
i

• 
•

,----------------------------------------------------'.......,......

SANTA FE COUNTY 

Resolution No. 2006 - 23 

A Resolution Opposing the Proposed Alternatives for 
Improvements to US Highway 84/285 Reconstruction Project 
between New Mexico State Road 503 and County Road 109 N . 

WHEREAS, u.s. Highway 84/285 between Santa Fe and Pojoaque has become 
increasingly busy in recent years; and 

WHEREAS, this Highway is the major transportation route connecting Santa Fe to 
northern New Mexico and Southern Colorado; and 

• WHEREAS, currently, about 40,000 vehicles travel U.S. Highway 84/285 between 
Santa Fe and Pojoaque everyday, and as the number of vehicles on the road has 
increased, the number of accidents has increased; and 
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WHEREAS, road improvements are needed to improve the safety and ease of traffic 
congestion; and 

(.J..: 
..........
WHEREAS, in 2000 the New Mexico Department of Transportation (NMDOT) and the 
t-;Federal Highway Administration have identified $100 million in funding to improve the 
1"--.
"--,U.S. 84/285 corridor; and 1-"'-'
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WHEREAS, this road construction impacts people's lives, Santa Fe County is 
committed to working with NMDOT and other project partners to build a safe, and 
convenient highway; and 

WHEREAS, Santa Fe County has a strong interest in the proposed alternatives for 
Improvements to US Highway 84/285, specifically, the area between New Mexico State 
Road 503 and County Road 109 N; and 

WHEREAS, many residents feel that NMDOT's current plans do not address 'the issues 
and concerns associated with proposed construction for this specific location; and 

• WHEREAS, these concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, and 
residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes; and 



r 

Page 2 of2 

• 
A Resolution Opposing the Proposed Alternatives for Improvements to US Highway 84/285 
Reconstruction Project between New Mexico State Road 503 and County Road l09 N 

WHEREAS, this road construction affects the safety, health, welfare, and well-beingof 
the citizensof Santa Fe County; . 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commissioners of. 
SantaFe Countyproposes the following: 

Santa Fe County requests that the proposed alternatives of the NMDOT Plan address the 
abovementioned concerns; and 
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Santa Fe County requests a meeting with NMDOT to meet with County representation 
and concerned citizens to discuss how these issues may be addressed. . 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 28tb DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2006.: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

• 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

hen C. Ross, Santa Fe CountyAttorney 
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Ms. RhondaFaught 
NM StateHighway andTransportation Dept
 
1120Cenillos Road
 
SantaFe, NM 87505 

February15,2006 

Ref: NMProjectControl NumberG1935 

DearMs. Faught, 

Pleaseaccept this petitionwhich is indicative of theopposition to the plannedimprovements to USHwy. 
84-285, betweenNM503 and CRI09N, in Pojoaque. Theproposed highway improvements do notaddress 
the concerns brought up at the public meetingheld for the conceptual designreview. We are requesting 
additional meetings to conductpreliminaIy and final designreviews prior to construction. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

~+t5
18145N. U.S. Hwy. 84-285
 
SantaFe, NM 87506-0929
 
(505)455-0121/667-1568
 • 
cc:
 
Ben Lujan, Speakerof the Houseof Representatives
 
Harry Montoya, County Commissioner
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• PETITION
 
February 6,2005 

,
We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway ;' 

84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction.: These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
asa minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 
be addressed. 
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• PETITION
 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth,
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. 

. . 

. We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
.. as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 

be addressed. . 
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• PETITION
 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
. 84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to both northboundand southbound lanes. 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 
be addressed. . 
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• PETITION
 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between N1vf503 and CRI09N. 

, . 
These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. ' 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives addressthese above mentioned concerns 
as a minimum. We respectfully request anothermeeting to discuss howthese issues will 
be addressed. 
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• PETITION
 
February 6,2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
. as a minimum.. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 

be addressed . 

• 

•
 



• PETITION
 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. . 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, . 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 
be addressed. . 

Phone 
455 J7655 
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• PETITION
 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternativesfor improvements to Highway
 
84/285 between NM503 and CR109N.
 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed
 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth,
 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes.
 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 
be addressed. ' 

6......'E-'~:L<l<>..q--i7<"~F44x~-4lt.ZJI>:-2u.....RS'...f"IJl:..O..-FJ.L4-.o!q..u.lA4-.;z.+o4.IL-J.!.!..'q...,. =..!!:::"='-':::::S£1-_<-L-; 

792~~lL.-~~#~_~'K..:...l:=-~~l.L..L.J.~~~4j!.:....Ll..!!'.P.I_~~~'="~-I 
8. 

-+'d;:~--"-'-''-I-f-<~''':''''::''''':L..=--

9. -'.----,-,-'.- .,.__~'-----'----- _--'----- _ 
10. --'- '___ '___ '___ _ 
11. '___---'- - ~__ 

12.-------' 
13''-_---'------ -'.-_--'-- ---..:..--'.- _.. --' 
14. ----:..._--- --'-- '___ _ 
15.------'-- 
16.'___--'-- --'----'-- --'-'---~--'--

17. 
.. 18. ------- 

19.
20. ...:......- .,.__-- __,_----
21. ~ _ 
22 .. --'-- _ 
23.--'- _ 
24 .. -- _ 

25.

•
 



•• 

• PETITION
 
February 6, 2005 

We; the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. 

Weare requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
- as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 

be addressed. .. 
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• PETITION
 
February6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, opposethe proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NM503 and CRl09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction. Theseconcerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to bothnorthbound and southbound lanes. 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives addresstheseabove mentioned 'concerns 
as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 
be addressed. 
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PETITION 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NM503 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed
 
construction. "These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth,
 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes.
 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns
 
as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will
 
be addressed.
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•� PETITION� 
February 6, 2005 

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for improvements to Highway 
84/285 between NMS03 and CRI09N. 

These plans do not address the issues and concerns associated with the proposed 
construction.. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth, 
and residential access to both northbound and southbound lanes. 

We are requesting that the proposed alternatives address these above mentioned concerns 
as a minimum. We respectfully request another meeting to discuss how these issues will 
be addressed. . 
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