
 
Meeting Notes 

 
Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: June 17, 2004/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreation Center 
 
Attendees:  
Angie Malpiede Bill Summers Akwe Starnes 
Karly Malpiede Anthony Sanchez J.B. Goedier 
Jerry Piffer Anthony Thomas Darlene Sennitt 
Bert Melcher Cecilia Arrevalo Gonzalo Perez 
Gregg Thomas Cipriano Lujan Faith Winter 
Gene Hook Raquel Holguin Betty Cram 
Jennifer Wieczorel Susan Champney Rae Chirichigno 
Mercedes Pollmeier Randee Isis-King Frank Arrevalo 
Amanda Champany Mike Maes Joel Sayre 
Lisbeth Springer Rob Fetter Amy Martinez 
Betty Wonder Jeff Kimes Adriana Raudzens 
Fred McPeck Kim Kucera Derrick Officer 
Kenneth Cotton Brian Rantala Calvin Dailey Jr. 
Sandy Richardson Chris Averd Brad Wiles 
Jim Weaver Andrew Oghena Skye Barker 
Jumetta Posey R.A Plummer Barry Schulz 
Chuck Attardo Gary Bert Olin Brent Billingsley 
Mike Turner Peter Kozinski Steve Gordon 
Byron Robinson Jess Ortiz Carrie Wallis 
R.A. Plummer Mike Turner Jumetta  Posey 
Skye Barker Barry Schulz Chuck Attardo 
Gary Bertolin Brent Billingsley Peter Kozinski 
Steve Gordon Byron Robinson Jess Ortiz 
Carrie Wallis   
 
Agenda Items:  
1.  Welcome/introduction 
2.  Open forum 
3.  Project update 
4.  Review of May meeting  
5.  Air quality/Air toxics presentation 
6.  Open forum/adjournment 
7.  Next meeting 
     Discussion topics:  Cumulative impacts: July 15th - 6:30 P.M. 
     Glenarm Recreation Center (2800 Glenarm Place) 
 
 
1. Welcome/introduction 
The agenda and packet of meeting handouts were distributed and reviewed.  The ground rules for the 
Community Impacts Working Group were reviewed.  The meeting began with self-introductions by the 
attendees.   
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2. Open forum 
The open forum took place after agenda Item No. 4 Review of May meeting. 
 
1. I have information to distribute to the project team regarding health, mainly the health of children 

(This information was given to the project team). 
 

2. I work in Globeville, there is nothing but congestion and pollution in the area.  Safety and health 
should be the number one priority of this project (but is shown as agenda item five). 
 

3. I also have information to share with the project team regarding asthma (this information was given 
to the project team).  There is also a sulfur smell in the area, I hope that someone will look into this. 

 
4. There seems to be a lot of meetings going on for this project, I would like to know about all of the 

different meetings. 
 

5. Since you won’t let me ask my question, I don’t feel like a part of this meeting.  All I hear about is the 
project will be building a new freeway and that you don’t want to hear from us. 
Answer:  We do not want you to feel that way.  The open forum is mainly utilized to discuss issues 
from the previous meeting.  Later in the meeting questions regarding the topic of the meeting will be 
addressed, as well as all other questions. 
 

During the questions of the open forum, the project team tried to begin the presentation – referring to the 
open forum being reserved for questions and comments regarding the previous meeting. 

 
3. Project update 
An update of the project was given to the group.  Currently, we are working on packaging alternatives for 
the next phase of the screening process, detailed screening.  Results of the detailed screening process will 
be available at the next corridor-wide meetings in late August. 
 
4. Review of May meeting  
A review of the May Community Impacts Working Group meeting was given.  This meeting dealt with 
Environmental Justice (EJ).  The working group watched a video and presentation, and conducted an 
exercise on siting a new postal facility.  An action item from the last meeting was to find out how many 
hits the project website gets.  Between May 1st and May 25th, 2004, the website received over 700 hits. 
 
5. Air quality/Air toxics presentation 
At the beginning of the presentation, it was explained that the Community Impacts Working Group 
meetings are used as an educational process for the different topics suggested by the group in the first tow 
Community Impacts Working Group meetings.  If additional information on the meeting topic is needed, 
the project team would be glad to address it outside of this meeting. 
 
In the meeting packet, a copy of the PowerPoint presentation was included.  The presentation included 
information on: 

• Sources of Air Pollution 
• Federal Air Quality Legislation 
• Clean Air Act 
• Federal air quality regulator 
• State/local air quality regulators 

• What are the criteria pollutants? 
• What is particulate matter? 
• What are the health effects of particulate 

matter? 
• What is Ozone? 
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• Ozone and Smog 
• What are the health effects of ozone? 
• What is Carbon Monoxide? 
• What are the health effects of Carbon 

Monoxide? 
• Denver Attainment Status 
• What are air toxics? 
• What are mobile source air toxics? 

• Diesel Particulate Matter (DPM) 
• MSAT Emission Reduction 
• Air quality approach 
• Criteria pollutant analysis 
• Mobile source air toxics analysis 
• Programs to reduce emissions

 
Many questions were raised during the presentation.  Those questions are summarized in the following 
section. 
 
Questions/Comments: 
1. Premature death, cancer, heart disease, and pulmonary disease should be added to the list of health 

affects for particulate matter. 
 
2. Ozone and particulate matter also can lead to higher risk of stroke and heart problems. 

 
3. Carbon Monoxide also leads to cardiac birth defects.  (may be referring to Carbon Dioxide). 

 
4. What is the maintenance phase?  

Answer:  Standards were set for attainment status.  Areas were given a certain amount of time to 
comply with the standards.  If in that time standards are not met, the area will go into non-
attainment.  If the standards are met, the area will go into a maintenance phase – and eventually into 
the attainment phase. 

 
5. How does regional air quality (being in the maintenance phase) apply to individual areas, mainly the 

I-70 corridor? 
Answer:  Individual areas will be looked at later in the process. 

 
6. I thought this is about making I-70 bigger, to increase traffic.  Is that what we’re here for? 

Answer:  Many alternatives are still on the table, including a no-action or do nothing alternative.  We 
are still early in the process, but will be looking at analysis of each of the alternatives and how they 
relate to air quality later in the process. 

 
7. This process needs to be voted on in November, and you aren’t going to be looking at air quality until 

after the vote.  How are we supposed to vote not knowing this information? 
Answer:  The EIS process is not dependent on a vote.  It is a federal process that balances the 
transportation needs with the potential environmental and community impacts.   

 
8. So if we vote for FasTracks, the alternative chosen by the EIS will be built – but we don’t know what 

that alternative is yet.  How can we make an informed decision? 
Answer:  FasTracks is a proposed transit program that includes six new corridors and three 
extensions of existing corridors, including the East Corridor.  This EIS project is focused on the East 
Corridor in addition to I-70. 

 
9. You’re going to build I-70 to increase traffic – even though we are considered to be in a maintenance 

phase?  Are we going to make this worse? 
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Answer:  We went door-to-door and held many scoping meetings to find out what issues the 
community had with the project and the existing conditions in their area.  The highway is currently 
unsafe, and these safety concerns need to be addressed.  Part of this process will be to look at the 
noise and air quality throughout the corridor. 

 
10. The community voted down the last light rail that was planned for this area, and RTD did it anyway. 
 
11. Is there an alternative to move I-70 out of the neighborhoods? 

Answer:  Yes, there is an alternative to move the western portion of I-70 out of the neighborhoods. 
 
12. No one fought the highway when it came through the neighborhoods before, this won’t happen again. 
 
13. Will hot spot analysis be done on each of the criteria pollutants? 

Answer:  No, it will be completed for carbon monoxide and particulate matter. 
 
14. We don’t need any more traffic on I-70, I already have to wear a mask while working in the yard. 
 
15. In 1988, meetings on the Washington Environmental Assessment (EA) started.  There were 120 

meetings, but only about 20 were open meetings.  The EA had planned to make the area better.  
Particulate matter was measured on a meter in downtown Denver.  Where will particulate matter be 
measured on this project? 
Answer:  (From EPA)  The monitor is on Broadway and hot spots can be done for particulates on 
this corridor. 

 
16. Contamination from not seeding the Washington interchange area is currently happening, polluting 

the South Platte River and the Elyria and Swansea neighborhoods.  They didn’t listen to us on the 
EA, why will you listen to us on the EIS? 
Answer:  Due to the drought and fact that the original contractor left the project before finishing, we 
did not have means of stabilizing the soil.  That has since been fixed. 
 

17. My family is from eastern Colorado, and it seems that my kids have an easier time breathing there 
than at their own home near the highway.  How will health and air quality be addressed in this 
project? 
Answer:  Your question will be addressed in the presentation tonight 

 
18. It may be possible to do corridor wide analysis rather than regional – I have more information on this 

for the project team.  Health should be the first criteria addressed in evaluation alternatives. 
 
19. It seems that emissions currently haven’t gone down, since there are more vehicles traveling the 

roads. 
 
20. I think stationary pollutants should be looked at, including areas near manufacturing plants and 

storage tanks.  It is important that lead be looked at.  The brown cloud over Denver starts over these 
communities.  Are we really looking at health?  You’re asking us to believe it is different than the 
EA.  Recent articles have been saying that the pollution is getting worse.  I feel our health is in 
danger, and am not sure if I can sit back and believe in the process. 
Answer:  We are trying to address these issues as they pertain to the process.  Air quality is the topic 
being discussed in tonight’s meeting. 
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21. Things need to be looked at on a corridor basis.  The EPA 6.2 model allows corridor specific analysis 
rather that regional. 

 
22. Will each alternative be looked at individually for each of these air quality impacts? 

Answer:  Yes, all alternatives will be evaluated. 
 
23. What is more important than my health? 

Answer:  Many other resources are being evaluated in addition to health.  Balancing these potential 
impacts is part of the EIS process. 

 
24. When the final alternative is chosen, will there be an effect on my health, or will there be no impacts? 

Answer:  We will be looking at the effects on air quality for each of the DEIS alternatives. 
 
25. How will the vote work with the FasTracks coming before the results of the EIS vote? 

Answer:  These are separate processes. 
 
26. Will you be looking at the difference of the health impacts of the different alternatives? 

Answer:  The project will be looking at emissions impacts.  Understanding that you want a health 
impacts analysis, we are looking into different resources related to health.  EPA does not have 
regulations regarding air toxics, as in levels of acceptable pollutants.  This is not something that is 
normally done. 

 
6. Open forum/adjournment 
 
Questions/Comments: 
1. What are the standards used to test if we are in a good area, such as TCE? 

Answer:  EPA has established standards for air toxics.  TCE does not have standards (for EPA).  The 
state monitors levels for those pollutants that have standards . 
 

2. How do you define environment, I would assume it includes people? 
Answer:  Environment does include people. 
 

3. I came to this meeting expecting to discuss public health, and only air toxics have been discussed. 
 

4. How can EPA set up standards that do not address health standards? 
Answer:  Standards are based on health effects. 
 

5. The solution should fall on the individual drivers and vehicles, and overall effects of all of the 
pollutants should be looked at.  Transit has been mentioned as an alternative, what is being looked at?  
These effects should be addressed as well. 
 

6. All of the air quality pollutants should be looked at combined, not individually.   
 

7. Has RTD or CDOT taken into account that 80216 is an EJ area? 
Answer:  Yes. 
 

8. I don’t feel that my question on health has been addressed, and I would like to see healthy options to 
the expansion of the highway. 
 



Community Impacts Working Group Meeting 
June 17, 2004 

Page 6 of 6 
 
 

9. Public health is an essential criteria for the evaluation of alternatives, and should be a top criteria. 
 

10. Have the evaluation criteria already been set? 
Answer:  Yes. 
 

11. Can a health criteria be added? 
Answer:  No, but health is addressed in the criteria that have already been set such as noise, air 
quality, and water quality. 
 

12. FHWA agrees that health impacts and their significance are not going to be evaluated in this EIS, 
FTA is relying on the EIS process to determine the significance of the impacts – and whether they 
should be evaluated.   
 

13. Next Meeting 
The next Community Impact Working Group meeting is scheduled for 6:30 P.M. on Thursday, July 
15th 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. 
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