
 
Meeting Notes 

 
Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: February 13, 2004/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreation Center 
 
Attendees:  

Keith Dameron Tom Tobiassen Bob Mero 
Joanne True Cassandra MacArthur Ross Getchel 
K. Getchel A.B. James Lisbeth Springer 
Betty Wonder Anne Morris Chuck Attardo 
Brent Billingsley Carrie Wallis R.A. Plummer 
Jumetta Posey Gene Hook Chris Quinn 
Bert Melcher Jess Ortiz Frank Woertman 
Bonita Bock Judy Enderle Steve Gordon 
Sharon Lipp Skye Barker Nelson Bock 
Sandy Richards Amanda Champany Tom Schilling 
Luis Garcia   

 

Agenda Items:  
1. Welcome/Introduction 

• Review ground rules 
2. Project Update 

• Community Outreach Process Forum (COPF) update 
• Schedule update 
• Corridor-wide meetings: 

o May 12th – Montbello Rec Center 
15555 E. 53rd Avenue 
5:00 – 8:00 P.M. 

o May 13th – Bruce Randolph Middle School 
3955 Steele Street 
5:00 – 8:00 P.M. 

3. Future Meeting Agendas 
• Environmental justice/ tolling: May 20th 
• Air toxics/air quality/health: June 17th  
• Soil and water quality/magnesium chloride: July 15th 
• Wildlife and habitat/ rail crossings: August 19th 
• Cultural resources/ maintenance of existing and future facilities: September 16th 
• Post EIS communications/funding: October 21st 
• Cumulative impacts/property values: November 18th  

4. Noise Exercise 
• What is noise? 
• How is it measured? 
• Who provides the guidance? 
• How does noise relate to the project and when will analysis take place? 

5. Alternative Development Exercise 
6. Other 
7. Next Meeting 

Discussion topics:  Environmental justice and magnesium chloride 
May 20th - 6:30 P.M. - Glenarm Recreation Center (2800 Glenarm Place) 
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1. Welcome/Introductions 
The agenda and packet of meeting handouts was distributed as attendees arrived.  The meeting began 
with self-introductions by the attendees.  The ground rules were reviewed, and the agenda was discussed. 
 
2. Project Update 
An update of the project was presented to the group.  As part of the on-going community outreach, 
quarterly forums will be conducted to discuss and review the outreach process.  The Community 
Outreach Process Forum (COPF) met on March 31 to solicit insights and suggestions for ways to 
improve the process and identify what is working well and what can be improved upon.  Reoccurring 
topics for discussion at these open forums will include the community outreach, business outreach, 
corridor user outreach, technical/issues working groups (T/IWGs), and general project communications. 
 
For the next round of corridor-wide meetings in May, a different format will be used.  The meetings will 
have small group presentations starting every half-hour from 5:00 – 7:30, along with an open house.   
 
Corridor-wide meetings (5:00 – 8:00) 
May 12th – Montbello Rec Center (15555 E. 53rd Avenue) 
May 13th – Bruce Randolph Middle School (3955 Steele Street) 
 
3. Future Meeting Agendas 
Meetings have been scheduled for the Community Impacts Working Group thorough November.  The 
topics to be discussed at future meetings consist of: 
• May 20th - Environmental justice (EJ)/tolling 
• June 17th - Air toxics/air quality/health  
• July 15th - Soil and water quality/magnesium chloride 
• August 19th - Wildlife and habitat/rail crossings 
• September 16th - Cultural resources/ maintenance of existing and future facilities 
• October 21st - Post EIS communications/funding 
• November 18th - Cumulative impacts/property values 
 
Questions/Comments: 
1. What is Environmental Justice (EJ)? 

Answer:  Minority and low-income populations, and impacts associated with them.  
 

2. What is the corridor-wide meeting? 
Answer:  The corridor-wide meetings are a chance for all of the community, stakeholders, and 
agency representatives involved in the I-70 East Corridor EIS to be involved in the various stages of 
the EIS process.  At the next meetings, alternative screening results from level one and two evaluation 
(pre- and comparative screening) will be presented. 
 

4. Noise Exercise 
A handout was distributed describing an EIS.  An EIS is typically a three to five-year decision-making 
process required before any major federally-funded transportation project can be built.  It ensures that 
issues affecting the community and the environment are identified and considered before making a final 
decision.  The process is conducted by local, state, and federal agencies.  
NEPA requires that an EIS include:  

• A community involvement process  
• A clear statement of the transportation needs within the corridor  
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• An analysis of all reasonable transportation alternatives that address these needs  
• Study and full disclosure of impacts on communities and environmental resources 

 
The I-70 East Corridor EIS will consider possible impacts alternatives may have on a variety of social, 
environmental, and economic resources.  These resources include:  
 

• Socioeconomic  
• Environmental Justice  
• Right-of-Way/Relocation  
• Air Quality  
• Water Quality  
• Vegetation  
• Wetlands  
• Geology  
• Wildlife  
• Wild and Scenic Rivers  
• Floodplains  
• Threatened, Endangered, and Other 

Special-Status Species  

• Historical Resources  
• Archeological Resources  
• Paleontological Resources  
• Prime and Unique Farmlands  
• Noise  
• Land use 
• Visual Character  
• Potential Hazardous Waste Sites  
• Energy  
• Temporary Construction  
• Secondary  
• Cumulative

 
Questions/Comments: 
1. How will health be addressed? 

Answer:  Health issues are being looked at in reference to noise, air quality, and water quality. 
 

2. What are the additional air toxins that will be evaluated? 
Answer:  The project team is working closely with FHWA and EPA to determine how air toxics will 
be addressed in the EIS.  
 

3. Is each resource being looked at individually, and not as impacts to the community?  How will this be 
addressed? 
Answer:  Cumulative impacts will be addressed in the EIS. 
 

4. Will you look at the increased use of magnesium chloride? 
Answer:  Yes. 
 

5. What study was done on health? 
Answer:  Cancer in North Denver – 1998-2000. 
 

6. Health needs to be addressed outside of the listed environmental resources. 
7. Need to look into diesel fumes, brake dust, lead while evaluating air quality. 
 
8. 90 percent of family members have some form of Cancer (live off of York), during the original 

construction – the highway took half of my family’s property, there was a transient killed by debris 
falling from the bridge. 
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9. Who is taking care of the existing I-70? 
Answer:  CDOT maintains I-70. 
 

5. Alternative Development Exercise 
A handout describing the roles and responsibilities of the Community Impacts working group was 
reviewed.  The goal of the Community Impacts working group is to focus on issues related to the 
community.  The specific issues to be considered by the working group will be identified during the first 
couple of months.  The Community Impact T/IWG membership will consist of agency staff, general 
public, consultant staff, and special interest representatives.  The schedule for this working group will 
depend on the findings of the group.  It could eventually disband or continue on in to the later stages of 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) analysis. 
 
It was decided that this group would continue to meet on Thursday evenings at 6:30 P.M.  The next 
meeting was then scheduled for March 18th at the same location (Glenarm Recreation Center). 
 
Meeting topic suggestions 
Suggestions from the group on the topics to be discussed during the meetings consisted of: 
 

• Health 
• Air toxics/Air quality 
• Property values 
• Environmental justice/Minority 

community impacts 
• Noise 
• Safety of rail crossings 
• Access 
• Maintenance of existing facility 

• Economic development (social and 
economical) – Tolls 

• Magnesium chloride 
• Soil and water quality 
• Bike and pedestrian facilities, multi-modal 
• Transportation oriented development 
• Cumulative impacts 
• Funding 

 
6. Other 
The meeting was then opened up to any questions, concerns, or feedback from the attendees.  The 
attendees had the following comments: 
 
1. The community will not be rolled over, an example of this is when the light rail last tried to run 

through the neighborhoods. 
 
2. I have heard that the Union Pacific railroad is moving. 

Answer:  RTD is in discussions with UP about various issues.  The idea of relocating the intermodal 
yard has been discussed in concept, but no plans exist to relocate the yard. 
 

3. Would like to see golf cart transport utilized. 
 
4. Do not ignore the residents of Green Valley Ranch or Montbello.  The FasTracks plan currently 

ignores the eastern Denver neighborhoods. 
 
5. How are the US 36 EIS representatives involved in this study? 

Answer:  US 36 and I-70 are coordinating efforts and have been scheduling coordination meetings 
throughout this process. 
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6. Some residents are being ignored by the study limit of Peña Boulevard. 
 

7. Does the state have a contingency to build a toll road? 
Answer:  CDOT currently does not have the funding for any alternative.  Through the process of this 
EIS, a funding plan will be developed for the preferred alternative. 
 

8. What role does CDOT have in the governor’s office? 
Answer:  The governor’s office appoints the executive director of CDOT. 

 
7. Next Meeting 
The next Community Impact T/IWG meeting is scheduled for 6:30 P.M. on Thursday, March 18th at the 
Glenarm Recreation Center. 
 

 
 

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. 
 


