
 
 
 
 

B.a. Agency Comments 
  



12/30/14  
Received by COA Planning Department from: 

 
Nathan Paul Masek, AICP 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Mid Region Council of Governments 
President, ITS New Mexico 
809 Copper Ave NW Albuquerque, NM 87102 
v 505) 724-3620 
f 505) 247-1750 
nmasek@mrcog-nm.gov 
 
From the paragraph on page 46, only one change – shown in red below: 
 
ITS is a powerful and evolving “tool box” of active management 
measures, e.g. that can adjust the timing of traffic signals, provide 
real‐time information to travelers, give buses priority at signals 
(queue‐jumping) and enable electronic collection of bus fares. Coors 
Boulevard and Coors Bypass are designated ITS corridors in the 
AMPA and are equipped with ITS technology, including fiber optics 
(telemetry), dynamic message signs, monitoring cameras, programmable 
traffic signals and traffic count stations (vehicle detector 
stations). ITS in the Coors Corridor will be deployed as part of the 
integrated ITS system in the metropolitan area when the Regional Transportation Management Center 
(RTMC) which will facilitate  roadway operations of multiple agencies within the AMPA in the same 
facility to promote the coordination of traffic management activities and coordinated response to 
incidents. and Participating agencies, 
including NMDOT and the City, have will developed a standardized and  
coordinated programs of operations. Additional ITS applications 
should be deployed in conjunction with advances in technology and regional ITS priorities. 
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Project Prioritization Process Summary 
December 12, 2014 
Provided by Maida Rubin, Research Analyst, MRCOG 
 
Information in this summary was taken from MRCOG’s Project Prioritization Process Guidebook for Large 
Urban Areas used primarily in the development of the short-range Transportation Improvement Plan 
(TIP).  For more in-depth information on the Project Prioritization Process, please refer to the Project 
Prioritization Process Guidebook, updated in September 2014.  The Guidebook can be accessed online 
at: http://www.mrcog-nm.gov/transportation/metro-planning/project-prioritization-process. 
 
 
The project prioritization process (PPP) is used to elevate projects that further regional priorities.  These 
priorities are expressed in three goals: 

1. Quality of Life 
2. Mobility (freight, auto, transit, pedestrian and bicycle) 
3. Economic Activity and Growth 

The Mobility goal is worth a maximum of 25 points while the other two goals are worth a maximum of 
20 points for a total of 65 possible points.  Below, the three goals are broken down in more detail along 
with project elements that further these goals and could garner a higher ranking.   
 
Quality of life 
Air Quality 
Vehicle idling is a major contributor to poor air quality.  Improved signal timing and the employment of 
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) to facilitate smoother traffic flow (“efficiency improvements”) as 
well as intersection or safety improvements, for example, would potentially reduce vehicle emissions 
and could improve a project’s ranking. 
 
Safety 
Reducing the risk of traffic accidents is consistent with NMDOT’s Comprehensive Transportation Safety 
Plan (CTSP).  The safety performance measure was developed to highlight locations that could benefit 
from safety improvements – both from a vehicle and pedestrian perspective – and to encourage 
projects that mitigate and improve dangerous conditions.  Roadway, transit, pedestrian and bicycle 
safety are considered by the PPP.  Specifically, the safety ranking element encourages projects that 
prevent vehicle crashes and reduce the risk of injuries, improve roadway conditions, or protect non-
motorized travelers. 
 
Environmental Justice 
MRMPO specifically highlights and rewards projects that improve the transportation conditions in 
environmental justice communities, defined in the PPP as communities with a high percentage (over 50 
percent) of minority and/or low-income populations.  Low income refers to locations where the median 
household income is below the overall value for the county in which the project is located.  All projects 
which are located in high minority and/or low-income communities, regardless of the project’s purpose, 
are eligible for points in the PPP. 
 

http://www.mrcog-nm.gov/transportation/metro-planning/project-prioritization-process
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Preserve Existing Infrastructure 
This quantitative criterion is designed to capture the extent to which a project is dedicated to 
maintenance, rehabilitation, or reconstruction (i.e. preservation).  Activities that are considered 
preservation projects include, but are not limited to the following: 

• Reconstruction, resurfacing and pavement rehabilitation 
• Intersection improvements that do not add general purpose lanes (e.g. intersection turn-lanes, 

crosswalks) 
• Safety features including lighting, signal timing and coordination 
• ITS implementation 
• Pedestrian facility improvements 
• Bicycle facility improvements 
• Transit vehicle and equipment replacement 
• Facility repairs 
• Track repairs and upgrades 

 
Mobility of People and Goods 
This goal pays particular attention to efficiency by targeting federal transportation dollars to locations 
with the greatest congestion and areas that would have the broadest impact.  The categories that 
emerged as part of the PPP for the Mobility goal include the following: 

• Address geographic needs 
• Target areas with high traffic volume/people movement 
• Incorporate intelligent transportation systems (ITS) technology 
• Provide intermodal connectivity 
• Create alternate mode choices 
• Implement performance strategies. 

 
Economic Activity and Growth 
This goal encourages projects that specifically target locations where activity occurs, supports private 
sector enterprise, and reflects local priorities and land use policies.  There are three Economic Activity 
and Growth criteria: 

1. High Activity Areas 
2. Private Sector 
3. Local Priorities 

The locations that contain the greatest activity should be serviced with adequate transportation in order 
to promote economic vitality and growth.  Private sector activity from a transportation standpoint 
emphasizes freight corridors in order to facilitate the movement and transaction of goods.  In order to 
reflect local priorities, the PPP considers conformity to land use plans and local funding contribution as 
indicators of the value projects hold to local agencies. 
 
Coors Corridor-Specific Strategies 
Coors Corridor is ranked as the region’s second most congested corridor as of 2011 and fifth as a transit 
priority corridor.  Due to its position linking river crossings to Albuquerque’s West Side, and the 
considerable jobs-housing imbalance between the east and west sides of the river (exacerbating peak 
hour congestion), improvements on the Coors Corridor would impact many road users.  Projects that 
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increase the efficiency of the existing infrastructure and promote connectivity, provide alternative mode 
options for bicyclists and pedestrians, and create multi-modal connections would be consistent with 
goals and objectives of the PPP.  Implementing ITS technology and improving signal timing are cost-
efficient projects that could be carried out in the near-term. 
 
Although Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) along Coors has the potential to impact the efficiency of the corridor, it 
should be noted that  

The selection of appropriate type of transit in the area is determined based on existing, planned, 
and desired land uses, density of development, and their proximity to major activity centers, 
employment centers, and major destinations such as hospitals, potential ridership and cost 
effectiveness.  Any analysis must also consider connections to other transportation modes to 
allow for an integrated public transportation system with easy and efficient transfers between 
modes (2035 MTP, p.3-4).   

This is why MRMPO continues to encourage targeted density be implemented in concert with BRT 
investments along the corridor.  Premium transit service would not be viable on a corridor that does not 
have the residential or activity center density to support it.  



From: Grant Brodehl
To: Toffaleti, Carol G.
Subject: FW: Coors Corridor Plan - January Revisions
Date: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 10:55:03 AM

Hi Carol—Thank you for your email. Now that all the revisions are in, I took a look at the document
again and have a few transit-related clarifications that may be worth addressing so that transit
agencies, developers, and development review staff are on the same page after the plan is adopted:
 

1.        As BRT/transit is an integral part of the draft Coors Corridor Plan, the stops/stations will
likely be located within or immediately adjacent to the right-of-way. Would the
standards/regulations affect something structural/vertical that is integral to the operation of
the right-of-way? For example, would a public BRT station, bus stop or park-and-ride be
subject to the base allowable height or view-related provisions? My assumption is that
public stops/stations/park-and-ride are exempt per the first paragraph of Section 3.3
Planning and Zoning Authority on Page 23, which reads, “The transportation element of the
Plan applies to private [i.e. not public] properties under City of Albuquerque jurisdiction.” Is
my assumption correct?

2.        4.3, iv, c, 3: In my mind, this paragraph is still unclear. Is a private development (e.g. transit-
supportive mixed use development) that is constructed to benefit and benefit from
proximity to a transit  station eligible, or is this benefit intended only for uses directly
associated with a transit service? The 660’ provision that was added in October was taken
from O-11-64, which allows relatively high multifamily residential densities in commercial
zoning districts proximate to transit corridors. This leaves the impression that private,
transit-supportive development could argue this benefit to achieve greater (albeit limited)
densities that would improve the viability of transit service along Coors Blvd. Relatedly,
while the underlying zone may already allow mixed uses, the DOZ has a strong influence on
density, and some deviation should be warranted. 

3.        4.3, iv, c, 3: Also, it may make sense to delete the first instance of “stop/station” in this
paragraph. As it reads, I’m not sure that a developer would provide a stop/station within
660 feet of an existing Rapid Ride stop or BRT station (i.e. the stop spacing for BRT or Rapid
Ride wouldn’t be that close). I suppose that a developer could propose a stop for a local
route at their development, but I’m not sure why that would be tied to proximity to a Rapid
Ride stop/station, as the stop locations of the local route would be dependent upon the
purpose of that route.  

 
Sincerely,
 
Grant Brodehl, Special Projects Planner
Rio Metro Regional Transit District
809 Copper Ave. NW
Albuquerque, NM 87102
(505) 724-3638
gbrodehl@mrcog-nm.gov
 
 

mailto:GBrodehl@mrcog-nm.gov
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
mailto:gbrodehl@mrcog-nm.gov


 
 
 
 

B.b. Public Comments 
 

  



ALBAN HILLS NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION 
 
December 11, 2014 
 
TO:    City of Albuquerque Environmental Planning Commission 
 
FROM: Alban Hills Neighborhood Association 
 
RE:    Project Number: 1005238, Case #s:14EPC-40032, 14EPC-40033 
    
The Alban Hills Neighborhood Association (AHNA) respectfully requests your consideration of our 
comments with respect to the 2014 Coors Corridor Plan.  We believe that the 1984 Coors Corridor Plan 
contains the necessary vision and provisions to protect the bosque and river environment and the views of 
the entire landscape, not just the mountains.  We are pleased to know that Bernalillo County will continue 
to adhere to the 1984 Coors Corridor Plan. 
 
The one update supported by AHNA is that there would be no electronic signs along Coors Boulevard.   
 
We do not support: 

• The change for signs that would permit them to be enlarged from 75 square feet to 105 square feet.  
• The proposed “view windows” strategy.  As stated above, we want the views of the entire 

landscape, not just the mountains, to be preserved. 
• The 25% “public benefit deviation.”   Interpretation of “public benefit” can be stretched so that it 

might apply to most buildings.  If it applies to those buildings that provide jobs, we assert that not 
all jobs are created equal and actually build the economic base. Developments such as Intel and 
Tesla build the economic base.  Whether or not jobs build the economic base is critical to the city's 
economy.  Service and retail jobs are there to serve the population living in an area.  These jobs 
will definitely enter the marketplace and they will build somewhere in the area.  If they can't build 
on one particular site, it will be another.  And the jobs are directly proportional to the population 
and its demand for retail and services.  Since these jobs are population based, development has 
other choices for locations without having to provide exceptions or deviations.   

 
Sincerely, 

 
Patsy Nelson 
President, Alban Hills Neighborhood Association 
3301 La Rambla St. NW 
Albuquerque, NM  87120 
505-228-5087 
patsycnelson@msn.com 
 







From: Colby May
To: Cindy Mansfield; lifedancelessons@aol.com
Cc: Toffaleti, Carol G.; Glinda Corbin
Subject: RE: Facilitator"s Rept Project #1005238, Meeting #1
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 12:30:28 PM

Dear Madams Grover & Toffaleti,
 
Following up on Cindy Mansfield’s email earlier today, the important points KNAT wishes to make and have included in the
public record, are that its’ broadcast facility is “unique” because it holds, and has for more than 25 years, a federal license to
operate its broadcast station from its location in the Coors Corridor.  Any attempt to force a change in KNAT’s location or status
must consider that uniqueness, and recognize that appropriate alternatives may either be difficult and expensive to locate, or
they may not reasonably exist. Accordingly, the City should not just assume the station’s facilities can be cleared through
eminent domain.  The City must also recognize that it may not trump the  authority of the FCC in its regulation of KNAT.
 
Thank you for your attention in this matter.
 
Colby May
 

 

From: Cindy Mansfield [mailto:cmansfield@tbn.org] 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 11:49 AM
To: lifedancelessons@aol.com
Cc: cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
Subject: FW: Facilitator's Rept Project #1005238, Meeting #1
Importance: High
 
Greetings, Diane Grover.
 
I am sending this email to request that the statement written and submitted by Colby M. May, ESQ., P.C. read at the
meeting dated November 12, 2014 located at the West Mesa Community Center, will be included in the City of
Albuquerque Land Use Facilitation Program Project Meeting Report.  I have requested from Mr. May to send a copy
of the statement to you and to Carol Toffaleti, COA Planning Dept.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Mansfield
Station Manager / KNAT-TV
Southwest Regional Manager
Trinity Broadcasting Network
1510 Coors Rd. NW
Albuquerque, NM  87121
Phone: (505)836-6585
Fax: (505)831-8725
 

mailto:cmmay@maylawoffices.com
mailto:cmansfield@tbn.org
mailto:lifedancelessons@aol.com
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
mailto:gmcorbin@maylawoffices.com


 
From: lifedancelessons@aol.com [mailto:lifedancelessons@aol.com] 
Sent: Sunday, November 16, 2014 6:16 PM
To: Cindy Mansfield; SMontiel@mrcog-nm.gov; mrubin@mrcog-nm.gov; jmackenzie@cabq.gov; jfworrall@comcast.net;
lkline@cabq.gov; candypatt@aol.com; joyceme@me.com; abqkodydog@aol.com; AGarcia@cabq.gov;
Nancy.Perea@state.nm.us; aboard10@juno.com; Sharet@aol.com; mokirschner@msn.com; jfluevano@gmail.com;
mcsal@q.com; CBaca@parametrix.com; RBrito@cabq.gov; jjohnson@cabq.gov; kcbarkhurst@cabq.gov; cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
Cc: thummell@cabq.gov; swinklepleck@cabq.gov; striplett@cabq.gov
Subject: Facilitator's Rept Project #1005238, Meeting #1
 
Hi, Folks,
 
Attached please find the facilitated meeting report from Wednesday night’s meeting.
 
Should you read something in the report that you feel is an inaccurate representation of what was said in the
meeting, please be aware of the amendment parameters stated below.
 
I also include the following links to the applicant survey for the project team, and the participant survey for
everyone else who attended the meeting:
 
Applicant Survey:
 http://www.cabq.gov/legal/adr/luf/land-use-facilitation-program-applicant-survey
Participant Survey:
http://www.cabq.gov/legal/adr/luf/land-use-facilitation-program-participant-survey
 
Please be sure to include the project #1005238 and facilitator’s name, Diane Grover, at the top of the
survey.
 
Please take a moment and give the City the feedback that helps us all to serve you best. It is quick and
easy and you need only respond to the questions on-line and submit it on-line. The City has worked hard to
make this process as user friendly as possible. Your input is invaluable to the City ADR department, in
meeting their goals for continuous improvement to the Land Use Facilitation Program; and to your facilitator
ho is always looking to increase ways to meet your needs.
 
Thank you so much for your participation in this meeting. Jesse and I enjoyed working with you.
 
PLEASE REMEMBER THAT ADDITIONAL MEETINGS ARE SCHEDULED. CHECK THE WEBSITE FOR
THE MEETING TOPICS, DATES AND TIMES!
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Grover
Lifedance Mediation Services
PO Box 20337
Albuquerque, NM 87154-0337
(505) 298-0051
www.lifedancemediation.com
 
CLARIFICATION OF AMENDMENT PARAMETERS
 
We are often asked if facilitated meeting reports can be reviewed before they are submitted to the Planning
Department.
 
Anyone who wants a copy of the report can receive a copy; however, reports are distributed to meeting
participants and the Planning Department at the same time.
 
This ensures that the report is an accurate reflection of what occurred at the facilitated meeting. If you feel
there needs to be a correction or clarification in the report we use the following guidelines to address the
issue(s).
 

mailto:lifedancelessons@aol.com
mailto:lifedancelessons@aol.com
mailto:SMontiel@mrcog-nm.gov
mailto:mrubin@mrcog-nm.gov
mailto:jmackenzie@cabq.gov
mailto:jfworrall@comcast.net
mailto:lkline@cabq.gov
mailto:candypatt@aol.com
mailto:joyceme@me.com
mailto:abqkodydog@aol.com
mailto:AGarcia@cabq.gov
mailto:Nancy.Perea@state.nm.us
mailto:aboard10@juno.com
mailto:Sharet@aol.com
mailto:mokirschner@msn.com
mailto:jfluevano@gmail.com
mailto:mcsal@q.com
mailto:CBaca@parametrix.com
mailto:RBrito@cabq.gov
mailto:jjohnson@cabq.gov
mailto:kcbarkhurst@cabq.gov
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
mailto:thummell@cabq.gov
mailto:swinklepleck@cabq.gov
mailto:striplett@cabq.gov
http://www.cabq.gov/legal/adr/luf/land-use-facilitation-program-applicant-survey
http://www.cabq.gov/legal/adr/luf/land-use-facilitation-program-participant-survey
http://www.lifedancemediation.com/


     First contact the facilitator. The facilitator will review their notes of the meeting.
    If a correction or clarification is offered on something that occurred at the facilitated meeting, and is reflected

in the notes that the facilitator has (i.e., the facilitator mis-communicated in the report what the facilitator had
in the notes), the facilitator will then write an amendment to the report, which goes out to the same people as
the report.

    If a correction is based strictly on an objective fact (i.e. the facilitator got a name of a street wrong) then the
facilitator will write an amendment to the report which goes out to the same people as the report.

    If a correction or clarification is offered on something that for some reason is not reflected in the facilitator’s
notes or that did not actually occur at the facilitated meeting, the facilitator will request that a letter be written
to the City Planner by the person offering the clarification.
 
This process protects the integrity of the report and ensures that the report remains an accurate reflection of
what happened at the facilitated meeting.



From: James Fisk
To: Toffaleti, Carol G.
Subject: Coors road at La Luz del Sol
Date: Sunday, December 21, 2014 12:26:35 PM

Hello,

I live at La Luz del Sol and I think you have been in touch with another
LL del S resident, Joyce Woods, about some nearby sidewalk and road
issues.  I agree with her thoughts about the sidewalk but as a bicyclist
I have two additional questions, one minor and one major.

Minor: I'm bothered by the fact that there are not proper hash markings
to indicate the appropriate place to cross into the bike lane to enter
LL del S when southbound on Coors.  I think it's actually illegal to
cross into a bike lane unless there are proper markings,  However as it
is, one either needs to cross into the lane at a random point or take a
big chance on being rear ended if one avoids crossing the lane markings
when turning into LL del S.  Can there be a repainting?

Major: Is there be the possibility of a bike path/sidewalk comparable to
the path that runs along Tramway or the lane that parallels Learning
going down to Bosque School?  I doubt that there is room, but I thought
I'd ask.

Thanks for your consideration.

JKF

---
This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
http://www.avast.com

mailto:jim_ml@swcp.com
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
http://www.avast.com/
























From: jrraver@centurylink.net
To: Toffaleti, Carol G.
Subject: Coors Corridor Plan
Date: Wednesday, October 08, 2014 1:59:33 PM

Hello Ms. Toffaleti,

I am e-mailing you today to express my concerns about the noise generated by vehicles using Coors
Blvd. In the 08/14 update section c part 12 titled traffic noise, there is
a brief description regarding noise abatement. At the end there is wording that describes traffic noise as
"nuisance". That leads me to believe that noise evaluations have not been done recently; the only one I
found was done in 1997 and a lot has changed since that year. I have lived at my current address since
2001 so I have watched and listened and the noise is not a nuisance but at times deafening. When you
combine the cars going posted speed limit starting at 5:00 am that's a nuisance; then about 7:00 am
your add speeding vehicles with after market exhaust systems, diesel truck, motorcycles with very loud
exhaust system, semi-tractor trailers then it becomes noise pollution. The same problem exists starting
at 3:00 pm till 6:30 pm. This issue needs to be addressed sooner then later, with additional construction
at Coors & Learning(I believe 200 plus units) and construction in the Dellyne & Valle Vista area and
who knows what else is planned, the problem is developing into a Pandora's box.

I thanks you in advance for reviewing my concerns.

John Raver
5220 Apollo Dr. NW
Albuquerque, NM 87120
505-792-9536

mailto:jrraver@centurylink.net
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov


From: jrraver@centurylink.net
To: Toffaleti, Carol G.
Subject: Dedicated Bus lane on Coors
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 1:36:12 PM

Hello Ms. Toffaleti,

After thinking about the idea of another lane on Coors Blvd for buses and bikes, I have to say that the
idea is another solution that looks good on paper only. I am not sure what end results the City is looking
for, is it to increase use of public transportation or increase use of bikes on Coors Corridor? If anyone
takes the time to look , after 9:00 am the buses are empty, and no one uses the south bound bike lane
or the north bound bike lane. Over the last thirteen yards most bike traffic use Learning or the new road
between Coors and Learning.  As for the buses there is a better solution; park and ride stations, just like
the Rail Runner park and ride stations. I know that people going to UNM park their vehicles on the
streets close to the bus line, which clearly signifies the importance of not having to walk a great
distance. By creating a system of park and rides you would get more vehicles off the road and make
public transportation profitable. People don't want to use something that is an inconvenience and
certainly don't want to walk a good distance after working all day. A well lite and secure area would
entice people to use public transportation, sorry to say but there are sections of Coors that are less
secure then others. Another benefit of park and ride would be placing them on streets like Unser, Golf
Course, Paradise Blvd and running shuttles down to a park and ride on Coors. This would give an
expanded area of coverage for those wanting to make use of public transportation on the Coors routes
with less transferring of bus lines.  This idea would also dress up some areas along Coors like Eagle
Ranch & Coors, LaOrilla & Coors, and the corner of St.Joseph & Coors and I am sure there are some
other sites along the road.

Next thought is the cost of adding the lane and cost to maintain it for a long period of time. There are
parts of Coors that do not have a right of way, property line are right next to the sidewalk. The buses
would have to merge into regular traffic lanes which could prove to be interesting especially during rush
hours. Then there is the question of vehicles turning right onto streets intersecting Coors Blvd., having
to cross a lane that has buses and bikes using it. I would venture to say unless there is a barrier people
will use the bus lane when traffic backs up, just like what was on television about the intersection Coors
and Sequoia or in the area, where people use the lane that straight across Coors to make right turns
because traffic is so backed up.

Lastly would be the impact on my property and the lasting affects that it would create. In my first email
I addressed the noise that is generated by vehicles using Coors.  By adding another lane it brings a
source of noise and exhaust fumes even closer to my home. Living on the corner my property is subject
to vehicle damage, I have had two vehicle crash through my block walls, another crashed through the
block wall next to mine, and another crash damaged the traffic control box on the sidewalk.  Reducing
the right of way on the east side of my property increases the potential of vehicle causing damage to
my property not just a block wall but the house as well. The traffic turning west onto Dellyne do so at
speeds that exceed a safe speed for the  turn and by adding another lane would increase the angle of
the turn, making it  more difficult to negotiate. Without a fully controlled intersection drivers will
increase the speed when dodging on coming traffic .  Adding the lane will also bring the unsightly traffic
light closer, which is not a great selling point along with the noise. To resolve issues with Coors
Thoroughfare is going to cost a great deal of money and being on a fixed income that is a problem.  

Thank you for considering my concerns,

John Raver

mailto:jrraver@centurylink.net
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov
plncgt
Text Box
5220 APOLLO DR NW	ALBUQUERQUE NM 87120





From: tallerico
To: Toffaleti, Carol G.
Subject: Sidewalks on Coors
Date: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:07:51 PM

My husband, 75years old, likes to walk a lot and really would like a continuous sidewalk from Dellyne to
St. Joseph's.  He also rides his bike in warmer weather and would use the sidewalk between crosswalks
to get across Coors for the Bosque and to get to the paths he uses nearer Unser.
I have some trouble walking but can always hope for an improvement or, in the far future, getting
around with a scooter.

Mary Ellen Tallerico
24 Wind Rd NW
87120
Sent from my iPad

mailto:pjtmet@comcast.net
mailto:cgtoffaleti@cabq.gov






From: J Woods
To: Toffaleti, Carol G.
Subject: Coors Corridor Plan Comments
Date: Thursday, December 11, 2014 4:55:47 PM

Hello Carol,
 
Thank you for taking my phone call yesterday to help me ensure my comments were grounded since
I missed the transportation issues meeting.  These comments relate to the Coors Corridor Plan (
October redline version).
 
1.        Per 8.3 on page 52, and Table C-4 and figure C-15, a potential connector road is shown

between the Vista de La Luz subdivision and La Luz del Sol subdivision.   It shows connecting
Costa Maresme Drive to Dellyne Rd.  First, this seems impractical based on the change in
elevation between the two developments the separating retaining wall, but also because Las
Ventanas Homes has already constructed the extension of Wind Road within the La Luz del Sol
subdivision.  History is that Wind Rd and Mill Rd are private roads, owned by our La Luz del Sol
Landowners Association.  I believe this is in error because of construction since you started this
study.

 
2.        Per Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements:  per page 123, 5.0 Implementation E.  Other

public projects
 

a)      I was pleased to see that completion of sidewalks or addressing pedestrian access was
incorporated in the plan and hope smaller projects to address safety concerns may be
addressed as a higher priority.  Apparently, our original developer was not required to install
a sidewalk along Coors.  Except for the short section north of our main Coors entrance, this
is not an issue for us within our development.  However, the sidewalk along the Mirador
development ends short of our entrance, leaving a significant elevation drop off over loose
sand to our gated entrance. It is not only unsightly, but a significant safety issue.  Our
residents are forced into the bike lane if using wheeled transportation, including electric
wheelchairs.  One of our wheelchair residents has been reportedly using the bike lane from
well north of our development because of this sidewalk gap. Resident bicyclists that prefer
the sidewalk to the roadside bikeway have also complained of having to stop and walk
across the loose sand area.  In addition,  the Mirador development (immediately to the
north of us) did not complete roadside landscaping which causes erosion covering what
sidewalk exists.   We hope that fixing this short section will be a high priority as
implementation plans are established.
 

b)       Per streetscape design (10.0), the mention of landscaping and benches is appreciated.  In
general, along Coors from Sevilla Rd northward to Paseo del Norte, there are several areas
where landscaping has never been established resulting in severe erosion, leaving sidewalks
sand covered. Today, I noticed that the sidewalk below a major apartment complex is
completely covered.  This is a routine situation.  We enjoy West Mesa native landscaping
along Coors – but nevertheless, erosion control measures are sometimes needed.  I
appreciate that we’ve spent a lot of time talking about view preservation but it is time that
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the appearance and pedestrian safety on the west side of Coors is also addressed.
 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  As I mentioned, I appreciate how you have taken time
to hold meetings, explain, and patiently listen to residents as this plan has been updated.  It’s great
that we seem to share the same objective – wanting the best for the future on the west side. 
Thanks especially for that!
 
Regards,
 
Joyce Woods
La Luz del Sol
33 Wind Rd NW
Albuquerque
 
 




