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      May 12, 2016 
 
VIA EMAIL AND CERTIFIED MAIL 
 
Wynetta Massey 
30 S. Nevada Ave., Suite 501 
Colorado Springs, CO 80903 
CityAtty@springsgov.com    
wmassey@springsgov.com    
catty@springsgov.com  
 
John Suthers 
Mayor, Colorado Springs 
30 S. Nevada Ave., Suite 601 
Colorado Springs, CO 80903 
jsuthers@springsgov.com  
 
 Re: Leslie Weise v. Colorado Springs, et. al.  
 
Dear Ms. Massey: 
 
Leslie Weise has retained KILLMER, LANE & NEWMAN, LLP, to represent her with respect to issues 
arising out of the attempt by her to expose the level of pollution coming from the Martin Drake Power 
Plant which is potentially poisoning thousands of people in the area, and the subsequent cover up and 
retaliation directed at her and engaged in by officials from Colorado Springs.  This letter serves as a 
Notice of Claim pursuant to the Colorado Governmental Immunity Act, C.R.S. § 24-10-101 et seq. I am 
directing this to you as the attorney for the City of Colorado Springs.  
 

NOTIFICATION PURSUANT TO C.R.S. § 24-10-109 
 
Ms. Weise will allege in her federal complaint that the defendants have retaliated against her for having 
engaged in speech protected under the First Amendment to the United States Constitution.  These 
statements are violative of the First Amendment to the United States Constitution and are actionable torts 
for libel, slander, and libel per se under Colorado law as well.  The defendants have knowingly and 
recklessly made false, retaliatory and defamatory statements about Ms. Weise, a private person, including 
those constituting defamation per se, with malice and/or reckless disregard for the truth of the statements, 
by officials and employees of the City of Colorado Springs. City officials; and who have also knowingly 
made false statements concerning certain statements Ms. Weise made regarding air quality and public 
safety.  The false and defamatory statements done in retaliation for her protected speech have caused 
harm to Ms. Weise’s professional reputation, and have also caused damages in the forms of emotional 
distress. The City’s retaliatory and illegal treatment of Ms. Weise is in violation of her First Amendment 
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Constitutional Rights to free speech, intended to prevent her from speaking out about harmful levels of air 
pollution in Colorado Springs, and to block the public from learning the truth of important air quality 
information that is in the City’s possession.  

As a result, Ms. Weise has suffered emotional, physical and economic damages from the retaliatory, 
defamatory and other willful and wanton illegal conduct by the City, and she continues to suffer harm 
knowing that the City’s malicious conduct toward her continues.  [mention the recent CORA response, or 
no need? 

 
A. Name and address of claimant. 

 
Leslie Weise 
17780 Caribou Drive E 
Monument, CO 80132 
 

B. Concise, summary statement of factual basis of claim, including date, time, place 
and circumstances.  

 
Ms. Weise has made public statements regarding the emissions from the Martin Drake Power Plant 
indicating that the power plant has been in violation of federal standards and has been sending poison into 
the air around Colorado Springs, Colorado. 

 Defamatory statements by City officials have been made in response to Ms. Weise’s whistle blowing 
which included written and oral statements made with malice and/or reckless regard for their truth, by a 
City Council member that constitute defamation per se, as they assert that Ms. Weise had knowingly 
committed illegal acts.   

Slanderous and libelous statements about Ms. Weise have intentionally made, and made with malice by at 
least the following City Officials and Employees: 

Ms. Amy Trinidad 
Mr. Andres Pico 
Mr. Richard Griffith 
Mr. Jerome Forte 

 Mr. Don Knight 

Slanderous and libelous statements about Ms. Weise that constitute defamation per se, have been made 
with malice by at least the following City Official: 

Mr. Bill Murray 

Abuse of process has been committed by the City Attorney’s Office, including by at least the following 
employees: 

Ms. Wynetta Massey 
Ms. Anne Turner 
Mr. Richard Griffith 

Statements in support of Ms. Weise have been made in a limited manner by at least the following City 
Officials: 
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Mr. Keith King  
Mr. Tom Strand 

 
C.   Names of public employees involved, if known. 
 
Colorado Springs City Council Office 107 N Nevada Ave # 300, Colorado Springs, CO 80903 

Keith King 
 Don Knight 

Bill Murray 
Andres Pico 
Tom Strand 

  
Colorado Springs City Attorney’s Office 30 S. Nevada Ave #501, Colorado Springs, CO 80903 

Wynetta Massey  
Anne Turner 
Richard Griffith 

 
Colorado Springs Utilities, Plaza of the Rockies 111 S. Cascade Ave, Colorado Springs 80903 

Jerry Forte 
Amy Trinidad 

 
D.    A concise statement of the nature and extent of the injury claimed to have been suffered. 
 

Ms. Weise has been forced to defend against false and defamatory statements made intentionally and with 
malice about her by City Officials and Employees.  Ms. Weise has acted lawfully in the best interests of 
herself, her family and community, and has made statements that were truthful.  As a result of the 
coordinated attack on Ms. Weise in retaliation for her truthful statements and lawful actions, Ms. Weise 
has incurred attorney’s fees and litigation-related expenses, has had to take significant time away without 
pay from her employment in her business as sole owner and employee of a business consulting firm, has 
suffered damages to her professional reputation, and has suffered physical and emotional distress. 

 
E. Statement of amount of monetary damages requested. 
 

Claimant seeks monetary damages in the maximum amounts against the public entities and/or the 
employees as permitted by law, but not less than $350,000; and damages, including recovery of attorney 
fees and expenses, medical bills, and of exemplary damages against the public employees for willful and 
wanton conduct in excess of the limit provided by C.R.S. s 24-10-114; C.R.S. s 24-101-118(5); Gray v. 
Univ. of Colo. Hospital Auth’y, 383 P.3d 191 (Colo. App. 2012).  She will file state tort claims which 
carry caps on damages and a § 1983 claim as well which carries no caps.  She will seek at least 
$1,000,000 in damages on that claim.  She will seek fees and costs as well under § 1988. 

F. Statements made concerning this defamation action by City Officials and Employees: 

The following is a list of City officials and employees who knowingly and recklessly made false and 
defamatory statements concerning Ms. Weise, and false statements concerning the veracity of the matter 
that was the subject of the City’s request to the Colorado Court of Appeals “CCA” that punitive sanctions 
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be imposed on Ms. Weise, and the related truthful statements/assertions Ms. Weise made to the Colorado 
Court of Appeals and others out of extreme concern for her son’s health and for public health and safety; 
i.e. that the Air Quality Study concerning sulfur dioxide emissions that Colorado Springs Utilities “CSU” 
had commissioned from its contracted air quality services vendor, AECOM Technical Services, Inc. 
(“AECOM” and “Air Quality Study”) shows that sulfur dioxide emissions from the coal-fired Martin 
Drake Power Plant violated and potentially currently still are violating federal air quality standards.1  

 

Mr. Andres Pico, Colorado Springs City Council Member and (former) Utilities Board Chair: 

Numerous statements that are false and defamatory about Ms. Weise and her assertions about the Air 
Quality Study, both written and orally, were intentionally made with malice by Mr. Pico to individuals 
and groups of members of the public, in addition to openly during public meetings.   

On November 30, 2016, Mr. Pico replied to at least two email communications by Colorado Springs 
resident and concerned citizen Ms. Nicole Rosa, that she had “been misinformed”; that the “allegation” 
Ms. Weise made that was reported in the Gazette about the Air Quality Study showing violations of the 
air quality standard for SO2 “is not true”. 

Further, on December 5, 2016 Mr. Pico wrote in email to another Colorado Springs resident and 
concerned citizen, at length stating false and defamatory statements about Ms. Weise and the assertions 
she made about the Air Quality Study:  

“The information in the article is not accurate nor are [Ms. Weise’s] allegations being stated at 
all true…  
The study itself is theoretical modeling of theoretical scenarios.  It is not actual data or 
measurements.  
The allegation [from Ms. Weise] is that the study proves past violations of air quality standards. 
That allegation is absolutely false. 
What the study does indicate is that past emissions have been within past air quality standards set 
by the state and the EPA, that current emissions are within current air quality standards set by 
the EPA, and that future emissions will be within the air quality standards set by the EPA and the 
state when those standards come into effect. CSU will meet the future standards before the 
standards actually come into effect.  The only potential violations come from scenarios which can 
never actually occur or by applying future standards to past emissions. 
I hope this clarifies the issue. 
Regards, 
Andy”  (emphasis added in underline) 

 
Further, on December 16, 2016, Mr. Pico again made false and defamatory statements about Ms. Weise 
and the Air Quality Study when he wrote in an email exchange with another Colorado Springs resident 
and concerned citizen, Ms. Jacquie Ostrom:  

Mr. Pico: “With all due respect you do not “know the results of the report” because what you 
have read in the paper is not true.. The reality is that CSU has met the standards, is currently 
meeting the standards, and will meet the standards in the future.   

                                                 
1 http://gazette.com/sulfur-dioxide-emissions-from-drake-plant-violated-federal-standards-attorney-
says/article/1590718 
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Ms. Ostrom:  “Mr. Pico, 
With all due respect to you councilmember Pico, I have not read the report but it was viewed by 
someone who I trust implicitly.  Leslie Weise observed that the report showed violations of the 
Standard.  
Are you saying that what she has said about the report is not true? I don't believe she has an 
interest in proliferating falsehoods about Utilities or about Drake.” 

Mr. Pico:  “What was reported in the paper [the statement made by Weise, as reported in the 
Gazette] is not true.”  

Ms. Ostrom: “Mr. Pico, Here’s a quote from the article – what part of it is not true?  
The report shows that the Drake plant exceeded federal limits on SO2 emissions.” 

Mr. Pico’s Reply: “That statement is not true.”   

 
Further, Mr. Pico, stated orally at the outset of a monthly meeting of the Utilities Board on December 19, 
2016 where many members of the public were in attendance: 

“The report that the Drake Power Plant has been in violation is simply not true. I’m just going to 
say that flat out. … I want to have Mr. Forte provide a short discussion here about what actions 
we are taking and cover a little bit of the actual truth.” 
(emphasis added in underline) 

 

This topic area that Mr. Pico initiated during public meeting that lasted over 20 minutes in duration and 
that included discussions and/or presentations by multiple members of senior management, including by 
Mr. Forte CSU CEO, and Mr. Griffith, Chief Counsel of CSU, was presented in a coordinated and 
malicious manner for the purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. Weise.   

On at least these multiple occasions, Mr. Pico indicated his direct knowledge of the information in the Air 
Quality Study that CSU, for which he served as the Utilities Board Chair, commissioned.  Yet Mr. Pico 
repeatedly misrepresented to members of the public that Ms. Weise’s allegations as reported were not true 
and that the information in the Air Quality Study did not demonstrate that violation of air quality 
standards had occurred; knowingly false statements made by Mr. Pico with malice for the specific 
purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. Weise. 

At a public meeting held on March 16, 2017, an audience member inquired about the status of a separate 
legal matter that was pending with CSU concerning opacity violations at the Drake Plant, brought by the 
environmental non-profit organization WildEarth Guardians.  Mr. Pico’s limited response to the audience 
member was that he was not able to comment on a “pending legal matter,” and nothing further on this 
topic.  This response is distinguished from the many more detailed comments Mr. Pico made concerning 
the two legal matters that were then-pending by the City against Ms. Weise, some comments he made in 
response to inquiries made to him, and some without any direct solicitation from him.  In fact, there is not 
a recorded instance (prior to the date the Court of Appeals’ dismissed the actions, with prejudice, on 
February 8, 2017) where Mr. Pico made a similar statement; i.e. that he could not, or would not, comment 
on the pending legal matters by the City / CSU against Ms. Weise.  Accordingly, the multiple false 
statements by Mr. Pico about Ms. Weise and her assertions about the AQS were made with malice, for the 
specific purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. Weise. 
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Mr. Jerome “Jerry” Forte, Colorado Springs Utilities CEO: 

At the Utilities Board monthly meeting on December 19, 2016, following Mr. Pico’s introduction, Mr. 
Forte knowingly made false statements intended to defame Ms. Weise, including the following:   

“David has said it and Rick has said it, the data is clear, we monitor our stacks continuously at 

all our plants…And we have been in compliance with all of our oversight agencies, and as you 
know from our environmental aim, that’s not enough.” (emphasis added) 

Mr. Forte knew that information to be false, as the EPA specifically designated earlier in 2016 after a 
formal review of this matter, that there was insufficient data to determine that the City of Colorado 
Springs was in compliance with the NAAQS standard for SO2 and therefore declared the region to be 
“unclassifiable”, and specifically not in compliance with that standard. Further, Mr. Forte was aware of 
the information in the Air Quality Study his own staff commissioned that showed in fact, CSU had not 
been in compliance with federal air quality standard for sulfur dioxide emissions in and around Colorado 
Springs, and that those findings were withheld from the state and federal regulatory agencies concerning 
the designation review, CDPHE and EPA.  Thus, the statements made by Mr. Forte were false, and were 
made with malice for the specific purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. Weise.   

The attack to discredit and defame Ms. Weise was intentionally coordinated by the City, such that an 
article, authorized and approved by Mr. Forte, was included in the newsletter inserted in the February 
2017 invoice mailed to CSU ratepayers, in a section titled “Working with state to measure air quality” 
that included statements by and a photo of Mr. Forte. Mr. Forte again included false statements intended 
to defame and discredit Weise, such as: 

“Environmental stewardship … This has been demonstrated lately regarding a very important 
topic that impacts all of us:  air quality.  Over the past decade … As a result, it [Martin Drake 
Plant] has and will continue to meet all EPA air quality regulations… This monitor is one way 
we can be confident that air quality meets health standards.” 

Mr. Forte knew that information to be false, as he was fully aware that the EPA specifically was not 
willing to designate the Drake Plant as in compliance with the NAAQS air quality regulations concerning 
SO2 during the recent formal EPA designation of the region around the plant; and in addition, Mr. Forte 
was fully aware that his own employee, Mr. David Padgett publicly acknowledged at the monthly 
Utilities Board meeting on December 19, 2016, as have multiple state regulatory officials done so on 
many occasions in the past, that the sole monitor which Mr. Forte assures the public in the newsletter, 
cannot be relied upon for accurate measurements of air quality from the Drake Plant.2  Thus, it is clear 
that Mr. Forte made these additional false statements with malice, for the specific purpose of discrediting 
and defaming Ms. Weise.   

 

Mr. Richard “Rick” Griffith, Colorado Springs Utilities Chief Counsel, City Attorney’s Office: 

                                                 
2 http://gazette.com/colorado-springs-utilities-discusses-monitoring-vs.-modeling-on-so2-emissions-at-
drake/article/1597882 
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At the same Utilities Board monthly meeting on December 19, 2016, following Mr. Pico’s introduction, 
Mr. Griffith knowingly made false statements intended to defame Ms. Weise, including the following: 

“There have been at least four or five different modeling efforts, done by Sierra Club, EDF, now 
those are larger environmental organizations, and a smaller consulting firm Air Sciences, 
modeling these SO2 issues in the City of Colorado Springs, all of those reports were submitted to 
the State and EPA... Even assuming we did some preliminary modeling a year or two ago on 
behalf of CSU, the State and EPA would say that modeling is not valid and they would ignore it.” 

Mr. Griffith knew this information he provided in a public meeting to be false; because of the formal 
nature of the recent NAAQS designation review for SO2 emissions from the Drake Plant conducted by 
the EPA, Mr. Griffith was aware the EPA would have absolutely considered and not ignored the Air 
Quality Study that CSU itself had conducted under his own direction concerning that very matter under 
formal review. CSU’s own Air Quality Study was consistent with the multiple 3rd party studies which 
showed the region was not in attainment of the air regulation standard pertaining to sulfur dioxide, and 
therefore would have been relevant to the EPA in its determination whether sufficient data existed to 
determine whether CSU was in compliance with the NAAQS standard for SO2, and which may have led 
to a different designation for the region, rather than “unclassifiable” the EPA may have designated the 
region as in “nonattainment”.  A designation of “nonattainment” carries potentially significant 
responsibilities, that Mr. Griffith was willing to take deliberate steps to avoid, including nondisclosure of 
the Air Quality Study that showed nonattainment of the SO2 standard, and direct actions to discredit Ms. 
Weise’s statements concerning the truth of that Air Quality Study.  

When the final EPA rule for designations of SO2 NAAAQS was published in the Federal Register, 
including the designation of “unclassifiable” for Colorado Springs, the EPA stated:  

The Clean Air Act (CAA) directs areas designated nonattainment by the rule to undertake certain 
planning and pollution control activities to attain the SO2 NAAQS as expeditiously as 
practicable.   

Further, Mr. Griffith was aware of the information in the Air Quality Study he had personally 
commissioned, reported they had not been in compliance with federal air quality standard for sulfur 
dioxide emissions in and around Colorado Springs, and that those reported findings were withheld from 
the EPA.  When Ms. Weise’s statements about the Air Quality Study she had inadvertently been sent 
presented a threat that the information contained therein might be made available to regulatory 
authorities, Mr. Griffith and other officials and employees of the City took intentional steps, with malice, 
to defame Ms. Weise so as to discredit her, so that the multiple misrepresentations he and other CSU 
officials and employees had made concerning compliance with air quality regulations, would go 
unaddressed.  

Thus, false statements were made by Mr. Griffith with malice for the specific purpose of discrediting and 
defaming Ms. Weise, and in so doing, the defamatory statements caused harm to Ms. Weise’s 
professional reputation and character. 

 

Ms. Amy Trinidad, Colorado Springs Utilities, Customer and Workforce Communications: 
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In an email reply to a Manitou Springs resident and concerned citizen, Ms. Becky Elder, on December 2, 
2016, Ms. Trinidad made false and defamatory statements about Ms. Weise and the Air Quality Study, 
including the following: 

“The Drake Power Plant meets all U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) … air 
regulatory requirements. … Regarding the modeling scenarios discussed in recent news stories, 
they do not represent actual air quality performance regulated by CDPHE and EPA.”  

Ms. Trinidad knew the information to be false, as the EPA specifically designated that there was 
insufficient data to determine that CSU was in compliance with the NAAQS standard air regulatory 
requirements for SO2 and therefore declared the region to be “unclassifiable”, that CSU’s own and all 
other professional air quality modeling studies demonstrated nonattainment of the SO2 standard, and thus 
that CSU was specifically not meeting all air regulatory requirements.  Thus the false statements by Ms. 
Trinidad were made with malice for the specific purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. Weise. 

Further, on January 5, 2017, Ms. Trinidad repeated similar intentionally false and defamatory statements 
to Ms. Pam Zubeck, a reporter for the Colorado Springs Independent media company, about Ms. Weise 
and the Air Quality Study, and further included misleading and defamatory statements about the matter of 
punitive sanctions the City requested of the CCA, by stating: 

”This hearing tomorrow is being held because the Court of Appeals has determined that Ms. 
Weise may have violated its court order when she publicly discussed documents sealed by the 
District Court after she inadvertently received the information … We want to clarify the 
information regarding the impact of Martin Drake Power Plant on air quality.  This plant meets 
all [EPA] and [CDPHE] air regulatory requirements.”  (emphasis added.) 

Ms. Trinidad knew this information to be overreaching and false, as the District Court did not “seal” any 
documents, but rather the District Court denied Ms. Weise’s petition for requested disclosure of the Air 
Quality Study and in doing so agreed that the City could properly continue to withhold the information at 
issue “under the provisions of CORA which protect privileged information, such as in this case, attorney-
client and attorney work product”.3  Ms. Weise did not make assertions about information sealed by a 
court, nor that she obtained through the City.  Thus the false statements by Ms. Trinidad, approved by the 
City Attorney’s Office, were made with malice for the specific purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. 
Weise. 

And again, in the context of the continued campaign to knowingly and maliciously disparage and defame 
Ms. Weise, as quoted in an article by the Colorado Independent, Ms. Trinidad again stated: 

”All of the monitoring data from the state show that the [Drake] plant is in compliance [with air 
quality regulations,]”4  

These statements were made despite Ms. Trinidad’s awareness that the relevance and truthfulness of the 
statement with respect to the topic of air quality monitoring of the Drake Plant had already been debunked 
by CSU senior staff member Dave Padgett, and CDPHE regulatory representative Gordon Pearce who 

                                                 
3 p.5 Order by District Court Judge Edward S. Colt, May 5, 2016 
4 http://www.coloradoindependent.com/164988/leslie-weise-whitleblower 
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made it unequivocally clear that the sole SO2 monitor is not located to accurately measure SO2 emissions 
from the Drake Plant, and further because Ms. Trinidad is fully aware that due to that sole existing 
monitor’s inadequacy CSU has installed its own weather station pursuant to its agreement with CDPHE in 
order to determine where best to site future air quality monitors for the Drake Plant.5   

 

Mr. Don Knight, City of Colorado Springs Council and Utilities Board Member:  

In conformance with the coordinated strategy by the City to discredit Ms. Weise and defame her 
character, in an email reply to a concerned citizen, Ms. Karla Powers, on February 7, 2017, Mr. Knight 
made similar false and defamatory statements about Ms. Weise and the Air Quality Study, where Mr. 
Knight stated: 

“First, the Drake plant is not now, nor has it been out of compliance.” 

Mr. Knight, in his responsibility as a Utility Board member tasked with governance of utility operations 
and of regulatory compliance, knew that information to be false, as the EPA specifically designated 
earlier in 2016 after a formal review of this matter, that there was insufficient data to determine that CSU 
was in compliance with the NAAQS standard for SO2 and therefore declared the region to be 
“unclassifiable”, and specifically not in “attainment”.  Thus the false statements by Mr. Knight were made 
with malice and/or reckless regard for the truth for the specific purpose of discrediting and defaming Ms. 
Weise. 

 

Mr. Bill Murray, City of Colorado Springs Council and Utilities Board Member:  

In an email reply to a concerned citizen, Mr. Lee Milner, on December 1, 2016, Mr. Murray stated:  

“You know I do not like it. However, what she did she knew was illegal.”  

Further, on or about December 2, 2016, at a public forum / holiday event, Mr. Murray made similar 
statements to Ms. Jacquie Ostrom, asserting as fact that what Weise did was illegal, which statements 
were overheard by multiple people attending the event, including Ms. Ostrom.   

These statements made on multiple occasions by Mr. Murray, both in writing and orally, authoritatively 
establish that Ms. Weise knowingly committed a crime, were made with malice for the purpose of 
discrediting and defaming Ms. Weise, and thus constitute defamation per se.  Mr. Murray did not phrase 
the statements in a manner suggesting that they were merely opinion or in such a way as to reasonably 
imply that the question of Ms. Weise’s conduct through the statements she made about the Air Quality 
Study were still open to dispute.6  Mr. Murray’s statements were made recklessly and intentionally, and in 
full comport with the contemporaneous actions being taken by the City by requesting the CCA impose 
punitive sanctions against Ms. Weise for the truthful statements she made about the Air Quality Study, 
and in comport with the City’s broader malicious coordinated campaign to attack Ms. Weise’s character 
and credibility.   

                                                 
5  
6 https://www.courtlistener.com/opinion/1296938/keohane-v-stewart/ 
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Whereas, statements were made by at least two city of Colorado Springs Council Members to individual 
members of the public that support the truth of the matter being asserted by Ms. Weise and the falsity and 
defamatory nature of those made by City Officials and Employees concerning Ms. Weise and the veracity 
of her statements concerning the Air Quality Study, including those people and statements listed above. 

 

Mr. Keith King, City of Colorado Springs Council and Utilities Board Member: 

In an email reply to a concerned citizen, Jacquie Ostrom, on December 7, 2016, Mr. King stated to Ms. 
Ostrom: 

“The report shows noncompliance. It appears to be accurate.”  

In this statement, Mr. King verified to Ms. Ostrom that he had viewed the report and confirmed the 
veracity of Ms. Weise’s statement about the Air Quality Study.   

 

Mr. Tom Strand, City of Colorado Springs Council Member and Vice Chair of Utilities Board:  

In an email reply to a concerned citizen, Ms. Nicole Rosa, on August 10, 2016, Mr. Strand stated to Ms. 
Rosa: 

“I have reviewed AECOM’s confidential work product and believe that Utilities is taking steps 
that should address your concerns with compliance.” 

Mr. Strand acknowledged to Ms. Rosa that he had reviewed the Air Quality Study and verified that he had 
been privately assured by City employees that CSU was taking steps to bring the air quality from non-
compliance into compliance.   

 

However, when these two City Council and Utility Board members were urged to disclose the truth about 
the matter asserted by Ms. Weise concerning the Air Quality Study more openly to the public, they each 
refused to do so.  Indeed, when Mr. King was asked by Ms. Ostrom whether she could share his email 
acknowledgement with others, Mr. King requested that she not do so. Pursuant to specific requests by 
members of the public to do so, neither Mr. King nor Mr. Strand were willing to publicly announce that 
Ms. Weise’s statements were correct, due to the pressure by the City that they also act in conformance 
with the malicious intentional and coordinated attack on Ms. Weise’s character through defamation, 
retaliation, and abuse of process.  Opportunities to confirm the veracity of Ms. Weise’s statements about 
the Air Quality Study, and to properly vindicate Ms. Weise’s credibility that was under attack by many 
other members of the City Attorney’s Office, City Council, and Colorado Springs Utilities, were 
intentionally avoided by these two City Officials.   

As recently as April, 2017, when CSU spokesperson Amy Trinidad was asked for comment for an article 
about an award Ms. Weise was receiving from a Denver, Colorado media outlet, the Colorado 
Independent, rather than taking the opportunity to vindicate the credibility of Ms. Weise, Ms. Trinidad 
conversely chose to attack Ms. Weise’s credibility in continued conformance with the City’s coordinated 
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campaign to attack Ms. Weise’s character.  Ms. Trinidad chose to present misrepresentational information 
about the air quality data Ms. Weise saw, and again gave irrelevant and misrepresentative information 
about monitoring data, and inaccurate information about air quality regulatory compliance.7     

The relentless, malicious past and continuing coordinated crusade by the City to attack Ms. Weise’s 
character and cause her harm, through the numerous oral and written misrepresentations of fact, direct 
and indirect attacks on her credibility, and abuse of the legal process with the Colorado Court of Appeals, 
in an effort to silence her and obstruct her efforts to learn of and inform the public of that truth concerning 
air quality affecting her, her family and her community, constitute defamation and defamation per se, and 
abuse of process, and are actionable under Colorado Law.   

CLAIMANTS’ ATTORNEYS 
 
David Lane and Andy McNulty 
KILLMER, LANE & NEWMAN, LLP 
1543 Champa Street, Suite 400 
Denver, CO 80202 
(303) 571-1000 
dlane@kln-law.com 
amcnulty@kln-law.com 
 
Sincerely, 
 
s/David A. Lane 
 
David A. Lane 
KILLMER, LANE & NEWMAN, LLP 
 
 

                                                 
7 http://www.coloradoindependent.com/164988/leslie-weise-whitleblower 


