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Meeting Notes 

 
 
 

 
Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: December 9, 2004/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreational Center 
 
Attendees:  
Kenneth Cotton Keith Dameron Judy Enderle 
Fred McPeck  Keith Pyror  Sal Rivera  
Tom Tobiassen Yvonne Tollette Alan Barker  
A.B. James  Delphine Jackson Jess Ortiz 
Chris Quinn  Tom Schilling  Byron Robinson  
R.A. Plummer  Skye Barker  Jeremy Hanak  
Brent Billingsley  Jumetta Posey  Sharon Lipp  
Randy Jensen  Gene Hook   
 
Agenda Items:  
1.  Welcome/Introductions 
2.  Review of October meeting  
3.  Maintenance of the Existing Facility Presentation 
4.  Rail crossings 
5.  Communication  
6.  Open forum/adjournment 
7.  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 October meeting  
Review of the October Community Impacts meeting, right of way impacts and the Uniform Act 
were discussed. Jumetta asked if there were any questions about the discussion items from the last 
meeting. 
 
Questions/comments: 
1. Sal Rivera noted that he was not listed as having attended the last Community Impacts Working 
Group and asked that it be noted. He also requested that he continue to be contacted by phone and 
mail about upcoming meeting dates. 
 
3. Maintenance of the Existing Facility Presentation 
Brent Billingsley gave an introduction and presented a slide show overview on typical maintenance 
issues along the I-70 corridor. 
The following issues were presented: 

• Pavement 
• Guard Rails 
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• Traffic Signals 
• Roadside Vegetation 
• Routine Maintenance: CDOT routinely checks and maintains I-70 smoothness, conditions of 

fences, and removes spray painting.  
• Drainage inlets 
• Trash/Weeds: trash was chosen as the focus of the presentation.  Randy Jensen/CDOT 

discussed issues keeping I-70 trash-free.  I-70 is a major trash route for all of the waste 
management companies.  Although legislation has been put into place to require that trucks 
hauling waste traveling at speeds over 45 mph to tarp their loads, trash still tends to spill 
onto the highway while in route to the dump site.  

• Randy highlighted an experiment that he conducted on the I-225 corridor as an example. 
CDOT spent $50-75K to remove all trash on the entire I-225 corridor and had the area 
photographed, within 3 days of removing every piece of trash in that area of the corridor all 
trash had returned. 

• Weeds: A handout was provided to highlight CDOT Region 6 Trash Removal and Weed 
Control Maintenance Costs.  Weed control includes; maintaining the appearance of the 
highway, landscape, maintaining vegetation, median grasses, and roadway appearance. 
Weed control issues include; weeds grow in areas with steep grades that are difficult to mow 
and costly pedestrian labor is frequently required.  I-70 East Corridor from I-25 to Tower 
Road comprises 2% of the entire Region 6 roadway system.  The handout also showed a 
comparison to the C-470 and US 36 Corridor.  A higher percentage of the Region 6 budget 
for weed control and trash removal is spent in the I-70 East Corridor then either C-470 or 
US 36. 

 
Questions/comments: 
1. At I-225/30th Avenue there is a fence that has been down for six months.  Children go to school 
and can walk right out onto I-225.  The weeds haven’t been cut for 20 years. 
Answer: CDOT agreed to check into this issue. 
 
2. Does CDOT maintain sweeping?  When you keep the sand off the highway it helps keep 
pollution down.  There is a lot of sand that falls over the side of the highway. 
Answer: After a snowstorm, CDOT has a mandate that states that 33% of the corridor must be 
taken care of within 4 days.  We hit each corridor every 3 weeks.  We have a contract with another 
company to take care of it as well.  We are moving away from using sand because it is a pollutant. 
We are moving toward using liquid deicers to de-ice the highway. 
 
3. Will reworking the cloverleaf’s and the underpasses be a part of the I-70 EIS study?  Get rid of 
them.  We want landscapes and beautification. 
Answer: We want to look for more low maintenance alternatives to a point.  We have to consider 
cost and what we can pay for.  CDOT will pay up to a certain amount and the City and County of 
Denver can go beyond that.  That will be further considered through the EIS. 
 
4. The biggest complaints you will hear from the Elyria, Swansea, Globeville neighbors is about the 
dirt, pollution, sand, and salt caused by the highway.  I don’t know if the changes will make a 
difference.  We want the bridge dropped because it causes so much pollution.  There are a lot of 
problems with that bridge.  Whatever you are doing right now is not working. 
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5. Boulder County Open Space has introduced a natural predator, the caterpillar.  It eats the Kosha 
seeds and helps control the weeds.  Unfortunately, the Kosha is part of the Astor family and there is 
a concern that the caterpillar will eat other related plants as well.  It’s worth talking to Boulder 
County about their resolve to take care of the situation.  Use short grasses instead of Kentucky Blue  
Grass and native species to help control the weeds.  Goats could be used to chew away the 
vegetation along the medians.  Gates could be put up and then the goats come in and chew down the 
vegetation within certain areas.  The goats would be removed after the job was completed. It’s 
necessary to look at more creative solutions.  
Answer: CDOT does not use Kentucky Blue Grass for landscapes. 
 
6. Elyria, Swansea on CDOT’s property has not been maintained.  The new slope on Brighton 
Boulevard was not seeded as agreed, during construction and upon grade completion (1.1-1.) (3.0-
Mitigation pg. 158) in the Environmental Assessment for the current project.  From Humboldt 
Street to Steele Street, the weeds on CDOT property have not been mowed for three years.  People 
have weeds six feet high within 20 feet of their houses.  It’s a fire hazard.  CDOT says its Denver’s 
responsibility; Denver says it’s CDOT’s responsibility.  There are transients, human waste, 
drugging and drinking going on in that area.  
Answer: The slope on Brighton was seeded this fall.  It was not seeded immediately due to the 
drought.  CDOT has an agreement with the City & County of Denver Police that they will arrest 
homeless people loitering wherever CDOT posts a No Trespassing sign.  The Bio Hazard team does 
have to go and clean up human waste, needles, etc. from the site prior to having CDOT 
maintenance crews go onto the site 
Note:  CDOT and Denver have a map and agreement that clearly delineates areas of responsibility 
for maintenance activities.  
 
7. You have to budget to maintain landscape.  If all costs amount to $2 million then so be it, build 
the cost of maintaining the area while you are building the project. 
 
4. Rail crossings 
A slide show was used to give an overview of Roadway Rail Crossing types. 
 
Questions/comments: 
1. Are the rules different for light rail than they are for commuter rail?  How many at-grade 
crossings are there on Brighton Boulevard?  If we follow light rail patterns along the Bruce 
Randolph/Martin Luther King corridor, how many at-grade crossings will there be?  What is the 
plan for that?  I think that there would be 177 at-grade crossings in that corridor.  The speed of the 
train is impacted by those stops. 
Answer: We are going to have to look at the operations.  We have to evaluate what happens with 
system operations and the speed of the train.  We have yet to determine the crossings.  The speed of 
the train was factored into the travel time, for a detailed screening analysis including a slower 
travel time on city streets.  
 
2. What are you assuming with your travel time? 
Answer: Faster travel speeds with alignments that are not on city streets.  We will be looking at 
grade separations for higher volume traffic areas. 
 
3. Have they eliminated any alternatives of the eight presented at the last corridor meeting? 
Answer: We still have the eight. 
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4. What happened to the move to get rail lines to the east, so we don’t have to deal with them? 
Answer: It is being considered. Coal trains may move, but there would still be some trains that 
would provide service to businesses in our corridor.  The potential moving for some of the rail 
tracks hasn’t been decided yet. 
 
5. Communication 
The question, “How would you like to be communicated with in the future?” was posed.  It was 
stated that the project would not be communicating with the working group members as often over 
the next several months.  The project would focus on preparing the DEIS. 
 
Questions/Comments: 
The working group asked to be contacted through: 

• Newsletter 
• Advertise meeting notices 
• Continue the reminder notice for new information on the website 
• Present more detail on the topics on the website 
• Provide more information in the meeting notes 

 
6. Open Forum/ Adjournment 
1. Will there be mitigations included in the DEIS? 
Answer: Yes, we will identify mitigation factors. 
 
2. How long do we have to review the DEIS document? 
Answer: The public will have 45 days to review the DEIS document. 
 
3. What is the time frame? What do you have to say during the six months hibernation? 
Answer: We will wrap up a process phase at the next corridor-wide meetings.  We will make our 
recommendations for alternatives that should move forward to the DEIS.  We will then develop the 
technical reports about the impacts and the DEIS document. 
 
4. Do we have to worry about you making recommendations before we see you again? 
Answer: No, there are still several opportunities  for comments on the alternatives. 
 
5. Will commuter rail and light rail both be on the table or will you eliminate some of the 
alternatives? 
Answer: We don’t expect to take the eight transit and six highway alternatives into the DEIS.  We 
will make recommendations and discuss then with you at the February corridor-wide meetings.  
 
6. What about the new issue that was just presented?  The maintenance facility? 
Answer: The maintenance facility information was introduced in the September corridor-wide 
meetings.  We will have information at the February corridor-wide meetings as well. 
 
7. There is already a maintenance facility for RTD in that area.  We don’t need another one down 
there.  Share the burden with the suburbs, put something out there.  We are tired of being used as a 
drop off point. 
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7.  Next Meeting 
The next Community Impacts meeting was scheduled for January 20th. 
 
 

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. 


