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STAFF SUMMARY OF MEETING

  COLORADO REAPPORTIONMENT COMMISSION

Date: 08/24/2011 ATTENDANCE

Time: 06:02 PM to 09:17 PM Atencio X
Berry E

Place: Waymire Dome Brighton Carroll E
Jones X

This Meeting was called to order by Loevy E
Representative Jones Nicolais X

Salazar E
This Report was prepared by Tool X

Bo Pogue Witwer X
Webb E

Carrera X
X = Present, E = Excused, A = Absent, * = Present after roll call

Bills Addressed: Action Taken:
Welcome and Introductions
Public Testimony

Witness Testimony and/or Committee Discussion Only
Witness Testimony and/or Committee Discussion Only

Note:  This meeting summary is not an official record of the commission or of the meeting.  It is not 
intended to serve as a transcript or minutes of the commission meeting.  The audio recording of the meeting 
is the official record of the meeting.  This summary may be used as a guide to the audio recording.  To 
access the audio recording of a commission meeting, visit the Colorado Joint Legislative Library located in 
the State Capitol, Room 048 (basement/ground floor level).  You will need to note the date, time, and 
location of the meeting to access the audio recording.  Copies of the audio recordings may be obtained at 
the library if you bring with you blank, recordable compact discs or a flash drive.  Librarians are on site 
and available to assist you with accessing an audio recording.

06:02 PM  --   Welcome and Introductions

The commission was called to order.  Commissioner Jones, acting chair, provided some introductory 
remarks.  Commissioners Witwer, Carrera, Nicolais, Tool, and Atencio introduced themselves.

6:05 AM

Mr. Jeremiah Berry, Staff Director for the Colorado Reapportionment Commission,  provided background 
on the commission and its appointments, and an overview of the time table for the commission’s work.  Mr. Berry 
then briefed the audience on the federal and state legal criteria that must be observed in redrawing Colorado’s state 
House and Senate boundaries following each decennial census.

06:13 PM  --   Public Testimony

Commissioner Jones  provided opening remarks about the testimony process.  The following persons 
testified at the Brighton hearing:
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06:15 PM    --    Mr. Dennis Butler, representing himself, testified in support of both the proposed House 
and Senate plans.

06:15 PM    --    Mr. Kevin Allen, representing himself and his extended family, objected to his 
neighborhood of Woodglen being drawn in to House District 31, and suggested moving the dividing line for both 
House District 31 and Senate District 24 from York Street to Colorado Boulevard.  Mr. Allen pointed out his 
neighborhood on the map projection.

06:20 PM    --    Mr. Jim Kumar, representing himself, objected to certain portions of unincorporated 
Adams County being drawn into House Districts 31 and 34.  He discussed the potential effects of the fracturing of 
his community.  Mr. Kumar responded to questions about the parameters of his community, and questioned the 
reasons for drawing it out of House District 25.

06:26 PM    --    Ms. Patty McCoy, representing the Adams County Republican Party, testified in support 
of the commission’s proposed House and Senate maps, and discussed changes that have taken place in Adams 
County.  She discussed the commission’s adherence to the redistricting legal criteria with respect to Adams County.  
She also discussed competitiveness in the House districts.  Ms. McCoy then supported the Adams County Senate 
districts in the proposed plan, except for a portion of Adams County that is drawn into a Senate district largely 
situated in Jefferson County.  Ms. McCoy responded to questions regarding her measure of what constitutes a 
competitive district, and the potential for residents of the portion of Adams County in the proposed Senate District 
19 to receive adequate representation.

06:35 PM    --    Mr. Bob McCoy, the House District 34 Republican Secretary, discussed the unequal 
distribution of population in the proposed plan’s Adams County Senate districts, and the potential for apportioning 
the parts of Adams County in the proposed plan’s Senate District 19 among the county’s whole districts.  Mr. 
McCoy discussed the unfairness of this situation.

06:40 PM    --    Mr. Dennis Riesel, the Republican House District 30 Secretary, spoke in support of the 
proposed House plan with respect to Adams County in terms of its population distribution and district 
competitiveness.

06:41 PM    --    Mr. Brian Vande Krol, representing himself, discussed communities of interest, and and 
focused on the communities of interest that are preserved in the proposed plans.  He objected to a portion of Adams 
County being drawn into Senate District 19.

06:45 PM    --    Ms. Mary Payne, representing herself, spoke in support of the commission’s proposed 
redistricting plans.

06:46 PM    --    Mr. Lee Brown spoke in support of the commission’s House plan, and discussed how it 
satisfies the required legal criteria.

06:49 PM    --    Mr. Bob Orstad spoke in support of the commission’s proposed House District 35 since it 
is a single-county district, and objected to the proposed Senate District 19 being a multi-county district.  He 
responded to questions about his current House district.
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06:51 PM    --    Mr. Bob Knapp objected to his neighborhood in unincorporated Adams County being 
redistricted into House District 32 in the proposed plan, and urged the commission to adhere to the current 
boundaries as much as possible.  Mr. Knapp responded to questions about his preferences for the Senate map in 
Adams County.  Mr. Knapp submitted his written testimony (Attachment A).

06:56 PM    --    Ms. Karen Dunn discussed the importance of keeping School District 50 within House 
District 35.  She submitted a packet of information about interactions between House District 35 and Adams County 
School District 50 (Attachment B).

06:57 PM    --    Mr. Marty Wisniewski discussed the differing communities above and below 128th Street 
in Adams County, and made recommendations about how to restore communities of interest in and around the 
proposed House District 31.

07:00 PM    --    Ms. Joyce Knapp discussed Adams School District 50 and its cohesiveness as a 
community, and objected to a portion of Adams 50 being drawn into House District 32.  Discussion ensued 
regarding the location of Westminster High School.

07:04 PM    --    Ms. Marilyn Flachman objected to the division of Adams County School District 50 in the 
commission’s proposed House plan, and discussed the growth of Westminster.  Discussion ensued regarding the use 
of Zuni Street as a boundary for House District 35 in the proposed plan.  Ms. Flachman returned to discussing 
school districts as communities of interest.  Ms. Flachman read a statement from a former representative of House 
District 35 who was unable to attend the meeting (Attachment C).  Discussion ensued regarding the division of 
School District 50 in the proposed Senate plan.

07:12 PM    --    State Representative Cherylin Peniston, House District 35, supported the comments of 
others regarding keeping Adams County School District 50 intact as a community of interest, and discussed the 
representation afforded to Westminster in the proposed House plan.  Representative Penniston discussed the 
potential dilemmas that will face the person representing House District 35 under the proposed plan.

07:17 PM    --    Ms. Ann Ragsdale spoke in support of keeping school districts intact as much as possible 
in the redistricting process, and discussed the communities of interest that revolve around school districts.  Ms. 
Ragsdale responded to questions regarding keeping Adams School District 50 intact on the Senate map.

07:21 PM    --    Ms. Karen Long, Adams County Clerk and Recorder, and Mr. Greg Baca, representing 
Adams County government, discussed the fracturing of a small portion of Strausburg away from House District 22, 
as well as a portion of Brighton that is in Weld County.  Ms. Long also discussed a portion of Northglenn that is 
within Weld County.  She discussed how annexation patterns have resulted in potential mapping report errors for 
the proposed House and Senate plans.  Discussion ensued regarding these potential errors.  Ms. Long also discussed 
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some other potential technical issues with the proposed plans.

07:30 PM    --    Ms. Tove Forgo, representing herself, explained how the portion of unincorporated 
Adams County in which she resides is a community of interest with Commerce City, and supported including 
particular unincorporated areas with the city in a House district.  She also supported the drawing of Commerce 
City’s House district wholly within the footprint of its Senate district.

07:35 PM    --    Mr. Doug Schroeder, representing himself, spoke in support of the commission’s 
proposed House plan with respect to Adams County, and the potential for keeping the Adams County House 
districts as they are in the plan when changes are made.  Discussion ensued regarding a portion of Morgan County 
that is unassigned in the commission’s proposed plan.

07:38 PM    --    Mr. Jim Benson, representing himself, supported the commission’s work on the proposed 
House plan, and discussed the communities of interest that are kept whole in the proposed House District 32.

07:41 PM    --    Mr. Jim Morgan, representing himself, discussed the legal criteria that direct the 
commission in its redistricting, and supported removing the portions of Adams County from Senate District 19.

07:44 PM    --    Ms. Karen Morgan, representing herself, supported drawing the portions of Adams 
County in the commission’s proposed Senate District 19 into Senate districts wholly contained in Adams County.  
She made recommendations about how to remedy this situation.

07:48 PM    --    Mr. Guillermo Serna, representing himself, supported the commission’s proposed House 
districts 16 and 32, and explained how certain communities are well served by the plan, including ethnic minorities.  
He also discussed the competitiveness in these proposed districts.

07:53 PM    --    Mr. Joseph Salazar, representing himself, discussed the disparate communities that are 
contained in the commission’s proposed House District 31, and the differing economic bases that are present in the 
northern and southern areas of the proposed district.  He made specific proposals about how to draft a plan that 
maintains communities of interest and promotes district competitiveness in the Thornton area.  Discussion ensued 
regarding Mr. Salazar’s proposal.

08:01 PM    --    Ms. Kim Gillan, representing Adams County Republicans, spoke about how the 
commission’s proposed plans promote district competitiveness, and supported earlier testimony concerning moving 
the Adams County portion of the proposed Senate District 19 back into Adams County Senate districts.  She also 
discussed the difficulties of keeping school districts whole in the redistricting process.

08:04 PM    --    Mr. Jerry Roach, representing himself, questioned whether there are actually parts of three 
counties in the commission’s proposed Senate District 19, and spoke in favor of moving the portion of Adams 
County out of the district.

08:07 PM    --    Ms. Patricia Femrite, Republican Chair for House District 34, supported the commission’s 
drawing of its proposed House District 35, mentioned that Adams County School District 50 is currently not 
contained within House District 35, and discussed the competitiveness of the new House district.
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08:10 PM    --    Mr. Robert LaRocca, representing himself, supported the commission’s plans with respect 
to Adams County, and explained how they satisfy the redistricting legal criteria.  He reiterated earlier testimony 
about the county split in the proposed Senate District 19.

08:12 PM    --    Mr. Kaarl Hoopes, representing the Adams County GOP, objected to the inclusion of the 
Adams County portion in the proposed Senate District 19.  Discussion ensued regarding the commission’s plan to 
address this issue.

08:14 PM    --    State Representative Judy Solano, representing herself, addressed comments about the 
Woodglen neighborhood raised by Mr. Kevin Allen, and suggested keeping these areas with Thornton in the House 
plan.  She made suggestions about how to remedy this situation.  Discussion ensued regarding the population of this 
area.

08:19 PM    --    Mr. Paul Natale expressed support for the commission’s proposed plans with respect to 
Commerce City.  Discussion ensued regarding Mr. Natale’s work as the Mayor of Commerce City, which was 
referenced in a recent Denver Post article.

08:22 PM    --    Mr. Jessie Ulibarri, representing himself, supported the commission’s proposed House 
District 32 and Senate District 16, and discussed how they properly address the school district boundaries and 
associated communities of interest.  He also discussed the transportation corridors and industries in these districts.  
He reiterated the testimony of Mr. Kevin Allen about the splitting of certain neighborhoods in the House map.  
Discussion ensued regarding these areas, and their changing demographics and shopping amenities.  Discussion 
ensued regarding the population of the proposed House District 31 above 136th Street.  Ms. Karen Long returned to 
discuss the growth in the district above C-470.

08:32 PM    --    Ms. Lori Goldstein discussed demographic changes within Adams County School District 
12, and made recommendations about how to change the proposed House plan to better serve Adams 12.

08:34 PM    --    State Representative Libby Szabo discussed certain communities of interest that are split 
in the proposed Senate plan, and the legal criteria that the commission must satisfy in discharging its duties.  She 
discussed the joining of disparate communities of interest in the proposed Senate District 35.  Discussion ensued 
regarding the process by which the commission drafted and approved its proposed redistricting plans.  
Representative Szabo discussed the number of Senators apportioned to Jefferson County under the commission’s 
proposed plan.  Discussion ensued regarding the number of seats allocated to Jefferson County.

08:44 PM    --    Mr. Denes Szabo discussed the communities of interest that are split in the commission’s 
proposed Senate plan along the boundaries of Senate Districts 19 and 35.  He made a recommendation for rectifying 
these splits.

08:46 PM    --    Ms. Patricia Moore discussed the impacts on the residents of the portion of Adams County 
included in the proposed Senate District 19, and made suggestions about how best to move this portion back into 
Senate districts in Adams County.  She entered a letter from Ms. Theresa McCoy into the record (Attachment D).  
Ms. Moore discussed the splitting of communities of interest in the proposed House plan between the proposed 
House Districts 32 and 35.  She made suggestions about the proper dividing lines in proposed House District 35, 
and the splitting of communities of interest in drawing this district.  She requested that the current boundaries for 
House District 35 be kept intact as much as possible.  Discussion ensued regarding the Hispanic densities in House 
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Districts 32 and 34.  Discussion followed regarding the current boundaries of House District 35.

08:57 PM    --    Ms. Amy Hill discussed the down side of district competitiveness, and the effect of 
creating competitive districts on representation for those who live in such districts.  Ms. Hill read a portion of an 
interview with State Senator Hudak following the commission’s August 9th meeting in Lakewood and commented 
on it.  She pointed out that district competitiveness is not a legal criterion that the commission is required to 
observe, and discussed the splitting of affiliated communities into competitive districts.  Discussion ensued 
regarding Ms. Hill’s comments on district competitiveness.

09:08 PM

Discussion continued regarding the observance of district competitiveness in the redistricting process.

09:10 PM    --    Mr. Dominick Moreno, representing himself, supported the commission’s proposed 
redistricting plans as they pertain to Commerce City, and discussed the common interests in the proposed House 
District 32.  Mr. Moreno critiqued the commission’s proposed House District 31 in terms of its grouping of 
disparate communities of interest.

09:17 PM

The commission adjourned.
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