SANTA FE COUNTY

Resolution No. 2006 - 25

A Resolution Oppoéing 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 :

mcreased the number of accidents has increased; and

WHEREAS, road improvements are needed to improve the safety and ease of traffic

congestion; and

WHEREAS, in 2000 the New Mexico Department of Transportation (NMDOT) and the

Federal Highway Administration have identified $100 million in funding to improve the

U.S. 84/285 corridor; and

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

______
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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, this road construction affects the safety, health welfare, and well-bemg of '
the citizens of Santa Fe County;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commsswners of. ’
Santa Fe County proposes the following: '

Santa Fe County requests that the proposed alternatives of the NMDOT Plan address thc N
above mentioned concerns; and

Santa Fe County requests a meeting with NMDOT to meet with County representat'ion'.' S '-EE
and concerned citizens to discuss how these issues may be addressed. o RS

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 28" DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2006.
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Ms. Rhonda Faught

NM State Highway and Transportaﬂon Dept.
1120 Cerrillos Road
Santa Fe, NM 87505

February 15, 2006
Ref: NM Project Control Number G1935

Dear Ms. Faught,

Please accept this petition which is indicative of the opposition to the planned improvements to US Hwy.
84-285, between NM 503 and CR109N, in Pojoaque. The proposed highway improvements do not address
the concerns brought up at the public meeting held for the conceptual design review. We are requesting
additional meetings to conduct preliminary and final design reviews prior to construction.

Respectﬁxlly Submmed,

Thomas A Lopez

18145 N. U.S. Hwy. 84-285
Santa Fe, NM 87506-0929
(505) 455-0121/ 667-1568

cc:
Ben Lujan, Speaker of the House of Representatives
Harry Montoya, County Commissioner




- 84/285 between NM503 and CR109N. : o

PETITION

February 6, 2005

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for 1mprovements to Highway | /

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

.- We are requestmg that the proposed altematlves 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 NM 503 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. . :

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

February 6, 2005

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for 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 i issues will
be addressed
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PETITION

February 6, 2005

We, the undersignéd', oppose the proposed alternatives for impi’ovenients 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 réquesting that the proposed a.lterriatives address these above mentioned concerns
asa minimum. We respectﬁ.nlly request another meetmg to discuss how these issues will
. be addressed. ‘
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PETITION

- February 6, 2005

~ We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for 1mprovements to nghway
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 requestlng 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 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.
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PETITION

February 6, 2005

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for xmprovements to nghway
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 requestin'g 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 CR109N. ‘ _ -

These plans do not address the issues and concerns s associated with the proposed
construction. These concerns include safety, noise, pollution, capacity, future growth
and res1dent1a1 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 meetlng to discuss how these issues w111
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 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. '
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- PETITION

February 6, 2005

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for 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.

Address : - Phone

Name . :
1 18/65 U< 8Y[28¢ - 4557187

12I0S  4S & (285 455-91b7

CREURNESE 2300 RE 0S50 ®0 s w N




PETITION

February 6, 2005

- We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed alternatives for 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 meetmg to discuss how these issues will -
be addressed.

S Address ; Phone
- 0gs. (3 an'q 45577713
S 2 e YD T/E2
| [70-F143
: ik 12, /3%2.,2 / s:,m)éw_ i 465'5’/?%2 2
5™ chd) P b el TRYsRv-L o |
6. Z ,4. ) L LdSEE %f&m 4T \al‘s’t é
;- . cue, EYATIN r.lur&ra EML\CL Vtu ‘77 O ‘/75‘/
RO VY ) — au(};d,a e : SEe (—{’SS)/D/
10. (} Wota ,(‘mpuu _P.0. Box Y6~ V@/M,u A/m Pripe. TS -5/

455’~7555‘

44 é’u“/md'a Ce /(,/J/t/fufam b ZSﬁé




