
 
Meeting Notes 

 
Meeting: Community Impacts Working Group 
 
Date/Time: July 15, 2004/6:30 P.M. 
 
Location: Glenarm Recreation Center 
 
Attendees:  
Arlene Welsch  Bettie Cram  Betty Wonder 
Lisa Silva  Jim Paulmeno  Brad Wiles 
Melinda Castillo Joanne True Amanda Champany 
Nelson Bock  Elizabeth Krause  Jeff Kimes  
Victor Wouters  Jeremy Gilhousen  Florence Sestrick  
Roberto Godoy  Reza Akhavan  A.B. James 
Roy Marquez Isabella Marquez  Joel Sayne  
Fred McPeck  Bert Melcher  Mercedes  
Anneke Kooymans  Ken Cotton  Frank Woertman  
Yvonne Sandoval  Angie Malpiede  Sal Rivera  
Shannon Edwards  Mike Maes  Sonya Richards  
Lou Mraz Gregg Thomas  Jess Ortiz  
Farrah Pinckney  Deborah Cardenas  Steve Gordon  
George Tsiouvaras  Byron Robinson  Jumetta Posey  
Mike Turner  Sharon Lipp  Gene Hook  
Tom Schilling  R.A. Plummer  Peter Kozinski  
Carrie Wallis  Brent Billingsley  Skye Barker  
Brad Beckham  Mike Vanderhoof  Manolo Gonzales-Estay  
Barry Schulz  Brian Kennedy  Dave Beckhouse  
Henlinda Godoy   
 
Agenda Items:  
1.  Welcome/Introduction 
2.  Project overview 
3.  Review of June meeting  
4.  Open discussion 
5.  Adjournment 
 
 
1. Welcome/Introduction 
The agenda and packet of 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. Project overview 
An update of the project was given to the group. 
 
Corridor limits 
A brief description of the corridor limits was presented.  The I-70 East Corridor limits include I-70 
between I-25 and Tower Road and enhanced transit service between downtown Denver and Denver 
International Airport (DIA).   
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Project Partners and the EIS Process 
The I-70 East Corridor EIS is a joint effort between the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), 
the Regional Transportation District (RTD), and the City and County of Denver (Denver). 
 
The role of the Community Impacts Working group was discussed.  At the Community Impacts meeting 
that took place on February 12, 2004, a list of discussion topics was assembled by the group as a 
precursor to future meetings.   
  
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 

 
3.   Review of June Meeting  
At the Community Impacts Working Group meeting on June 17, 2004, a presentation and forum was 
conducted to discuss air quality and air toxics as related to the I-70 East Corridor Environmental Impacts 
Statement (EIS).  Based on the various comments and questions that arose from the meeting, the project 
team felt that it was important to provide clarification on the key issues that were raised at the meeting.  
Because this is such a critical issue in the corridor, the project team used this meeting to further discuss 
air quality and air toxics, and how the project will address them.  The team invited various representatives 
from different agencies to the meeting to provide their insights.  The agency officials assembled included:  

• David Beckhouse, FTA 
• Mike Vanderhoof, FHWA 
• Jeff Kimes, EPA 
• Greg Thomas, Denver Department of Health 
• Lisa Silva, CDPHE 
• Brad Beckham, CDOT EP 

The meeting packet was then reviewed.  The materials packet included: 
• Agenda 
• Questions and answers from the last meeting 
• Criteria pollutant/MSAT methodologies 
• PowerPoint presentation from the previous meeting 
• Meeting notes from the previous meeting 

 
4. Open Discussion 
Questions/Comments: 
1. Why are federal agencies making decisions on a local project? 

Answer:  The process we are following on the project is governed by the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA).  This is a federal project because federal funding is involved, so that is why the 
federal agencies are involved. 
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2. The trains will create pollution problems when they are going down the track.  The oils and other 
things used are pollutants.  What are you doing about it? 
Answer:  We are not sure.  We will get back to you on that. 
 

3. I am concerned with three things: 
a. This community would like to see the highway at ground level.  Dust from the highway is 

constantly coming down on the community. 
b. There is a lot of pollution concentrated in this area.  With the cars, trucks, and industry in 

the area the bridge captures these pollutants. 
c. The physical structure is ugly and has destroyed the neighborhood cohesiveness. 

Answer:  Yes, we are still looking at a variety of vertical alignments in section 2, Brighton Boulevard 
to Colorado Boulevard, which includes an at-grade alignment.  As part of our analysis, we will be 
looking at air pollution in the area.   

 
4. For 50 years, we have been concerned with the highway being above ground.  You ought to shut it 

down and figure out where to send the trucks.  Are you going to be looking at noise as part of your 
process?  
Answer:  Yes, we will be considering noise in our analysis. 

 
5. Our main concern is what is going to happen if a toll road is built.  Is that still being looked at? 

Answer:  A toll road is being considered as well as other options. 
 
6. Why aren’t all the questions from the last meeting on this sheet?  Why have they been distorted?  For 

instance, What is more important than my health? 
Answer:  If we missed some things in the meeting notes, just tell us and we will make changes.  We 
are looking at health.  Emissions are just one piece.  Noise impacts of alternatives, water quality, and 
other things related to health are addressed in the EIS. 

 
7. What is going to be done?  I live next to I-70.  I have health concerns both now and in the future.  My 

husband and children feel sick every morning. 
Answer:  We are looking at air quality impacts in alternative evaluation.  After that, we will discuss 
mitigation.  We do not know at this point what the final alternatives may be, therefore it is difficult to 
determine mitigation. 

 
8. What are you doing now about health? 

Answer:  We will evaluate health as it relates to the EIS.  Denver is conducting a citywide health 
study to address this issue.  Denver has spent the last five years studying what the conditions are, in a 
different study and they are hoping to identify what needs to be done.  The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) is starting the Healthy Air for Northeast Denver (HAND) initiative, and wants to hear 
what the community has to say. 

 
9. The highway should be built under ground or at ground level.  When are the health criteria going to 

be measured?  It should have been looked at first. 
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Answer:  In terms of our schedule, step 6 (DEIS evaluation) is when that will occur.  There is 
ongoing air quality monitoring from both CDPHE and EPA.  We are currently meeting all air quality 
standards except ozone and are working to address the ozone issue. 

 
10. Where do the alternatives come from? 

Answer:  We have been collecting alternatives from the community and other sources over the past 
year.  In the scoping process we held block meetings, neighborhood meetings, business meetings, and 
corridor-wide meetings to develop the alternative list.  We presented the list of alternatives that are 
still being considered at our last corridor-wide meetings in May. 

 
11. Does the air quality monitoring include Globeville? 

Answer:  Yes, we have a monitoring station near Globeville. 
 
12. Your air quality discussion has been about Denver.  What about the corridor level?  You are looking 

at resources and alternatives.  What if the resources aren’t there, what happens?  The highway opened 
in 1964.  We have seen a brown cloud for a long time.  We need to determine what the air quality 
impacts are. 
Answer:  We will look at air quality from both the regional and local level.  Denver is looking at cars, 
dry cleaners, factories, and other things on a local level in a separate study.  They have received a 
grant to do some additional air quality monitoring and will be placing a monitor in Elyria Swansea.  
University Hospital is also looking at particulate emissions and hospital admissions as part of a five-
year process. 
 

13. The Denver area is different than Globeville.  It is located in the Platte River and is the lowest point 
around. 
Answer:  CDOT monitored air quality in the Globeville area for two and a half years during their 
last construction project. CDOT monitored Arsenic, Lead, and PM10 and found all to be in 
compliance. 

 
14. I think it is a problem when you say that we are meeting standards.  Those are your standards.  What 

portion of those standards are you going to meet?  If you don’t measure in our area, what standards 
are you meeting?  What level of the standards are you going to meet? 
Answer:  We will look at where we are in terms of established standards.  The analysis will show us 
where we are.  Meeting the standards is a minimum goal, we would like to improve air quality.  
There are not levels of standards, the standards are based on health. 

 
15. I live in Globeville.  At peak periods the highway traffic sits in one spot and belches smoke at the 

bottleneck.  What are you going to do about the one-lane ramps? 
Answer:  We will be looking at traffic congestion as part of this project. 
 

16. Is the ramp problem going to be addressed by this project? 
Answer:  We will be looking at those types of improvements. 
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17. When comparing alternatives, there is confusion about the standards.  For some of these resources 
there are no standards.  Air toxics is one of those resources.  How are you going to connect the dots to 
heath impacts?  There are ways to estimate health impacts. 

 
18. Under the highway, CDOT does not take care of the weeds.  I have made several calls. 
 
19. Can we see the results of the previous monitoring?  Washington and Brighton was officially opened 

in January of this year.  CDOT says it will be officially completed in July.  Why are you not 
considering lead and arsenic with PM10?  Where does the oil go when it drops off the train?  What 
about the pollution on the highway?  All the waste from the highway washes into the Platte River.  
CDOT is letting it all wash off of the old project.  If the old project was not done right why would this 
one be?  The weeds and cleanup along the highway needs to be addressed.   
Answer:  Monitoring results will be available at the August Community Impacts meeting. 
 

20. When the wheels turn on a train you must have oil.  Where does it go?  Do you educate mechanics to 
deal with this? 
Answer:  The train maintenance facility will be address in the EIS, if needed.  There are national 
standards and state standards that require certain process to deal with these materials.  We will try 
and get this information from RTD.  Any impacts from transit vehicles will be addressed. 

 
21. What about Lead and Arsenic as part of PM10? 

Answer:  What Denver was looking at in the previous study did not have to do with air toxics.  It was 
looking at concerns from the ASARCO superfund site.  The community was concerned that lead and 
arsenic would be disturbed by the construction effort.  Denver worked with the health department to 
complete the monitoring. 
 

22. When Mercury is in the air as dust it continues to regenerate.  The highway is not swept and it 
accumulates.  I have a jar full that you can test.  Can you study and address this? 
Answer:  On these types of projects soil test are sometimes done.  The dust problem is a maintenance 
issue.  We have discussed this issue with maintenance.  The EIS will look at re-intrained dust as part 
of the air quality modeling effort, and there are similar issues with water.  We will address 
maintenance practices.   

 
23. Will you employ an expert panel to help analysis health impacts? 

Answer:  The project team currently employs experts, and our project partners also employ health 
experts that will be working on the project. 

 
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. I have asthma, one morning the pollution was so bad that that I thought I was having a heart attack. 
 
26. I am concerned if soil testing will be done.  If the soil is dirty, who will clean it and when will it be 

cleaned?  Is something going to be done about air pollution from industries like Purina?  What about 
the polluted soils at railroad crossings?  Children are sick, a man who lives in my neighborhood is 
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sick because of Purina.  Is it going to be moved?  What are you going to do with the people who are 
sick now? 
Answer:  If we disturb the soil, we will access dust and contamination.  The Vasquez Boulevard soil 
study is looking at bodily harm and soil contamination.  The other industries will be looked at as part 
of the cumulative impact analysis and included in the study.  Purina is looked at by the Denver 
Health Department, they have an air pollution permit that is monitored.  They also look at the odors 
produced.  Purina has spent a lot of money to try and help their odor problems. 

 
27. What is more important than my health?  In your opinion would it be beneficial to the community’s 

health to move the freeway out of the community or put it underground? 
Answer: In my opinion, it could be better to put it underground or out of the neighborhood, but I am 
not sure that it can be done.  No decisions on alternatives have been made. 
 

28. According to the Denver Department of Health, 99.99% of the community wants to see the viaduct 
dropped to ground level or below.  You are spending millions constructing the bridge at Washington 
and Brighton.  It can be dropped.  The land will be opened up and the sun will shine through allowing 
trees to grow and foster redevelopment. 

 
29. I have read the 2002 EA report.  Please deal with these things before I have cancer.  Re-open the 

Globeville health clinic.  Go up and down both sides of the highway and ask what health symptoms 
exist.  If I need to walk up and down the highway and collect information, please consider what we 
find.  Then have doctors or health experts look at the results.  
Answer:  We are a transportation project, we can’t address all of these things.  You need to talk with 
the City and County of Denver.  We will take your comments back and get them to people at Denver.  
Denver Health and the hospitals will have to do this type of study we will bring your concerns back.  
Judy Montero (Council Member) is aware of your concerns and is working towards re-opening the 
clinic. 

 
30. Purina has cleaned up quite a bit over the past few years.  The bad smell comes from the rendering  

plant. 
 
31. You said that since this is a transportation project you can’t look at these things.  You have to look at 

these things as part of NEPA. 
 
32. Judy Montero asked us to deliver this message:  The EIS needs to assemble a health panel to look at 

the various alternatives with respect to health. 
Answer:  We have health experts on the project team. 

 
33. Are you going to address health by doing a health risk assessment? 

Answer:  No, but we do have standards for criteria pollutants based on health.  We are analyzing 
these.  We are going to look at future impacts from all the pollutants.  We will look at emissions for 
criteria pollutants and well as localized hot spot analysis.  For those pollutants without standards we 
will do a trend analysis.  We are working with Denver, CDPHE, and EPA to develop these 
methodologies.  We will also compare alternatives against each other with respect to MSATs and air 
quality. 
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34. At what point are you going to relate air quality standards to people? 
Answer:  EPA has a risk assessment methodology.  EPA currently compares emissions to standards.  
The standard protects human health, this is the simplest method.  When you look at all pollutants 
cumulatively there are no methods. 

 
35. You just said that you will use the simplest method, does this comply with NEPA? 

Answer:  We will look at 20 or more resource categories and identify positive and negative impacts.  
If a resource is found to have negative impacts, we will look at mitigation. 
 

36. There are no standards for MSATs.  I read that your analysis method will determine if the 
improvements will make things worse or better and then you will compare alternatives against one 
another.   

 
37. From I-25 and beyond I was not aware that depressing the highway was off the table.  If it is, we need 

to re-visit it. 
Answer:  The depressed I-70 alignment is still on the table from Brighton Boulevard to Colorado 
Boulevard.  From I-25 to Brighton Boulevard we are constrained by the South Platte River and the 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad. 

 
38. It would be very beneficial to drop the highway in the Platte River area.  Property values would go up 

and pollution will go down.  You are not listening to our input. 
Answer:  We presented this information at the May corridor-wide meetings.  The river is not the only 
issue, we also need to provide a connection to I-25 and cross the railroad. 

 
39. Will you have medical doctors as part of the EIS? 

Answer:  We can have medical folks from CDPHE look at the data. EPA also employs toxicologists 
that are medical doctors that will be reviewing the document. 
 

Other Comments  
40. Elyria, Swansea, and Globeville are the most polluted areas in the city. 

41. The viaduct should have never come through the neighborhood in the first place. 

42. Nothing is more important than my health. 

43. The highway should be underground. 

44. Air quality monitoring was not near the sites. 

45. Government standards on air quality are not community standards. 

46. Many resources have no standards (air toxics). 

47. Streets are not being swept, soil is contaminated (sand on highway) 
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48. Even though we may meet standards, the EIS should provide ambient air quality standards for all 
sections. 

49. Would like to have more analysis done.  

50. Children are getting sick. 

51. 99.99 percent of community want to see viaduct dropped or below.  

52. Many feel you are not going to listen to community, and will do what you want.  

53. Re-open Globeville health clinic, ask questions on health from neighbors.  
 
5. Adjournment 
 
Next Meeting 
The next Community Impact Working Group meeting is scheduled for 6:30 P.M. on Thursday, August 
19th 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. 
 


