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RTD Rail Maintenance Facility  
Neighborhood Meeting 

 
Date/Time:  June 14, 2005/6:00 P.M. – 8:30 P.M.  
Location:    Bruce Randolph Middle School, 3955 Steele Street 
 
Attendees:   
Wilber Stackhouse Paulette Hirsch Lawrence Lee 
Michael Tavel Judy Montero Kim Kucera 
Scott Dienes John Valerio Salvador Blea 
Joan Darveaux Bob Darveaux Rich Hladyszewski 
Al Montoya Ellen Ittelson Steve Gordon  
Harry McFarland Siobhann Kelly Bob Yeager 
Arlene Welsch Bonnie Stackhouse Constantine Nickonov 
Keith Howard Derek Officer Susan Altess 
Tim Belealesy Loralie Cole Jan Stice 
Jane Donovan  Betty Cram  Lanette Foster 
Nicole Buettner Norman Lane David Foster 
Jennie Smith Matt Buettner Linda Carbajal 
David Brehm Don Ulrich Jake Jakubowski 
Danaa Lee Corey Flanagan Jon Bezjak 
Anthony Rodríguez Darlene Sinnett Brent Zboyovski 
Daniel Meyers Betty Wonder Robert Vail 
Tim O’Connell Eduardo Tiscareño Eustacio Sánchez 
Joe Viveros Keith Pryor Mickey Zeppelin 
José Luis Díaz de Leon Art Rodríguez Richard Bragg 
Missy Mish Loretta Bezjak Antonio García 
Belen García  Bob Chishoboj  
 
 
I.  NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING OVERVIEW 
The I-70 East Corridor EIS and the US 36 EIS project teams conducted a neighborhood meeting 
on Tuesday, June 14th as part of the on-going community outreach process to present information 
on the potential sites for an RTD rail maintenance facility.  The primary purpose of the 
maintenance facility meeting was to disseminate, discuss, and answer questions regarding the 
different options for maintenance facilities.  Information presented included materials from the 
May 24th meeting, initial light rail maintenance facility sites, the screening process and criteria 
used to evaluate sites, the facilities remaining after 1st and 2nd level screening, and the next steps 
for evaluating a light rail maintenance facility. 
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II.  OPEN HOUSE 
The first 30 minutes of the meeting was conducted as an open house and detailed many different 
topics including: 

1. Overview of projects – Process and Schedule 
2. EIS and Maintenance Facility Identification Process 
3. Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility Site Identification 
4. Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility Screening Results 
5. Light Rail Maintenance Facility Site Identification 
6. Light Rail Maintenance Facility Screening Results 

 
III.  PRESENTATION 
After the open house, a slide show was presented that gave an update on commuter rail 
maintenance facilities and presented light rail maintenance facility sites, screening process, 
remaining sites, and next steps.  After each section of the presentation, various 
questions/comments were discussed.  An overview of the questions/comments are highlighted 
below.   
 
Questions 
 
Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility Update 
1.  You have mentioned the pitfalls of having a split facility, but what are some of the benefits? 
Answer:  A smaller footprint or area of land for each of the two portions of the facility would be 
used with a split facility (though the total combined land area is larger than for a single facility).  
The Rennick Site specifically may have a greater opportunity for redevelopment with a split 
facility. 
 
2.  Did you see any benefits to a split facility? 
Answer:  Not really since the impacts are significant.  The recommended consolidated sites seem 
to fair better. 
 
3.  I’m a Highland resident.  The final three sites that you have identified are inappropriate from 
a land use perspective.  We asked you again in March to look at sites north of I-70 because they 
are better.  Does our request need to be rephrased? 
Answer:  We would like you to ask those questions at the discussion tables. 
 
4.  Why are we considering commuter rail and a commuter rail facility?  The commuter rail goes 
to Boulder and the facility belongs in Boulder.  Light rail is cleaner and is more flexible and 
provides more service to the neighborhoods.  Confine the maintenance facility to light rail.  You 
can satisfy the neighborhood that way.  
Answer:  Commuter rail is a technology that has been identified by the US 36 corridor. 
Commuter rail and light rail are still being considered in the I-70 East Corridor EIS.  The DEIS 
will consider other analysis that will allow the I-70 East Corridor to make the decision between 
commuter rail and light rail. 
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Light Rail Maintenance Facility 
1.  I am frustrated with the information that has been presented with the sites that are on the table 
for commuter rail for the US 36 Corridor and that the light rail maintenance facility sites are 
basically the same sites.  The neighborhood wants to be fair about criteria.  We are frustrated 
with the process.  We still see a fatal flaw with the process.  I don’t believe the criteria will make 
a difference as long as engineering solutions are being tossed at us.  I am not okay with 
mitigating for a light rail or commuter rail maintenance facility. 
 
2.  There are several light rail lines.  I don’t understand why the maintenance facilities have to be 
stuck on the lines they are on?  Why can’t the trains be moved from line to line to utilize light 
rail maintenance facilities at the far ends of lines? 
Answer:  It has not yet been determined if light rail can run from I-70 down the I-225 line or if it 
has the ability to run down the 40th Street/40th Avenue connection. 
 
3.  CDOT announced the results of a rail relocation study to improve operations to their benefit. 
This has nothing to do with RTD. 
 
4.  Why don’t we have CDOT and RTD in joint conversations about these topics? 
Answer:  The study was done to ask, “Is there a public benefit of moving rail yards?”  The 
results say, yes.  There’s a $1.8 billion dollar price tag on making that happen.  More 
importantly, even with the study, not all the rail yards would go away.  If a maintenance facility 
is located in a yard that won’t go away, then the maintenance facility might be providing an 
opportunity for the community.  
 
5.  What is the budget for these maintenance facilities? 
Answer:  Commuter rail is $60-$80 million. Light rail is $35 million. 
 
6.  I’m a Globeville resident. I guess our frustration has to do with the fact that we don’t see a 
“win win” situation.  In some cases, we will have a maintenance facility and a rail yard right next 
to each other.  It makes us wonder, is it useful to come to these meetings? 
Answer:  Yes, it is useful.  You have proof that the project team has been listening to you.  The 
realignment alternative and the Bruce Randolph/MLK alignments that are no longer on the table 
are a direct result of community input. 
 
IV.  DISCUSSION TABLES 
Following the question and answer period, the meeting broke into several discussion tables (each 
facilitated by a US 36 or I-70 project team member) that focused on different issues: Commuter 
Rail and Light Rail Site Process, Rennick Yard, US 36, I-70 East Corridors Process, 31st Street 
Yard/RTD District Shops, Boulder/I-225, Right of Way, and UPRR 36th/40th and 40th.  The 
discussion tables provided a format for the public to be able to voice their concerns, ask 
questions, or comment on the corridor-wide meeting.  Notes were taken at each table and are 
highlighted in the following discussion. 
 
Rennick Yard 
1.  Why don’t we keep the Denver Post facility where it is and put the maintenance facility near 
the storm water detention facility? 
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Answer:  There is a certain layout that is required for the maintenance facility that would 
preclude significant redesign. 
 
2.   The comment was made in the presentation that the maintenance facility would have less 
pollution than the existing rail yards.  How do we know that?  What are the environmental 
impacts of a maintenance facility?  How can you make a comparison between freight rail and the 
maintenance facility?  Who can provide that analysis? 
Answer:  The DEIS will provide information on the air quality impacts of the sites. 
 
3.  You need to build at least a 12-15 foot sound wall around the maintenance facility to buffer 
the sound impacts.  You should really have at least 20 feet with an area of natural greenery 
surrounding it. 
 
4.  How high does the sound barrier have to be so the neighborhood doesn’t need to hear the 
noise caused by the maintenance facility?  You won’t be able to build a sound wall high enough 
around it to protect us from the noise. 
Answer:  The DEIS will provide information on noise impacts of the sites. 
 
5.  Through this process, I have seen four different maps that outline territory that is necessary to 
take for the Rennick Yard.  How much land is really necessary to build this thing?  Why do your 
past maps provide conflicting information?  Which map has the most accurate information? 
Answer:  The maps are getting more refined as we develop more information on the sites.  
 
6.  You say it takes 80 acres to build a maintenance facility.  That’s an area that is equivalent to 
Cheesman Park.  The rail yard is 100 yards across.  There will still be property impacts.  
 
7.  What is the real size of the facility?  How many lines will it serve?  If you don’t know how 
many lines will be served and where they are coming from, how could you possibly design this 
facility or look at sites for it? 
Answer:  The 90 acre site works for all three corridors (I-70 East Corridor, North Metro, US 
36). The site would be smaller (approximately 60-70 acres) if it is not for all three. 
 
8.  Why don’t you build the maintenance facility underground? 
 
9.  What is the status of the 38th and Inca Street station? 
Answer:  It will be looked at as part of the Gold Line EIS. 
 
10.  Would building a maintenance facility threaten the 38th and Inca Street station because of its 
need for space? 
Answer:  No, the maintenance facility is on the eastside of the existing railroad track, the 
proposed 38th and Inca site is on the west. 
 
11.  It’s hard to argue that a stop at 38th and Inca Street is even necessary if they build the 
maintenance facility.  The redevelopment that would occur on the BNSF area would no longer be 
happening and there wouldn’t be any residents that would need a 38th and Inca Street station. 
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12.  One of our main concerns is that the maintenance facility will inhibit the 38th and Inca Street 
station and that an area that is primarily light industrial will turn to full industrial.  I don’t see 
there being a positive change for the Sunnyside Neighborhood. 
 
13.  We challenge you to find a more creative solution than putting the maintenance facility here. 
No developer is going to want to build a 3 or 4 story loft that overlooks a maintenance facility. 
 
14.  What other development has been proposed for this area that would be eliminated with the 
construction of the maintenance facility?  
Answer:  That will be considered in the DEIS analysis. 
 
15.  The maintenance facility would eliminate coffee shops and books stores.  You could gold 
plate the maintenance facility and it wouldn’t look any better in our neighborhood. 
 
16.  We’ve identified issues with this site.  You are asking us to create opportunities that would 
make this site better.  We don’t see an opportunity to make this site better. 
 
17.  We don’t need a maintenance facility to stimulate development in the Rennick Yard. 
 
18.  What levels of jobs will be created as a result of the maintenance facility?  
Answer:  The maintenance facility will create between 200 and 400 jobs.  Many of them will be 
skilled jobs related to specific maintenance tasks, but others will involve operating light rail 
trains, management and service. 
 
19.  32nd and Vallejo is redeveloping without RTD.  I find the stimulus that the maintenance 
facility creates new jobs suspect. 
 
20.  Student housing is being built in this area.  I would ask the students if they really want to 
study while overlooking rubble and a maintenance facility. 
 
21.  What is the contractual agreement with the railroad?  Would RTD purchase this property 
outright? 
Answer:  RTD and the railroads would have to negotiate for any railroad property that would be 
needed for the transit facility. 
 
22.  When you purchase railroad property, would you purchase the railroad property and move 
existing businesses as an additional cost? 
Answer:  If it is necessary to move existing businesses to develop the site, then they would be 
moved as part of the process. 
 
23.  The railroad is determined to move out of Denver.  They are going to get someone to pay for 
that.  That really doesn’t have anything to do with RTD.  If the railroad gets purchased, the rails 
road moves out, Sunnyside redevelops that area and creates more than 200 jobs that actually 
serve the neighborhood. 
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24.  If we provide positive input about how this site could be improved then we are providing 
you with a benefit list.  We don’t want this site, so we don’t want to tell you what the benefits 
are. 
 
25.  Why are there no sites proposed in Boulder? 
Answer:  There are sites being considered in Boulder. 
 
26.  How can you study the environmental impacts of the maintenance facility?  How can you 
study the environmental impacts of a facility that doesn’t exist?  
Answer:  The DEIS will examine the potential impacts of a facility compared with current usage. 
 
27.  The maintenance facility isn’t pretty. 
 
28.  The maintenance facility is isolated.  If kids are living in the Regency Hotel, how do they get 
down to Auraria Campus?  Other than the underpass at 38th Avenue, there is no access. 
 
29.  $80 million to build a maintenance facility doesn’t sound like a lot of money.  Are there 
additional funds to improve architecture and provide landscaping?  
 
30.  Will there be an option for a commuter rail passenger to transfer to light rail? 
Answer:  Union Station will serve as a connection between most of the RTD transit corridors. 
 
31.  Is commuter rail from Boulder to this maintenance facility site the only option on the table? 
Will this facility be built to serve two lines or are there plans to accommodate future expansion? 
Answer:  US 36 has selected commuter rail as its preferred technology. The sites are being 
designed to accommodate all of the potential commuter rail lines.  
 
32.  Will this option be flexible enough to serve other lines? 
Answer:  Yes 
 
33.  In Sunnyside, we are concerned that we will lose our light rail station and that we will lose 
the opportunity for redevelopment.  Based on the timing of these studies, we could end up losing 
a light rail station and still end up with a commuter rail maintenance facility. 
 
34.  What day will a decision be made about the maintenance facility? 
Answer:  The final decision is not expected until 2007. 
 
35.  The TOFC site provides enough room. Put the main facility up there. 
 
36.  Aren’t there high tension lines on Inca Street as well? Do we really want to add another 
polluting mechanism?  
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Commuter Rail 
1.  When we were at a meeting for stakeholders, you were looking at large to average sized 
industrial sites, we asked for technical reasons why sites were eliminated and asked you to look 
at sites north of I-70. 
Answer:  All 24 sites were reconsidered based on the community request. 
 
2.  What would it take to make other sites work? 
Answer:  That was considered in the analysis. 
 
3.  Future land uses should be in your criteria.  Now why did you eliminate sites? 
 
4.  Need to talk about future land uses.  How do you determine importance of growth?  Growth 
areas near downtown, emerging neighborhoods. 
Answer:  Future land use will be considered in the DEIS. 
 
5.  Who set up criteria, how has it evolved since we are not accepting these three final sites? 
Answer:  The project teams developed the criteria based on similar projects in other cities and 
on standardized railroad design factors. 
 
6.  We want alternatives.  You are looking at sites in Boulder that are 70-acre areas.  Boulder 
sites are smaller than 40 acres.  Are you taking actions based on our comments? 
Answer:  The Boulder sites are smaller because they would only be considered if US 36 is the 
only corridor to select commuter rail.  The sites in Denver would also be smaller if they were 
only for US 36. 
 
7.  Multiple line due to voters (Fastrack).  Three lines were identified. 
 
8.  Asking that scoping period be reopened, would press hard for criteria not based on 
engineering requirements?  Criteria needs finer land use requirements. 
 
9.  Fine grain evaluation is necessary since sites don’t meet human requirements.  Sites 
previously thrown out might look more palatable. 
 
10.  We have to use fairly technically criteria. 
 
11.  When FasTracks passed we had to plan ahead for a station, then all the sudden a 
maintenance yard replaced the station which took years to plan and develop.  The issue is 
acreage and land use obstruction and displacement of future residents.  The scale of the site is the 
problem.  Pedestrian access is important, this is a prime area for people to live and work. 
 
12.  What can we do to make it work?  Freight trains take about a mile, commuter less than a 
mile, Light Rail Transit 1500 feet to return to grade. 
 
13.  It would be helpful to explain why you eliminated sites. All 24? 
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14.  People just don’t believe why all sites have to be in the same area.  Some of the sites might 
have to come back under consideration. 
 
15.  When we look through the screening charts, we’re interested as to why some were 
eliminated including 19, 23 and others.  If not within 5 miles, how bad is 6 or 7? 
 
16.  15 minute peak maintenance interval requires 5 miles. 5 sites are under consideration on 
Boulder end. 
 
17.  Dealing with what everyone wants service don’t want facilities? 
 
18.  Engineering shouldn’t triumph everything.  You can realign or hide a transit line, but a 
maintenance facility can not be moved, look into the future.  Denver is hub for the state. 
 
19.  Criteria is backward looking not forward looking.  Comparative costs, not comparative 
economic result.  Fiscal impact and mitigating the cost of other sites since you opened the door 
(with regards to future jobs) to 200 to 400 which is very poor for 90 acres. 
 
20.  How do you plan to mitigate air, noise, and light pollution? 
Answer:  That will be considered as part of the EIS. 
 
21.  Address each site specifically.  Compare them on a site to site basis. 
 
22.  How can we find out criteria for air quality? 
Answer:  Information on air quality will be provided in the DEIS. 
 
23.  Are the trains going to stack up at the maintenance facility? 
Answer:  They will be stored and maintained there. 
 
Light Rail Site Process  
1.  If you take forty acres, are you taking away homes? 
 
2.  Well, those areas are turning into lofts… 
 
3.  Denver doesn’t have much room to grow, the city can’t like those sites. 
 
4.  We’ve got to look at other alternatives- all of these are in 80216 - The criteria can’t be right if 
all the sites are in my neighborhood. 
 
5.  We’re already impacted - we have so much vehicle and freight traffic already 
 
6.  Don’t we want to go forward with reclaiming the river as a city amenity? 
Answer:  There’s a River North Plan that wants to change the uses along the river. 
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7.  That sounds like near term planning.  At one point, they showed us a plan for Globeville 
produced 10 years ago that shows Globeville as rolling hills, not houses.  Most of those plans are 
based on the idea that those houses will be torn down. 
Answer:  The City just spent $52 million getting Globeville out of the floodplain. 
 
8.  I don’t believe they’re going to leave us there making the area so easy for development. 
There’ll be half a million dollar lofts that we can’t afford and will push us out. 
 
9.  Why don’t you put a maintenance facility on top of the bus garage on the west side of the 
Platte? 
Answer:  That’s something that hasn’t been considered. 
10.  We’ll think you’ve done your job right if you get the sites out of our neighborhood.  If you 
don’t we’ll send you dirty Christmas cards. 
 
11.  Get them out of town… or make them pretty… 
 
12.  Where do your operators and facility staff typically live? 
Answer:  All over. 
 
13.  Make it pretty, make it something I can be proud of.  They did a great job on T-Rex. 
Answer:  What if it made more jobs available to the community? 
 
14.  I would rather have an electronic engine and not a combustion engine in my neighborhood. 
I’m not looking for a job, I’m looking for retirement.  There are other people looking for jobs- 
and if people are employed by RTD at the facility they should live close by within 2-3 miles not 
20 and we’re talking about engineers and technically competent people- where are they going to 
want to live? 
 
15.  We don’t need to create jobs in Globeville, in 18 years I haven’t seen the need to create jobs 
in this corridor.  As an incentive it sounds great, but we don’t really need it and when it’s used as 
an incentive in other corridors, it falls through. 
 
16.  Regional Transportation doesn’t mean everything in Denver, and especially doesn’t mean 
everything in 80216.  I look at big, vacant fields out by I-70 where there are no houses - you 
could build a beautiful facility there, this needs to be away from the city. 
 
17.  Will you consider the area near the Platte River clean and preserved for a mile or half a 
mile? 
 
18.  There are nine sites on the table and you used qualified analysis to narrow them further. 
When you’re doing the engineering, will you consider humanistic criteria, like redevelopment 
potential or adopted city plans?  You should consider if the site has been re-zoned and there’s 
redevelopment happening? 
Answer:  These issues will be considered in the EIS. 
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19.  If you don’t know how the system is going to operate yet, how can you define an objective 
for where these facilities should be and what they should do? 
Answer:  We’re trying to build flexibility into the process to be able to deal with situations that 
will come up in the future. 
 
20.  Then what are we talking about?  Don’t we need to start at the beginning? 
Answer:  Yes, but we’re trying to assume a maximum scenario until we know about these other 
projects. 
 
21.  Shouldn’t we have sites that are better serving the corridors they’re assigned to?  Who and 
when specifically will these decisions get made?  Who are the decision makers? 
Answer:  RTD, FTA, FHWA, CDOT need to decide if Light Rail or Commuter Rail will be the 
preferred alternative on the I-70 East Corridor, RTD will work with FTA on the other corridors 
under consideration. 
 
22.  Some of us want to know whose feet to nail to the floor because we perceive that our input 
has not been supported. 
 
23.  I am astounded that public comments are not reflected in terms of support for light rail. (not 
commuter rail).  If we’re going to lose, I want it all out on the table, I want to know why. 
 
BNSF 31st Street Yard and RTD Shop/Platte River Sites 
1.  You can’t put a maintenance facility over the Platte River.  
 
2.  Ready-Mix has made a substantial investment in the property at this site and amenities of this 
site could not be easily relocated.  Do not put maintenance facility on the RTD Shop/Platte River 
site. Ready mix site is 90,000 sq. ft.   
 
3.  Ready Mix is currently in discussion with the City of Denver now to change Ringsby Court, 
to realign it for their convenience of operation. 
 
4.  The potential planned development includes a Taxi site which will include: 

a. Three to 4 to 3 story buildings  
b. 29 residential units with views to the mountains  
c. Retail/commercial use on first floors of buildings 

 
5.  I am concerned that the city will not be able to buy out this $30 million dollar property to 
place a maintenance facility. 
 
6.  The BNSF 31st Yard Street area has been treated as a substation.  Any business that is 
unwanted in other neighborhoods is located in this area.  
 
7.  The BNSF 31st Yard Street area contains underutilized junkyards.  
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8.  There are people that have been here in the BNSF 31st Yard Street area for 5 years such as 
Fed-Ex, not to mention that Ready-Mix has invested a large amount to relocate its business to 
this area.  The relocation could provide up to 1,000 jobs.  
 
9.  Taking 90 acres for a maintenance facility stifles and defeats the opportunity to make the 
BNSF 31st Yard Street area a great part of the city.  
 
10.  The fact that the railroad is considering moving out and then giving a location for the 
maintenance facility is squelching the potential of the area. 
 
11.  The Platte River is the life blood of the city.  Putting in a maintenance facility there takes 
away opportunities.  This area is the last frontier of the city.  
 
12.  Thinking of using the Platte River as a park pedestrian option.  
 
13.  If Ringsby Court was located right along the river, it would open up access to the river and 
make the site more attractive. 
 
14.  Access to the Platte River site is really good.  The city would have to make variance for 
parking to provide access to the river.  
 
15.  Boral a $3 billion company that is planning to relocate is looking at this property as a 
possible site. 
 
16.  Diesel is a NO NO!  We could do without the diesel.  Light Rail Transit is the preferred 
alternative.  It would serve all RTD employees. 
 
17.  I personally don’t want light rail to go away I just don’t want property taken to 
accommodate the maintenance facility.  
 
18.  We could work with the maintenance facility being put in the rail yard location.  We cannot 
tolerate the maintenance facility being located on the river. 
 
19.  It was stated by a consultant team member that the operation of a commuter rail maintenance 
facility would be a lot cleaner and quieter than the current conditions they are experiencing. 
 
20.  If we were to choose this side (the side of existing RTD) to put the maintenance facility 
would there be any pedestrian access or do you have any ideas to make it better? (consultant 
team question) 
Answer:  Realign Ringsby Court to the north to open access to the Platte River. Provide a station 
at this site. 
 
21.  Could you live with the railroad? (consultant team question) 
Answer:  Yes if it was running electric trains.  
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22.  Is light rail better? (consultant team question) 
Answer:  Yes definitely, it could become a catalyst for something positive.  It’s interesting that 
the RTD property is not impacted by this alternative.  It doesn’t touch the existing facility.  Being 
that Light Rail is smaller it would clean up the area and open up space for development.  
 
23.  We don’t like any of the four sites.  Are you asking which alternative we like the least? 
Answer:  We don’t want to phrase it that way because depending on your preferred technology, 
it wouldn’t get closed out when the document is released.  
 
24.  Do you have any access issues with either alternative?  
Answer:  To gain access to the maintenance facility, you will need a road to get to the 
maintenance facility.  31st Street would provide street access to the facility. 
 
25.  What if we were to take Ringsby Court and move it to the other side? (located right along 
the maintenance facility). (consultant team question) 
Answer:  It would have to come across the Dugan property.  
 
26.  How busy is the railyard now? (consultant team question) 
Answer:  It is a very busy yard equivalent to riverfront location.  You can feel the engines when 
they are passing.  
 
V.  SUMMARY OF COMMENT FORMS 
The following section details the comments received to date from the comment sheets distributed 
at the meeting.  These comments are recorded verbatim. 
 

1. What comments or concerns do you have regarding the I-70 East Corridor/US 36 
Corridor criteria and/or screening process for the RTD Rail Maintenance Facility? 

• US 36 commuter rail facility should be in Boulder.  I-70 and North Metro must be 
light rail and light rail maintenance facility should be located outside the 
neighborhood or combined with other neighborhood trains and light rail stations. 
Light rail would serve neighborhoods.  Thirty acre maintenance facilities for light 
rail can be made to work. 

• The South Platte River is too valuable a resource to be used for the RTD District 
Shops site rail maintenance facility. 

• The land within a 3-mile radius of downtown is too valuable to the future 
development of the city to be used for a rail maintenance facility.  No additional 
land within a 3-mile radius of downtown should be devoted to rail maintenance. 
Only electric trains are suitable for Denver.  They are clean, quiet, safe, and 
efficient. Diesel commuter rail is not suitable, dirty, smelly dangerous, loud, and 
ugly.  If the process is to pick the lesser of the evils, I think the scope was a little 
narrow.  We have a lot of space in the area.  Your work is awesome and nice.  It’s 
just that I live in the middle of it. 
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2. What comments or concerns do you have regarding the possible sites for the RTD 
Commuter Rail Maintenance Facility?  Is there anything else you would like to add? 

• Burnham, Burnham, Burnham! 
• With access to the inside track out of Union Station to Burnham, commuter trains 

could easily access the Burnham Yard with out crossing any freight or Light Rail 
Transit tracks - via the Burnham lead.  Both light rail and commuter rail 
maintenance yards could use this area for their maintenance yards.  Why has 
Burnham not received serious consideration? 

• 31st Yard okay - avoid the river.  Retain new development projects- rezoned no 
longer industrial-2 year process 

• Vote for 31st Yard option existing space impacts other uses not desired 
• Their criteria in arguing the growth of area should be improved and to move 

Ringsby Court to taller Burlington Northern Santa Fe site and river front 
including present RTD properties 

• As far from downtown as possible 
 

3. What comments or concerns do you have regarding the possible sites for the RTD 
Light Rail Maintenance Facility?  Is there anything else you would like to add? 

• Eliminate Ringsby Court. Consolidate RTD facilities leave new development 
space.  Buy out Globeville make RTD industrial space. 
 

4. Any other comments? 
• Buy me out 
• Ready Mixed Concrete (RMCC) on Washington Street at Ringsby Court.  We are 

trying to understand the impact of locating the rail maintenance facilities (either 
commuter or light rail) Ready Mixed Concrete is a wholely owned subsidiary of 
Boral Ltd., which purchased RMCC in the fall of 2004.  Boral paid a significant 
premium for the Washington Street/Ringsby Court location because of access to 
the Denver Metro Central Business district.  We are very interested in preserving 
the value of our business.  If we are required to relocate what avenues would we 
have and assistance in relocating to a nearby site (within the CBD)? 

• The consulting teams (goal) is to deliver the lowest and most operationally 
efficient rail maintenance facility. All the criteria for eliminating or selecting a 
site is oriented to achieving these two goals.  When the true goal should be to 
create a great city.  Our neighborhoods are going to live with the lowest cost most 
operationally efficient facility for a long time.  Our goals are to protect and 
enhance our neighborhoods.  To create a great city the rail maintenance facility 
must recognize and substantially address the neighborhood goals.  For the benefit 
of all who live, work, or visit Denver. 

• Any facility that is placed within the 80216 zip can only add to the worst air 
pollution in the state.  Not only affecting the neighborhoods but downtown 
Denver.  Having seen what happens to polluted cities in the past Denver could 
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wind up in that group.  Denver was once known for clean air.  We should be 
working to relieve pollution rather than contribute.  Shall we talk about traffic? 
Tax cost.  Private versus Public use of property. 


