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VB/I70 Superfund Community Advisory Group (CAG) Meeting 

Notes 

 

Host: City and County of Denver and EPA 
Date of Meeting:  Monday, March 13, 2017  

CAG Members Present:  

Vernon Miller, Candi CdeBaca, Ron Rohr, Kim Morse, Mike Dugan, Roberto Eaton, Lloyd Burton, Tad 
Bowman, Drew Dutcher, Jim Garcia, Cliff Lynd, KeniaAbeyta, Ann Elizabeth, Emily (for Chy Montoya), 
Rodolfo Rodriguez, Jack Paterson 

CAG Members Absent:  Tricia Stevens 

Facilitator: Elizabeth Suárez  
 
 

6:00pm to 7:30pm 

Topics  discussed during meeting: 

  Introductions of CAG members 

 Review of CAG Guidelines 

 Air Monitoring Efforts 

 Overview & History 

 Removal Actions and Overall Outreach 

 Ground Water 

I.  Logistics 

1. Facilitator reviewed the CAG guidelines, and asked if there were any questions.   
2. CAG member Lloyd Burton made request for voice amplification for this and future meetings.  Voice 

amplification equipment was located and provided until the equipment failed. 
3. Facilitator requested voice amplification system Need to provide visual and hearing aid assistance for future 

meetings. 
4. CAG Member Rodolfo Rodriguez requested that technical language/acronyms be explained and a Spanish 

version of PowerPoint presentations and materials. 
II.  Air Monitoring 

1. Candi CDeBaca requested posting of air monitoring data reports from Globeville sites, questioned frequency 
of monitoring, and requested more frequent posting.  Celia VanDerLoop clarifies that City is monitoring for 
dust/metals on a one in six day frequency consistent with state air quality monitoring, and that asbestos 
monitoring is occurring on a daily basis.  These reports are posted monthly on the DEH website 
(https://www.denvergov.org/content/denvergov/en/environmental-health/environmental-quality/land-
use-and-planning.html.)  Dania Zinner clarified that EPA monitoring for particulate levels occurred for 
approximately two weeks, and will be posted on EPA’s website.   A question was asked regarding what is 
required for information posting.  VanDerLoop answered that she was unaware of requirements for public 
posting, the metals/dust monitoring is being done on a voluntary basis, the asbestos air monitoring is 
required under state solid waste regulation 5.5, and that the city is complying with these reporting 
requirements.  
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III.  History and Overview 
1. Fonda Apostolopoulos provided a presentation on the history of the smelters, associated cleanup actions, 

Operable Units (OU), and contaminants of concern.  Dania Zinner discussed the areas covered and status of 
each Operable Unit.  Celia VanDerLoop provided an overview of the Globeville Landing Outfall project.  Jenny 
Luthi made disclaimer that map didn’t translate well due to PowerPoint visual concerns. Kerra Jones adds 
that graphics are available online. 

IV.  Removal Actions & Contamination 
1. Kim Morse requested that Cole and Clayton be added back into Operable Unit One. She stated that areas 

previously considered to be industrial/commercial are undergoing land use change and/or construction 
projects.  She stated residents are being affected and these are going unreported.  Dania Zinner stated that 
Operable Unit 1 included residences, schools, and parks due to land use and likelihood of exposure.  Zinner 
said she would speak with her management regarding this request, and offered to provide information at a 
subsequent meeting with regards to the reasons that residential/school/park land use were included in 
Operable Unit 1 and other areas were not.   

2. LLoyd Burton provided information regarding when Removal Actions are considered, and asked question to 
EPA regarding Time Critical Removal Action designation for the Operable Units.  He also asked whether the 
Removal Action included any areas beyond what is covered by the Globeville Landing Outfall project.  Zinner 
responded that EPA designated OU2 as Time Critical Removal Action when the city brought the Globeville 
Landing Outfall concept forward.  This provided EPA direct oversight of city environmental-related actions 
on the project.  VanDerLoop clarified that the Removal Action covers only the area being addressed for the 
Globeville Landing Outfall project.   

3. A CAG member asked what the relationship was between remedial investigation and the Globeville Landing 
Outfall. VanDerLoop responded that The Globeville Landing Outfall project is being done under a Removal 
Action, which arose when the city began consideration of putting a channel across the property.   The 
Removal Action provides that the designated GLO work can be done, with oversight from EPA, prior to a 
Record of Decision for Operable Unit 2.  The city, with oversight from EPA, had completed a Remedial 
Investigation for Operable Unit 2 which had been based on an assumption that the long-term land use would 
be parking lot and park.  The National Western Master plan had concluded that the long-term land use of the 
current parking lot area may include commercial development.  Since the land use is likely to change, EPA has 
asked the city to re-open the Remedial Investigation and the city has agreed to do so.  Completion of that 
Remedial Investigation and the Record of Decision process will take some time.   

4. Vernon Hill raised a concern that the city doesn’t have the proper process and procedures in place to handle 
any potential hazards. VanderLoop responded that extensive investigations and design plans are in place, 
which have been reviewed and approved by EPA and CDPHE, and are sufficient to protect health and 
environment. 

5. CAG member asked a question about who will be responsible for contamination concerns on behalf of the 
city, referencing Denver Post story about contamination where a property owner was trying to sell property 
and got sued by a potential buyer.  (Note:  Records do not indicate this question being addressed during the 
meeting.  Subsequent to the meeting, staff were unable to find a recent Denver Post or Denver news article 
discussing this situation, so were unable to respond or provide clarification.)   

6. A community member asked why is GLO operation going on while there are incomplete/undisclosed 
investigations in OU2 and OU3. Another member seconded the same question.  VanDerLoop responded that 
extensive investigations have been completed in the area of Globeville Landing Outfall, extensive planning 
has been conducted, these plans have been reviewed and approved by EPA/CDPHE, and this information is 
available on DEH’s website.    

V. Groundwater 
1. A question was raised about groundwater, in the area, whether groundwater could flow into the open 

channel, and who has oversight of potential hazards.  VanDerLoop explained that the construction includes 
an impermeable liner within the Coliseum parking lot in the area of the open channel to prevent 
contaminated groundwater from moving into the parking lot, and to prevent any storm water migrating 
downward into the buried waste.   

https://www.denvergov.org/content/denvergov/en/environmental-health/environmental-quality/land-use-and-planning.html
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2. Another question was raised with regards to groundwater elevations in the location of the 39th Avenue 
Greenway, and whether the construction of the lowered I-70 could in effect dam up groundwater, causing it 
to raise in elevation and flow into the channel at the location of the 39th Avenue Greenway.  VanDerLoop 
responded that groundwater in the area of the 39th Avenue Greenway is approximately 35 to 40 feet deep, 
while the channel elevation is much shallower.  While groundwater can fluctuate a few feet, it will not 
fluctuate upwards 20 feet.   

VI.  Other 
1. A.E. from Globeville K.A.R.E.S. requested the presence of CDOT, Denver and CDPHE at CAG meetings clarify 

technical issues as relates to groundwater elevations.   
2. CAG Member Bridget Walsh stated that Denver does not provide enough reports and share information. Luthi 

responded that any reports that she has asked for have been sent directly via e-mail or are available online. 
VII. Follow Up / Next Meeting 

1. Elizabeth Suarez asked CAG which topics and/or subject matter experts they would like to see in the 
following meetings, and identified several topics, including Superfund site cleanup, groundwater levels and 
associated groundwater contamination, how cleanup levels are set, blood-lead levels in the neighborhoods, 
and environmental protections provided.  CAG members agree that follow-up meetings should include these 
items.   

2. Community member expressed concern that the extended time period over which the CAG meetings take 
place creates problems of timeliness. 

3. Elizabeth Suarez thanked CAG members and guests for attending, reminded them to fill out the doodle poll 
regarding scheduling the next meeting, stated that the next meeting would address a topic identified at this 
meeting, and said that meeting notes will be distributed.   

4. Close of meeting - 7:30 
VIII.  Additional Resources 

Relevant Links and Information 
1. Denver Environmental Health Land Use and Planning, Air Quality Data 
2. EPA, Vasquez Blvd Superfund Site. This site contains pull-down menus that provide technical reports and 

planning documents, summary information provided at community meetings, and air quality data reports. 

3. GLO Construction Hotline Phone Number:    720-274-5910 
 

https://www.denvergov.org/content/denvergov/en/environmental-health/environmental-quality/land-use-and-planning.html
https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0801646

