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Meeting Notes 

 
 
 

Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: February 17, 2005/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreational Center 
 
Attendees:  
Kenneth Cotton Amanda Champany Skye Barker 
Fred McPeck  Joanne True  Mark Haggar 
R.A. Plummer Jumetta Posey Judy Enderle 
Tom Schilling Gene Hook Susan Gilmore 
Bonita Bock Sharon Lipp Tom Tobiassen 
Betty Cram Sharon Phelps Arlene Welsch 
Harry McFarland Sal Rivera Betty Wonder 
Frank Valentine Shirley Valentine Peter Kozinski 
Beka Wilson Faith Winter Tom Greengard 
Ellen Salvador Peter Muller Chuck Attardo 
Brent Billingsley    
 
Agenda Items:  
1.  Welcome/Introductions 
2.  Review of January Community Impacts meeting  
3.  Water quality  
4.  Soils 
5.  Magnesium chloride 
6.  Open forum/adjournment 
 
 
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 January Community Impacts Working Group meeting 
A brief review of the January Community Impacts meeting was given.  Jumetta asked if there were 
any questions about the discussion items from the last meeting.  
 
3. Water quality  
A slide show was presented highlighting the Clean Water Act and the temporary and permanent 
Best Management Practices that have resulted from this act.  The Clean Water Act was established 
in 1972 resulting from growing public awareness and concern for controlling water pollution.  The 
Act established a basic structure for regulating discharges of pollutants into the waters of the United 
States.  Common water pollutants include leads, metals and particulates. 
Best Management Practices – Temporary  

• Storm sewers – Weed free hay is spread to catch rainfall and prevent water run-off 
• Pipe – Routes streams around construction sites and then reroutes the stream back to original 

location post construction 
• Silt fences  
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• Hay and mulch is distributed on slopes and crimped into the soil to ensure that soil stays and 
does not run-off with rainfall 

• Erosion Control and Storm Water Quality Pocketbook – pocket guide provided by CDOT 
that is fully laminated and water-proof.  The guide is distributed to all contractors and 
contains erosion and water quality standards 

Best Management Practices – Permanent 
• Water quality pond – Mechanism designed so that run-off enters, slows down, and drops out 

particulate matter in the pond before being discharged into a storm sewer, river, lake or 
stream. 

• Gas tank – Keep the area around a gas tank contained 
 
Questions/comments: 
1. Are copies of the CDOT guidelines for contractors available? 
Answer:  The information contained in the laminated guides is available on the CDOT website.  We 
will also take a list and provide anyone who is interested with a copy. 
 
2. I’m concerned about the hay bales. I have heard that some of the hay bales have pollutants that 
are hazardous and can cost up to $300 to get rid of. 
Answer:  Generally, the hay bales do not have pollutants.  If the hay bale is located in an area 
known to have hazardous material then it has to be taken to a site in Erie, Colorado to be tested.  
The clean-up takes place in a localized area.  
 
3. If you are not testing each hay bale, how do you know which hay bales are hazardous?  There 
may be pollutants that are passing through the hay bales and into our water supply.  
Answer:  Hay bales are only tested if they are in a hazardous area. 
 
4. I’m worried that some pollutants may get into the water table/ground water.  How do you 
mitigate for those pollutants? 
Answer:  Best management practices have been established to help address that issue.  
 
5. Is there a standard policy to test water quality in a water shed?  
Answer:  No, not in a water shed. 
 
6. Who does the monitoring during and after construction on these sites? 
Answer:  Agencies – Cities and counties hold their own separate permits that require that they have 
to have someone that can evaluate and take care of water quality problems.  
 
7. Does CDOT have its own monitors and inspectors? 
Answer:  Each project has a certified inspector. They have to fill out a report every 14 days.  They 
have to instruct the contractors to clean up sediment.  CDOT has to inspect enough to maintain 
their own permit.  There are substantial fines up to $1000 a day to contractors if the contractors 
aren’t compliant.  
 
8. Are inspection reports accessible to the public? 
Answer: We’ll have to check on that.  
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9. What are the controlling dates and stages of this system?  When did it come into effect? 
Answer:  The Clean Water Act established in 1972. Additionally, the Clean Water Act has been 
amended five times.  
 
10. When did the MS 4 standards that you talked about with today come into play?  
Answer:  About 1 ½ years ago. 
 
11. In 2003, did the Brighton Blvd project come under that standard? 
Answer:  No, and the MS 4 requirements we will follow for this project are not retroactive. 
 
12. Do the changes in requirements relate to start dates?  Are you aware that drainage from the 
Brighton Blvd. project goes into the South Platte River and that remains un-mitigated?  Is there a 
standard like MS 4 that was in place at that time?  
Answer:  There is a link.  When the design process took place for the Brighton Blvd. project, the 
water quality requirements were not as strict as they are today.  The most current requirements, 
standards, and practices available at that time were followed on the Brighton Blvd. project.  The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has implemented a phased approach to execute the MS 4 
requirements.  A few years ago EPA introduced the Phase 1 process which was less stringent then 
the Phase 2 process we must follow now.  This is an on-going process.  
 
13. Private property owners in Denver pay a storm/drainage tax that goes up every year.  Doesn’t 
the state have to pay that? 
Answer:  No.  The tax that you are talking about is used by the City and County of Denver to 
implement the more stringent, Phase 2, MS 4 requirements we have been talking about.  CDOT 
holds its own permit and is responsible for funding implementation of the requirements.  
 
14. What is the logic of dumping every bit of drainage?  Dead animals are being dumped into the 
South Platte.  With The Clean Water Act, how can that happen?  You should focus on the water on 
the I-70 bridge that trickles into the Platte River, it’s filthy.  Do you know where water off I-70 
goes?  
Answer:  Toward the South Platte. 
 
15. It’s so important that you drop the I-70 bridge.  People are concerned about their health and 
water. 
 
16. Will there be safeguards to make sure that water won’t be dumped in neighborhoods as it is 
now?  If the viaduct had to be rebuilt, what process would take place?  The run-off is going into 
people’s yards and Swansea Elementary.  In my opinion, this is another reason not to rebuild the 
viaduct. 
Answer:  Keep in mind that the drainage system is very old and not working the way it should near 
the viaduct and Brighton Boulevard.  Water should go down the drains and down 46th Avenue.  We 
will design it differently next time.  
 
17. I would like to reiterate the problems with drainage.  I parked my car and it looked like I had 
gone mud-bogging.  That’s another reason why the I-70 should be moved out of the Elyria Swansea 
neighborhood. 
 
18. If a water pond was put in a neighborhood, what precautions would be taken?  Kids don’t know 
any better and would play in them. 
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Answer:  Typically, these solutions are fenced in neighborhoods. 
 
19. Are you fertilizing with organic or solids? 
Answer:  Organic 
 
20. Roads collect oil.  Do you have oil separators in your system? 
Answer:  Sometimes. 
 
21. How often do you clean the bottom of the water pond? 
Answer:  We’re working through that right now.  We don’t have a lot of them.  
We are keeping a catalogue. 
 
22. Are you monitoring the water ponds?  How long have they been in place? 
Answer:  The water ponds on the west side of the Eisenhower tunnel were built 10 years ago.  Keep 
in mind that the mountains have more sand.  A maintenance crew does clean them out.  They are 
designed to be in smaller spaces. 
 
23. Do you have any monitors on the outlet side, so you know if it comes out clean on the other 
side? 
Answer:  There are no monitors that we know of.  We do keep a matrix of these tests on these 
facilities that show how they are affected. Best Management Practices do require some monitoring.  
 
24. Once the highway is built, how do you make sure that oil and dirt isn’t getting into our water 
supply after construction? 
Answer:  Metals bind to the soils in the bottom of the pond.  To prevent grease and oil from getting 
into the outlet we use something called a skimmer. 
 
25. I’m concerned about the water ponds.  I’m concerned that you have gunk at the bottom of the 
pond. What is getting into the water table and seeping into the soils from the bottom of that pond? 
Who is monitoring that? 
Answer:  We look at the dangers of metals.  Metals are mainly dangerous when they become soluble 
in water.  
 
26. Are you monitoring on a regular basis? 
Answer:  Yes, in many cases. Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) 
requires monitoring stations downstream. 
 
27. You said metals can be dangerous? 
Answer: Yes, they can affect wildlife and people if they are ingested in large enough quantities that 
the EPA says is dangerous.  
 
28. I’d like to emphasize that there are pollutants that do impact the community.  Oil based 
derivatives are extremely water soluble.  
 
29. If you create a pond and you aren’t monitoring anything other than the level of sediment other 
things could be going on in that environment. 
 
4. Soils 
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Soil is comprised of different sized particles of sand, silt and clay.  Scientists create a soil profile 
through road cuts.  A road cut is created when layer after layer of soil is categorized and identified. 
For the purpose of the I-70 East Corridor EIS project geotechnical testing will be conducted on soil 
to identify the following aspects: 

• If it rains will the soil shrink? 
• Is it clay? 
• Can it flood? 
• Will it drain well? 
• Can you excavate the soil easily? 

 
Questions/comments: 
1. Globeville, Elyria and Swansea is a superfund site.  The contamination is primarily from steel 
mills. Arsenic and lead are predominate.  A lot of neighbors here are part of a group to protect 
ourselves against construction and what may happen if someone starts digging.  How will the 
project team address this issue? 
Answer:  It’s something we will look at with the below-grade alternative.  What will the impact of 
construction be? 
 
2. Is the superfund site something that the project team is aware of? 
Answer:  Yes, absolutely.  
 
5. Magnesium Chloride 
Magnesium Chloride is a liquid freezing inhibitor that is used to prevent or remove the build up of 
snow on roads.  Magnesium Chloride is called a freezing point depressant; it works to lower the 
freezing point of moisture.  CDOT continues to use sands and salts, but they tend to be bad for auto 
paint and can grind into tires.  Each year CDOT spends more than $200,000 on quality assurance 
testing of its de-icer products including Magnesium Chloride.  Numerous environmental studies 
have shown that the uses of de-icers like Magnesium Chloride have little or no environmental 
impact.  
 
Questions/comments: 
1. What are the health impacts of Magnesium Chloride?  Are the environmental studies that have 
been conducted on Magnesium Chloride available on the website?  How does the public get hold of 
these studies? 
Answer:  We will have to check on that for you.  The environmental studies are not available on the 
I-70 website, but the names and titles are given on the hand-outs that were distributed at the 
beginning of this meeting.  Also, you should be able to do a search and find that information. 
 
2. At CDOT’s Winter Conference, we were told that Magnesium Chloride was safe enough to 
drink.  The implication was that it wasn’t that bad.  There are people at CDOT who do know what 
the impacts are. 
 
3. There are studies that link Magnesium Chloride to asthma.  Swansea neighborhood is already 
inundated with asthma. I-70 should move out of the neighborhood. 
 
4. What does Magnesium Chloride do to water? 
Answer: We apply this material for the purpose of making the roads safer for people to travel. 
When snow falls, the snow dilutes the Magnesium Chloride to a very small amount.  Studies show 
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that fish can tolerate up to 10x the amount of Magnesium Chloride that is often present in the 
diluted amount.  
 
5. I’ve heard that CDOT sprays 300 lbs of Magnesium Chloride per square mile, even if it is diluted 
this is still a large amount.  I-70 should be moved north of Elyria Swansea.  
 
6. It would be interesting to see percentage wise how Magnesium Chloride and de-icers impact 
water. It’s important to note that more salt is dumped into water via irrigation than from Magnesium 
Chloride and de-icers.  
 
7. If you spray Magnesium Chloride before it snows, how often do you have to apply it before it is 
effective?  
Answer:  Magnesium Chloride is effective immediately.  It needs to be reapplied if the snow doesn’t 
fall immediately and the material has an opportunity to dry out. 
 
8. Since Magnesium Chloride is killing vegetation on roadway sides, is CDOT looking at other de-
icers?  Are there other alternatives that have less of an environmental impact than de-icers?  
Answer:  Based on the studies that CDOT has conducted, we have not identified a link to these 
impacts.  We are always looking for new alternatives.  We look at it from a safety stand point.  
We’re always looking for new things, the best thing.  
 
9. I read a six page dissertation suggesting that you take a teaspoon a day as a supplement.  They 
say it’s so super saturated, but it dries and goes into the air just like sand does.  Watch water go over 
the spillway at York Street. (Ambulance siren was presented to demonstrate the corrosive effects of 
Magnesium Chloride.) Water goes off our roadway into the South Platte River.  
 
10. If you look at 46th Avenue under I-70, it’s completely white.  That’s evidence enough of the 
impact of Magnesium Chloride. 
 
6. Open forum/Adjournment 
1. What am I going to do about CDOT not maintaining the weeds?  Why is it going to be better this 
time? 
Answer:  We have discussed this issue several times and steps are being taken for the approach 
agency to address the issue. 
 
2. We kind of all feel like, do what you have to do, but don’t make it any worse.  Why are we 
meeting?  You destroy the neighborhood. 
 
3. Rather than spending billions of dollars and building another road, let’s go with the No Action 
Alternative and use that money to fix the 40 percent of our bridges that are in dire need of repair. 
Answer:  The No Action Alternative is an alternative that must be looked at in the DEIS. 
Information on noise, air quality and health will be available in the DEIS as well.  
 
4. Has there ever really been a No Action Alternative?  Or is it just something that has to be there 
by law?  Maybe we should look at it seriously? 
Answer:  It is part of the environmental process to compare alternatives to a No-Action 
Alternatives.  Usually a No-Action Alternative is just maintenance, but for this project it includes 
replacing the viaduct.  That will have building impacts and a cost associated with it. 
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5. We never had a health meeting.  We submitted health studies; we need verification that they were 
submitted. 
Answer:  You should have verification via the meeting notes.  It is listed that they were received.  
 
6. This group has been meeting for one year.  We are dedicated community members and we’ve had 
one concern that we’ve voice repeatedly – health.  We would like health to be the main criteria.  In 
this process, where you take public comment, we feel that the project team hasn’t heard us.  Please 
consider health as a criteria.  
 
7. Why not? 
Answer: It’s not part of the project team’s charge.  
 
8. Will you look at cumulative impacts of all criteria?  
Answer:  Yes 
 
9. There is some room to connect the highway and health issues without doing a health assessment.  
That link wasn’t made and I don’t understand why.  You can do it with water quality. 
Answer: Other agencies have established best practices.  There are certain things we can and can 
not do.  We’re taking things to another level that aren’t being done anywhere else.  
 
10. I know that you’ve been listening to us because we’ve pushed you.  We don’t mean disrespect, 
but we must reiterate how important health is.  
Answer:  Say it as often as you want to, keep coming back, and stay engaged in the process. 
 
11. There is an inter-woven relationship between good air and water.  
 
12. You aren’t listening to us.  You have an opportunity to do something great for this community. 
There are great economic development opportunities.  The biggest obstacle to beautifying this area 
is the viaduct. Remove it and you have open space.  Remove the viaduct and you can turn this area 
around.  Put the alternative back on the table of dropping the bridge to Colorado Boulevard.  
Remove the bridge and you have open space with open space you will not have the health concerns 
everyone is talking about.  
Answer: It’s a mistake if you think that we aren’t listening to you about health, air quality and noise 
pollution.  You asked for a health assessment and we will not do that.  The realignment alternative 
came from you.  You said, “move the highway out of our neighborhood” and we heard you.  You 
are a part of this process, but there are other factors. Not one aspect will override all other aspects. 
The health assessment will not happen.  
 
13. Why are we insisting that the government has to make it healthy for us?  How do we make it 
healthier for ourselves?  What cars do we drive?  Why not try alternative transportation? 
 
14. It’s important to create a system where we move people.  We need mass transit.  It’s important 
to have light rail and to have a lot of stops in neighborhoods. 
 
15. There are still some prairie dogs that haven’t been killed on the north side of I-70.  Most of them 
were killed by Stapleton.  It’s tragic because they had already been moved.  Will you ask CDOT, to 
move those prairie dogs to the 45 acres of land they just purchased. 
Answer:  CDOT has a prairie dog policy.  
 



Community Impacts Working Group Meeting 
February 17, 2005 

Page 8 of 8 
 
 

16. You say you are listening, but not one member of the community has said that they wanted to 
expand the I-70 bridge near Washington.  Why is CDOT expanding the Washington bridge when 
the community doesn’t want it? 
Answer:  The expansion of I-70 and Washington was done under a different project based on an 
Environmental Assessment that was completed 10 years ago. 
 
17. Even though you knew no one in the community wanted it?  I’m looking for comment on the 
community perspective. 
Answer: The EA was conducted 10 years ago.  Now we are looking at I-70 from I-25 to Tower.  We 
are not taking the bridge down between I-25 and Brighton Boulevard because it isn’t feasible to get 
under the Platte River and the railroad tracks and connect and back to I-25.  The community aspect 
is listening to ideas, also agency perspectives and engineering feasibility.  This alternative is not 
technically feasible.  
 
 

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. 
 


