIDGE, 8D 57770



FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION/COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
SECTION 106 TRIBAL CONSULTATION INTEREST RESPONSE FORM

PROJECT:___ Northwest Coridor Environmental Impact Statemnent

The Tribe [is / is not] (circle one) interested in becoming a
consulting party for the Colorado Department of Transportation project referenced above, for the purpose of
complying with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations (36 CFR
800). If your tribe will be a consulting party, please answer the questions below,

Signed:

Name and Title

CoNSULTING PARTY STATUS [36 CFR §800.2(c)(3}]
Do you know of any specific sites or places to which your fribe attaches religious and cultural significance that
may be affected by this project?

Yes No If yes, please explain the general nature of these places and how or why they are
significant (use additional pages if necessary). Locational information is not required.

SCOPE OF IDENTIFICATION EFFORTS {36 CFR §800.4(a)(4)]
Do you have information you can provide us that will assist us in identifying sites or places that may be of
religious or cultural significance to your inbe?

Yes No If yes, please explain.

CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION [36 CFR §800.11(c)]
Is there any information you have provided here, or may provide in the future, that you wish to remain
confidential?

Yes No - Ifyes, please explain.

Please complete and return this foxm within 60 days via US Mail or fax to:

Dan Jepson, Section 106 Native American Liaison
Colorado Department of Transporiation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 E. Atkansas Ave.

Denver, CO 80222

FAX: (303)757-9445






i"'EDERAL HICEWAY ADMINISTRATION/COLORADO DEFARTMENT OF THANSPORTATION
SECTION 106 TRIBAL CON. SULTATION INTEREST RESPONSE FORM

il ANy Y  Tribeffis) is not] (elrele one) interested in becoming o
consulling perty for the Colorade Department of Transportation project referenced above, for the purpose of
- complying with Section 106 of the Nutional H istoric Presérvation Aef and its aplementing regulations (36 CFR

&§00). If'your tribe will be g consulting party, please ancyver the questions below,
Signed: / - IZ‘;E/{,«/. &L&j . QKR‘:?T)

Nawmie and Title

p CONSULTING PARTY STATUS [36 CFR. §800.2(e)(3)] L
Do yott kotow of any specific sites or Places to which your tribe atiachas veligions and exliural significance that
may be affected by this project?

1
Yes @ If yes, please eaplain the general nanure of these places and how of why they ara )
significan (iuse additional pages if'necessary). Luvational information is not required.

i “
SCOPE OF IDEN'IIFICATION EFFORTS {36 CFR, $800.4(2)(4)]

‘Do you have information you can provide us that will agsist ug in ident] fying sites or places that may be of
religious or eultura) signifieance ta your fribe? -

Yes (No If yes, please explain,

CONMDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION [36 CHR. §800.1 1)
Is there any information you hava provided here, or may provide in the future, that you wish to remain
cenfidential?

Yes '@ If yes, plense explain,

Please complete and return fhis Form within 60 days via US Mail or fax {e:

Dan Jepson, Section 106 Native Armerigan Liaison
Colarads Department of Transpottation
Efivirosmental Programs Branyh

4201 E. Arkansas Ave,

nlmvcr, CO 80222

FAX: (303)757.9445




FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION/COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
SECTION 106 TRIBAL CONSULTATION INTEREST RESPONSE FORM

PROJECT:__ Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Statement

The LeouTiepp) V7= "TRHDIAR Tribe [is / is not] (cirele one) interested in becoming a
consulting party for the Colorado Department of Transportation project referenced above, for the purpose of
complying with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations (36 CFR
800). ¥ your tribe will be a consulting party, please answer the questions below.

Signcd:%o_dg?;\;- "@2‘“—““5{” NASPRA CoOOR.

Name and Title -

CONSULTING PARTY STATUS [36 CFR §800.2(c)(3)]
Do you know of any specific sites or places to which your tribe attaches religious and cultural significance that
may be affected by this project?

Yes If yes, please explain the general nature of these places and how or. why they are
significant (use additional pages if necessary), ‘Locational information is not required.

SCOPE OF IDENTIFICATION EFFORTS {36 CFR. §800.4(2)(4)]
Do you have information you can provide us that will assist us in identifying sites or places that may be of
religious or cultural significance to your tiibe?

“Yeg ( No) If yes, please explain.

CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION [36 CFR §800.11(c)]
Is there any information you bave provided here, or may provide in the future, that you wish to remain
confidential? .

Yes @ If yes, please explain.

Please domplete and return this form within 60 days via US Mail or fax to;

Dan Jepson, Section 106 Native American Liaison
Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 E. Arkansas Ave,

Denver, CO 80222

FAX: (303)757-9445

N



FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION/COLORADD DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
. SECTION 106 TRIBAL CONSULTATION INTEREST RESPONSE FORM

PROJECT: Northwost Corridor Environmental Impact Statamiont
The _(* 4 nos, (€ Aev GTrg v Y 1y fuTiibe(is ) is not] (circle one) intorosted in becoming a

an_st £

consulling parf,y}fur the Celurady Doperiment of Transporlation projes! referenced shuve, for the.purpose of
complying with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservallon Act and its implementing segutations (36 CFR

P

500). Ifyour tribe will be a consulling party, pleas ¢t the)questions below.
. - .
Signed; A Lﬂ&% CRSF THFAO
o o Title

CONSULTING PARTY STATUS [36 CFR §800.2(¢)(3)]
Bo you know of any specific sites or places to which your irihe attaches refigions and cultural signifeance that

may be affected by this project?

Yee /N{f If yes, plense explain the general nature of these pluoes nad how or why they are
significant (usc additional pages if neocssary). Locational fnformation is not required.

SCOPE OF IDENTIFICATION EFFORTS [36 CFR §800.4(2)(4)]
Do you haveo information you can provide us that will assist us in identifying sitcs or places that may be of
religious or culfural significance 1o vour fribe?

}aﬁ’ Ne  Tfyes pleaseexplain. s/, oy At ,d:,?,@hw;z;ﬁ S i d

s clevtelopon s ny il Ry pack,

CUNFIDENTLALITY OF JNFORMATION [36 CER §800.11(c)] _
e there any information you have provided here, or may prownde in the future, that you wish fo remain
confidential?

Xé No K'yes, please explain, (4 2an ?mg,.?,gﬂﬁ,f dmimilrn [C OTH il

swnforrceTleoe gpigedh oo d wiidld Kes. egriarilecf w«;&m,mﬂ.

Tlease complete and peturn this form within 60 days via US Mail or Fax te:

Dan Jepson, Scetion 106 Nalive American Lisison
Colorado Department of Transpormation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 E., Arkansas Ave,

Denver, CO 80222

FAX: (303)757-9445







U.S. Department : Colorado Federal Aid Division
Of Transportation 12300 West Dakota Avenue
Federal Highway : : Suite 180

Administration ' Lzkewood, CO 80228

. September 1, 2004
Mz, Alonzo Chalepah, Chairman
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma
P.0.Box 1220

Anadarko, OK 73005

Dear Mr. Chalepah:

Subject: Request for Section 106 Consultation, Northwest
Corridor Environmental Impact Statement, Boulder,
Broomfizld and Jefferson Couniies, Colorado

The Pederal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to address
transportation improvements in portions of Boulder, Broomfield and Jefferson Counties, Colorado.
The purpose of the Northwest Corridor project is to enhanee transportation system connections
between the western terminus of the existing Northwest Parkway alignment in Broomfield County
and the freeway system of State Highways 58 and 470, and Interstate 70 to the south in Jefferson
County (please refer to the enclosed map). Improvements to this fast-growing and congested area
in the northwest Denver metropolitan area are needed in order to address existing and foresseable
capacity and accessibility issues. Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969 and the Council on Environmental Quality implementing regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508),
FHWA and CDOT are documenting the potential social, economic and environmental
consequences of this action in an EIS.

The FHWA will serve as the lead agency for this project, and CDOT staff will facilitate the tribal
consultation process. The agencies are seeking the participation of regional ribal governments ag
described in Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act implementing regulations 36
CFR 800 et seq. As a consulting party, you are offered the opportunity to identify traditional
cultural and religious properties, evaluate significance of these properties and how the project
affects them. Ifit is found that the project will impact historic properties that are eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places, your role in the consultation process includes
participation in resolving how to avoid, minimize, and mitigate the impacts. With your
participation in the proposed undertaking, we can more effectively avoid and minimize our impacts
on areas important to fribal governments.




The Area of Potential Effect (APE) for the undertaking, as defined by 36 CFR 800.16(d), has not
been defined because of the large size of the study area, which is located in the northwest Denver
suburbs. Tt is important to note that the APE will be defined Jater in the process and will be much
more refined than the area identified on the enclosed map. A comprehensive survey and assessment -
of historic properties within the APE has therefore not yet been conducted. Once this task has been
completed, all interested parties and consulting tribes will be apprised of the results and asked to
comment. We would appreciate receiving any information you have that may assist us in locating
cultural resources in this area, so that they may be considered with other known resources.

The BIS process will entail an analysis of the cumulative effects of the undertaking, which will
include past, present and reasonably foreseeable future projects. If you have any input on issues of
concern from the standpoint of cumulative impacts, please let us know. Also, the Northwest
Corridor area is home to a number of American Indian people. As such, if you are aware of
members of your tribe living in proximity to the study area who would be interested in participating
in the NEPA consultation process on some level, please notify us so that we can facilitate that
interaction. :

We are committed to ensuring that tribal govermnents are informed of and involved in decisions
that may impact places that have significance to one or more tribes, If you are interested in
becoming a consulting party for the Northwest Corridor EIS, please complete and return the
enclosed Consultation Interest Response Form to CDOT Native American liaison Dan Jepson
within 60 days of receipt (the mailing address and facsimile number for Mr. Jepson are listed at the
bottom of that sheet), Mr. Jepson can also be reached via E-mail at Danie].Jepson@dot.state.co.us
or by telephone at (303) 757-9631. The 60-day period has been established to encourage your
participation at this stage in project development. Failure to respond within this time frame will not
prevent your tribe from becoming a consulting party at 2 later date. However, studies and decision-
. making will proceed, and it may become difficult to reconsider previous determinations or findings,
nnless significant new information is introduced. '

Thank you for considering this request for consultation.

Very truly 3;ours, -
Mbon b5 z)m&éa/ -

¢n Douglas Bennett
Acting Division Administrator

Enclosures

ce:  Jean Wallace, FHWA
Daniel Jepson, CDOT Env. Programs
Steve Sherman, CDOT Region 6 Env.
Jason Marmor, Felsburg, Holt and Ullevig



STATE OF COLORA DO of Tramsportation

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Fede}'al Highway
Erwirénmental Programs Branch ) Administration

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80222 Colorado Federal Aid Division

{803) 757-9259 12300 W. Dakota Ave., Suite 180
Lakewood, CO 80228

July 24, 2006

Mr. Albert M. LeBeau HI, THPO
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
P.O. Box 590

Eagle Butte, SD 57625

SUBJECT: Eligibility and Effects Determinations for Archaeological Resources, Northwest Corridor
Environmental Impact Statement, Broomfield, Boulder and Jefferson Counties, Colorado

Dear Mr. LeBeau:

In December 2004, the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe elected to become a consulting party for the
Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above, under the terms of Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act. As a consulting tribe you are offered the opportunity to review
the results obtained from the historic property surveys completed within the project area, Qver 90 sites
and isolated finds were documented during the field inventories, of which only one (5JF3195, Brookes
Stone Circle site} exhibits materials related to Native American occupation. Enclosed for your review is a
copy of the archaeological resources inventory report, which contains a description of and management
recommendations for 5JF31935, as well as copies of both the original site form and the recent reevaluation
form for the site.

The Brookes Stone Circle site (5JF3195), which was originally documented in 2003, contains over 100
complete and partial stone circles in a 62-acre area (see page 6-22 in the report and the separate site
form). Of the few artifacts present on the site surface, none were temporally diagnostic and consequently
the age of the site is unknown. Nonetheless, this cluster of stone circles is one of the largest and most
intact along the foothills of the Rocky Mountains, and it was previously determined eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places. CDOT and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
concur with this evaluation.

Site 5JF3195 is located in proximity to, but cutside of, one of the alignment alternatives presently under
consideration for the Northwest Corridor project. As such CDOT and FHWA have made the
determination that the site will be completely avoided, regardless of which alternative is eventually
selected as preferred. With regard to the Brookes Stone Circle site specifically, no historic properties will
be affected.

As a consulting tribe we welcome your comments regarding the eligibility and effects documentation
related to 57F3195 and any of the historic resources (i.e., ditches, railroad grades, residential structures,
efc.) identified within the Area of Potential Effects established for the project. If you elect to submit
comments in response to this lefter, we ask that you do so within 45 days of the date of this letter.
Comments should be directed to me at the CDOT mailing address on the letterhead.




Mr. LeBeau
July 24, 2006
Page 2

Should you have questions or require clarification regarding anything contained in this transmittal, please
contact me by phone at (303)757-9631 or via Email at daniel.jepson@dot.state.co.us. Thank you for your

time in considering this request for comment.

Dan epson, Senior Staff Archaeologist
Section 106 Tribal Liaison

Enclosures

cer M. Vanderhoof (FHWA}
- CF



STIATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Envirenmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue ’

Denver, Colorado 80222

{303) 757-9259

U.S. Department
of Transportation
Federal Highway
Administration

Colorade Federal Aid Division
12300 W. Dakota Ave., Suite 180

Lakewood, CO 80228

July 24, 2006

Mr. Neil B. Cloud, NAGPRA Coordinator
Southern Ute Indian Tribe

P.O. Box 737

Ignacio, CO 81137

SUBJECT: Eligibility and Effects Determinations for Archaeological Resources, Northwest Corridor
Environmental Impact Statement, Broomfield, Boulder and Jefferson Counties, Colorado

Dear Mr. Cloud:

In October 2004, the Southermn Ute Indian Tribe elected to become a consulting party for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above, under the terms of Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. As a consulting tribe you are offered the opportunity to review the
results obtained from the historic property surveys completed within the project area. Over 90 sites and
isolated finds were documented during the field inventories, of which only one (5JF3195, Brookes Stone
Circle site) exhibits materials related to Native American occupation. Enclosed for your review is a copy
of the archaeological resources inventory report, which contains a description of and management
recommendations for 5JF3195, as well as copies of both the original site form and the recent reevaluation
form for the site. : '

The Brookes Stone Circle site (53JF3195), which was originally documented in 2003, contains over 100
complete and partial stone circles in a 62-acre area (see page 6-22 in the report and the separate site
form). Of the few artifacts present on the site surface, none were temporally diagnostic and consequently
the age of the site is unknown. Nonetheless, this cluster of stone circles is one of the largest and most
intact along the foothills of the Rocky Mountains, and it was previously determined eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places. CDOT and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
concur with this evaluation. -

Site 5JF3195 is located in proximity to, but outside of, one of the alignment alternatives presently under
consideration for the Northwest Corridor project. As such CDOT and FHWA have made the
determination that the site will be completely avoided, regardless of which alternative is eventually
selected as preferred. With regard to the Brookes Stone Circle site specifically, no historic properties will
be affected.

As a consulting tribe we welcome your comments regarding the eligibility and effects documentation
related to 5JF3195 and any of the historic resources (i.., ditches, raifroad grades, residential structures,
etc.) identified within the Area of Potential Effects estabhshed for the project. If you elect to submit
comments in response to this letter, we ask that you do so within 45 days of the date of this letter.
Comments should be directed to me at the CDOT mailing address on the letterhead.
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Should you have questions or require clarification regarding anything contained in this transmittal, please
* contact me by phone at (303)757-9631 or via Email at daniel.jepson@dot.state.co.us. Thank you for your

time in considering this request for comment.

Sincerely,

Lo

Dan Jepson, Senior Staff Archaeologist
Section 106 Tribal Liaison :

Enclosures

ec: M. "Vanderhoof (FEEWA)
CF



SIATE OF COLORADO of Transporation

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Federal Highway
Environmental Programs Branch Administration
4201 East Arkkansas Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80222 Colorado Federal Aid Division .
{303} 757-9259 12300 W. Dakota Ave., Suite 180 7'
Lakewood, CO 80228
July 24, 2006

Ms. Ruth Toahty, Interim NAGPRA Coordinator
Comanche Nation of Oklahoma

P.O. Box 908

Lawton, OK 73502

SUBJECT: Eligibility and Effects Determinations for Archaeological Resources, Northwest Corridor
Environmental Impact Statement, Broomfield, Boulder and Jefferson Counties, Colorado

Dear Ms. Toahty:

In September 2004, the Comanche Nation elected to become a consulting party for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above, under the terms of Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. As a consulting tribe you are offered the opportunity fo review the
results obtained from the historic property surveys completed within the project area. Over 90 sites and
isolated finds were documented during the field inventories, of which only one (5JF3195, Brookes Stone
Circle site) exhibits materials related to Native American occupation. Enclosed for your review is a copy
of the archaeological resources inventory report, which contains a description of and management
recommendations for 5JF3195, as well as coples of both the original site form and the recent reevaluation
form for the site.

The Brookes Stone Circle site (5JF3195), which was originally documented in 2003, contains over 100
complete and partial stone circles in a 62-acre area (see page 6-22 in the report and the separate site
form). Of the few artifacts present on the site surface, none were temporally diagnostic and consequently
the age of the site is unknown. Nonetheless, this cluster of stone circles is one of the largest and most
intact along the foothills of the Rocky Mountains, and it was previously determined eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places. CDOT and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
concur with this evaluation.

Site SJF3195 is located in proximity to, but outside of, one of the alignment alternatives presently under
consideration for the Northwest Corridor project. As such CDOT and FHWA have made the
determination that the site will be completely avoided, regardless of which alternative is eventually
selected as preferred. With regard to the Brookes Stone Circle site specificdlly, no historic properties will
be affected.

As a consulting tribe we welcome your comments regarding the eligibility and effects documentation
related to 5JF3195 and any of the historic resources (i.e., ditches, railroad grades, residential structures,
etc.) identified within the Area of Potential Effects established for the project. If you elect to submit
comments in response to this letter, we ask that you do so within 45 days of the date of this letter.
Comments should be directed to me at the CDOT mailing address on the letterhead.



Ms. Toahty
July 24, 2006
Page 2

Should you have questions or require clarification regarding anything contained in this transmittal, please
contact me by phone at (303)757-9631 or via Email at daniel jepson@dot.state.co.us. Thank you for your

time in considering this request for comment.
Sincerely,
1 )ad

Dan Jepson, Senior Staff Archaeologist
Section 106 Tribal Liaison

Enclosures

cc: . M. Vanderhoof (FHWA)
CF
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. 2000 South Holly S
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@8 ATRANSPORTATION ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY Citizen Hotline: 303.220.2545
WWW.INWCORRIDOREIS.COM

January 3, 2007

Dave Kuehn, District Manager
Prospect Recreation and Park District
4198 Xenon Street

Wheat Ridge, CO 80033

RE: Determination of Impacts to Section 4(f) Protected Resources

The Northwest Corridor Environmental Impact Study is currently evaluating four alternatives to
provide transportation improvements to the western metropolitan area to relieve congestion,
improve traffic circulation, capacity, and safety. Part of this project involves the Prospect Trail
located west of McIntyre Street between 50" Avenue and Table Mountain Parkway. This trail is
considered a protected recreational resource under federal regulations referred to as Section 4(f)
which prohibits use of parks, recreational properties, wildlife refuges and historic properties. To
facilitate selection of the Northwest Corridor project alternatives under this regulation, a de minimis
impact finding can be requested of the Federal Highway Administration, which states that the
impact to the recreational resource is minor after consideration of mitigation measures to either
minimize impacts or to enhance the resource. To meet this request, CDOT must have the
agreement of Prospect Recreation and Parks District that the impacts to the property (after
mitigation) would not adversely affect the activities, features and attributes that qualify the trail for
protection under Section 4(f).

This letter requests your concurrence that the impacts resulting from the proposed build alternatives
for the Northwest Corridor transportation project, after agreed upon mitigation measures, as
described below, will not adversely affect the activities, features and attributes that qualify this
property for protection under Section 4(f).

Impact: Approximately 200 feet or an estimated 0.09 acre of the trail would be impacted by the
proposed roadway widening at McIntyre Parkway. Toe of fill slopes are expected to extend into the
property far enough to partially obliterate the current trail alignment.

Mitigation: CDOT, upon completion of the NEPA process and Record of Decision, will acquire a
new trail easement suitable for comparable trail use from the current landowners and re-build the
trail to standards as agreed to by CDOT and Prospect Recreation and Park District.
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Dave Kuehn, District Manager
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CDOT respectfully requests your concurrence with these findings.

Sincerely,

William McDonnell
NWC Project Manager

Prospect Recreation and Park District agrees that the use of the above mentioned Section 4(f)
resource, in consideration of the mitigation measures, does not adversely affect the activities,
features and attributes that qualify these resources for protection under Section 4(f).

Signatory, Title Date

CC:






