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Meeting Notes 

 
 
 

Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: January 20, 2005/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreational Center 
 
Attendees:  
Kenneth Cotton Amanda Champany John Priola  
Fred McPeck  Joanne True  Carol Priola 
R.A. Plummer Jumetta Posey Skye Barker 
Tom Schilling Gene Hook Jess Ortiz 
Mike Turner Sharon Lipp Steve Gordon  
Peggy Catlin Celina Benevidas  
 
Agenda Items:  
1.  Welcome/Introductions 
2.  Review of December Community Impacts meeting  
3.  Tolling 
4.  Funding  
5.  Open forum/adjournment 
6.  Next meeting 
 
 
1. Welcome/Introductions 
The agenda and meeting handouts were distributed.  The ground rules for the Community Impacts 
Working Group were reviewed.  The meeting began with self-introductions by the attendees. 
 
2. Review of December Community Impacts Working Group meeting  
A brief review of the December Community Impacts meeting was given.  Jumetta asked if there 
were any questions about the discussion items from the last meeting.  Two items from the 
December meeting notes were brought into question.  Clarification on question 6 under the 
maintenance of the existing facility section and a typo in question 4 under the Open Forum section 
were presented.  (Please refer to attached document for comments.) 
 
3. Colorado Tolling Enterprise Presentation 
Peggy Catlin from the Colorado Tolling Enterprise gave a presentation on the Colorado Tolling 
Enterprise (CTE).  A summary of the key points from the presentation is included. 

• Two years ago legislation was passed to create the CTE.  CTE was initiated as an 
additional funding mechanism for highway capacity and infrastructure improvements. 

• A statewide toll feasibility study was used to analyze tolling feasibility in Colorado.  It has 
been determined that in the I-70 East Corridor, tolling is financially feasible from Colorado 
Boulevard to Chambers Road. 

• A move detailed analysis of tolling is being conducted in other corridors; I-25 North, 
US36, Northwest Corridor and C470.  CDOT is conducting each one of those studies 
independently. 

• Currently, CTE has not engaged in a great deal of community outreach.  The EIS process 
remains the best means for public comment. 
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• Often tolling is seen as a deterrent in low-income neighborhoods, but CTE contends that 
tolling actually provides communities with a choice. 

• A toll lane cannot occur on already existing roadway; it can only occur if new lanes are 
added.  For example, if you have a six-lane roadway, six lanes would have to remain and 
tolling would only be an option if a seventh lane were added. 

• Tolling is typically only used during high peak traffic when the general lanes are crowded. 
• A myth about tolling is that it is for 10% of the population to use exclusively.  In reality 

90% of the population uses it occasionally, 10% of the time. 
• I-25 in the downtown area has received a grant to take an existing lane and turn it into a 

high occupancy toll (HOT) lane. 
 
Questions/comments: 
1.  If state legislation only allows for new capacity – new pavement to be a tolling option, how is it 
that I-25 is able to convert an existing lane to an HOV lane? 
Answer:  Different legislation was passed to address that and make that option possible. 
 
2.  Other states are facing funding shortfalls? What states other than Texas are considering tolling? 
Answer:  Colorado is leading the way.  Texas laws are more permissive, so they are considering it. 
Florida, Missouri, North Carolina and Utah are also considering tolling.  
 
3.  I’m from California and the bridges are tolled.  The Golden Gate Bridge has a huge back up 
from people waiting in line to pay their tolls.  
Answer:  CTE is considering 100% electronic tolling to avoid manual cash collection.  There are 
many electronic options; a prepaid phone card where you put a deposit down on the card and then 
the tolls are automatically deducted from an account or stopping by a retail outlet where you can 
buy a transponder.  The goal is to make tolling as friendly as possible. 
 
4.  Has the possibility of economic discrimination been taken into consideration?  People in our 
neighborhood are pulling into a gas station and putting $3.00 worth of gas in their cars.  They won’t 
have much of an opportunity to use this.  It is not an equal option.  
Answer:  You have a choice.  You can choose to pay or not to pay.  It is a legitimate concern.  It’s 
free lanes and toll tolls.  
 
4. Funding 
A brief explanation regarding the funding handout was given.  It is not known which alternatives 
will be selected, so it is difficult to identify funding until we have determined what we are going to 
build. 
 
5. Open forum/Adjournment 
1.  Will other types of de-icers be discussed when we discuss Mag Chloride as a topic? 
Answer:  The project is anticipating that we will have experts talk about various forms of de-icers 
including Mag Chloride.  
 
2.  When do you think you’ll decide on the project? 
Answer:  EIS is a long process.  It could take 2/3 more years. 
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3. But you don’t have funding for the alternatives? 
Answer:  It has not been determined what the preferred alternatives are for highway or transit.  The 
DEIS will take us through the end of 2005.  
 
4.  Soil and water quality is next month’s topic?  
Answer:  Yes, along with Mag Chloride. 
 
5.  I signed up for several different working groups and haven’t heard anything?  Will the Economic 
Development Working Group begin after the lull? 
Answer:  The project still has the Bike/Pedestrian, Economic Development and Trucking/Motor 
Carrier Working Groups left.  The Trucking/Motor Carrier Working Group is about to begin.  It 
makes sense for the Economic Development Working Group to start later. 
 
6.  What will be presented at the June/July corridor-wide meetings? 
Answer:  The project will probably be presenting more information on the alternatives because we 
will have more detail on them.  We will also most likely provide more detail on how the different 
environmental, social, and economic resources are being evaluated; the detailed environmental 
analysis will not be available until later in 2005. 
 
7.  When will the document become available to the public? 
Answer:  Probably November, there is an extensive review by all of our cooperating agencies. 
 
8.  Back in November, the corridor-wide meetings were cancelled.  One neighbor actually went and 
saw a small note that said it was cancelled.  Is it possible to flyer or something to notify that a 
meeting has been cancelled? 
Answer:  We will think through how to handle that.  If you give us a contact person for your 
neighborhood newsletter, we will make sure to publish an announcement. 
 
9.  I am disappointed by the number of people that are here tonight.  Does everyone get a notice? 
There weren’t any phone calls to notify people of the meeting. 
Answer:  The project team contacts everyone in the method that they request.  That could be by 
mail, phone call, or email. 
 
6.  Next meeting 
The next Community Impacts meeting is scheduled for February 17th.  It was announced that the 
Corridor-wide meetings will take place February 23rd, from 5:00 p.m-8:00 pm at Montbello 
Recreational Center located at 15555 E. 53rd Avenue and February 24th, from 5:00 pm-8:00 pm at 
Bruce Randolph Middle School located at 3955 Steele Street.  
 
 

Please contact Amelia Deleon with PBS&J at 303-294-9300 if there are any changes or questions with these 
meeting notes.  These notes will be considered final unless comments are received within seven days of 
distribution.  Although comments will be incorporated, as appropriate, only major revisions will be redistributed. 
 


