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Summary of Analysis * |

| loading platform in the median in the Urban Conservation Overlay Zone (UCOZ) in accordance with the
| planned Albuguerque Rapid Transit (ART) project. This application pertains to one segment of the larger

| right-of-way is required to implement the project. Sidewalks are widened in locations where they can be

| changes to the public right-of-way in the HH-Edo UCOZ in the implementation of the ART praject can be
| approved. In general, the praject provides for “Street design that that contributes to safety, convenience |

o

The applicant propases to make changes to the street right-of-way and sidewalks and to construct a bus

ART project lovated between Union Square (formerly John Street) and Locust Streets SE. No additional

accommodated and narrowed in limited lucations. Most existing street trees, including those in the median,

will be removed and new trees added where they cun be accommaodated by the project design. The overall
number of street trees in the district will be increased as will the number of on street parking spaces. A bus |
loading platform would be constructed at Walter.

There are nv revisions to the original proposal. As discussed in the analysis contained in the April stuf
report, given the general nature of the direction provided by the Regulatory Plan, this proposal to make |

and walkability” as provided for in the Regulatory Plan. When considered against the criteriu for approval |
of u Certificate of Appropriateness, the project comports with the applicable criteria, '

PRIMARY REFERENCES: Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance; Regulatory Plan for the
Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone; Albuguerque Bernalillo County
Lampt ehensive Plan
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SUMMARY OF REQUEST
Request Certificate of Appropriateness (Compliance)

Historic Location Huning Highland — East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone

I AREA HISTORY AND CHARACTER
Surrounding architectural styles, historic character

#of Architectural Style and Approximate Age of Historic

Stories Construction Classification
& Land Use
Generalliten 1-2 Spanish Pucblo Revival; Mediterranean Contributing;

Revival; one-part commercial blocks; mid- Noo-
century modern; contemporary commercial contributing

II INTRODUCTION

This report is supplemental to the report dated April 13, 2016 and is intended to be read in
conjunction with that report. This report contains only new information and analysis. This
application was deferred by the LUCC from the April 13, 2016 hearing with direction to the
applicant to consider refining the design of the bus station to be more responsive to the
architectural context of the Huning Highland historic district. Specifically, the Commission
asked that the consultants consider diversifying the materials used on the bus loading platform.
In addition, the Commission asked the Transit Dept. to consider the recommendations presented
at the April 11, 2016 hearing by affected neighborhood associations, Broadway Central Corridor
Partnership and Huning Highland Historic District Association.

III NEW INFORMATION FROM THE APPLICANT

The applicant, Albuquerque Transit Department, has provided a letter dated May 5, 2016.
Responding to the issues that were they were asked to explore prior to a decision by the LUCC on
this application. They provided a written response to the findings of the Edo/Huning Highlands
charrette as presented by representatives of affected neighborhood associations on April 13®. In
summary, the recommendations of the charrette team were found to be either technically or
financially infeasible. Please see the applicant’s detailed response in attachment A-1.

In response to the LUCC’s concerns expressed at the April 16 hearing about the lack of a shelter
on the bus loading platform, the letter reiterates what was stated at the previous hearing. They
are obligated to comply with the terms of the agreement between the SHPO and the Federal
transit Authority (FTA). They agree that any changes to that agreement could be pursued in the
future and they support the installation of a canopy at this location.

No changes to the platform design are offered.
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1V. NEW NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION AND PUBLIC COMMENTS

In addition to the original legal advertisement and notice of this application to recognized
neighborhood associations for the April 13, 2016 LUCC hearing, supplemental notice was provided
by the applicant to those associations about this May 11, 2013 hearing. The City placed another
legal advertisement and additional signs were posted in the Central Ave. medians in the UCOZ.
The second legal advertisement and new signs added detail to the description of the request,
specifically noting the construction of a bus loading platform. The new notices also addressed a
discrepancy in the boundary description for the project with regard to a street name (John Street vs.
Union Square Street).

Additional written public comment was received with regard to this application subsequent to the
April 13, 2016 hearing and is attached to this report. Additional material includes:

A-2  emails from Donald Clayton dated April 20, 21, 23, 25, (2), 27, 29 (2) and May 2,
2016.

A-3  Comments submitted by Anthony Anella dated May 2, 2016

A-4  Copy of report Complete Streets = Economic Development dated April 2016 and
submitted by the Broadway Central Corridors Partnership

A-5  Notes from Edo/Huning Highland ART walk, April 25, 2016 submitted by the
Broadway Central Corridors Partnership

A-6  Correspondence from Nyira Gitana dated

A-2 addresses procedural requirements related to the original notifications. The Planning
Department concludes that the original notice was sufficient to meet the legal notice requirements.
The voluntary supplemental notice provided more detail about the project.

A-3 submittal, in a very brief summation, asks the LUCC to broaden its scope of inquiry of the
ART’s impact on the City’s historical resources. He notes that the City’s proposed ART route
intrudes directly and indirectly on the Fourth Ward Historic Overlay Zone, the Old Town Historic
Zone as well as various individual City Landmarks and that project appropriateness at these
locations should also be considered by the LUCC. The submittal is supplemented with a detailed
analysis of the ART projects’ functionality and claimed potential negative impacts on the
community as designed.

A-4 & 5 material submitted by Broadway Central Corridors Partnership for the LUCC’s
consideration includes the report with recommendations that was discussed at the April 13, 2016
hearing along with notes from a site visit scheduled in response to the LUCC’s direction to the
Transit Dept. to consider the suggestions from the neighborhood association presented at the April
hearing.

A-6 comments address the potential negative impact of the ART project as a whole. They assert a
lack of public input and poor design of the project, specifically noting Jeff Speck’s Walkability
Analysis (2014).
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V. NEW ANALYSIS
Since there are no changes proposed to the original submittal, staff refers to previous analysis.

Vi. CONCLUSION

Staff would emphasize and recommend that the application be reviewed with a focus on the powers
and duties of the LUCC as provided in the LUC Ordinance:

Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance (Article 12, R.0.A., 1994) Section 14-12-6
stipulates the powers and duties of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission.

§14-12-6 The LUCC may:

(A) Conduct studies and programs designed to identify and evaluate structures and areas
worthy of conservation, and to review the status of structures and zones already designated.

(B) Recommend to the Mayor and City Council landmarks to be designated by the
Council in accordance with the procedures established in this article.

(C) Conduct a public hearing on an application for a historic or urban conservation
overlay zone. The Commission may recommend approval or amendment of such an
application to the City Council or it may deny the application. Historic and urban
conservation zone procedures, including procedures for appeal of the Commission's denial of
an application, are prescribed by the Zoning Code.

(D) Prepare and adopt specific development guidelines for any designated landmark,
historic zone or urban conservation overlay zone.

(E) Make decisions on applications for Certificates of Appropriateness for alteration,
new construction, or demolition, in accordance with the procedures established in this article.

(F) Disseminate information to the public concerning historic preservation and urban
conservation and seek input from groups and individuals about these matters.

(G) Consider methods for encouraging and achieving historic preservation and urban
conservation and make recommendations to the Mayor and City Council.

(H) Advise the Mayor, Council, and the Envirommnental Planning Comamission on any
proposed public improvements which would impact the exterior appearance of landmarks or
significant structures in historie zones or urban conservation overlay zones.

(D Perform demolition review as provided for in § 14-12-9 ROA 1994 when provided
for in a sector development plan.

(74 Code, § 7-5-6) (Ord. 22-1978; Am. Ord. 4-1985; Am. Ord. 51-1991; Am. Ord. 2012-
005)

The LUCC’s role in this application is to (E) Make decisions on applications for Certificates of
Appropriateness for alteration, new construction and demolition in accordance with the procedures
established in the ordinance. The LUC ordinance provides criteria for approval of a Certificate.
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Since there are no changes proposed to the original submittal, staff refers to previous analysis. As
discussed the analysis contained in the April staff report, given the general nature of the direction
provided by the Regulatory Plan, this proposal to make changes to the public right-of-way in the
HH-Edo UCOZ in the implementation of the ART project can be approved. In general, the project
provides for “Street design that that contributes to safety, convenience and walkability” as provided
for in the Regulatory Plan. The effects of the project will likely include slower driving speeds as
recommended in the plan.

The guidance for street furniture provided by the plan is equally vague, stating only that “Street
Jurniture should comply with the historic character of the area.” The historic and architectural
character of the UCOZ is eclectic and diverse. The applicant has provided sufficient justification
for the street trees proposed as a part of this project and a deviation to the very rigid standard cited
in the plan is reasonable.

When considered against the criteria for approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness, as discussed
in the analysis, the project comports with the applicable criteria. The project is compatible with the
designation ordinance and the relevant guidelines for the UCOZ. The question of whether or not
the project as designed will impair or diminish the architectural character and historic value of the
UCOZ is a more subjective one. The historic buildings in the UCOZ are not themselves altered or
compromised, the question has more to do with the introduction of a new structure to the
streetscape. Opinions as expressed in the hearings and in written comments would indicate that
some people would consider the project as a detriment. Staff looks to the determination of the
SHPO for guidance; the SHPO has given a no adverse effect determination for the stations as
currently designed, that is, without canopies.

Staff agrees with the Commission per their discussion on April 11, that the absence of a cover from
the elements for transit riders, as dictated by the agreement concluding the Section 106 consultation
does not support a quality experience for transit users at this station and contributes to the
somewhat sparse appearance of the bus loading platform. The Transit Department should explore
alternatives to provide for appropriate shade and shelter. The applicant has indicated that they are
willing to pursue further consultation, but not at the risk of adjusting the project timeframe.

§14-12-6 (H) could be considered to apply to the ART project, however; if the LUCC were to offer
unsolicited advice to the Mayor and Council about the overall project as suggested in some of the
public comment both written and verbal at the April 13 hearing, it should be subject to a separate
discussion and narrative that is independent of this application.
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FINDINGS for APPROVAL of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness -
Case 16-LUCC-500015 / Praject # 1010796 (May 11, 2016)

1. This application is a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to alter sidewalks and
construct a boarding platform for the Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) project in the
public right-of-way on Central Ave. between Union Square (formerly John Street) and
Locust Ave. in the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone.

2. The Comprehensive Plan, the Huning Highland Sector Development Plan, the
Comprehensive City Zoning Code, the Planning Ordinance, the Huning Highland-Edo
Regulatory Plan and the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance are incorporated
herein by reference and made part of the record for all purposes.

3. The LUC Ordinance specifies that an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness shall
be approved if it complies with several specified criteria. The LUC Ordinance Section 14-
12(8) (B) (1) states that a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be approved if “The change is
consistent with the designation ordinance and specific development guidelines for the
landmark or historic zone”.

4. As discussed in the staff analysis, the proposed work is consistent with the designation
ordinance R-2005-032. The proposed work complies with the relevant development
guidelines for the historic zone as described in the staff report and in Findings 5 and 6
below.

5. The project supports the principles on which the Regulatory Plan (guidelines) is based, that
is, promoting an environment that supports pedestrian activity and safety.

6. The proposal is consistent with Regulatory Plan (guidelines) in that the site furnishings as
portrayed in the applicant’s Exhibit “B” are simple and streamlined and they do not conflict
with the “historic character” of the UCOZ. The architectural character of the UCOZ is not
consistent. The HH-Edo UCOZ features a variety of commercial and institutional buildings
reflecting the continuum of time periods in Albuquerque’s history and a very diverse mix of
architectural styles. The UCOZ also contains contemporary live/work mixed use buildings.

7. The proposal is not consistent with the Regulatory Plan (guidelines) with regard to street
trees. The applicant has cited unalterable constraints and adopted city policies in support of
the proposed streetscape. Central Ave. is designated as a major transit corridor in the
Albuquerque Bernalillo County Comprehensive Plan. The identified modal hierarchy
dictates that transit should be accommodated. A deviation to this standard is justified
because the project is consistent with the intent of the Plan for the UCOZ. The project seeks
to make substantial improvements to transit as well as to the streetscape. The location of
street trees should not interfere with the enjoyment of land in the vicinity. The project adds
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landscape and street trees. It would be an unnecessary hardship to design this significant
public investment around the placement of trees. The ability to provide street trees at
exactly every 28 feet is dictated by the site constraints, not financial considerations.

Per the Planning Ordinance §14-13-2-2, the Comprehensive Plan and its provisions are
ranked higher than the Rank Three Huning Highland Sector Development Plan. The
Comprehensive Plan designates Central Ave. as a Major Transit Corridor and the
Comprehensive Plan identifies the desired modal hierarchy as 1) Transit 2) Pedestrians 3)
Autos and Bicycles.

The applicable LUC Ordinance Section §14-12(8)(B)(2) states that a Certificate of
Appropriateness shall be approved if “The architectural character, historical value, or
archaeological value of the structure or site itself or of any historic zone or urban
conservation overlay zone in which it is located will not be significantly impaired or
diminished”. The architectural character and historical value of the Huning Highland
historic district or the HH-Edo UCOZ will not be significantly impaired or diminished due
to the proposal’s conformance with the specific development guidelines. This conclusion is
supported by the determination of the State Historic Preservation Officer that the project as
designed will not have an adverse effect on historic resources. No historic buildings are
altered, removed or otherwise impaired by the project.

10. The applicable LUC Ordinance Section §14-12-8(B)(4) states that a Certificate of

11.

Appropriateness shall be approved “if the structure or site’s distinguished original qualities
or character will not be altered. Original shall mean at the time of initial construction or
developed over the course of history of the structure.” The street right-of-way is not a
distinguishing characteristic of the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation
Overlay Zone as articulated in the designation ordinance or the nomination of the Huning
Highland historic district to the National register of Historic Places.

The applicable LUC Ordinance Section §14-12-8(B)(6) states “Additions to existing
structure and new construction may be of contemporary design if such design is compatible
with the historic zone in which it is to be located.” Several “contemporary” buildings have
been erected in this zone in the past fifteen years. The new bus platform and associated
furnishing are no more or no less contemporary than other structures in the UCOZ. The tall
pole sign for the ART system is reminiscent of advertising signs for historic Route 66
motels.

12. The bus loading platform station as designed without shelter or shade does not support a

high quality experience for transit riders and affects the overall design of the station. The
City of Albuquerque Transit Department, in its letter of May 5, 2016 has indicated that they
will seek a new consultation on the matter after the ART project goes into service.
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RECOMMENDATION - Case No. 16-LUCC-50015/ Project # 1010796 April 13, 2016

APPROVAL of 16-LUCC-50015/ Project # 1010796, an application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness alterations and construction in the public right-of-way on Central Ave between
Union Square Street (formerly named John Street) and Locust Streets in the Huning Highland-East
Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone based on the above twelve findings and subject to
the following condition.

Conditions of Approval Recommended

1. Minor changes to the streetscape plan may be approved by staff with the advice and consent of
the Chairperson of the LUCC.

UMK

Maryellen Hennessy, Se
Urban Design and Developrhent Division

Attachments:

A-1  Letter from Transit Department dated May 5, 2016 along with written response to
the proposal contained in the report “Complete Streets = Economic Development.

A-2 e mails from Donald Clayton dated April 20, 21, 23, 25, (2), 27, 29 (2) and May 2
2016.

A-3  Comments submitted by Anthony Anella dated May 2, 2016

A-4  Copy of report Complete Streets = Economic Development dated April 2016 and
submitted by the Broadway Central Corridors Partnership

A-5 Notes from Edo/Huning Highland ART walk, April 25, 2016 submitted by the
Broadway Central Corridors Partnership

A-6  Correspondence from Nyira Gitana dated

?



Bruce Rizzieri, Director Mayor Richard . Berry

May 5, 2016

Ms. Maryellen Hennessey, Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission o

City of Albuquerque

P.0. Box 1293 —_—_—

Albuquerque NM 87103
By Hand Delivery

Re: Case Number 1010796
Project Number 16-LUCC-50013
The ART Project

Ms. Hennessy:

At our April 13, 2016 hearing of the above referenced matter, the Commission, in its
consideration of deferral, instructed the applicant to look at three issues:

1. The findings of the EDo/Huning Highlands Charrette, as they were put into the record by
Mr. Dickson and Mr. Day;

2. The State Historic Preservation Officer’s (SHPO) consultation directing ABQ RIDE to omit
the station canopy at the Walter Street Platform, and;

3. The introduction of contextual materials into the platform design.

As to the first: We have written an extensive response to the ideas described in the Charrette
document. It is attached here. In essence: Because of the constraints on roadway design
manifested in Institute for Transportation Engineering criteria (Designing Walkable Urban
Thoroughfares) the abruptness and magnitude of lane shifts for all vehicles required to comply
with the suggestions would not contribute to a safe and acceptable engineering solution. We
have suggested some alternate locations where on-street parking spaces (just a few) could be
created, and wish the Commission to know that representatives of four properties have
approached us about the possibility of new right-of-way dedications being made that would
create space for even more on-street parking spaces. As to the areas not within the Central
right-of-way, response includes comments from Melissa Lozoya, the Director of Municipal
Development.

100 First Street SW, Albuquerque, NM 87102
t 505.724.3100 f 505.724.3111 v/tty 800.659.8331  www.cabq.gov



As to the second: The City of Albuquerque has no recourse other than to accept a consultation entered
into between the Federal Transit Administration and the SHPO. As noted in our letter to the Charrette
Committee, we will install the foundation for the canopy with the platform construction to facilitate later
installation if approved in the future. We would ask that the Commission, as was suggested at the first
hearing, institute a finding that ABQ RIDE will seek a new consultation on this matter after the ART project
goes into service. We would accept such a finding gladly as we too would prefer that all the stations have
canopies. We can guarantee to try — we cannot guarantee success.

And on the third: As was stated at the April 13 hearing, given the very eclectic nature of architecture
along the Central Avenue Corridor, and even in EDo, there is no one material that could be considered
wholly representative. We continue to believe that, since this a nine-mile sub-regional corridor
connecting a large percentage of the city’s population and employment opportunities to a marvelous
range of educational, cultural, medical, and retail-service destinations that a canopy system that forms a
contemporary, distinguishable and continuous wayfinding system best complements the continuity of the
Corridor.

incerely yours,

Deputy’Director ABQ RIDE



City of Albuquerque
Responses to Proposals from EDo Charrette of April 16, 2016
“Complete Streets = Economic Development”

The replies here are entered in the same order as shown in the charrette briefing booklet:

Central Avenue

General: Proposal to reduce posted speed limit to 25 mph.
This change to the posted speed limit from 30 mph to 25 mph is appropriate in this area when

Central Avenue is reduced to one general traffic lane in each direction with the ART project.
With the existing street configuration, changing the speed limit to 25 mph would not be
appropriate, leading to widespread compliance problems since drivers would be fully aware that
the street is designed for a higher speed. However, with the reduction in lanes to one in each
direction and narrowing of the lanes, a lower speed limit will get more compliance. We are
proceeding with plans to lower the speed limit as part of the ART project.

1. Railroad overpass to Broadway Blvd.
The charrette proposed on-street parking between Union Square St. (formerly John St.) and

Broadway. In order to accommodate the parking within the current right-of-way, the charrette
proposed to eliminate the ART lanes from Union Square St. to Broadway. The proposal was
amended to suggest a single bi-directional lane in this block based on Mr. Dickson’s notes from
the walk on Monday, April 26,

The operation of the bi-directional lane east of Broadway relies on the signalization at Broadway
and the ability for buses to pass each other just west of the Broadway intersection. Changing
those plans would entail significant design and construction expenses and would significantly
impair ART operations. However, as discussed at the walk, it would be possible, now or in the
future, for on-street parking to be added on the north side of the street west of the original
church building if additional right-of-way is dedicated from the Innovate ABQ site. A
representative of that property has approached us to begin that discussion. Similarly, in the
future it could be possible to add on-street parking on the south side of Central between the
alley and Broadway with a dedication of additional right-of-way.

Somewhat as suggested in the walk notes, an eastbound route 66 stop is planned just east of

the alley (not right at the corner of Broadway) where traffic can pass a stopped bus using the
beginning of the left-turn lane. No shelter is planned at this location.

2. Broadway Blvd. to Arno St.
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For clarification, the current ART plans include sidewalk widening on the south side of the street
from just west of the alley to Arno while preserving on-street parking. The plans do not include
closing the Standard Diner driveway.

No significant changes are proposed on the north side of the street. A route 66 stop is planned
just west of the current on-street parking where traffic can pass a stopped bus using the
beginning of the left-turn lane. No shelter is planned at this location. This stop cannot be
moved west of Broadway because there would be no way for cars to pass a stopped bus at that
location; we do not want to stop the bus in traffic where there is no place for cars to pass.

We are evaluating the proposal for an un-signalized pedestrian crossing and/or adjusting the
median plans at Arno. The design includes bulb-outs at three of the four corners at Arno, with
no bulb-out needed in the northeast quadrant since on-street parking is not planned on that
corner. (Bulb-outs are included in the proposed design at almost all intersections in EDo.)

3. Arno St. to Edith Blvd.
ABQ RIDE will re-evaluate the plans for on-street parking on the south side west of the alley to
try to avoid the minimal impact (~1’) on the current sidewalk based on current ART design. East
of the alley, the sidewalk will be widened and on-street parking retained.

We have evaluated the proposal for on-street parking on the north side of Central west of the
alley using the ITE's Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares referenced in the City’s Complete
Streets Ordinance and in the charrette proposal. The proposal would require significant lateral
shifts of the general traffic and ART lanes. Due to the left-turn lane at Edith, the lanes would not
be able to begin shifting south until the alley between Edith and Arno, and based on the ITE
guidance the shift would take approximately 100’ (using 25 mph as the design speed) leaving
room for, at most, two parking spaces. It would also require re-building the sidewalk, curb, and
on-street parking west of Arno to line up with the newly establish westbound lane and then
transition that lane back to its current position in time for the left-turn lane at Broadway. Given
that significant re-design and construction expense, the ART project will not pursue this
suggestion.

However, the ART project does propose five on-street parking spaces in the eastern half of this
block on the north side of the street. The current bus stop and shelter at that location will be
removed. These spaces are within the same block as potential future storefronts or restaurants
in the western half of the block.

4. Edith Blvd. to Walter St.
As above, the lateral lane shifts required to add on-street parking were evaluated using the ITE
guidance, and adding on-street parking in the western half of this block on the north side is not
possible. However, future redevelopment of the Pop-N-Taco site could result in the dedication
of additional right-of-way to add on-street parking west of the alley.
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On the south side, sidewalks generally will be widened and on-street parking retained. The
route 66 will stop at its current location except out of the lane of traffic; the shelter will not
remain.

5. _Walter St. to High St.
Since the current Days Inn motel has no need for on-street parking, the route 66 stop will

remain where it is. The current ART design provides one parking space west of the alley, but the
owner of the empty lot is exploring with the City the possibility of adding more on-street parking
west of the alley by providing additional right-of-way. Similarly, any changes sought in the
future by the owner of the Days Inn site could result in changes to driveways and additions of
on-street parking. Changing the approach to the ART station would not result in more on-street
parking and would impair the ability of the ART vehicles to stop close enough to the platform to
allow easy level boarding at all doors.

We agree that a canopy at all stations is highly desirable. However, the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) did not allow a canopy at this location based on their finding that a
canopy was not compatible with the surrounding historic area. The ART project will include
foundations in the station platform to allow installation of a canopy with minimal disruption in
the future if an agreement with the SHPO can be reached.

6. High St. to Elm St.
The current on-street parking on the south side will be maintained; as currently, the number of

driveways reduces the number of possible on-street parking spaces. Based on your comments,
two to three on-street parking spaces will be added on the north side between EIm and the first
driveway. The frequency of driveways to the west of that part of the block would allow only
minimal addition of on-street parking at the loss of currently wide sidewalks, so the project will
not add parking in that area. Any changes sought in the future by the owner of the Imperial Inn
site could result in changes to driveways and additions of on-street parking.

7. Elm St. to Locust St.
The project is planning to maintain the current on-street parking on the south side of the street.
The route 66 bus stops in both directions in this block will be removed. The current westbound
bus bay in front of the EconolLodge is planned to be filled with landscaping. Since this bayisona
curve and at the beginning of a transition area where two lanes merge into one, we do not think
that adding on-street parking in the current bus bay would be safe, and the current land use
does not warrant on-street parking. If in the future the owners of the EconoLodge and/or
Knights Inn to the west decide to redevelop their properties, on-street parking might become
possible with a grant of additional right-of-way.

We have re-examined traffic data to see if a reduction in lanes on Central at Locust is possible.
However, the volume of traffic and complexity of the signaling at this interstate interchange
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makes it impossible to reduce the number of lanes without substantial impacts to traffic flow.
While the emphasis in EDo and with the ART project is on promoting transit and pedestrian
modes, at this juncture with the interstate highway system, accommodating auto traffic flow as
well is important.

Due to the curve in Central Avenue, the landscaped area in the former bus bay on the north side
is directly in the line-of-sight of westbound traffic and could therefore make a good location for
neighborhood signage.

As discussed during the walk on April 25%, an unsignalized left-turn across the bi-directional ART
lane would not be safe and therefore is not possible at Elm. However, the signal at High St. will
include a signalized, protected U-turn just 350’ to the west.

Broadway Blvd.
We estimate the cost of the test striping project to be about $250,000 and are willing to explore that

option further, starting with looking for funding. The striping plan would need to be designed based
on engineering standards such as those in the ITE’s Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares. Note
that the City does not use green paint for entire bike fanes.

Copper Ave.
Comments regarding Copper Avenue were forwarded to the Innovate ABQ design team, a

representative of which also attended the follow-up walk. This future street and pedestrian
connection is wholly on Innovate ABQ's property and the design of Innovate ABQ will take into
account this potential connection.

Tijeras Ave.

The proposed changes to Tijeras are substantial and not readily tested on a temporary basis. We
are not considering these changes at this time.

Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
The design for the MLK project has been complete for several months and is about to go out for bid,

with ground-breaking expected in this summer. West of 1-25, the design includes narrower driving
lanes and bike lanes buffered from the traffic lanes, similar to the charrette proposal although
without on-street parking except where it already exists. The right-turn lane requirement was
established by a warrant analysis based on traffic volumes. The eastbound bus stops are located to
facilitate safe pedestrian crossings at signalized intersections, one at Edith and one at Elm.

Lead & Coal Aves.
Traffic lights would need to meet a warrant analysis and would not do so at the proposed location
given current traffic volumes. This assessment can be revisited in the future if traffic volumes
change significantly.

City of Albuquerque Page 6 May 5, 2016



Edith Blvd.
We are willing to explore the suggestion for a cycle track as proposed on Edith from Coal to Martin
Luther King Jr. Bivd. However, the cycle track would likely need to be wider than 6’ to safely
accommodate two-way bike traffic. Based on previous reviews of potential striping on Edith, the
varying width of the roadway through this section could require the removai of on-street parking on
one side of the street in some areas to accommodate the cycle track.

While the proposed four-way stop signs are not warranted at this time, we are willing to explore the

possibility of a traffic circle as proposed at Edith and Copper. We estimate the cost to be $140-
$180,000 and will need to find funding to pursue that project further.

City of Albuquerque Page 7 May 5, 2016



Hennessz, Mallellen
—_——“

From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.coms>

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 3:56 PM

To: Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Aifredo E.; Brito, Russelt D; Dietz, Daniel P.; Tebo,
Christopher J.; Whitcomb, Blake

Subject: APRIL 13, 2016 LUCC HEARING PROJECT #1010796 SIGNS

Attachments: DSC08340.jpg; DSC08333,jpg; DSC08335,jpg; 2016.04.20 Land Use Map.jpg

April 20, 2016

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor

Albuquerque, NM 87102 A - 2
Project Number: 1010796

Case Number: 16-LUCC 5013

Ms Hennessy:

Inclusion in file:

I request that you enclose a hard-copy copy of this communication in the official publicly accessible hearing file
for this project and case.

Since 1 do not believe that your office provides publicly accessible computers by which the images, documents,
and attachments herein enclosed may be reasonably reviewed by the public, I specifically request that the

If you have reason or cause for not complying with the above stated request, [ ask that you write me, informing
me of the reason, so that I can do what is necessary to have this entire document be properly made a part of the
permanent file.

Communication reach.

An emnail copy of this letter document is being provided to: Alfredo Salay, Secretary to the LUCC; Russell
Brito, Manager of Urban Design and Development: Daniel Dietz, Assistant City Attorney for Real Estate / Land
Use; Christopher Tebo, Assistant City Attorney for Real Estate / Land Use, and Blake Whitcomb, Assistant
City Attorney for Real Estate and Land Use.

Notification to the Commission:

[ request that you provide me with an email address for each named member of the Landmarks and Urban
Conservation Commission (hereinafter: "LUCC"). The immediate reason for this timely request is that each
member of the LUCC can be informed of this, and other, timely and pertinent documents pertaining to the
project and hearing.

PUN——
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Controlling documents:

Reference is made, and by such reference inclusion is stated, to Albuquerque Code of Ordinances, Article 12:
Landmarks and Urban Conservation (hereinafter: "LUC Ordinance™); to Rules of Procedure and Conduct -
Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission (hereinafter: "RPC"); and to a City of Albuquerque Planning
Department document entitled: Sign Posting Agreement.

Cause of communication:

This letter document is written pursuant to a visit I had with Alfredo Salas, Secretary to the Commission (See:
RPC A. 8.) on April 18, 2016. The purpose of that visit was to review the contents of the above referenced file
(hereinafter: "file"), and to make inquiry regarding issues of signage pertinent to, and conditional to, the April
13, 2016, LUCC Hearing, and the continuation of the Hearing scheduled (deferred) for May 11, 2016 (See:
RPC 10. d) 1) 2). [Reference is also made to Special Meetings and/or Study Sessions, made, or which could be
made, pursuant to the cause and the application. (See: RPC A. 3., 5.)]

During that visit I had occasion to notice that documents, including original documents, required to be included
in the file were missing. Included among those was the Sign Posting Agreement(s). 1 brought this fact to the
attention of Mr. Salas.

1 also referenced the fact that it was a matter of traditional custom, and good practice, for there to be one or
more photographs of the public notice signs posted for the Hearing, to be included in Hearing files. I pointed
out to Mr. Salas that such photographs are usually taken in the field by staff. I asked Mr. Salas if there were any
such photographs available for review.

1 further asked Mr. Salas ahout who was responsible for issuing signs, and issuing any instructions (See: § 14~
12-10 (B)).

To all the above questions Mr. Selas referred me to Ms. Hennessy, stating that she was responsible for issuing

the signs, issuing instructions if any, and determining which documents, among those submitted, were available
in the file.

Due to the perceived importance and seriousness of the issues at hand, this letter document is prepared pursuant
to the advice and instructions of Mr. Salas.

Representations of fact:

The following information constitutes the information and belief, of me, Donald Clayton, a concerned citizen,
and a resident of 1514 Silver Avenue SW, in the City Of Albuquerque, New Mexico. I do not represent, nor am
1 a member of any group, government, organization, business or competing business, that is a matter of record
in this matter. My telephone number is 505 / 342-1499, and my cmail address is cityofnikko@gmail.com.

On April 13,2016, [ attended what was advertised as a Public Hearing of the LUCC regarding proposed
Roadwork on Central Avenue (singular) (See: Albuquerque Journal, March 29, 2016, Section C, page C6, 2nd
item - first column). The occurrence was scheduled to commence at 3:00 PM.

Pursuant to the provisions of City of Albuquerque City Council Resolution Bill R-16-24, 1 had very good reason
to be concerned about the "roadwork” on Central Avenue, between the first alley east of Broadway, and Locust
Street. It was apparently very clear by the Council Resolution that any decision by the LUCC could have a very
major and substantial impact on proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (hereinafter: ART) Project construction
on portions of Central Avenue near my residential property, located fairly close to Old Town.

On April 18, 2016, in late morning, 1 visited the area described as being the subject matter of the advertised
Hearing. I noticed that Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness signs were located at three (3) sites on
Central Avenue. I noticed both the locations and condition of the signs. I noticed that there were two different
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sets of signs, three (3) signs in each set. I noticed that one set of signs had the date of March 29th, and that the
second set had the date of March 30th. I noticed that apparently a sign from each set had been attached back-to-
back at each site.

I noticed that someone had apparently used white spray paint to mark on the rough gravel a circle to apparently
mark where the signs were to be placed, before the sign placement.

At approximately 10:30 AM, on March 18, 2016, I (Donald Clayton) took photographs of the signs and their
placement. I note this information pursuant to LUCC requirements for entry into the record.

Three of the photographs are attached below as a matter of record. Since LUCC requirements require a
statement of location regarding photographic evidence, I present the following:

Photograph #1: Sign location #1 is in the middle of Central Avenue just west of Arno, across from
a building located at 316 Central, on the south side of Central Avenue, apparently referenced in HDR plans as
"right" Central Avenue.

Photograph #2: Sign location #2 is in the middle of Central Avenue just west of Walter, nearly across from a
building located at 523% Central, on the north side of Central Avenue, apparently referenced in HDR plans as
"left" Central Avenue.

Photograph #3: Sign location #3 is in the middle of Central Avenue just west of Locust, across from the air
conditioning vent on the west wing of the EconoLodge building located at 817 Central, on the north side of
Central Avenue, apparently referenced in HDR plans as "left" Central Avenue.

In the course of taking the above referenced photographs it became obvious that there was a considerable
distance between the posted signs and the public sidewalk. The distance was so great that it was impossible to
read the text of the signs, even at location #2, the closest sign, and the sign in the best condition. By waiting a
considerable period of time to allow a break in the traffic, and with the aid of a waiting bus passenger who was
willing to watch for the frequent busses and cars, I was able to measure the distance from the sidewalk to the
sign. The distance was 27'.

The traffic was too great, and too frequent, to be able to reasonably access the other sign locations to determine
the distance. )

I returned during the evening of April 19, 2016, with a neighbor experienced in public road measurement.
Taking extreme care to avoid the traffic at that time, after more than an hour of cffort, we were able to
determine the distances from the public sidewalk to the center of street, rough landscape gravel, sign locations.
We used a K&E professional fiberglass 100" engineering tape measure, properly anchored and stretched. I
believe that the distances involved can be confirmed with an accurate use of precise coordinates as are available
on Google Maps. Another source for the relevant distance information are the professional surveys undertaken
pursuant to the ART Project.

On April 19, 2016, the signs had been removed, but the white circles, and the impression left by the removal of
the metal sign post, enabled fairly precise measurements. The distances found between the sign locations and
the nearest edge of the adjacent sidewalk are as follows: Sign location #1 - Arno - 38' left, 38' right; Sign
location #2 - Walter - 29' left, 27" right; Sign location #3 - Locust - 43%' left, 49" right.

Citation to authority:
§ 14-12-10 (B) provides the legal basis for the proper posting of signs prior to a lawful LUCC Public Hearing.
The Sign Posting Agreement (the document link is HERE) further defines the requirements for sign location
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and stability. Further clarity is established by the City of Albuquerque Zoning Code § 14-16-1-4 Interpretation
(A) General.

The general principal being that the most restrictive, in this case effective, rule or regulation is the one to be
applied.

The rule, clearly stated, is, "The sign shall be conspicuously located. It shall be located within twenty feet of the
public sidewalk.” (See: 1. A.). Further, "a full plywood backing works best to keep the sign in place, especially
during high winds." (See: 3. A.).

Finaily, the fact that a LUCC Hearing is dependent upon "all notification requirements” is firmly established in
RPC A. 3. '

Commentary:
The intent of the notification requirements is clear. The idea is that the general public is fairly and reasonably

notified of a Public Hearing. The posting of proper readable signs, in a proper location, is an integral part of the
process. In this case, for this LUCC case, this was not done.

The deficiencies are clear. [t is plain that the type of the type and size on the sign cannot be safely read from a
vehicle navigating traffic and cross-traffic on a four lane roadway with posted highway speeds of 30 MPH.

So, if the signs are not designed to be read from the roadway, the question becomes - how can they be
reasonably read from the sidewalk? The rule is that a person can come within 5' of the sign (See: 1. C.). To do
so safely is all but impossible. There is little question of the fact that two busy 12' wide traffic lanes, and in
some instances another 12' wide parking lane, constitute a "barrier.” Some of the signs have access obstructed
by trees. By no stretch of the imagination is a single sign ADA accessible.

The defects continue, as is evidenced by the condition of the signs. It may not have been wind that wilted the
signs, but the effect of rain on cardboard is much the same. The greatest rainfall for the posting period was April
3 - April 10, probably the period when the signs became totally unreadable.

The apparent casualness, if not indifference, to the issue of the proper posting of signs for this LUCC Hearing is
evident by the fact that neither of the two (2) Sign Posting Agreements could be found in the file. It is further
illustrated by the fact that apparently no member of the LUCC staft actually went out and inspected the site, as
there are no photographs. )

The issue of who is at fault regarding this wholly insufficient sign posting is not really the issue. The issue is
that the signs were not properly posted, and the LUCC Public Hearing, by law, should not have been held.

Argument could be made that there is a provision for sanctions. Citation is contained on the Sign Posting
Agreement and numerous places elsewhere. The sanction is voluntary to the LUCC, "Failure to maintain the
signs during this entire period may be cause for deferral or denial of the application." The reality is that the
Hearing has been deferred, but the Public Notice defect has not been corrected. Further, a denial of the
application would be to defeat the entire ART Project on which success of the application depends. It is
improbable that appointees of the Mayor would vote to deny the application for the Mayor's project based on
what the City may see as "a technicality."

Government should not be seen, or act, as if it were the enemy of the people. Hoops, hurdles, barriers, and
technicalities should not be used, or allowed, by governmment to obfuscate and make difficult what should be an
open, fair, and transparent process.



My request is that this situation does not become cause for the defeat of the entire ART Project. My belief is
that a properly conducted LUCC Hearing is in both the City's and the Public's best interest. A fair and proper
hearing begins with a proper application, and the good faith proper posting of signs.

I ask that the LUCC Hearing process for this cause and this case be reset, the case should be begun again, from
the beginning, obviously starting with a new application.

Law, justice, and propriety demand nothing less.
I would be willing to meet with anyone, at any time to discuss this very important matter.

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton

P.S. The fourth Attachment is a map showing the sign locations herein discussed, in red.
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Henneﬂ, Ma:xellen

From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2016 2:37 PM

To: Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito, Russell D.; Dietz, Daniel P.; Tebo,
Christopher J.; Dolan, Diane R,; Whitcomb, Blake; Nick Pappas; dyoshimura@cabg.com

Subject: APRIL 13, 2016 LUCC HEARING PROJECT #1010796 LEGAL NOTICE

Attachments: 2016.04.21 Legal Notice.jpg

April 21, 2016

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation

Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 5013

Ms Hennessy:

Inclusion in file:
I request that you enclose a hard-copy copy of this communication in the official publicly accessible hearing file
for this project and case.

Since I do not believe that your office provides publicly accessible computers by which the images, documents,
and attachments herein enclosed may be reasonably reviewed by the public, I specifically request that the
images, and the documents linked, and the documents referenced, be printed out and included in the official
publicly accessible hearing file for this project and case.

If you have reason or cause for not complying with the above stated request, I ask that you write me, informing
me of the reason, so that I can do what is necessary to have this entire document be properly made a part of the
permanent file.

Communication reach:

An email copy of this letter document is being provided to: Alfredo Salas, Secretary to the LUCC; Russell
Brito, Manager of Urban Design and Development; Daniel Dietz, Assistant City Attorney for Real Estate / Land
Use; Christopher Tebo, Assistant City Attomey for Real Estate / Land Use; Blake Whitcomb, Assistant City
Attorney for Real Estate and Land Use; Diane Dolan, Policy Analyst for Councilor Issac Benton; Nick Pappas,
Albuquerque Journal; Debra Yoshimura, City of Albuquerque Office of Internal Audit.

Notification to the Commission:

I request that you provide me with an email address for each named member of the Landmarks and Urban
Conservation Commission (hereinafter: "LUCC"). The immediate reason for this timely request is that each
member of the LUCC can be informed of this, and other, timely and pertinent documents pertaining to the
project and hearing.
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Controlling documents:
Reference is made, and by such reference incorporated, to Albuquerque Code of Ordinances, Article 14: Zoning

Code (hereinafter: "§ 14"); Albuquerque Code of Ordinances, Article 12: Landmarks and Urban Conservation
(hereinafter: "LUC Ordinance"); and to Rules of Procedure and Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Commission (hereinafter: "RPC").

Cause of communication:

This letter document is written pursuant to a visit I had with Alfredo Salas, Secretary to the Commission (See:
RPC A. 8.) on April 18, 2016. The purpose of that visit was to review the contents of the above referenced file
(hereinafter: "file"), and to make inquiry regarding issues of legal notice pertinent to, and conditional to, the
April 13, 2016, LUCC Hearing, and the continuation of the Hearing scheduled (deferred) for May 11, 2016
(See: RPC 10. d) 1) 2). [Reference is also made to Special Meetings and/or Study Sessions, made, or which
could be made, pursuant to the cause and the application. (See: RPC A. 3., 5.)]

During that visit I had occasion to notice that documents, including original documents required to be included
in the file, were missing. Included among those was a copy of the Legal Notice as published in a newspaper of
general circulation. I brought this fact to the attention of Mr. Salas.

Due to the urgent and extreme importance and seriousness of this issue, this letter document is prepared to
document the situation, and to request timely and appropriate action.

Representations of fact:
The following information constitutes the information, knowledge, and belief, of me, Donald Clayton, a

concerned citizen, and a resident of 1514 Silver Avenue SW, in the City Of Albuquerque, New Mexico. I do not
represent, nor am I a member of any group, government, organization, business or competing business, that is a
matter of record in this matter. My telephone number is 505 / 842-1499, and my email address is

cityofnikko@gmail.com.

On April 13, 2016, I attended what was advertised as a Public Hearing of the LUCC regarding proposed
Roadwork on Central Avenue. (See: Albuquerque Journal, March 29, 2016, Section C, page C6, 2nd item - first
column). The occurrence was scheduled to commence at 3:00 PM.

Pursuant to the provisions of City of Albuquerque City Council Resolution Bill R-16-24, I had very good reason
to be concerned about the "roadwork” on Central Avenue, between the first alley east of Broadway, and Locust
Street. It was apparently very clear by the Council Resolution that any decision by the LUCC could have a very
major and substantial impact on proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (hereinafter: ART) Project construction
on portions of Central Avenue near my residential property, located southeast of Old Town.

On April 18, 2016, at approximately 11:30 AM, 1 visited the APC Library of the Albuquerque Journal at the
Albuquerque Publishing Company offices, 7777 Jefferson Boulevard NE, Albuquerque, NM 87103.

At that time, and at that place, I purchased, for $1.25, a copy of the March 29, 2016, Albuquerque Journal. The
reason for this purchase was to obtain a copy of the information that was published in, "a daily newspaper of
general circulation in the city at least 15 days before the date of the hearing."

During the evening of April 18, 2016, I had occasion to read and review the information published in Section C,
page C-6, under Gov't Legals (aka: Government Legal Notices). The only information in that day's paper with
the City of Albuquerque city logo was found in the first column. It (in relevant part) read:

Project # 1010796
16-LUCC-50013



Application for Certificate of Appropriateness City of Albuquerque Transit Department requests approval of a
Certificate of Appropriateness for Roadwork in Public Right-of-way on Central Ave. between John and Locust
Streets in the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone. (K-14 & K-15)

INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES who need special assistance to participate at this hearing should contact
Alfredo Salas, Planning Department, at 924-3370 (VOICE) or TTY users may access the voice number via the
New Mexico Relay Network by calling 1-800-659-8331.

James Clark, Chair,
Landmarks and Urban
Conservation Commission

APPROVED: Maryellen Hennessy, Senior Planner,
Landmarks and Urban Conservation

Journal: March 29, 2016

A copy of the legal advertisement, as published, is Attached below.

Citation to authority:
§ 14-12-10 (A) provides the legal requirements for the proper publishing of a legal public hearing Legal Notice.

The citation reads, "The Commission shall announce the time and place of the pubic hearing in a public notice
in a daily newspaper of general circulation in the city at least 15 days before the date of the hearing. The notice
shall give the location of the property and the place where copies of the application may be examined. (Bold
type added.)

Finally, the fact that a legal and proper LUCC Hearing is dependent upon "all notification requirements" is
firmly established in RPC A. 3.

Commentary:

The intent of the notification requirements is clear. The idea is that the general public is fairly and reasonably
notified of a Public Hearing. The publishing of a proper, correct, legal advertisement is an integral part of the
process. In this case, for this LUCC case, this was not done.

This is the second, clear instance, in as many days, wherein I have clearly and carefully documented the fact
that the City of Albuquerque failed to provide proper and basic public notice regarding a required hearing
pursuant to the ART Project.

Unlike the previous example (See: April 20, 2016 letter document entitled: APRIL 13, 2016 LUCC
HEARING PROJECT #1010796 SIGNS) there is no possible dereliction by a third party (an applicant) that
can account for this apparent blatant disregard for the rule of law.

Government should not be seen, or act, as if it were antagonistic. An open hearing process should not be
obstructed by withholding from the public, notification of their basic rights. The public has a right to be
informed in a newspaper that there is a LUCC file, and of the physical place where that file can be accessed and
reviewed.

If one City government Department were not supporting another City government Department in the matter of
the application, there would not appear to be such an appearance of partiality and impropriety. However, the
facts are obvious. The same person that rose to speak at the public hearing in support of the Transit
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Department's application is the same person that "Approved" the defective legal announcement, an
announcement that does not comport with the legal provisions for a fair and proper public notice.

Regquest:

This letter document should, in conjunction with yesterday's letter document, be sufficient to convince and
persuade that the LUCC Hearing process in the above referenced case should be abandoned, and that a new
application should begin a new and proper LUCC hearing process.

I request that that new process be begun.

I am willing to meet with appropriate City of Albuquerque legal representatives to discuss this, and other related
issues at hand, pertinent to this project and case.

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton






Henneﬂ, Maryellen L

From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 23, 2016 9:58 PM
To: Rizzieri, Bruce; Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito, Russell D.; Dietz, Daniel P.;

Tebo, Christopher J.; Whitcomb, Blake; Yoshimura, Debra; Dolan, Diane R,; Webb,
Andrew; Trollinger, Ryan E.; Nick Pappas; McKay, Dan

Subject: JOHN STREET

Attachments: 2016.04.21 Legal Notice.jpg; DSC08372.JPG
April 23,2016

Bruce Rizzeri

Director

City of Albuquerque Transit Department
100 1st Street SW
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Please note contents and include a copy of this letter document in the file.

Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 5013

Mr. Rizzieri:

I make reference to an Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness (LUCC) dated March 9, 2016, by
Lawrence Kline, Principal Planner, City of Albuquerque Transit Department. I make reference to three (3) City

of Albuquerque AGIS maps that constitute a part of the above referenced application; to wit: Zoning Map, Land
Use Map, and History Map.

I reference your signed seven-page letter of April 6, 2016, to Ms. Maryellen Hennessy of the Planning
Department in reference to proposed project #1010796, a revised copy of an earlier letter apparently written in
support of the above referenced application.

On page 4 (6th bullet) of that letter, you make reference to requested changes on Central Avenue beginning
with "John" Street, (in relevant part) "John Street to Broadway Boulevard: One BRT lane in each direction."
Apparently this is a repetition of text contained in the original (unrevised) letter.

Evidence of this fact is contained in the fact that a Legal Notice (See: April 21, 2016 LUCC HEARING
PROJECT #1010796 LEGAL NOTICE letter document contained in LUCC public file; also refer to
Attachment below) was prepared on, or prior to March 29, 2016, that states, "Application for Certificate of
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Appropriateness City of Albuquerque Transit Department requests approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness
for Roadwork in Public Right-of-way on Central Ave. between John and Locust Streets in the Huning
Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone. (K-14 & K-15). (Bold type added.)

It is my information and belief that the legal notice was prepared by LUCC staff in reliance on your statermnents,
and in the belief that your representations regarding the location of the proposed project was accurate, correct,
and legally truthful.

My alternative information and belief is that LUCC staff is of the belief that, "an applicant controls their own
application,” and under such theory, merely transcribed, and/or transferred, the information you presented into
the Legal Notice, with little effort made to research or evaluate the veracity of statements made on the
application.

Representations of fact:
The following information constitutes the information, knowledge, and belief, of me, Donald Clayton, a

concerned citizen, and a resident of 1514 Silver Avenue SW, in the City Of Albuquerque, New Mexico. I do not
represent, nor am I a member of any government, organization, business or competing business, that is a matter
of record in this matter. My telephone number is 505 / 842-1499, and my email address is

cityofnikko@gmail.com.

On April 13, 2016, I attended what was advertised as a Public Hearing of the LUCC regarding proposed
Roadwork on Central Avenue. (See: Albuquerque Journal, March 29, 2016, Section C, page C6, 2nd item - first
column). The occurrence was scheduled to commence at 3:00 PM.

Pursuant to the provisions of City of Albuquerque City Council Resolution Bill R-16-24, I had very good reason
to be concerned about the "roadwork” on Central Avenue, between the first alley east of Broadway, and Locust
Street. It was apparently very clear by the Council Resolution that any decision by the LUCC could have a very
major and substantial impact on proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (hereinafter: ART) Project construction
on portions of Central Avenue near my residential property, located southeast of Old Town.

On the three (3) maps that are part of the City of Albuquerque Transit Department (CATD) application there is
no indication on any of the maps of the existence of "John Street." In fact, on the map marked HISTORY
MAP, the street that you seem to believe is named "John Street" is actually labeled as Union Square Street.

During the evening of April 20, 2016, I searched the web to try and locate a John Street, at or near the location
that was marked Union Square Street. I found a link to an Albuquerque Geographic Information System (AGIS)
map on the City of Albuquerque official web site. The map that I found can be found HERE (or HERE). I could
not locate a relevant "John Street.”

On April 21, 2016, at approximately 10:00 AM, I visited the Albuquerque Geographic Information System -
AGIS Office in Room #420 in the Plaza Del Sol Building at 600 2nd Street, NW, Albuquerque, NM 87102. I
talked to Ryan Trollinger, GIS Coordinator. I asked Mr. Trollinger about the location of a "John Street" near
Central Avenue as a legal street located in Albuquerque, New Mexico. After about twenty minutes of diligent
searching, the AGIS Office could find no "John Street" near Central.

On April 22, 2016, in the morning, I visited the street indicated on the project maps as being the beginning of
the project to determine if the "on site" street signs said "John Street." I photographed both street signs at the
location. One of the two (2) street signs that read Union Square St. is Attached below.

Based on the above research, I arrived at One Civic Plaza, 9th Floor, and visited the City of Albuquerque City
Council office. I asked appropriate staff if there was a Council Resolution creating Union Square Street. After
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significant effort and search by staff, I was put in contact with Andrew Webb, Policy Analyst / Planning, City of
Albuquerque City Council. Mr. Webb informed me that John Street, at the location in question, had not existed
since the 1970's when the Union Square project was developed. He stated that the Council Resolution renaming
the street still had not been found.

I note that the published legal advertisement in the Albuquerque Journal, dated March 29, 2016, referring to the
name "John Street,” is incorrect, misleading, and legally inaccurate. The correct legal street name is Union
Square Street.

Commentary:

The announced purpose of the proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project is to fundamentally change
and alter the existing Avenue and most of the existing streetscape. Such a process and project require the
winning of public confidence, and a public trust.

I have written three (3) letter document emails in four days that illustrate and document an apparent disregard
for the law, an indifference regarding the proper placement of signs, a repeated inability to create proper, and
required, legal notices.

The implication is clear. Why should a government that can not successfully complete small tasks (in this case a
proper LUCC Hearing) be trusted with large tasks, like the ART Project?

Requests:

1.) IT'herein request that a proper legal notice be published, with correct street information, prior to any lawful
Hearing.

2.) I herein request that the LUCC Hearing process in the above referenced case should be abandoned, and that
a new application should begin a new and proper LUCC hearing process.

3.) I'herein request that an affirmation be made a part of the LUCC Application process, wherein the applicant
attests to the truthfulness of the representations made pursuant to an application.

I note that a simple credit card application requires an affirmation. The fact that a public works Road Work
project involving many millions of taxpayer dollars does not require any affirmation whatsoever on the
application is, I believe, a misplaced wonderment.

My fourth request deserves a brief explanation. The fact is that the Albuquerque Transit Department had to pay
no fees whatsoever for the application and hearing, not even a fee for the failed and faulty legal notice. I believe
that this LUCC Hearing process was a disaster, it wasted a great deal of time and public resources and money; it
also wasted a great deal of the public's time. I also believe that it is (or was) a tremendous embarrassment to the
City of Albuquerque. There is no sanction that can remedy the loss, it is, I believe, irreparable harm. A small
measure to reduce the possibility of a repeat situation is the subject of the following request.

4.) I herein respectfully request that the Rules of Procedure and Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Commission be amended to require that all applications and attendant representations of fact be notarized.

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton
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Henneﬂ, Mal_'xellen

From: Webb, Andrew
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2016 9:56 AM
To: Donald Clayton; Rizzieri, Bruce; Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito, Russell D.;

Dietz, Daniel P,; Tebo, Christopher J.; Whitcomb, Blake; Yoshimura, Debra; Dolan, Diane
R.; Trollinger, Ryan E.; Nick Pappas; McKay, Dan
Subject: RE: JOHN STREET

Good morning everyone — for the record, | did speak to Mr. Clayton on Friday and explained that to the best of our
knowledge, the short segment of roadway south of Central between the railroad tracks and Broadway was renamed
during construction of the Union Square development in the 70s and appears as Union Square St. on GIS data that we
have, but that it follows an old John Street right-of-way and has been referred to by both names in the community for
many years. For example, the boundary description of the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Code
(UCOZ) adopted by the Council in 2005 and listed in the city’s Code of Resolutions, uses John Street to Locust (freeway
frontage road) as its extent.

Thanks,
Andrew

Andrew Webb

Policy Analyst/Planning
Albuquerque City Council
505-768-3161

From: Donald Clayton [mailto:cityofnikko@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, April 23, 2016 9:58 PM

To: Rizzler, Bruce; Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito, Russell D.; Dietz, Daniel P.; Tebo, Christopher J.;
Whitcomb, Blake; Yoshimura, Debra; Dolan, Diane R.; Webb, Andrew; Trollinger, Ryan E.; Nick Pappas; McKay, Dan
Subject: JOHN STREET

April 23, 2016

Bruce Rizzeri

Director

City of Albuquerque Transit Department
100 1st Street SW

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Please note contents and include a copy of this letter document in the file.




Henneﬁ, Mazellen

From: Webb, Andrew
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2016 9:56 AM
To: Donald Clayton; Rizzieri, Bruce; Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Alfredo E,; Brito, Russell D,;

Dietz, Daniel P.; Tebo, Christopher J.; Whitcomb, Blake; Yoshimura, Debra; Dolan, Diane
R; Trollinger, Ryan E.; Nick Pappas; McKay, Dan
Subject: RE: JOHN STREET

Good morning everyone -- for the record, | did speak to Mr. Clayton on Friday and explained that to the best of our
knowledge, the short segment of roadway south of Central between the railroad tracks and Broadway was renamed
during construction of the Union Square development in the 70s and appears as Union Square St. on GIS data that we
have, but that it follows an old John Street right-of-way and has been referred to by both names in the community for
many years. For example, the boundary description of the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Code
(UCOZ) adopted by the Council in 2005 and listed in the city’s Code of Resolutions, uses John Street to Locust (freeway
frontage road) as its extent.

Thanks,
Andrew

Andrew Webb

Policy Analyst/Planning
Albuquerque City Council
505-768-3161

From: Donald Clayton [mailto:cityofnikko@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, April 23, 2016 9:58 PM

To: Rizzieri, Bruce; Hennessy, Maryellen; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito, Russell D.; Dietz, Daniel P.; Tebo, Christopher J.;
Whitcomb, Blake; Yoshimura, Debra; Dolan, Diane R.; Webb, Andrew; Trollinger, Ryan E.; Nick Pappas; McKay, Dan
Subject: JOHN STREET

April 23,2016

Bruce Rizzeri

Director

City of Albuquerque Transit Department
100 1st Street SW

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Please note contents and include a copy of this letter document in the file.




Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 5013

Mr. Rizzieri:

I make reference to an Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness (LUCC) dated March 9, 2016, by
Lawrence Kline, Principal Planner, City of Albuquerque Transit Department. I make reference to three (3) City

of Albuquerque AGIS maps that constitute a part of the above referenced application; to wit: Zoning Map, Land
Use Map, and History Map.

I reference your signed seven-page letter of April 6, 2016, to Ms. Maryellen Hennessy of the Planning
Department in reference to proposed project #1010796, a revised copy of an earlier letter apparently written in
support of the above referenced application.

On page 4 (6th bullet) of that letter, you make reference to requested changes on Central Avenue beginning
with "John" Street, (in relevant part) "John Street to Broadway Boulevard: One BRT lane in each direction.”
Apparently this is a repetition of text contained in the original (unrevised) letter.

Evidence of this fact is contained in the fact that a Legal Notice (See: April 21, 2016 LUCC HEARING
PROJECT #1010796 LEGAL NOTICE letter document contained in LUCC public file; also refer to
Attachment below) was prepared on, or prior to March 29, 2016, that states, "Application for Certificate of
Appropriateness City of Albuquerque Transit Department requests approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness
for Roadwork in Public Right-of-way on Central Ave. between John and Locust Streets in the Huning
Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone. (K-14 & K-15). (Bold type added.)

It is my information and belief that the legal notice was prepared by LUCC staff in reliance on your statements,
and in the belief that your representations regarding the location of the proposed project was accurate, correct,
and legally truthful.

My alternative information and belief is that LUCC staff is of the belief that, "an applicant controls their own
application," and under such theory, merely transcribed, and/or transferred, the information you presented into
the Legal Notice, with little effort made to research or evaluate the veracity of statements made on the
application.

Representations of fact:
The following information constitutes the information, knowledge, and belief, of me, Donald Clayton, a

concerned citizen, and a resident of 1514 Silver Avenue SW, in the City Of Albuquerque, New Mexico. I do not
represent, nor am I a member of any government, organization, business or competing business, that is a matter
of record in this matter. My telephone number is 505 / 842-1499, and my email address is

cityofnikko@gmail.com.

On April 13, 2016, I attended what was advertised as a Public Hearing of the LUCC regarding proposed
Roadwork on Central Avenue. (See: Albuquerque Journal, March 29, 2016, Section C, page C6, 2nd item - first
column). The occurrence was scheduled to commence at 3:00 PM.

Pursuant to the provisions of City of Albuquerque City Council Resolution Bill R-16-24, I had very good reason
to be concerned about the "roadwork" on Central Avenue, between the first alley east of Broadway, and Locust
Street. It was apparently very clear by the Council Resolution that any decision by the LUCC could have a very
major and substantial impact on proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (hereinafter: ART) Project construction
on portions of Central Avenue near my residential property, located southeast of Old Town.
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On the three (3) maps that are part of the City of Albuquerque Transit Department (CATD) application there is
no indication on any of the maps of the existence of "John Street.”" In fact, on the map marked HISTORY
MAP, the street that you seem to believe is named "John Street” is actually labeled as Union Square Street.

During the evening of April 20, 2016, I searched the web to try and locate a John Street, at or near the location
that was marked Union Square Street. I found a link to an Albuquerque Geographic Information System (AGIS)
map on the City of Albuquerque official web site. The map that I found can be found HERE (or HERE). I could
not locate a relevant "John Street.”

On April 21, 2016, at approximately 10:00 AM, I visited the Albuquerque Geographic Information System -
AGIS Office in Room #420 in the Plaza Del Sol Building at 600 2nd Street, NW, Albuquerque, NM 87102. 1
talked to Ryan Trollinger, GIS Coordinator. I asked Mr. Trollinger about the location of a "John Street” near
Central Avenue as a legal street located in Albuquerque, New Mexico. After about twenty minutes of diligent
searching, the AGIS Office could find no "John Street" near Central.

On April 22, 2016, in the morning, 1 visited the street indicated on the project maps as being the beginning of
the project to determine if the "on site” street signs said "John Street.” I photographed both street signs at the
location. One of the two (2) street signs that read Union Square St. is Attached below.

Based on the above research, I arrived at One Civic Plaza, 9th Floor, and visited the City of Albuquerque City
Council office. I asked appropriate staff if there was a Council Resolution creating Union Square Street. After
significant effort and search by staff, I was put in contact with Andrew Webb, Policy Analyst / Planning, City of
Albuquerque City Council. Mr. Webb informed me that John Street, at the location in question, had not existed
since the 1970's when the Union Square project was developed. He stated that the Council Resolution renaming
the street still had not been found.

I note that the published legal advertisement in the Albuquerque Journal, dated March 29, 2016, referring to the
name "John Street,” is incorrect, misleading, and legally inaccurate. The correct legal street name is Union
Square Street.

Commentary:

The announced purpose of the proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project is to fundamentally change
and alter the existing Avenue and most of the existing streetscape. Such a process and project require the
winning of public confidence, and a public trust.

1 have written three (3) letter document emails in four days that illustrate and document an apparent disregard
for the law, an indifference regarding the proper placement of signs, a repeated inability to create proper, and
required, legal notices.

The implication is clear. Why should a government that can not successfully complete small tasks (in this case a
proper LUCC Hearing) be trusted with large tasks, like the ART Project?

Requests:

1.) I herein request that a proper legal notice be published, with correct street information, prior to any lawful
Hearing.

2.) I herein request that the LUCC Hearing process in the above referenced case should be abandoned, and that
a new application should begin a new and proper LUCC hearing process.

3.) I herein request that an affirmation be made a part of the LUCC Application process, wherein the applicant
attests to the truthfulness of the representations made pursuant to an application.

I note that a simple credit card application requires an affirmation. The fact that a public works Road Work
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project involving many millions of taxpayer dollars does not require any affirmation whatsoever on the
application is, I believe, a misplaced wonderment.

My fourth request deserves a brief explanation. The fact is that the Albuquerque Transit Department had to pay
no fees whatsoever for the application and hearing, not even a fee for the failed and faulty legal notice. I believe
that this LUCC Hearing process was a disaster, it wasted a great deal of time and public resources and money; it
also wasted a great deal of the public's time. I also believe that it is (or was) a tremendous embarrassment to the
City of Albuquerque. There is no sanction that can remedy the loss, it is, I believe, irreparable harm. A small
measure to reduce the possibility of a repeat situation is the subject of the following request.

4.) I herein respectfully request that the Rules of Procedure and Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Commission be amended to require that all applications and attendant representations of fact be notarized.

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton



Hennes_sx, Mazellen

From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2016 3:22 PM
To: Crawford, Dayna G.; Hennessy, Maryellen; Rizzieri, Bruce; Winklepleck, Stephani 1;

Ortega, Crystal L; Webb, Andrew; De La Cruz, Doreen; Dolan, Diane R.; Dietz, Daniel P,;
mccalljo@nmia.com; jwb@fbdlaw.com; Tebo, Christopher J.; Whitcomb, Blake;
Yoshimura, Debra; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito, Russeli D.; Nick Pappas; McKay, Dan; D'val
Westphal; Steve Schroeder; Dennis Freeabq; Mayor Berry; Buttonsandsocks1

@gmail.com
Subject: 400 ROMA / MAYOR RICHARD J. BERRY
Attachments: 2016.03.09 BT ABQRIDE Letter.jpg
April 23,2016
Dayna Crawford
Project Manager

Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project
City of Albuquerque Transit Department
100 1st Street SW

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 5013

I refer to three emails that I submitted to the public record of the LUCC containing the above referenced Project
Number and Case Number. The three emails constitute a part of this communication and the requests and
statements are incorporated herein by reference, and are repeated as a part of this letter document.

Please note contents and include a copy of this letter document in the LUCC file located at 600 2nd Street
NW, 3rd Floor, City of Albuguerque, New Mexico 87102.

Ms. Crawford:

Controlling documents:
Reference is made, and by such reference such documents are incorporated, to Albuquerque Code of

Ordinances, Article 14: Zoning Code , specifically § 14-8-2-7 and § 14-8-2-6; Albuquerque Code of
Ordinances, Article 12: Landmarks and Urban Conservation (hereinafter: "LUC Ordinance"); and to Rules of

Procedure and Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission (hereinafter: "RPC").
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I refer to an application dated March 9, 2016, and to a letter in support of that application submitted by City of
Albuguergue Transit Department Director Bruce Rizzeri, dated April 6, 2016. I make note that the letter calls
for, "major city development and redevelopment projects and changes in services by the city which will have a
direct, significant impact on that neighborhood; permanent and temporary street construction and major repair,
total closing of streets, ..., building of new city facilities, relocation or reconstruction of privately owned utilities
which require a permit, or rerouting of bus service ..." (See: § 14-8-2-6 (a), (B). (C)).

If there is any question as to the nature and scope of the Plans, I refer to City of Albuquerque, New Mexico
ABQRIDE Construction Plans for Transit Department ABQ RIDE Central Avenue Albuquerque Rapid Transit
COA Project No. 631991 - Volume 3 - Segment 3 - Sheet 97 through Sheet 103, a public record.

I refer to a five (5) page document dated March 7, 2016, from Stephani Winklepleck, Neighborhood Liaison,
Office of Neighborhood Coordination, Planning Department, City of Albuquerque, regarding letters of
notification pertinent to the proposed LUCC Hearing of April 13, 2016.

1 refer to the twenty-nine (29) letters written under your signature, and under the letterhead of Mayor Richard J.
Berry, dated March 9, 2016, and to the associated 29 Certified Mail receipts. (See: Copy of first letter in the
series as an Attachment below.)

Representations of fact and Discussion:
1.) 400 Roma:

Albuquerque Code of Ordinances, Article 14: Zoning Code Article at § 14-12-10 (C), as cited in the
Albuquerque Code of Ordinances. Article 12: Landmarks and Urban Conservation "LUC Ordinance"), the
"LUC Ordinance" states, "Prior to filing an application, the applicant shall notify neighborhood associations
covering the subject site or adjacent premises of their proposal; notice by certified letter, return receipt
requested, is normal. See § 14-8-2-7."

The requirements of § 14-8-2-7 are remarkably sparse. The only lawful guidance is, "give written notification of
their proposal..." However you went above and beyond that simple requirement by directing letter recipients
(and to pass-on recipients, often large in number, who the recipients often communicate) to a "Hearing Room in
the basement ... at 400 Roma NW." (See: Third paragraph, first sentence, March 9, 2016, letter)

400 Roma NW, is the building housing the Police and Sheriff Department. 400 Roma NW is a long three blocks
away from where the LUCC Hearing was to have been actually held. While 600 2nd Street NW has dedicated
parking, a person driving to 400 Roma would most likely use the Civic Center garage. Relocating misplaced
parking decisions would inevitably make a person late for a Hearing, precluding the opportunity to sign in to
speak.

This is the second time in three days that I have publicly addressed the fact that the City of Albuquerque Transit
Department's highest administrators are demonstrably very weak in their personal knowledge of the addresses
and streets of central Albuquerque. While there is no violation in a Project Manager sending a letter recipient to
a wrong address, the practice is alarming. Legally the Hearing could be stated to be just about anywhere and
perhaps any statement made, truthful or not, would still be in compliance. The larger issue is how does one (a
citizen) address this very disturbing fact?

2.) The Mayor:
Due diligence regarding anything beyond a rote and mechanical adherence regarding § 14-8-2-7 would very
naturally lead to a reading of § 14-8-2-6. (See: PDF file page #6. and document number page 6)

Regardless of discovery, the fact remains that § 14-8-2-6 is relevant law. By the fact that the Project Number
on the LUCC Application does not comport with the existing City of Albuquerque Project Number is
proof that the representation is that the "roadwork" project that was the subject of the proposed Hearing was
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somehow different than the ART Project. I can't understand how, but the LUCC Application makes this fact, a
matter of fact.

Where the issue of "400 Roma" is not a regulation, a proper notification by the Mayor's Office is. The examples
are clear, and among the examples there was no mention of:

permanent and temporary street construction and major repair,

total closing of streets,

building of new city facilities,

relocation or reconstruction of privately owned utilities which require a permit,
rerouting of bus service.

All of the above are fundamental aspects of the proper subject matter of the LUCC Hearing,

§ 14-8-2-6 provides the time for notice, "notification shall be when the application is filed." It is only prior to
LUCC approval that a member of the public can give voice to concerns regarding massive construction, and
massive projects, not after they are already "approved.”

The "application” for the project was made on on March 9, 2016. No proper notification was made to,
"Recognized and non-recognized neighborhood or homeowner associations."

Requests:
1.) I herein request that proper letters, with proper addresses for Hearing location be mailed to those entitled to
proper notice, pursuant to law.

2.) I herein request that the City Council of Albuquerque consider the wisdom of providing specific guidelines
and requirements for notification letters to, "Recognized and non-recognized neighborhood or homeowner
associations."

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton



Bruce Rizzieri, Di

March 9, 2016

Ms. Reba Eagles
c\o Original Medicine Acupuncture, 1500 Lomas NW, Suite B

Albuquerque, N.M. 87104

Dear Ms. Eagles,

WewrheminfomywmagpnmnmmthsmguhmmsofHuning}ﬁghlmds/BdoRegmaow
le,wehavemdaymadeappﬁcaﬁmmmel.mdmmksmdUlmeonsamﬁonCommissimfma
Cmﬁﬁcﬁeoprpropﬁﬂmmfor[l]s&eehmdﬁdewa&smdp]smﬁmﬁumasmduedm
the Albuguenque Rapid Transit (ART) project.

Street and sidewalk improvements encompass: the configuration of driving lanes, sidewalk widths
mdmmaiﬂs,AmeﬂmnswiﬂmDisabﬂiﬁesAMmmpﬁmcqmuew,smﬁghﬁngmdomer
components of the proposed streetscape. Sueetﬁnninn-einclndessnchitmnsas:signage,bmcha;
mdwdswcmtﬁnmsmodamdwiﬂaﬂmplat&)mWemmﬂleARTmnposdhmnsismmaﬂ
regatdswiﬂ:&e@alsforUrbanVi]lagesand’I‘mnsitoomninedinihekegulatoryPlan.Weﬁxrﬂwr
assmﬂmmepmposedmnﬁguaﬁmmmpﬁmvﬁm&ecmmsivemmgoﬂsmrM@me&t

The Lendmarks and Urban Conservation Cornmission will hold a hearing on these matters beginuing
at 3:00 PM on Wednesday, April 13 in the Hearing Room in the basement of Plaza Del Sol at 400
Roma NW./ Jo the interim, should you require more information, please contact myself at 724-3134
or Ms, Maryellen Henno essy at 924-3981.

This letter has been sent simultancously to two elected representatives from:

Downtown Neighborhood Association Sounth Broadway Neighborhood Association
Raynolds Addition Neighborhood Association . Buning Highland Bistoric District Association
Barelas Neighborhood Association Silver Hill Neighbothood Association
SﬂvuPlaﬁnmanmwnAgmdaﬁqn Spruce Park Neighborhood Association

* Broadway-Central Corridors Parinexship Sycamore Neighborhood Association
Villa De Sem Martin Homeowners Agsociation - Campus Neighborhood Association
Citizens Informsation Committee of Martineztown Victory Hills Nelghborhood Association

100 First Street SW, Albuquerque, NM 87102
t 5057243100 f 5057243111 vhty 711  wwwmyabgride.com




Henneﬂ, Mal_'xellen

e |
From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 10:01 AM
To: Hennessy, Maryellen; Rizzieri, Bruce; Crawford, Dayna G.; Mayor Berry; Dolan, Diane R;

Dietz, Daniel P.; Tebo, Christopher J.; Whitcomb, Blake; jwb@fbdlaw.com;
meccalljo@nmia.com; pdinelli@aol.com; info@esvlawfirm.com; Bradley, Jennifer L;
Hoffman, Lou D.; Martinez, Ramona; Welch, Kevin; Howard, Natalie Y.; Casados, Trina M.;
recardogonzales56@comcast.net; Dutch Vogel; Edward Tavasci; Nyira Gitana; Stella
Padilla; Maria Bautista; dtwm@earthlink.net; Steve Schroeder; Salas, Alfredo E.; Brito,
Russell D.; Yoshimura, Debra; Trollinger, Ryan E.; De La Cruz, Doreen; Webb, Andrew;
Winklepleck, Stephani L; Ortega, Crystal L.

Subject: LUCC APPLICATION AND HEARING PROCESS RULES VIOLATIONS

Attachments: 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-1.jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-
Procedure-and-Conduct-2,jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-
Conduct-3,jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-4.jpg; 2013.06.12-
LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-5.jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-
and-Conduct-6.jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-7.jpg;
2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-8.jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-
Procedure-and-Conduct-9.,jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-
Conduct-10,jpg; 2013.06.12-LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-11.jpg; 2013.06.12-
LUCC-Rules-of-Procedure-and-Conduct-12,jpg

April 27, 2016

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 50013

Ms Hennessy:

During the past week I have sent you three carefully researched and detailed letters regarding the inappropriate,
improper, and probably illegal, April 13, 2016, LUCC Hearing,

The letters sent were as follows:

o On April 20th I pointed out that the required pubic notice signs were not properly posted.

o On April 21st I pointed out that the required Legal Notice was not properly published.

o On April 23rd I pointed out the improper and apparently illegal use of the name John Street in both legal
notices, application submittals, and public discussion.



o In aletter begun on April 23rd and sent April 25th I pointed out the errors, the inappropriate public
misdirection, and the apparent deficiencies regarding the Neighborhood Association letters that were
sent.

Today I write once again. This time the topic is the flagrant disregard of the LUCC's own rules in the
approach to, and the conduct of, the Hearing.

To begin, I reference my letter dated April 23, 2016, entitled in part "400 Roma," and by this reference
refer you to, and incorporate into this letter, the content, the advisories, the qualifiers, the reservations, and the
requests previously made.

LUCC Rules - Background:
On April 14, 2016, the day after the LUCC Hearing regarding an approximately .4 mile section of the proposed

Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project, I met with both you and Alfredo Salas in a conference room on the
3rd Floor of 600 2nd Street in Albuquerque, New Mexico.

I note that the meeting began about 3:00 PM, that 600 2nd Street is also widely known as the "Aztec Building,"
(due to it's Mayan Pyramid type shape) and by some, mostly employed by the City, as "Plaza Del Sol."

The purpose of the meeting was to review the LUCC Case File #16-LUCC 50013. Pursuant to immediate
concerns that I had regarding the "Exhibits" submitted pursuant to the Hearing, I requested from Mr. Salas, a
copy of the LUCC Rules. He returned shortly with a seven-page document entitled, Rules of Procedure and
Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission. He presented me with a copy.

As ] am sure you recall, I asked about the paucity of design and project details regarding the structures proposed
as part of the project, specifically what has been promoted as a $400,000 Walter Street BRT Station. You
responded that the Exhibits were more "lllustrative” than "Details."

1 believe that the Rules of Procedure and Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission
(hereinafter: "LUCC Rules"), adopted by the LUCC June 12, 2013, should put to rest any confusion regarding
the above stated issues and matters.

LUCC Rules:

Note: The following passages are unnecessarily long due to the fact that the LUCC Rules are not (as of this
date) available on line. Given the "transparency" initiative of the City Of Albuquerque, one would expect the
LUCC Rules to be available on line.

PURPOSE AND INTENT - The LUCC Rules begin by establishing legal authority under the heading Purpose
and Intent. I quote in relevant part:

» These Rules define procedures for the application, notification, and decision-making by the Landmarks
and Urban Conservation Commission (LUCC).

» The Boards and Commission Ordinance § 2-6-1-4 C provides for Rules to be adopted for each board or
commission and filed with the City Clerk bearing the signature of the presiding Officers.

 These Rules replace previous and all Rules contained in other LUCC handbooks and guideline
documents.

» These Rules incorporate procedural issues in the LUC Ordinance § 14-12 and other ordinances,
resolutions, plans, and guidelines under the LUCC's jurisdiction. These Rules may be revised or
amended by a majority vote of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission in accordance with
provisions of Boards and Commissions Ordinance § 2-6-1-4-C."

C. APPLICATION - In most relevant part this section states:
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2. Applicants should review their proposed projects with City staff prior to preparing final plans and
submitting an application. Staff will determine the level of review required for the circumstances of the
case.

s 3. An application for a Certificate of Appropriateness or a Certificate of Compliance shall be in writing
on forms prescribed by the City. The application must include all items, as indicated by City staff and
check/marked on the applicant's Form L Checklist and other Project Drawings Checklists provided by
the City. The applicant shall provide sufficient copies of the submittal for the review as determined by
the City. Incomplete submittals are grounds for a deferral or denial. Inaccurate information provided is
grounds for a denial.

s 4. Drafting standards: In order to document and understand the exact nature of the proposed work,

drawings must be submitted with the application. All drawings must be to scale, with the scale indicated

on each drawing. Drawings may be by hand, but must present the project in a clear fashion. Drawings
shall show the relationship of the project to the existing building(s), the surrounding neighboring
structures, and the street context as applicable.

» Major design elements shall have the dimensions clearly indicated on the drawing(s). Examples of
major design elements to show dimensions include roof heights, trusses, porches, overhangs, windows,
doors, awnings, walls, fences, steps, decks, and every major design element intended for the final
project. (Italics added.)

o All plans submitted to the LUCC review must be able to be built as drawn. Ifthe City of
Albugquerque requires a licensed design professional's stamp for the building permit, then a licensed

design professional must design and draw the submittal for LUCC review. (Underlining and Bold type
added.)

Note: The proposed project is a public works project, a licensed design professional's stamp is required.

e 5. Any documents, photos, plans, or other information provided to the City in conjunction with an
application shall be available to the public.

e 6. For applications requiring a public hearing, all supporting materials and project plans must be
submitted by the application deadline in order to allow time for analysis and preparation of a staff report
and review by other agencies as appropriate. Any materials intended to be distributed to the LUCC with
the staff report must be submitted at least a week prior to the hearing. If visual materials such as
photographs are submitted, they should be identified as to location, photographer, date, and categorized
into an exhibit sequence so that the LUCC may refer to one specific photograph or document as an
exhibit. The LUCC may accept new materials at the public hearing subject to majority vote.

The reality:

The actual reality of what has occurred since March 4, 2016, when Dayna Crawford took the first step in the
Albuquerque Transit Department's efforts to push through the total redesign, rebuilding, and fundamental
removal of Central Avenue (as anyone now knows it) in the EDo (east downtown area of Albuquerque) is very
different than what the LUCC Rules, as stated above, require.

Not a single document or drawing was submitted that had a "scale indicated on the drawing." Not a single
document or drawing had provision for "a licensed design professional's stamp." Not a single document or
drawing was "to scale." Not a single document or drawing or plan showed "the street context as applicable." No
maps or plans were submitted showing BRT lanes, traffic lanes, traffic signal light relocations, electrical
conduits, irrigation plans, ADA ramps, drainage, road surfacing, roadway plans, permanent signing, sign
removal, tree removal, striping plans, loop detectors, drive pad details, intersection details, utility relocations
and abandonments, that met the LUCC Rules requirement of "All plans submitted to the LUCC review must
be able to be built as drawn."
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Even the $400,000 "Walter Street Station" had no correct drawings or plans. A few artist sketches substituted
for architectural and/or engineer drawings. Even the "information kiosk (aka the $400,000 Walter Station)" had
no foundation plans, no elevations, no "dimensions (that) include roof heights, overhangs, doors, awnings,
walls.” No "Walter Street Platform” dimensions were given, no lengths, no width, no depths. There were no
details regarding ADA access at Walter Street, at Union Square Street, at Locust Street, or at any location along
the subject .4 mile corridor.

There was no information about the location of bus stops to be abandoned and which, and where, bus stops
would remain. There was no indication that "review by other agencies as appropriate” had ever occurred. There
was no sign-off from police or fire. There was no indication that Municipal Development had ever seen or
approved ANY drawings. Even the Parks & Recreation Department, to be eventually charged with median
maintenance and care of street trees was not in evidence at the hearing, in the documents, or in any discussion.

The application itself is fatally flawed. The applicants contention is that "no structures” are involved in the
project. (See: Form L of the application) This despite the fact that

LUC Ordinance § 14-12-4 Definitions states, "STRUCTURE. Anything constructed or erected above ground
level which requires location on the ground or attached to something having a location on the ground but not
including a tent, vehicle, vegetation, or public utility pole or line." It appears that not one person from the City
of Albuquerque Transit Department ever read the applicable regulations or LUCC Rules, or that if they did,
they just didn't understand the most basic of basics, or they just didn't care.

The reality is that the City of Albuquerque actually has been very busy hiring qualified engineers and architects
to develop all the drawings and plans. They hired HDR, a world-wide organization with local offices at 2155
Louisiana Boulevard, Suite 9500, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87110. The relevant drawing that SHOULD have
been presented at the April 13, 2016, LUCC Hearing are contained in a reduced size in a Volume entitled: City
of Albuquerque, New Mexico ABQRIDE Construction Plans for Transit Department ABQ RIDE Central
Avenue Albuquerque Rapid Transit COA Project No. 631991.

The only problem is that the plans are not finished. The drawings cannot be able to be built as drawn. Not
only that, there is no evidence that the drawings and plans even exist in the scale that is required for a project to
be "built as drawn."

It is an interesting aside to review the actual "documents, photos, plans, or other information provided to the
City in conjunction with an application.” I have a full list. I can easily explain the situation and how I became
aware of all of the probably (mostly) irrelevant information contained in the LUCC file.

Summary:

Complaints have been made about secrecy and false representations made by the City in regard to the ART
Project. Most of those complaints involve the fairly distant past. In the case of the LUCC Hearing, the apparent
ongoing abuses are very evident, and very timely. The concerns involve the immediate here and now.

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton



Hennessx, Ma:zellen

From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 29, 2016 3:13 PM
To: Howard, Natalie Y,; Evans, Linda; De La Cruz, Doreen; Hennessy, Maryellen; Rizzieri,

Bruce; Crawford, Dayna G.; Mayor Berry; Dietz, Daniel P.; Whitcomb, Blake; Tebo,
Christopher J.; Bradley, Jennifer L; Martinez, Ramona; Biazar, Shahab; Campos, Gabriel J.;
Webb, Andrew; Pena, Klarissa J.; Lewis, Dan P.; Dolan, Diane R.; Yoshimura, Debra; Salas,
Alfredo E,; Brito, Russell D.; Hoffman, Lou D.; Ortega, Crystal L; Welch, Kevin; Nick
Pappas

Subject: RECORDS REQUEST

Attachments: 2016.04.27 LUCC ART Hearing Norification (1).jpg

April 27,2016

Natalie Howard, MPA
City Clerk

City of Albuquerque
Office of the City Clerk
600 2nd Street - Room 720
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Linda Evans

Senior Administrative Assistant - One Stop Shop
Custodian of Public Records

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - Room 201

Albuquerque, NM 87102

Doreen De La Cruz

Executive Assistant

Custodian of Public Records

City of Albuquerque Transit Department
City of Albuquerque

8001 Daytona Road NW

Albuquerque, NM 87121

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Please enclose this document in the appropriate LUCC file.



Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 50013

Also: Central Avenue Albuquerque Rapid Transit COA Project No. 631991 -

a project segment located on or near the public R.O.W. between Union Square Street and Locust Avenue on the
north side of Central Avenue and between Union Square Street and an unmarked freeway on-ramp on the south
side of Central Avenue, said to be Locust Street (This project segment hereinafter referred to as: "Project
Number 631991").

Mses Howard, Evans, De La Cruz, and Hennessy:

Synopsis and Summary of Request(s):
This letter document is first and foremost a formal PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST. This letter document also

requests, "in the interest of time," the immediate withdrawal of the City of Albuquerque Transit Department
application in the above referenced project and case, a case that is the sole cause of this records request.

* History

On March 9, 2016, the City of Albuquerque Transit Department (hereinafter: "Transit") submitted an
application for an LUCC Hearing. The procedures followed were significantly deficient, as alleged and
identified in five letter documents written and sent by myself (Donald Clayton) between April 20th and April
27th, 2016. The letters are contained in the above referenced project and case LUCC file.

In partial remedy of the stated deficiencies, LUCC staff and Transit staff, caused the publishing of a new Legal
Notice, a reposting of signs, and a rewording and resending of "Neighborhood Association" letters.

The new signs and Legal Notice are not supported by either a new application or an amended application. This
fact creates a great and self-evident, public and administrative confusion regarding the legitimate subject of the
case and the purpose of the hearing, to wit: "Roadwork and Street Furniture between John Street and Locust
Street” and "Construction of a bus loading platform between Union Square Street and Locust Street."

This second Legal Notice was not accompanied with even so much as a site plan that indicated whether the "bus
loading platform” was in fact the proposed "Walter Street BRT Station” (discussed at length in the faulty April
13, 2016, LUCC Hearing) or whether it was, in fact, a "bus loading platform" to extend the entire distance
along Central Avenue between Union Square Street and Locust Street.

* Legal issues:
It should not have to be the responsibility of a citizen to point out, and recite, the Rules and laws applicable to

the convening of a simple public hearing, In this case it has been, and was.

The prodigious and rampant violations are, and were, as stated before, self evident. They continue. They
continue despite repeated good faith, and diligent efforts to clarify and rectify the LUCC hearing situation.
Ample citation to authority exists in the aforementioned letters, letters which are herein referenced, and by such
reference incorporated as a part of this letter document.

The gravest legal issue at hand is the requirement of the submission (pursuant to Rules of Procedure and
Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission (hereinafter: "LUCC Rules"), adopted by the
LUCC June 12, 2013) of:

» All plans submitted to the LUCC review must be able to be built as drawn. If the City of
Albuquerque requires a licensed design professional's stamp for the building permit, then a licensed
design professional must design and draw the submittal for LUCC review. (Underlining and Bold type
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added.)
Note: The proposed project is a public works project. A licensed design professional's stamp is required.

» 5. Any documents, photos, plans, or other information provided to the City in conjunction with an
application shall be available to the public.

And:;

o LUC Ordinance § 14-12-4 Definitions states, "STRUCTURE. Anything constructed or erected above
ground level which requires location on the ground or attached to something having a location on the
ground but not including a tent, vehicle, vegetation, or public utility pole or line.”

The fact is that virtually no drawings, plans, or documents whatsoever have been submitted by Transit, in
support of the application, pursuant to the Rules and laws.

The fact is that the documents and "illustrative” artist renderings do not comport with the legal requirements of
the City Council resolution of March 21st, relevant to this project. Simply put, the "illustrative" Station (now
platform) lane widths are wrong.

It should be noted that pursuant to the Legal Notice published in the Albuquerque Journal on April 27, 2016, 1,
Donald Clayton, on April 28, 2016, "examined (the deficient application) on the third floor of the Plaza Del Sol
building, 600 2nd St. NW" and found no new or additional drawings, plans, site plans, or documents relevant or
responsive to the laws and Rules cited above. The absence of the required records from the required LUCC file
is the sole cause of this records request.

Public urgency. health, and safety:
It is my information and belief that the issues at hand, consequent to a proper and necessary LUCC Hearing, is

of grave and urgent import to the public need, the public health, and the public safety.

Project Number 631991 and Project Number 1010796 are in virtually all respects one and the same. The project
calls for the functional obliteration of Central Avenue as it now exists. It calls for the removal and/or
destruction of approximately 35 mature and healthy, large caliper, trees. The project calls for the reduction and
elimination of existing and functional ADA ramps, to be replaced by dangerous and complicated ADA
configurations that are unquestionably destructive and unworkable. The project calls for insufficiently protected
mid-street platform(s) that constitute a clear threat of bodily injury, or possibly death, of proposed transit users.
The project calls for the reduction and elimination of necessary beneficial sidewalks. The project calls for the
construction of large, probably inappropriate, garish illuminated signs, and other signs, apparently incompatible
with the history, scale, feel, and scope of the EDo historic neighborhood.

There are numerous other equally relevant design and construction issues immediately relevant to just the "bus
loading platform," much less the relevant project as it was suggested to be in the original application.

RECORDS REQUEST

Issues and background:

This records request cannot be viewed as "normal." It is necessitated by an unanticipated event, to wit, the fact
that if compliance is delayed for the 15 days allowed, or even 10, the rights of the public are endangered and the
public safety is put in peril, especially the safety of those that are least mobile in their ability to be aware, to
review, and to respond - the ADA community.

This fact is compounded by the documented fact that Transit has illegally delayed, obfuscated, and ignored past
public records requests to the decree that clearly suggests that it is not "a mistake," but a deliberate pattern.
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Evidence of this pattern is manifold and manifest. It begins with the dearth of relevant public records at public
meetings, it continues with a failure to provide available and relevant documents on the brtabg.com official
website, it is most manifest in the failure of Transit to provide the public documents required by LUCC Rules,
and finally it is evident by my numerous, clearly stated pleadings for the proper documents to be included in the
LUCC file.

Not included in the above, is the clearly documented failure of Transit to properly and legally respond to two
separate formal written records requests, the first dated April 6, 2016, and the second April 12, 2016.

In the first instance, the Transit Custodian not only failed to respond within three days, but when she did
respond, she immediately invoked the 15-day provision, even though the records were not in her custody. As it
turned out, the records were made available (by another Department) in eight days, but not until considerable
obfuscation based on an effort to make an electronic version available that was not functional. Further, the
records custodian of the Finance and Administration Department, the department where the Transit records
were, for some unknown reason exclusively deposited, failed to respond in any way to the written request she
received. (Full documentation of this entire incident is available upon request.)

I have been loath to make formal records requests when simple oral informal requests should suffice. Such
requests began in March 17, 2016, with inquires to Kevin Welch, of Transit. Since then, Transit has repeatedly
refused to provide information, resulting in the formal requests, and pleadings, stated above.

After 40 days, documentation is still disastrously deficient. The time and the hour has grown short, it is down to
13 days before the hearing. Lives, are apparently literally at stake, as the following records request will show.

Summary and theory of request:
The request is for all information regarding the "bus loading platform between Union Square Street and Locust

Street." It also includes information on all legally defined "Structures," if any such additional structures are in
any way a part of either of the two above stated projects, as may be reasonably inferred by the Exhibits
submitted pursuant to the original application. It is understood that any Structures not produced in this
records request are not to be built in the subject R.O.W.

The following information is to provide guidance for the records request, so that the issues can be understood,
in order to determine if relevant records are readily accessible, or even if they exist. Please note Priority of
Production (below).

Timeliness. The request is to be able to review the records at a time that is timely to the situation at hand. The
timeliness of the response must allow sufficient and reasonable time to review the records, order or make
applicable copies, and have time for competent engineering review, or other review of the facts and the
documents produced.

Severability. If any document, page, drawing, plan, or other information is immediately available, then the
request is to review that portion of production immediately, and not to withhold the totality of production to a
time when all requested public information is made available.

Reasonable specificity. If documents, pages, drawings, plans, or other information are available, it is requested
that the response be put in writing, with reasonable specificity, indicating the location of the document and the
specific subject matter reasonably stated.

Reference to any document or information said to be contained on the brtabg.com webpage should have a
dedicated, one-step URL, or the request is to review a hard-copy version. Specific information is requested. If
the responsive tome is greater than 9 pages, a specific and accurate page number is requested.
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Priority of production. It is the belief of the requestor that the most urgent production involves what was once
called the "Walter Street Station" and is now referred to as "a bus loading platform." It is further believed, but
not known, that there is no intention by Transit to build "a bus loading platform" for the Albuquerque Rapid
Transit project in public Right-of-way on Central Ave. between Union Square (John St.) and Locust Streets in
the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone." in an area and location undefined by
a site plan.

It is believed that the Walter Street Station, aka bus loading platform, has been proposed as consisting of five
(5) component parts:

» 1. PLATFORM A reinforced concrete platform of unknown height, length, width, foundation,
surfacing, amenities, and other physically important features. The platform is said to incorporate ADA
compliant ramps.

o 2. MONUMENTS Two additional structures on top of] next to, or possibly structurally incorporated
with the platform, termed "Monuments" are to be located at both the east end and west end of the
platform. These monuments are of unknown dimensions, engineering, and design.

o The best available, most current, existing information places these monuments within the designated
ADA ramp areas, not next to them. The monuments have been represented to double as a protective
barrier for the ADA ramps and for anyone needing to use the platform for Transit purposes, or for
crossing an (to be) obstructed (and destroyed and eliminated) existing Central Avenue intersection.

o No reviewable design information has been made available that would indicate that these (probably)
concrete barriers are capable of withstanding the weight of a direct impact from a typical (for the
corridor) legally large truck, much less a bus or even a passenger car. The barrier would be brittle if
impacted, sending flying shards of concrete into the immediately adjacent ADA ramp, and possibly
much of the platform passenger area.

 Itis the information and belief of the requestor that, at a minimum engineered stanchions of significant
size, concrete guard rails, or heavy steel guard rails might be necessary to protect passengers,
pedestrians, and ADA people from the dangers inherent in this center-of-street platform.

 If so, the new protective structures would have a major impact on the urban character of the protected
historical zone.

o Further, any engineered design would be meaningless unless soil studies have been performed that
validate the structural design assumptions of a "one size fits all" monument design of life-saving
importance. It is the requestors belief that such soil studies and analysis have not been performed.

e 3. 26' SIGNS The soil studies apply too, to the two 26' tall signs proposed, but apparently not
engineered, for the platform. There is no evidence that the flashing LED lights, nor the finalized sign
colors, have been submitted to the State Historical Protection Officer (SHPO) for this specific location,
as required by City Ordinance. It is the requestors belief that such signs are inconsistent and
inappropriate for this historic portion of Central. Without engineering details describing wind load
calculations, it can be assumed that the signs are dangerous and constitute a traffic and transportation
corridor hazard.

* 4. INFORMATION KIOSK In what has been presented as an "information kiosk" of unknown
dimensions, footing, and foundation, lies a formidable obstacle to the entire functioning of the proposed
BRT platform. The existing scale drawings (not a part of the application) suggest that the kiosk is a
fixed building with access doors and panels that would obstruct the very narrow bus boarding and
pedestrian transfer functions of the proposed platform.

» The scale suggests that the kiosk is at least 2.5 feet in width, leaving only 5.5 feet on an 8' (possible
unconfirmed area) width - leaving only 2'9" on each side of an apparently 18' long structure for bicycles
and wheelchairs to navigate. Since an average wheelchair is 32" wide, and calculating areas for hand
holds and purses or sweaters, the functional wheelchair width is at least 40". 40" times 2 is 80 inches, or
6' 8", which means that transiting wheelchairs would have to use the 2' alert bump (yellow danger) area
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for each and every use of the platform (station). Many bicycle users would be confronted with even
bigger problems.

» It is important to remember that it is (possibly) a 16 inch drop-off, with no guardrail protection, from the
yellow bump-zone mat to the dedicated BRT concrete corridor. The tentative design of the platform
appears to be a liability nightmare.

» 5. LIGHT STANDARDS Again, very few details are known about the six (6) light standards that are
proposed to be part and parcel to the engineered platform. It appears that they may be unserviceable
unless a truck is used that would interfere with the dedicated BRT lane, which means that burned out
lights could not be changed at night until after the end of BRT service, creating a danger to nighttime
users of the platform.

o 6. Railings and Street Furniture Proposed to be attached to the platform are waste receptacles, a
single bench of no stated seating capacity, height, or design, and "safety” railings. Existing drawing
suggest the railings are not ADA compliant. The single bench could further inhibit the boarding and
pedestrian transit functions of the platform.

e 7. NO SHELTER The "platform" was represented publicly as being a $400,000 BRT Station. The
platform is not compliant with national standards (See: 2.3) for BRT service, it is not even a basic bus
"shelter”, as it has no ability to "protect passengers from weather conditions.” The creation of this
platform would most probably contribute to health adversity and a reduction of quality of life of users of
the platform.

REQUEST TO INSPECT PUBLIC RECORDS
To the above stated records Custodians, hello:

My name is Donald Clayton. My address is 1514 Silver Avenue NW, Albuquerque NM 87104. My telephone
number is 505 / 842-1499. My email address is cityofnikko@gmail.com

I would like to inspect the public records relative to, and relevant to, the projects as defined and stated above,
and as defined in § 14-2-6. E. of the NM Inspection of Public Records Act. I specifically, first, and foremost,
request records related to the "Walter Street Station and "bus platform" that constitute proposed construction for
the potentially federally funded Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project.

I specifically refer you to HDR contracted records, to Studio Hill Design contracted records, to Bradbury
Stamm surveys and contracted records, other architectural records, and records contained in the Office of the
City Engineer, City of Albuquerque.

I also specifically refer to drawings, diagrams, special effects, and plans produced and created by Transit at
public expense.

I specifically caution against the withholding of public records based on any general theory of competitive
disadvantage, as the argument is herein made that the process of a proper public administration, and the issue of
public input, and of the urgent issue of public safety, outweigh private party business decisions.

Signed: /s/ Donald Clayton

P.S. If, at any time, on any date, the above referenced Transit application is officially withdrawn, pursuant to
published legal notice, and notice to me, I herein immediately withdraw any further performance pursuant to
this records request.
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Henneﬂ, Maryellen

From: Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 29, 2016 6:38 PM
To: Howard, Natalie Y.; Evans, Linda; De La Cruz, Doreen; Hennessy, Maryellen; Rizzieri,

Bruce; Crawford, Dayna G.; Mayor Berry; Dietz, Daniel P.; Whitcomb, Blake; Tebo,
Christopher J.; Bradley, Jennifer L; Martinez, Ramona; Biazar, Shahab; Campos, Gabriel J.;
Webb, Andrew; Pena, Klarissa J.; Lewis, Dan P.; Dolan, Diane R.; Yoshimura, Debra; Salas,
Alfredo E.; Brito, Russell D.; Hoffman, Lou D,; Ortega, Crystal L.; Welch, Kevin; Nick
Pappas

Subject: Re: RECORDS REQUEST

I apologize for the inadvertent error regarding the date on the RECORDS REQUEST. The date should be April
29, 2016, not April 27, 2016. The three day response period would begin on Monday, May 2, 2016.

Sincerely,
Donald Clayton

On Fri, Apr 29, 2016 at 3:12 PM, Donald Clayton <cityofnikko@gmail.com> wrote:
April 27, 2016

Natalie Howard, MPA
City Clerk

City of Albuquerque
Office of the City Clerk
600 2nd Street - Room 720
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Linda Evans

Senior Administrative Assistant - One Stop Shop
Custodian of Public Records

Planning Department

City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - Room 201

Albuquerque, NM 87102

Doreen De La Cruz

Executive Assistant

Custodian of Public Records

City of Albuquerque Transit Department
City of Albuquerque

8001 Daytona Road NW

Albuquerque, NM 87121

Maryellen Hennessy

Senior Planner

Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Current Planning Division



Planning Department
City of Albuquerque

600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Please enclose this document in the appropriate LUCC file,

Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 50013

Also: Central Avenue Albuquerque Rapid Transit COA Project No. 631991 -

a project segment located on or near the public R.O.W. between Union Square Street and Locust Avenue on the
north side of Central Avenue and between Union Square Street and an unmarked freeway on-ramp on the south
side of Central Avenue, said to be Locust Street (This project segment hereinafter referred to as: "Project
Number 631991").

Mses Howard, Evans, De La Cruz, and Hennessy:

Synopsis and Summary of Request(s):
This letter document is first and foremost a formal PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST. This letter document also

requests, "in the interest of time," the immediate withdrawal of the City of Albuquerque Transit Department
application in the above referenced project and case, a case that is the sole cause of this records request.

* History

On March 9, 2016, the City of Albuquerque Transit Department (hereinafter: "Transit") submitted an
application for an LUCC Hearing. The procedures followed were significantly deficient, as alleged and
identified in five letter documents written and sent by myself (Donald Clayton) between April 20th and April
27th, 2016. The letters are contained in the above referenced project and case LUCC file.

In partial remedy of the stated deficiencies, LUCC staff and Transit staff, caused the publishing of a new Legal
Notice, a reposting of signs, and a rewording and resending of "Neighborhood Association" letters.

The new signs and Legal Notice are not supported by either a new application or an amended application. This
fact creates a great and self-evident, public and administrative confusion regarding the legitimate subject of the
case and the purpose of the hearing, to wit: "Roadwork and Street Furniture between John Street and Locust
Street" and "Construction of a bus loading platform between Union Square Street and Locust Street."

This second Legal Notice was not accompanied with even so much as a site plan that indicated whether the "bus
loading platform" was in fact the proposed "Walter Street BRT Station" (discussed at length in the faulty April
13, 2016, LUCC Hearing) or whether it was, in fact, a "bus loading platform" to extend the entire distance
along Central Avenue between Union Square Street and Locust Street.

* Legal issues:
It should not have to be the responsibility of a citizen to point out, and recite, the Rules and laws applicable to
the convening of a simple public hearing. In this case it has been, and was.

The prodigious and rampant violations are, and were, as stated before, self evident. They continue. They
continue despite repeated good faith, and diligent efforts to clarify and rectify the LUCC hearing situation.
Ample citation to authority exists in the aforementioned letters, letters which are herein referenced, and by such
reference incorporated as a part of this letter document.



The gravest legal issue at hand is the requirement of the submission (pursuant to Rules of Procedure and
Conduct - Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission (hereinafter: "LUCC Rules"), adopted by the
LUCC June 12, 2013) of:

o All plans submitted to the LUCC review must be able to be built as drawn. If the City of
Albuquerque requires a licensed design professional's stamp for the building permit, then a licensed
design professional must design and draw the submittal for LUCC review. (Underlining and Bold type
added.)

Note: The proposed project is a public works project. A licensed design professional’s stamp is required.

s 5. Any documents, photos, plans, or other information provided to the City in conjunction with an
application shall be available to the public.

And:
s LUC Ordinance § 14-12-4 Definitions states, "STRUCTURE. Anything constructed or erected above

ground level which requires location on the ground or attached to something having a location on the
ground but not including a tent, vehicle, vegetation, or public utility pole or line.”

The fact is that virtually no drawings, plans, or documents whatsoever have been submitted by Transit, in
support of the application, pursuant to the Rules and laws.

The fact is that the documents and "illustrative" artist renderings do not comport with the legal requirements of
the City Council resolution of March 21st, relevant to this project. Simply put, the "illustrative” Station (now
platform) lane widths are wrong.

It should be noted that pursuant to the Legal Notice published in the Albuquerque Journal on April 27, 2016, 1,
Donald Clayton, on April 28, 2016, "examined (the deficient application) on the third floor of the Plaza Del Sol
building, 600 2nd St. NW" and found no new or additional drawings, plans, site plans, or documents relevant or
responsive to the laws and Rules cited above. The absence of the required records from the required LUCC file
is the sole cause of this records request.

Public urgency, health. and safety:
It is my information and belief that the issues at hand, consequent to a proper and necessary LUCC Hearing, is
of grave and urgent import to the public need, the public health, and the public safety.

Project Number 631991 and Project Number 1010796 are in virtually all respects one and the same. The project
calls for the functional obliteration of Central Avenue as it now exists. It calls for the removal and/or
destruction of approximately 35 mature and healthy, large caliper, trees. The project calls for the reduction and
elimination of existing and functional ADA ramps, to be replaced by dangerous and complicated ADA
configurations that are unquestionably destructive and unworkable. The project calls for insufficiently protected
mid-street platform(s) that constitute a clear threat of bodily injury, or possibly death, of proposed transit users.
The project calls for the reduction and elimination of necessary beneficial sidewalks. The project calls for the
construction of large, probably inappropriate, garish illuminated signs, and other signs, apparently incompatible
with the history, scale, feel, and scope of the EDo historic neighborhood.

There are numerous other equally relevant design and construction issues immediately relevant to just the "bus
loading platform," much less the relevant project as it was suggested to be in the original application.

RECORDS REQUEST
Issues and background:



This records request cannot be viewed as "normal." It is necessitated by an unanticipated event, to wit, the fact
that if compliance is delayed for the 15 days allowed, or even 10, the rights of the public are endangered and the
public safety is put in peril, especially the safety of those that are least mobile in their ability to be aware, to
review, and to respond - the ADA community.

This fact is compounded by the documented fact that Transit has illegally delayed, obfuscated, and ignored past
public records requests to the decree that clearly suggests that it is not "a mistake," but a deliberate pattern.

Evidence of this pattern is manifold and manifest. It begins with the dearth of relevant public records at public
meetings, it continues with a failure to provide available and relevant documents on the brtabg.com official
website, it is most manifest in the failure of Transit to provide the public documents required by LUCC Rules,
and finally it is evident by my numerous, clearly stated pleadings for the proper documents to be included in the
LUCC file.

Not included in the above, is the clearly documented failure of Transit to properly and legally respond to two
separate formal written records requests, the first dated April 6, 2016, and the second April 12, 2016.

In the first instance, the Transit Custodian not only failed to respond within three days, but when she did
respond, she immediately invoked the 15-day provision, even though the records were not in her custody. As it
turned out, the records were made available (by another Department) in eight days, but not until considerable
obfuscation based on an effort to make an electronic version available that was not functional. Further, the
records custodian of the Finance and Administration Department, the department where the Transit records
were, for some unknown reason exclusively deposited, failed to respond in any way to the written request she
received. (Full documentation of this entire incident is available upon request.)

I have been loath to make formal records requests when simple oral informal requests should suffice. Such
requests began in March 17, 2016, with inquires to Kevin Welch, of Transit. Since then, Transit has repeatedly
refused to provide information, resulting in the formal requests, and pleadings, stated above.

After 40 days, documentation is still disastrously deficient. The time and the hour has grown short, it is down to
13 days before the hearing. Lives, are apparently literally at stake, as the following records request will show.

Summary and theory of request:
The request is for all information regarding the "bus loading platform between Union Square Street and Locust

Street." It also includes information on all legally defined "Structures," if any such additional structures are in
any way a part of either of the two above stated projects, as may be reasonably inferred by the Exhibits
submitted pursuant to the original application. It is understood that any Structures not produced in this
records request are not to be built in the subject R.O.W.

The following information is to provide guidance for the records request, so that the issues can be understood,
in order to determine if relevant records are readily accessible, or even if they exist. Please note Priority of
Production (below).

Timeliness. The request is to be able to review the records at a time that is timely to the situation at hand. The
timeliness of the response must allow sufficient and reasonable time to review the records, order or make
applicable copies, and have time for competent engineering review, or other review of the facts and the
documents produced.

Severability. If any document, page, drawing, plan, or other information is immediately available, then the
request is to review that portion of production immediately, and not to withhold the totality of production to a
time when all requested public information is made available.
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Reasonable specificity. If documents, pages, drawings, plans, or other information are available, it is requested
that the response be put in writing, with reasonable specificity, indicating the location of the document and the
specific subject matter reasonably stated.

Reference to any document or information said to be contained on the brtabg.com webpage should have a
dedicated, one-step URL, or the request is to review a hard-copy version. Specific information is requested. If
the responsive tome is greater than 9 pages, a specific and accurate page number is requested.

Priority of production. It is the belief of the requestor that the most urgent production involves what was once
called the "Walter Street Station” and is now referred to as "a bus loading platform.” It is further believed, but
not known, that there is no intention by Transit to build "a bus loading platform” for the Albuquerque Rapid
Transit project in public Right-of-way on Central Ave. between Union Square (John St.) and Locust Streets in
the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone." in an area and location undefined by
a site plan.

It is believed that the Walter Street Station, aka bus loading platform, has been proposed as consisting of five
(5) component parts:

o 1. PLATFORM A reinforced concrete platform of unknown height, length, width, foundation,
surfacing, amenities, and other physically important features. The platform is said to incorporate ADA
compliant ramps.

e 2. MONUMENTS Two additional structures on top of, next to, or possibly structurally incorporated
with the platform, termed "Monuments" are to be located at both the east end and west end of the
platform. These monuments are of unknown dimensions, engineering, and design.

« The best available, most current, existing information places these monuments within the designated
ADA ramp areas, not next to them. The monuments have been represented to double as a protective
barrier for the ADA ramps and for anyone needing to use the platform for Transit purposes, or for
crossing an (to be) obstructed (and destroyed and eliminated) existing Central Avenue intersection.

» No reviewable design information has been made available that would indicate that these (probably)
concrete barriers are capable of withstanding the weight of a direct impact from a typical (for the
corridor) legally large truck, much less a bus or even a passenger car. The barrier would be brittle if
impacted, sending flying shards of concrete into the immediately adjacent ADA ramp, and possibly
much of the platform passenger area.

o [tis the information and belief of the requestor that, at a minimum engineered stanchions of significant
size, concrete guard rails, or heavy steel guard rails might be necessary to protect passengers,
pedestrians, and ADA people from the dangers inherent in this center-of-street platform.

 If so, the new protective structures would have a major impact on the urban character of the protected
historical zone.

« Further, any engineered design would be meaningless unless soil studies have been performed that
validate the structural design assumptions of a "one size fits all" monument design of life-saving
importance. It is the requestors belief that such soil studies and analysis have not been performed.

s 3. 26' SIGNS The soil studies apply too, to the two 26' tall signs proposed, but apparently not
engineered, for the platform. There is no evidence that the flashing LED lights, nor the finalized sign
colors, have been submitted to the State Historical Protection Officer (SHPO) for this specific location,
as required by City Ordinance. It is the requestors belief that such signs are inconsistent and
inappropriate for this historic portion of Central. Without engineering details describing wind load
calculations, it can be assumed that the signs are dangerous and constitute a traffic and transportation
corridor hazard.

« 4. INFORMATION KIOSK In what has been presented as an "information kiosk" of unknown
dimensions, footing, and foundation, lies a formidable obstacle to the entire functioning of the proposed
BRT platform. The existing scale drawings (not a part of the application) suggest that the kiosk is a
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fixed building with access doors and panels that would obstruct the very narrow bus boarding and
pedestrian transfer functions of the proposed platform.

o The scale suggests that the kiosk is at least 2.5 feet in width, leaving only 5.5 feet on an 8' (possible
unconfirmed area) width - leaving only 2'9" on each side of an apparently 18' long structure for bicycles
and wheelchairs to navigate. Since an average wheelchair is 32" wide, and calculating areas for hand
holds and purses or sweaters, the functional wheelchair width is at least 40". 40" times 2 is 80 inches, or
6' 8", which means that transiting wheelchairs would have to use the 2' alert bump (yellow danger) area
for each and every use of the platform (station). Many bicycle users would be confronted with even
bigger problems.

» It is important to remember that it is (possibly) a 16 inch drop-off, with no guardrail protection, from the
yellow bump-zone mat to the dedicated BRT concrete corridor. The tentative design of the platform
appears to be a liability nightmare.

o 5, LIGHT STANDARDS Again, very few details are known about the six (6) light standards that are
proposed to be part and parcel to the engineered platform. It appears that they may be unserviceable
unless a truck is used that would interfere with the dedicated BRT lane, which means that burned out
lights could not be changed at night until after the end of BRT service, creating a danger to nighttime
users of the platform.

e 6. Railings and Street Furniture Proposed to be attached to the platform are waste receptacles, a
single bench of no stated seating capacity, height, or design, and "safety” railings. Existing drawing
suggest the railings are not ADA compliant. The single bench could further inhibit the boarding and
pedestrian transit functions of the platform.

e 7. NOSHELTER The "platform" was represented publicly as being a $400,000 BRT Station. The
platform is not compliant with national standards (See: 2.3) for BRT service, it is not even a basic bus
"shelter", as it has no ability to "protect passengers from weather conditions." The creation of this
platform would most probably contribute to health adversity and a reduction of quality of life of users of
the platform.

REQUEST TO INSPECT PUBLIC RECORDS
To the above stated records Custodians, hello:

My name is Donald Clayton. My address is 1514 Silver Avenue NW, Albuquerque NM 87104. My telephone
number is 505 / 842-1499. My email address is cityofnikko@gmail.com

I would like to inspect the public records relative to, and relevant to, the projects as defined and stated above,
and as defined in § 14-2-6. E. of the NM Inspection of Public Records Act. I specifically, first, and foremost,
request records related to the "Walter Street Station and "bus platform" that constitute proposed construction for
the potentially federally funded Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project.

I specifically refer you to HDR contracted records, to Studio Hill Design contracted records, to Bradbury
Stamm surveys and contracted records, other architectural records, and records contained in the Office of the
City Engineer, City of Albuquerque.

I also specifically refer to drawings, diagrams, special effects, and plans produced and created by Transit at
public expense.

I specifically caution against the withholding of public records based on any general theory of competitive
disadvantage, as the argument is herein made that the process of a proper public administration, and the issue of
public input, and of the urgent issue of public safety, outweigh private party business decisions.

Signed: /s/ Donald Clayton



P.S. If, at any time, on any date, the above referenced Transit application is officially withdrawn, pursuant to
published legal notice, and notice to me, I herein immediately withdraw any further performance pursuant to
this records request.
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600 2nd Street - 3rd Floor
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Please enclose this document in the appropriate LUCC file.
THIS 1S A PUBLIC RECORD

Project Number: 1010796
Case Number: 16-LUCC 50013

Mses Howard, Evans, De La Cruz, and Hennessy:

This letter is being written pursuant to a request for public records written by me first on April 20th, repeated on
April 21st, and repeated by clear reference and incorporation on April 23rd, April 25th, and April 27th, all in
the year 2016.

I make reference to my public records letters in the designated LUCC file, and by reference incorporate the
contents of those letters herein.

The request specifically stated:
"] request that you provide me with an email address for each named member of the Landmarks and Urban

Conservation Commission (hereinafter: “LUCC”). The immediate reason for this timely request is that each
member of the LUCC can be informed of this, and other, timely and pertinent documents pertaining to the
project and hearing."

If you are a Records Custodian receiving this communication, it is because the records request was not
properly forwarded to you previously by properly trained and responsible city employees, pursuant to
written and posted city policy.

Discussion:

The above stated records request, made in writing, and communicated through email, properly contained the
name, the address, the telephone number, and the email address of the person requesting the records; therefore,
the person requesting the records is legally eligible for penalties and sanctions, pursuant to the NM Public
Records Act.

The request, and repeated requests, involved issues regarding the status of a public hearing by a public board or
commission (See: City Ordinance § 2-6-1, PUBLIC BOARDS COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES). The
allegation was that the status of the hearing was improper and possibly illegal.

The argument could be made that the information was not provided on either of two grounds: 1. That the record
did not exist; 2. That the use of the record would be an improper ex parte communication.

Both arguments are specious. The records could be found in applications, in "advice and consent of the
Council," in Mayoral documents, or possibly in records of LUCC staff communications. Regardless, the
procedure for a records request is to provide a three day letter stating the situation, such was not done.

The second argument, regarding perceptions of ex parte communications, would be wrong,. I cite: 12 CFR
263.9. "§ 263.9 Ex parte communications.

Definition - Ex parte communication means any material oral or written communication relevant to the merits of
an adjudicatory proceeding that was neither on the record nor on reasonable prior notice to all parties that takes
place between: An interested person outside the Board (including such person's counsel); and The
administrative law judge handling that proceeding, a member of the Board, or a decisional employee.
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Exception - A request for status of the proceeding does not constitute an ex parte communication.

While the above citation is specifically relevant to federal law, I believe that the premise contained therein is
binding.

The greater argument is whether the intent of the person requesting the records was to engage in an ex parte
communication. It was not. The person requesting the records anticipated that the list of "TALL PARTIES AND
CITIZENS IN INTEREST" regarding the project and case would be in the LUCC file so that such parties and
citizens who spoke at the hearing could be notified. The list of "CITIZENS IN INTEREST" was not properly
made available by LUCC staff.

The egregious nature of the situation is further compounded by the fact that the person requesting the records
specifically stated that, "I am willing to meet with appropriate City of Albuquerque legal representatives to
discuss this, and other related issues at hand, pertinent to this project and case.” There was no effort by such
officers of the court to properly discuss any concerns, or any issue.

Assignment and subrogation:
LUCC staff has apparently assigned themselves the responsibility of determining the appropriateness of the

LUCC Hearing. There is no evidence in the appropriate LUCC file that the issues raised regarding status have
been communicated to members of the Commission. While relevant communications have been added to the
file, there is no LUCC Rule that requires, or anticipates, that the file will be read prior to an actual LUCC
Hearing, and even then, the preponderance of the file suggests that the bulk of the file will never be properly
read. Hence, the necessity, and advisability, of a direct and timely email communication to ALL parties
involved.

Without such communication and careful consideration a proper, legal, and fair, LUCC Hearing is impossible.
Without in any way relinquishing any rights pursuant to any existing violation of THE INSPECTION OF

PUBLIC RECORDS ACT NMSA 1978, Chapter 14, Article 2 in this case and this matter, I herein make the
following additional request.

REQUEST TO INSPECT PUBLIC RECORDS

I would like to inspect the following public records as defined in § 14-2-6. E NMSA:

Reasonable particularity:

1. Alist, if any, containing the names, addresses, telephone numbers, and/or email addresses of the LUCC
Commission.

2. Any document, from any source held by the City of Albuquerque, that would contain any of the above
requested information. Only one documnent for any email, any telephone number, or any address, for any
specific Commission member is requested.

3. The purpose of this request is to obtain all relevant telephone numbers, addresses, and email addresses
for ALL members of the LUCC Commission.

4. The names and information contained on the 'sign in to speak' sheet that was made a part of the April 13,
2016, LUCC Hearing.

5. The names, email addresses, addresses, and telephone numbers for "ALL PARTIES" having standing in
the above stated LUCC project and case.

Due diligence:
If the public records are not within your immediate possession or responsibility, I request that pursuant to § 14~
2-8. E, that you practice due diligence as required by law.
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Timeliness:
The public records requested are necessary for purposes, among others, of civil rights pursuant to a public
meeting.

My name is Donald Clayton. My address is 1514 Silver Avenue SW, Albuquerque NM 87104. My telephone
number is 505 / 842-1499. My email address is cityofnikko@gmail.com

Respectfully submitted,
Donald Clayton



LANDMARK AND URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION

In the Matter of City of Albuquerque
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Project # 1010796
16-LUCC-50013

COMMENTS

Respectfully Submitted By:
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103 Dartmouth Drive SE A 9 5
Albuquerque, NM 87106

Date: May 2, 2016



L INTRODUCTION

I am writing to urge the Landmark and Urban Conservation Commission “LUCC”
or “the Commission”) to deny the City of Albuquerque’s request for Certificate of
Appropriateness with regard to the construction, alteration, and demolition it proposes in
the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone in connection
with its Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) project and to broaden its scope of inquiry of
the ART impact on the City’s historical resources.

On April 13, 2016 the Commission met to consider the City of Albuquerque
Transit Department’s request for approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness for
Roadwork in Public Right-of-way on Central Ave. between John and Locust Streets in
the Huning Highland-East Downtown Urban Conservation Overlay Zone. In response to
concerns raised by the public regarding whether the station at Walter and Central
respected the character and history of the area, whether the station provided appropriate
shelter from the elements, the need for additional parking, and the elimination of left
turns, the Commission decided to delay its decision on the City’s request.

IL  CURRENT APPLICATION BEFORE COMMISSION

First, I write to urge the Commission to deny the City’s application because of
how severely it will impair the integrity and aesthetics of the Huning Highland-EDO
neighborhood and the devastating impact it will have on the human environment in that
area including the impact on merchants along and adjacent to the ART route. These
impacts are described in detail in the attached declarations of (1) Professor Paul Lusk,
(2)Jean Bernstein, (3) Doug Peterson, and (4) Steve Paternoster. See attached.

. THE COMMISSION MUST EXPAND ITS SCOPE OF INQUIRY
TO MEET ITS LEGAL OBLIGATIONS

I am also writing to ask the Commission to expand its inquiry into the entire route
of the proposed ART project and to require the City to submit applications for certificates
of appropriateness for all of the historic overlay zones along the route rather than
considering only Huning Highland, EDO. I am making this request because the City’s
proposed ART route intrudes directly and indirectly also on the Fourth Ward Historic
Overlay Zone, the Old Town Historic Zone, and several landmarks including, but not
limited to, the Occidental Life Building, the Sunshine Building, the Lofts at Albuquerque
High, Kelly’s Restaurant, First Consignment, and Cold Stone Creamery, the El Vado,
Old Main Library, and Roosevelt Park.

As described by Parson Brinckerhoff, Inc., the contractor designated to inventory
historic resources by the City of Albuquerque, the proposed ART route is densely filled
with historic gems:

The investigations identified 138 historic buildings and four
historic districts. A cultural landscape was also considered.



While many of the identified buildings had been previously
documented, only a few have been submitted to HPD with
NRHP eligibility recommendations:

' 10 are currently listed on the NRHP;

' 5 have been previously recommended eligible for listing
on the NRHP;

O 4 have been previously recommended not eligible for
listing on the NRHP;

O 82 are recommended eligible to the NRHP as a result of
the current investigation;

[} 36 are recommended not eligible to the NRHP as a result
of the current investigation; and

O 1 building has an undetermined eligibility status as a
result of the current investigation

Cultural Resources Inventory, ART (Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. March 12 2015)

(bttp://abgbrt.blob.core. windows.net/resources/Central ART CR Report final 3-12-
15(public_access).pdf).

It is my understanding the Commission may be under the impression that its
jurisdiction is limited to scrutiny of impact on urban conversation overlay zones, but this
is not accurate. First, the intent in creating the Commission is to protect all of the City’s
historical and cultural assets:

The purpose of this article is to preserve, protect, enhance,
perpetuate, and promote the use of structures and areas of
historical, cultural, architectural, engineering, archeological,
or geographic significance located in the city; to strengthen
the city's economic base by stimulating the tourist industry;
to enhance the identity of the city by protecting the city's
heritage and prohibiting the unnecessary destruction or
defacement of its cultural assets; and to conserve existing
urban developments as viable economic and social entities.

LUCC Ord. s 14-12-3. Thus, the LUCC is charged with not only historic preservation as
an end in and of itself, but also to stimulate the City economically.

A Certificate of Appropriateness is required in any case where “any” structure
within a historic zone, an urban conservation overlay one, or a landmark site would be
altered. LUCC Ord. § 14-12-8. This provision states:

Within the boundaries of a historic zone, urban

conservation overlay zone, or landmark site, the exterior
appearance of amy structure shall not be altered, new

structures shall not be constructed, and existing structures
shall not be demolished until a Certificate of



Appropriateness has been duly approved. Within a historic
zone, urban conservation overlay zone, or landmark site
which has specific sign requirements, no sign may be
altered, constructed, or demolished until a Certificate of
Appropriateness has been duly approved. Interior features
which are listed as worthy of preservation in the landmark'’s
general preservation guidelines or specific development
guidelines shall not be altered or demolished until a
Certificate of Appropriateness has been approved.

Id. (Emphasis added). Thus, this Commission must require that the City submit an
application for every part of the proposed ART route that affects the exterior appearance
of any structure within a historic zone or an urban conversation overlay zone.

Moreover, given the Commission’s broad role in protecting and preserving the
historical resources of Albuquerque and strengthening its economic base, it should not
limit its impact analysis on the effect any one station will have on a particular structure,
but also the impact, more broadly, on the site or zone and its impact on the economy
along the route. In this regard, it is appropriate to consider the impact resulting from the
ART design in general, including the loss of left turns, the loss of on-street parking
spaces, and the loss of trees. In addition, it is also appropriate to consider the road
demolition, the removal of the medians, the addition of large diesel buses, and the other
disruptions that will be caused not just by the short-term construction of ART but, more
importantly, by the long-term operation of ART.

The ordinance makes it clear that the Commission should have this broader
consideration:

(B) Criteria for Issuance of Certificates. An Application for
a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be approved if it
complies with the following criteria:

(1) The change is consistent with the designation
ordinance and specific development guidelines for the
landmark or historic zone or urban conservation overlay
zone;

(2) The architectural character, historical value, or
archaeological value of the structure or site itself or of any

historic zone or urban conservation overlay zome in

which it is located will not be significantly impaired or
diminished.

LUCC Ord. § 14-12-8B (emphasis added).

Thus, the law plainly requires that LUCC consider not only the impact ART will
have on a small segment of the route resulting from, for example, a canopy for a station,
but more broadly what the impact will be on all of the historic zones and the landmarks



along the route. In considering this impact, the Commission must take into account the
long-term economic effects the operation of ART will have on Central Avenue/Historic
Route 66.

Our investigation has revealed that ART will significantly diminish business
activity along Central, and is likely to force shops and restaurants along the corridor to
close. There are two reasons for this. One is the significant reduction in access to these
businesses that will result from the elimination of left turns. The other is the significant
reduction in traffic along Central that will result from the vehicle congestion caused by
ART. This congestion will make it inconvenient to patronize these small businesses, and
eventually they won’t be patronized. People will choose to go elsewhere. In addition, by
reducing automobile traffic to one direction in either direction on Central, ART will force
traffic onto the side streets in the neighborhoods adjacent to Central, which will
negatively affect the quality of life in those neighborhoods.

The historic character of the old Route 66 has always been characterized by
commerce, entertainment, restaurants, arts and crafts, etc., and ART will undoubtedly
have an enormous impact on the ability of these small businesses to survive. It is a
struggle for many of these businesses to stay alive in Albuquerque’s current economy,
and ART will without doubt finish many of them off. If, as ART is now planned, Central
Avenue becomes no more than a transport corridor to move people slightly more rapidly
along Central’s length--at the expense of its current character--then Central Avenue’s
Historic Route 66 quality will be lost.

The Concemned Citizens to Make ART Smart believe this loss of Central
Avenue’s Historic Route 66 character would have the same devastating, long-term impact
on Albuquerque’s civic pride as did the loss of the Alvarado Hotel.

In the future, the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission and the public
can look back knowing it had the legal authority and responsibility to preserve the
historical resources and economic viability of Central Avenue but that it let Central
Avenue fade into a fond memory. Or it can muster the fortitude and will to carry out its
charge and protect and preserve the most historic and important avenue in Albuquerque.

For all of these reasons, I ask that the Commission: 1) deny the City’s current
application for a certificate of appropriateness because of the reasons set forth in
Attachment 1; and 2) require the City to submit a request for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for all historic zones and landmarks along the proposed ART route or in
the proximity of the proposed ART route.

Enclosure



DECLARATION OF PAUL LUSK
Education and Employment History

1. My name is Paul Lusk. I have expertise in Architecture, Urban Design, Urban
Planning, and Regional Planning, I received my Bachelor’s degree from San Francisco
State College in 1960 and a Master’s degree in Architecture and City Planning at the
University of Pennsylvania in 1965. From 1963-1964 I worked on a master plan for the
city of Boston. From 1965-68, 1 was the Chief Project Architect for the Charlestown
Urban Renewal Project of the Boston Redevelopment Authority. In 1968 the City of
Albuquerque hired me to develop a Comprehensive Plan for the City of Albuquerque and
Bernalillo County. 1 was Principal Planner for the City of Albugquerque and Bernalillo
County from 1968-1976 and continued to perform services for the City after 1976
through 1977. 1 was a lecturer in architecture, planning and design at the University of
New Mexico from 1970-75. From 1975 through 2002 I was an Associate Professor and
Professor of Architecture and Planning at the University of New Mexico. From 2002
through the present, I have been Professor Emeritus at the School of Architecture at the
University of New Mexico. I have attached my most recent CV as Exhibit 1.

2. During my career, I have participated in urban transit and major streetcar-based
urban development (in Philadelphia, “Market Street East”) and another project in Boston,
leading a team developing a proposal for high speed transit from Boston to Baltimore on
the occasion of the 1976 Bicentennial. These were both major projects.

3. While working as Principal Planner for the City of Albuquerque 1 was responsible
for the development of Albuquerque and Bernalillo County’s first Comprehensive Plan,
from inception in 1968 through its adoption in 1975.

Albuguerque Rapid Transit Project

4, 1 became interested in the ART project as a result of my work with Tony Anella
and others on a transit “loop” that would connect the Sunport, the National Hispanic
Cultural Center, the Indian Pueblo Cultural Center, the Albuquerque museums near Old
Town, the Bio Park and the Albuquerque Transit Center at First and Central. In the
course of assessing the potential for such a project, in September of 2015, we became
aware of the project and shortly thereafier accessed the plans for the project that the City
had made available on its website, describing a new transit system along Central Avenue,
called “ART” for “Albuquerque Rapid Transit.” I reviewed the drawings on the web site
and found many major drawing and factual errors.

5. As a consequence of my and others’ concerns about the impact of the design of
ART on Central Avenue area residents and businesses, Anella and I asked for a meeting
with City transit representatives,



6. At about this time, other people with businesses along Central leammed of ART,
became concerned, and joined us as a group of “Concerned Citizens.” Our group is now
known as “Concerned Citizens to Make Art Smart.”

7. On December 2, 2015, Anthony Anella, Julie Stephens, Steve Schroeder, David
Vogel, facilitator and I met with Bruce Rizzieri, director of the Transit Department and
Lawrence Kline, principal planner. At that meeting, I gave them detailed, hand-written
notes that I had made on the prints of the ART Project Plans that identified some of the
many errors I had noticed on the plans. These included misnamed streets; buses shown
as running in the wrong directions; sidewalk widths all “narrowed™ to 6 feet throughout,
even though the City’s “pitch” for the design was that sidewalks would be widened. Six
feet is extremely narrow for a sidewalk in a pedestrian area. We provided “section” and
plan drawings of a curb-access option as well as copies of two plans/maps showing a
proposed grid transit map for all of Albuquerque. One of our group pointed out that he
and many others were Central Avenue business or property owners and that none of them
had known about the ART Project until quite recently and had never been contacted or
consulted in any way. We provided a written “summary” paper of our meeting with the
Transit representatives including plan and section drawings illustrating examples. We
asked them for a written response to our input regarding alternatives to their design and
offered to provide input. The City's response was that the design was nearly complete
and would not be altered. We nevertheless asked them to respond to what we saw as
design problems and asked for the opportunity to contribute to making the project
successful. Over the course of the next nine weeks, I called repeatedly to ask if the City
was going to respond to any of the concerns we had raised and was told, “They’re
working on it.” I have attached as Exhibit 2 the summary of our concerns that we
provided to the City in December 2015.

8. The next thing 1 heard about the project was in late January 2016, when I heard on
the news that plans for the ART were available on the City’s web site.

9. On January 30, 2016, the group of us that had met with the City in December sent
an “open letter” to the mayor and city council detailing our concerns with the project. I
have attached a copy as Exhibit 3 to this Declaration.

10. Summary of my opinions regarding ART: As a result of studying the City’s
plan for ART in detail over the past months, I have become quite familiar with that Plan.
Through studying its design, plans and drawings, I now hold the following opinions
regarding its deleterious effects on Albuquerque’s Central Avenue and environs. The
following are the principal problems that will, in my opinion, not only have significant
deleterious impact on the community (both residential and business), but will also
continue to provoke intense legitimate opposition and controversy about the proposed
ART Plan:

a. The overarching concern I have with ART is that, from what I have learned

and can observe in its plans, it was initiated, developed and designed primarily
by transit and civil engineers who focused on optimizing the performance of
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the transit system without paying comparable attention to the broader issues of
sound urban design and the many other functions of an urban street.
Additionally, the opinions of the consultants retained by the City, including a
Washington-based transit advocacy group, caused the City to narrowly focus
on a BRT (bus rapid transit) design that is inappropriately all too narrowly
focused on the efficiency of bus or other transit movement, rather than on the
broader and even more important over-arching issues surrounding sound,
contemporary urban design both at the street level and the citywide level. As
a result, the design of the project fails to meaningfully address the impact of
such a project on strectscapes & walkability, businesses, shops & restaurants,
adjacent neighborhoods, heritage preservation, community aesthetics,
economic development and economic harm. There appears to have been little
or no attention paid to ART’s local and citywide impact. Unfortunately, in the
narrower, historic sections of Central Avenue, even the performance of the
transit in the ART design has been so severely compromised, with added
traffic signals and almost two miles of one lane/two-way and reversible lanes,
as to make the bus travel time, in my judgment, substantially slower than
“Rapid Ride” is now, or the ART would be in the configuration proposed to
the Albuquerque Transit Department leadership on 12/2/15 and again on
3/10/16 by the Concerned Citizens Group (CCG) which included, for
example, an electronic traffic-flow-controlled modification. As 1 indicated
earlier, however, the City’s representatives were not receptive to any
alternatives, informing us that the design was “set” and would not be changed.

. The primary purpose of a BRT in the western-most section of Central Avenue,
from Coors (later, from Unser) to Central in the area where it meets Rio
Grande/Lomas Boulevards, and in the eastern-most portion, from Louisiana
(later, from Tramway) to the San Pedro/San Mateo area should be to transport
passengers from and through each of these areas to destinations in the inner
areas of the City. In other words, very few people will use the ART to travel
from the West end of town to the East end or vice-versa. In my opinion, if
some stretches of the planned ART must be located in dedicated center lanes,
there are arcas in the easternmost and westernmost areas of the City that
would experience less harm from such a design, provided that additional
stations and traffic safety measures were included in those segments, The
effects of the ART design on the central stretch of Central Avenue (from the
San Pedro/San Mateo area to the East to the area of West Central near the
Lomas/Rio Grande intersections with Central) will, however, be extremely
deleterious to businesses and the residential areas that line that portion of the
Central corridor.

i. In contrast to the role of transit in the Easternmost and Westernmost
sections of Central, the primary role of transit in the historic, center
sections of Central Avenue, from near the intersection Rio
Grande/Lomas to San Mateo/San Pedro is to deliver people to the higher
pedestrian density destinations on that stretch. The “‘one-size-fits-all”



design of ART, as presently configured, is primarily to get the buses
themselves (rather than the passengers, whose destinations vary) from
one end of Central to the other in the shortest possible time.

ii. This lack of distinction between the 4-lane, eastern and western portions
of Central Ave. and the narrower, historic center of Albuquerque is
wrong because it ignores the different roles of transit in the different
segments of Central Avenue. The current ART design’s failure to have
curb-side bus stops in the central historic districts ignores those districts’
need for access to shops, businesses and restaurants and causes
additional problems that will contribute to the harm caused by the
current ART design to these districts that I will describe below,

c. The City has consistently touted the ART project as increasing pedestrian
amenities by the inclusion of wider sidewalks. However, Central Avenue
right of way is in many areas too narrow to accommodate both widened
sidewalks and ART"s two dedicated center lanes and, in some areas, with even
a single, two-way center bus lane, for east and west bound ART buses. Thus,
contrary to the City's promises, the ART design, if built, will make it
impossible to widen most of the sidewalks in key commercial and pedestrian
areas such as at the University, Nob Hill and elsewhere, As a result, there will
be very limited capacity of sidewalks for “urban place-making,” pedestrian
use and enjoyment, or space for local restaurants to have outdoor tables, In the
ART design for the Nob hill area, for example, there are more blocks with
sidewalks fronting Central that would not be widened than sidewalks that
would be widened, The result will be an intermittent sequence of two-block
areas with widened sidewalks separated by areas with the existing eight-foot
wide sidewalks and no space for trees, street furniture or other amenities. The
sequence appears to be the result of the expanded street area needed for the
dedicated bus lanes serving the ART stations and unrelated to the needs of
pedestrians, local shops and restaurants in the natrow sidewalk segments.

d. ART will reduce the available lanes of vehicular traffic, in some portions,
including Nob Hill and other areas, from two to one¢ and it will eliminate a
majority of the left turns along Central. As a consequence, it will significantly
disrupt existing traffic and travel patterns, will increase congestion along
Central Avenue and significantly reduce access to local shops, restaurants and
businesses.

e. Local bus traffic such as Route 66 (i.e., not ART) will continue along Central
under the City’s plan. In areas such as EDo, Nob Hill and 8" St. to Lomas,
the local buses will be confined to the single lane that must also accommodate
cars, trucks and the rest of the non-ART traffic in those locations. The City’s
drawings that have been made available thus far suggest that in many areas,
including Nob Hill and other commercial areas, local buses will block the
remaining, single lane when they stop to pick up and discharge passengers,

4



including unloading bicycles and taking the time to assist wheelchair patrons
on or off. This will mean that any time a bus is serving these areas, traffic
will be at a standstill for what is likely to be perceived by drivers as
unreasonably and infuriatingly lengthy periods of time. In addition, there is
the added, related (but perhaps more frequent) problem of people attempting
to parallel park in the remaining on-street spaces. On each occasion, all traffic
behind the parker will stop until the parking automobile is out of the way. In
either case, frustrated drivers are likely to swing out into the ““off limits” ART
lanes, at risk to themselves and others.

The disruption and congestion will force a substantial portion of the traffic off
Central into adjacent residential streets, increasing traffic volumes, noise and
exhaust levels, thereby compromising the residential character of the affected
neighborhoods.

. In addition to disrupting passenger vehicle traffic, ART’s design will
necessarily force many delivery trucks into residential areas in order to access
alleyways in their effort to serve businesses. This will result from the
elimination of left turns along Central Avenue, which will force delivery
vehicles to circle into residential neighborhoods. Silver, which is now
designated, as a “bicycle boulevard”, will become a “truck turning”
boulevard.

. ART will significantly reduce access to local shops, restaurants and
businesses, thereby hatmmg and interfering with commerce along Central
Avenue, partlcularly in shopping areas such as Nob Hill, EDo, and Central
Avenue between 8" Street and the intersection of Lomas and Central.

According to the January, 2016 ART Project Plan drawings, over 150 parking
places would be eliminated, despite the City’s claim that it will not decrease
parking places. This would significantly harm the affected shops, restaurants
and businesses along Central. We have repeatedly asked, most recently at the
March 31 meeting with the “ART Design Team,” for any revised ART
drawings that would substantiate the City’s claim regarding parking spaces.
The City’s representatives told us that they could not make the drawings
available to us because of “right of way” issues.

For the entire length of Central, the ART design will eliminate the mature
landscaping and street-defining space provided by trees and plantings on
medians, It will replace them with an intermittent pattern of smaller trees on
alternate sides along the narrow space left adjacent to existing sidewalks and
in tapering areas near the ART stations. There are only three two-block long
locations in the Nob Hill area, for example, where full fifteen-foot sidewalks
are provided under the ART plan, despite the City’s statements that one of its
benefits is to provide widened sidewalks in the Nob Hill area.



k. The ART Plan will create serious vehicle, pedestrian and other safety
problems as follows:

i

iii,

iv.

As ART is presently designed, it attempts to force pedestrians to cross
Central only at three or four block intervals and not in between. This
will undoubtedly increase the incidence of jaywalking by pedestrians
who do not want to walk two blocks out of their way to get to their
destinations, By eliminating the center median and introducing bus
traffic in its place, the ART design magnifies the danger to pedestrians
by eliminating places to pause and stand in the middle of Central,
waiting for traffic to pass. In an area like Nob Hill, pedestrians are
prone to walk from, say, a restaurant on one side to a shop on the other
side and jaywalking will undoubtedly continue, but with significantly
increased danger.

ART’s design intentionally encourages vehicles to make U-tumns at the
remaining, signalized intersections where left turns are permissible but
where traffic is already likely to be congested in the single vehicular
lane into which the U-turn supposedly is to be made. This is not only
dangerous but, coupled with the reduction in traffic lanes, will
undoubtedly contribute to more congestion, accidents and chaos.
Surprisingly, City representatives have stated that U-Turns are the City’s
solution to the reduction in access to businesses along Central that will
be the result of elimination of most left turns.

The ART design assumes that emergency vehicles will use the dedicated
bus lanes to travel to and from emergencies. It does not appear to
address, however, how an emergency vehicle is to get to the emergency
itself, from the center lanes, when the mixed-vehicle, remaining single
lanes are congested, as will frequently be the case, What will the fire
truck or ambulance do when it arrives outside the location of the fire or
medical emergency and is blocked by a solid line of traffic between it
and the fire or emergency? The situation will certainly be chaotic and
may require police presence to direct traffic, which is not always readily
available. It is unclear how the “off limits® ART bus lanes will fit into
the mix, but this is a serious, unaddressed safety and traffic problem.

The City’s plan of using painted yellow lines to keep the ART lanes “off
limits” to vehicles is not realistic. Many drivers will fail to see the line
or may even ignore the line, contributing to the chaos. In particular,
these “yellow line” barriers will create a serious safety issue involving
drivers who approach Central from a side street with the intent to turn
left. It is highly unlikely that they will see the yellow line on the far side
of the lane in front of them, especially at night, and will simply assume
that they are free to cross the center bus lanes to turn left onto Central.
This will cause accidents, injuries and further chaos. Furthermore, some
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drivers traveling along Central will either not know to refrain from
turning left across the painted yellow (onto intersecting streets or into
parking lots across Central) or will simply ignore them.

v. The ART design includes six midblock, stations that, like others, are
located in the middle of Central Avenue, One purpose for these stations
is to allow pedestrians to cross the street via these stations. However,
the design requires these pedestrians to cross half the street and then
walk the length of the station (60 feet) plus two ramps at the ends of the
elevated station platform in order to cross from one side of the street to
the other using two separated half-street crosswalks. This requires the
pedestrians to push two different “pedestrian crossing buttons” in order
to safely cross the street. Many pedestrians faced with such an elaborate
and lengthy street-crossing process will choose simply to cross the street
directly, thereby jaywalking and endangering themselves or drivers
trying to avoid them.

The ART design includes three stretches, totaling nearly two miles, that run
along Central where it is too narrow to accommodate two dedicated lanes.
Accordingly, the City’s solution is to include lengthy bi-directional, or one-
lane/two-way segments some of which are over 1800 feet in length that will
require one bus to wait for an oncoming bus to arrive at the waiting bus’s
location and pass it, thereby allowing the waiting bus to proceed. This will
cause the schedule to be intermittent in unpredictable ways and will interfere
with the phased traffic light system that is part of the ART plan.

The loss of medians and their associated soil and plantings will increase the
area of pavement and thus increase runoff to storm sewers that are already
from time to time overwhelmed by “monsoon” rains. A known and accepted
remedy for such a situation, applied in the case of ART would include storm-
flow reduction strategies such as: continuous inflow grates in the Edo ares;
runoff-infiltrating side inlets to the new tree line in the UNM area; and
infiltrating paving blocks in the parking and bus bay areas. These would
significantly reduce the runoff volumes thereby reducing the risk of the City’s
pumps in the Central/Railroad underpass of being overwhelmed in the event
of a significant storm. Unfortunately, the present ART design not only does
not appear to include such features, but likely could not include them because
of the limited space available, principally along the sides of the route.

The Project removes over 200 mature trees in the medians, some over 50
years old.

The Project inserts gaps, or maintains existing gaps, in bicycle paths, thereby
making them intermittent, which presents a safety hazard that should be
avoided if possible,



p. The modification submitted by the Concerned Citizens Group at the
December 2, 2015 meeting with Transit Officials, also referenced in our
“open letter to the mayor” et al. of January 30, 2016, and submitted again in
detailed comparative cross-sections at our March 10, 2016 meeting with
Transit Department representatives, addresses all of these issues, including
widening sidewalks continuously throughout the historic districts. Business
owners in specific locations can choose not to have trees block their street
signs or facades, but the physical space provided allows this or other options.
The Concerned Citizens’ Plan also does not remove existing parking spaces
and provides out-of-the-mixed-flow-lane bus bays to be in their existing
locations, unless modified for other reasons, for both the ART and local buses.
In the Nob Hill area, the CCG Plan provides a continuous emergency or
service vehicle space in the bike lane and rumble-strip area, including space
for vehicle breakdown or minor accidents. The CCG Plan also does not force
mixed vehicle traffic, including large delivery trucks, onto adjacent residential
areas. The alternate Plan proposed by the CCG for the narrower historic areas
also retain the existing mature trees in the Center medians and provide a safe
median space for vehicles turning left from side streets. The recommended
CCG Plan includes infiltrating paving-block areas and other “Complete
Streets” strategies to reduce storm-water runoff.

q. I believe that the sidewalk-access/bus bay arrangement, as put forward by the
CCG, for the historic areas of Central Ave., particularly with electronic bus
and all mixed-traffic flow management, would be comparable in speed if not
faster in total road time than the highly-compromised, nearly two miles of
“two-way center bus lanes” and ten additional traffic signals required in the
ART plan. The Concerned Citizens Group has repeatedly requested, most
recently in the March 10th and 31% meetings with City and Consultant
representatives, comparative total time-flow comparisons for the City’s
present Rapid-Ride buses, the proposed ART design, and the Citizens’
proposed modifications. At the CCG’s March 31* meeting with the City and
its consultants, the HDR consulting engineer representative on the said that
they did not have the necessary resources in their contract to do a comparison
data study of the CCG proposed modifications. However, with respect to
comparing existing and proposed ART total trip times, HDR must have given
specific information to the MR/COG (Middle Rio Grande Council of
Governments) which provided some comparative information for COG’s
publication: “White Paper: Regional Accessibility Benefits Associated With
Implementation of the Albuquerque Rapid Transit on Central Ave”, December
2015. On page 2 of that Report, there is a statement that assumes that ART
would be 15% faster than the current system. The City and its consultants did
not respond to our request for the data underlying this statement.

11. The problems 1 identify above are problems that I have had to glean from the
publicly available plans for ART, significant portions of which continue to be inaccurate
or incomplete or, as I have been told by City representatives, modified and unavailable.



Meetings with City representatives regarding ART have failed to provide answers to
many of our questions.

12. As identified in paragraph 4 above, in September or October of 2015, when I first
learned of the proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit (ART) Project, I was working in
coordination with Anthony Anella, David Riley and David Vogel to propose a small
tourist-bus route that would begin at the Albuquerque Sunport and loop to several historic
and cultural sites such as the National Hispanic Cultural Center, the Indian Pueblo
Cultural Center, inner downtown Albuquerque, the BioPark, museums and other
locations that would serve visitors to New Mexico and encourage them to enjoy these
sites rather than traveling directly to Santa Fe as so many tourists in New Mexico tend to
do.

13. In November 2015, when I began looking more carefully into ART, I was
surprised to learn about the scale and design components of the Project, as it was the type
of major project that would normally have been widely publicized but, to my knowledge,
had not been.

14. I studied the design drawings that were available on the City’s website to
acquaint myself with the proposed system, originally to see how it fit within the cultural
loop project we intended to promote.

15. The design, as available on the ABQ Ride website at the time, concerned me
greatly because I found numerous errors and amateur-type problems in the design. For
example, the design showed rapid transit buses each occupying two lanes on Copper and
Gold (i.e. bidirectional), whereas the intent was to allow for only single lanes in one
direction on each of these two streets.

16. More concerning to me was the design’s central and dominant focus on a
dedicated center lane transit system with little evident regard for the adjacent conditions
of the urban landscape. For example, the design reduced sidewalks to narrow, six-feet
widths. Moreover, the design revealed no depiction, even conceptually, of landscaping or
plantings with the exception of two single drawings that were entitled “landscape” but
contained no designation for where they would be located on the approximately nine-mile
route,

17. In the course of my studying the City’s designs for ART, I have identified
numerous additional issues and problems related to the design, its inaccuracies and
incompleteness, but I have addressed above the most important of the problems that I
identified.

18. On January 30, 2016, the group of us that had met with the City in December
2013, sent an “‘open letter” to the Mayor and City Council detailing our concerns with the
ART Project. I have attached a copy as Exhibit 3 to this Declaration.



19. Despite attending a series of meetings with City officials (beginning in
December, 2015) to address some of the problems that I have identified, not only did the
City fail to address them in any meaningful way, the City’s representatives explicitly told
our group that the design was “set” and no changes would be made. I attribute this to
what has appeared to be some of the City officials’ lack of knowledge and direct
understanding of the plans, in addition to the fact that they regarded the design process as
closed by the time we met with them in December 2015. Subsequently, in our March 29
meeting with City officials, including COO Riordan and representatives associated with
ART, the City’s representatives often were still unable to answer, in any meaningful way,
some of the most basic questions we asked about the design of ART, and frequently
referred our questions to representatives of consulting firms who attended the meeting.
The answers given to us regarding more than one of our basic questions were that (I
paraphrase): 1) “We have studied this over a number of years;” 2) “We have held
multiple public review/presentations”; 3) “The Center lane concept can’t be changed.”
Such responses came from both City officials and their consultants, in each other’s
presence.

20. In my opinion, the ART Project, if built as presently proposed, will cause a
significant and permanent harm and change in travel patterns that will include the
following elements: Forcing Central Avenue traffic into the residential neighborhoods
along the Central Avenue corridor; encouraging drivers to avoid Central Avenue,
including its businesses, by traveling on Coal/Lead or Lomas. It will have the two-fold
effect of reducing traffic along Central while, at the same time, in single, mixed-lane
sections, increasing congestion along Central. In addition, the ART Project will
significantly alter the physical characteristics of, and appearance of, Central Avenue
itself, through the loss of medians, the elimination of left turns, the fewer and sometimes
more difficult pedestrian crossings, the loss of mature trees, and the reduced but
congested traffic, etc, The effect on businesses and property owners of these changes in
traffic patterns, appearance, layout and walkability will be substantial and negative,
principally because of the reduction in traffic along Central and the reduction in access by
elimination of most left turns. In addition, the alteration in travel patterns will negatively
impact residential neighborhoods in the Central corridor because drivers on Central will
necessarily avoid congestion they encounter by turning into the residential neighborhoods
that are only a block or two off Central. It seems clear to me that planners with the City
either made the decision to sacrifice businesses along Central or simply did not consider
their well-being as a high priority, if at all, to say nothing about the impact of the Project
on residential areas. I am sufficiently familiar with our City to know that the Central
Avenue corridor is a significant location of important institutions as well as successful
areas of commerce that includes many shops, restaurants and other businesses that not
only thrive, but give our City and its “old historic Route 66 character and appeal to local
residents and visitors., The restaurants, shops and businesses that give substance and
charm to these historic areas of our city will undoubtedly suffer as a consequence of
ART.

21. This dire outcome for Albuquerque, Central Avenue businesses and Central Ave.
corridor homeowners can be averted. The Concerned Citizen Group’s recommended
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configurations are technically sound and, I believe, would be overwhelmingly supported,
especially in the narrow right-of-way, older sections of Central Avenue in the heart of
Albuquerque, and much of the fear and anger expressed by business owners and residents
in the recent public meetings would disappear.

22. It also is my opinion that an independent analysis of the total-trip time of ART,
as proposed, compared to the electronically traffic-flow-managed option would show the
CCQG design modifications to be comparable, if not faster, due to the elimination of the 10
additional traffic signals and the nearly two miles of one-dedicated ART bus lane design
of the present design of ART. It also would obtain the benefits of continuous sidewalk
widening, retention of the mature landscape, enhanced bikeway continuity, improved
left-turn vehicle and pedestrian safety, and other advantages listed earlier in this
statement.

23. It is unfortunate that the City made the decision to keep this Project substantially
under the radar as the plans for it were being completed. Accordingly, the views of the
Concerned Citizens, who formulated their views and plans only after learning of the ART
project and its details, were greeted with dismissiveness by City officials, whose
expressed views were that the design of ART was final and that significant changes could
not be made.

24. 1 give this statement under penalty of perjury.
TN
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School of Architecture and Planning
University of New Mexico
2414 Central Avenue SE
Albuguerque NM 87131
(505) 277-4518 (office)
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ACADEMIC EXPERIENCE

University of New Mexico, Associate Professor of Architecture and Planning, tenured 1992,
appointed Associate Professor of Architecture and Planning on tenure track, 1988-92, full time
under annual contract, 1975-88; adjunct, part time, 1970-75. Courses taught include: graduate
studios in architecture, urban design, ecological design, regional, urban and rural planning,
planning communication techniques, professional practice and interdisciplinary studio. Graduate
and undergraduate courses, studios and seminars taught include architecture, urban design, site
and environmental design, appropriate technology, solar and heliostat design, constructed
wetlands, building construction workshop, rural environmental planning, and foundations of
physical planning,

Invited Guest Juror, Harvard Graduate School of Design, 1988 and Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, Rhode Island School of Design, Boston Architectural Center, 1965-68.

PROFESSIO EXPE CE

Private Practice, 1968 to present, independent professional projects in site, subdivision, energy
and water conservation design, in village, Pueblo and neighborhood planning, and in solar design
and construction. Since 1992, my private practice has been focused on the research, design and
construction of an architectural experiment in sustainable design involving passive space heating,
and cooling, low-embodied-energy materials, and constructed wetlands water purification
systems applied to a single family house. This project, applied as a retrofit to my own home and
property, has been largely self-funded and built with paid student and volunteer help until 1998
when I received a Regent’s Lectureship Award to assist in completing and evaluating the
component systems,

The in-process report and summary of performances for this work are described in
Architectural Research: A House to Heal the Earth, in the American Solar Energy Society, 23"
National Passive Solar Conference, Proceedings, pp.11-16, Albuquerque New Mexico, June
1998, and at the ASES, Texas Renewable Energy Roundup, Fredericksburg Texas, September-
October 2000. Portions of the Fredericksburg presentation are available on the UNM, SAAP
website under Faculty, Paul Lusk, Ethical Architecture.




City of Albuguergue, 1969-77, Principal Planner, Albuquerque/ Bernalillo County Planning
Department. Supervision of Comprehensive Planning Division, later Systems Planning Division,
staff of four 1o six. Responsible for initiation and development of major projects including:
Albuguerque/Bernalilio County Comprehensive Plan, Policies Plan, Metropolitan Areas and
Urban Centers Plan, Plan for Major Open Space; North Albugquerque Acres Sub-areas Master
Plan; Guidelines for Public Systems; Ladera Golf Course and Flood Control Facilities; South
Mesa Land Use, Access and Utility Needs; Sandia Foothills Drainage and Development
Policies; Natural Resource Inventory for Middle Rio Grande Watershed; and METRONET
transportation and land use study leading to development of the Comprehensive Plan.

City of Boston, Boston Redevelopment Authority, 1965-68, Chief Project Architect,
Charlestown Urban Renewal Project, staff of two to four. Responsible for design review and
urban design for projects involving more than $80 million in public and private investment
including: design review for 260 units of moderate income housing on the Little Mystic Channel
(Jose Louis Sert, Architect) and coordination with staff design for public recreation and boat
launch facilities; site preparation and design review for scattered site and in-fill row housing
(Earl Flansburgh and others, architects); design review and coordination with rail, street and
highway design for 5000 student community college (Shepley, Bulfinch, Richardson & Abbott,
Architects); and design of Eleven Streets project, street neckdowns, pedestrian improvements,
street furniture design and procurement, coordination with private housing rehab and street
landscape design (Sasaki, Dawson, Demay, Landscape Architects.)

City of Philadelphia, 1963-65, City Planner II, Philadelphia City Planning Commission.
Member of planning staff for team projects including West Philadelphia District Plan,
Germantown Renewal Plan, Market Street East profect, design and construction of neighborhood
parks and tot lots in North Philadelphia,

City of Boston, Boston Redevelopment Authority, 1962-63, Planning Designer, staff member
of Urban Planning team under David Crane to develop and publish the Master Plan for the City

of Boston.
Leonard Pevar Construction Co., 1960, London Grove, Pennsylvania. Construction drawings,
expediting, site supervision.

Palmer Displays, Inc., Oakland, California, 1958-60. Design and assist in construction of trade
show exhibits, point of purchase displays.

Schoenfeld Marble Co., San Francisco, California, summers, 1957-58. Marble construction
drawings, site supervision.

United States Air Force, 1951-55. Russian linguist, translator, analyst, Berlin, Germany,
Ankara and Samsun, Turkey.



EDUCATION
Cosanti Foundation, Scottsdale, Arizona, special training in site construction, 1968.

University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, Master of Architecture (Architecture
and City Planning), 1965. Focus in social equity planning, building and uwrban design. Thesis in
high-density urban housing.

San Francisco State College, San Francisco, California, Bachelor of Arts, cum Laude (Fine Axrt,
Philosophy), 1960.

Art Center School, Los Angeles, California (Industrial Design), 1956-7

College of Marin, Kentfield, California, Associate of Arts, magna cum Laude (pre-
Architecture), 1956,

Syracuse University, Syracuse, New York, United States Air Force Institute of Technology,
Language School (Russian), 1952.

HONORS, RECOGNITION

Regents Lectureship Award, $8,700 grant by the UNM board of Regents to fund research and
testing of components and systerns appropriate to ecological architecture and planning, October
1998. -

Dean’s Award for Excellence in Teaching, nomination and selection by students in the
planning program, and stipend of $500, May 1998,

Reconocimiento por la dualidad urbana binacional de Puerto Palomas, Chihuahua-
Columbus, New Mexico, by Direccian General de Desarrollo Urbano y Ecologia, Gobierrno del
Estado Chibuahua, March 1998.

Faculty Acknowledgement Reception and illustrated presentation, for outstanding faculty in
the School of Architecture and Planning, held at Zimmerman Library, October 1997,

Award of Merit for Contributing to the Urban Quality of Albuquerque, Community Person
of the Year, by the Albuquerque Conservation Association, November 1996.

New Mexico magazine articles on Greenroom Project. Free-lance and contract writers reports
on research, work-in-progress in El Palacio, Summer 1994, Designer/Builder, April 1995 and Su
Casa, Winter 1995-96. Magazine articles, 1994-1995,

Bernalillo County Commission. Certificate of recognition for creative work in Environmental
Protection for the year of 1994, for prototype constructed wetlands and for service on technical
citizens committees researching and advocating wetland systems for private and public
applications, Bernalillo County Commission 1994,

3



University of Arizona, College of Architecture. Letter to George Anselevicius, Dean of the
School of Architecture & Planning, UNM, recognizing Paul Lusk's keynote presentation to the
Desert Living Symposium and contribution to the establishment of the Association for Desert
Design and Research. October, 1992,

The Albnquerque Tribune, Observations Page, Section One. Column by V.B. Price, "Two
Urban Projects have Ancient Context.” Commentary on products of UNM, Combined Graduate
Urban Design/Advanced Urban Planning Studio, Fall, 1991 - "Pueblo Center" and "Albuguerque
Crossroads Center” as practical and visionary plans, worthy of the attention of city and tribal
officials. December 20, 1991.

Charles A. Lindbergh Fund, Inc., Minneapolis, Minnesota, Certificate of Merit, for grant
application for Greenroom/Rockmarsh construction. One of four applicants, out of 217
applications, designated "full and deserving merit of the work proposed but...due to lack of funds
available...carries no monetary support.” Winter, 1991-92.

Graham Foundation, award and grant of $2090 for student field trip to Chaco Culture National
Historic Monument, and for preparation and exhibition of combined Graduate
Architecture/Planning studio work: Anasazi Pueblo Design: Application to Contemporary
Urban Development. Graham Foundation, Award Report and Guidelines, 1991-92.

The Albuquerque Journal, Trends Section, page 1, article by Steve Brewer, Welcome Wildlife!
Backyard Oases Offer Sanctuary in Urban World. Profile of Lusk residence as one of three
exemplary backyard wildlife refoges in Albuguerque area. Developed over twenty years, the
Lusk property serves as a resource for research in the application of principles of ecological

design, June 2, 1991,

Rubberoid Prize, American Institute of Architects Foundation full scholarship, University of
Pennsylvania, Graduate School of Fine Arts, 1961-65.

Undergraduate Honor Societies, College of Marin, San Francisco State College.
ED CH G UATE SCHOOL T

Regents Lectureship Award, Three year research grant of $2,900 per year to hire student research
assistants, and to buy out some courses to provide release tune, to complete construction and
testing of energy and water conservation and water purification systems in Greenroom addition to
single family house. Systems completed and tested include exterior and interior constructed
wetlands, passive down-draft cool-tower, earth-tube cooling, roof storm~water collection and
landscape irrigation system, passive direct gain and air heating and venting systems, low-
embodied energy interior plasters and double wall polycarbonate window glazing for lighting and

privacy.



Anasazi/Pueblo Design: Application to Comtemporary Urban Development, awarded $2090,
From Graham Foundation for Advanced Studies in the Fine Arts, Chicago, lilinois. For
research, report documentation, summary publications and exhibit drawings from special
Interdisciplinary Graduate Architecture and Urban Planning Studio, fall 1991. Completed
January, 1992.

Learning from Ancient and Contemporary Pueblos: Application to Modern Urban Design,
January 1992, Members of Urban Design/Planning studio invited by Center for Urban Well
Being, Carmel, Californis, to present 18 panel exhibit produced by the fall 1991 Studio, at the
International Making Cities Livable Conference, San Francisco, California, March 17-21, 1992.

Grants, New Mexico - Idea Book. Direct costs for travel and reproduction of report by Grants
Chamber of Commerce and Cibola County Manager. Paid directly to students. Spring 1983.

Interior Beam-Sun lighting and Exterior Passive Viewing System, designed and built by UNM
students in the School of Architecture and Planning. UNM Foundation $1355 grant for
construction materials, and matching grant of in-kind services by Physical Plant Department for
cutting through the structure of the building. Research, design and construction by five students
— two gradusates in Architecture, one in Planning, one in Mechanical Engineering, and one
undergraduate in Architecture — over three semesters, 1981-83.

Public meeting facilitation process, South Valley area: Summary report and recommended
actions. Matching grant to School of Architecture & Planning for contributed time of faculty,
students materials, in Rural Environmental Planning studio, $1800 to cover costs of mapping,
publication of "Workbook Toward a South Valley Area Plan." Fall, spring 1981-82.

Community Development Plan for the Village of Chama and Surrounding Area. Grant of
$22,500 from U.S.D.A. Farmers Home Administration to the Village of Chama for public
meeting process, survey and research by Rural Planning Studio and by student staff through
contract with DPAC for plan preparation, review and adoption. Spring, fall 1979-80.

Uptown Urban Center, a proposed Sector Development Plan for the City of Albuquerque. Grant
of $600 from Albuquerque Planning Department to support development plan for the
Interdisciplinary Graduate Design studio for public meeting facilitation, presentation materials,
summary report. Fall, spring 1977-78.

INVITED SYMPOSIA, LECTURES

American Solar Energy Society, Texas Solar Energy Association, Texas Renewable Energy
Roundup. Invited presenter of Ethical Architecture: Building Environmental Enhancement,
illustrated lecture and poster exhibit, Fredericksburg Texas, October 2000.

Open Space Advisory Board(s) City of Albuguergue and County of Bernalillo. Invited
presenter at first joint meeting of combined open space boards on Genesis of Major Open Space
Plan, Albuquerque/Bernalillo County Comprehensive Plan, at Roberson House, December 1999,



Cooper-Hewit National Design Museum, New York City. Invited panelist on inclusion of
Sustainable and Solar Design in Architectural Curricula Nationwide. Sponsored by Global

Possibilities and Cooper-Hewitt Design Museum, October 1998.

American Solar Energy Society, New Mexico Solar Energy Association, 23™ National
Passive Solar Conference. Invited presenter of Architectural Research: A House to Heal the

Earth, illustrated lecture. Albuquerque New Mexico, June 1998.

Zimmerman Library, University of New Mexico, Faculty Recognition Reception. Invited
presentation, Architectural Research: an in-process report, at reception honoring School of
Architecture and Planning faculty, October 1997,

Western Social Science Association, 39™ National Conference Presentation with two graduate
students of spring 1996 Urban Design Planning Studio project, Mesa Prieta: Community
Development Plan, Albuquerque New Mexico, October 1997,

American Society of Landscape Architects New Mexico Chapter, invited lecture, illustrated,
on Constructed wetlands- case example, performance to date, at Ramada Classic, June 1994

University of Arizona, College of Architecture, International Desert Living Symposium.
Presented keynote paper Anasazi/Pueblo Site Design: Applications to Contemporary Urban
Development. Participated in establishment of Association for Desert Design and Research with
representatives from Egypt, England, France, Holland, India, Iran, Israel, Japan, Mexico, Oman,
Saudi Arabia, and the U.S.A. Also invited to exhibit illustrative and construction drawings for
Greenroom/Rockmarsh: Water conservation and wastewater purification at the scale of a single
Jamily house in the T.M. Sundt gallery of the College of Architecture during and following the
symposium. July 1992

City of Albuquerque, Energy Conservation Forum, panel member on Land Use Planning:
Strategies to reduce per capita use of energy by 10% in five years, December 1991.

County of Bernalillo, Southwest Valley Management and Funding Options Evaluation,
University of New Mexico, School of Law, Institute for Public Law. Technical advisor to
Citizens Advisory Committee recommending management and funding strategies for water and
wastewater services for the South Valley. February 1990 - December 1991.

State of New Mexico, Energy, Minerals and Natural Resources Department, State Energy
Policy Project. Technical advisor on State Energy Policy Advisory Council, commercial
working group, January - September 1991.

Mesa Verde National Monument, Colorado. Mesa Verde Symposium on Anasazi
Architecture and American Design. Presented paper, Site Development Factors in Anasazi
Design: Current Applications to Urban Design, May, 1991. Paper selected to be chapter in

book, Anasazi Architecture and American Design, Morrow, Baker and Price, V. B., editors.

Published by UNM Press, spring 1997.



University of Florida, Department of Urban and Regional Planning. Rural Planning and
Development: Visions of the 21st Century conference in Orlando, Florida. Presented with José
Rivera, UNM Associate Professor in Public Administration, Economic and Cultural
Revitalization: Case Example from New Mexico with Applicability to other Settings, co-authored
with Professor Rivera and Maria Varela, Adjunct Professor of Community & Regional Planning,
UNM. Also presented Combining the Old and the New: A Case Example of Water and Energy
Conservation and Alternative Methods for Wastewater Treatment at the Scale of a Single Family

House. February 1991.

Ghost Ranch, Abigquin, New Mexico, Fourth Annual Peter van Dresser Workshop on Village
Development, Presented proposed design and construction drawings for solar aquaculture,
constructed wetland retrofit of single family house for water and energy conservation and
purification of water discharged to environment. September 1990.

Association of Collegiate Schools of Planning, 315t Annual Conference, Portland, Oregon.
Presented paper, co-authored with Min Kantrowitz, on Plarnning Communication Studio at the
University of New Mexico: Teaching Students to Become Effective Planners through
Communication. October 1989,

Harvard University, Graduate School of Design. Funded lecture, slide presentation on the
concept of ecological design and an overview of natural resource data and the history of planning
in the Middle Rio Grande basin. Critique of work in progress in Land Development Studio.
April 1988,

University of New Mexico, Scheol of Law, Summer course in Tribal Water Management,
sponsored by American Indian Lawyer Training Program, Oekland, California. Developed,
presented short course in Land Use Planning. August 1987.

State Bar of New Mexico, Continuing Lawyer Training, Land Use Il conference, Presented
workshop in Rural Environmental Planning. March 1987.

Ecologically Guided Growth: Peter van Dresser's Landscape for Humans, developed
workshop for Revisioning New Mexico based on Peter van Dresser's early writing in
Bioregionalism, November 1985.

University of New Mexico, Southwest Institute Summer Lecture Program Rio Arriba - Rio
Abajo. Developed and presented slide lecture on Environmental Design. Summer 1985,

American Solar Energy Society, National Passive Solar Conference, Santa Fe, New Mexico.
Beamed Sunlighting Workshop with Don Carson, TRAX Corporation, Albuquerque, and David
Ejadi, BRW, Minneapolis, Minnesota. Spring, 1983.

Solar Energy Research Institute (SERI), Golden, Colorado, funded prmentanon on
Ecological Building Design, Spring 1980.



PUBLICATIONS

JOURNALS

"Water and Energy Conservation, Wastewater Purification, Retrofit of a Residence” and
"Anasazi/Pueblo Site Design: Application to Contemporary Urban Development” abstracts
submitted to AIAJACSA Council on Architectural Research for publication in the Annual

Publication on Architectural Research, May 1991.

"Concept and Design, Addition to Lusk Home", MAASS magazine. Journal of the School of
Architecture & Planning, UNM, Spring 1991.

"Teaching Students to Become Effective Planners Through Communication: A Planning
Communications Studio". Co-anthored with Min Kantrowitz published in the Journal of

Planning Bducation and Research, Association of Collegiate Schools of Planning, Fall 1990.
CHAPTER

"Anasazi-Pueblo Site Design, Application to Contemporary Development.” Published in

Anasazj Architecture and American Design, edited by Baker Morrow, ASLA, and V.B. Price.

University of New Mexico Press, Spring 1997.

BOOKS

R i : ing jities, college text and handbook for
citxzens and ofﬁcxals in rural areas, Co-authored with J osé Rivera, Associate Professor of Public
Administration and Mar{a Varela, Adjunct Professor of Community and Regional Planning,
University of New Mexico, and Frederic O. Sargent, retired Chairman of the Department of
Resource Economics, University of Vermont. Published by Island Press, Washington D.C., and
Covelo, Califomia, November 1992,

P HED CONFERENCE PROCEEDING

"Architectural Research: A House to Heal the Earth.” Published in the Proceedings, 234
National Passive Solar Conference, American Solar Energy Society, Albuquerque, New Mexico,
June 1998.

"Anasazi/Pueblo Site Design: Application to Contemporary Urban Development" published in
the International Design for Desert Iiving symposium proceedings, University of Arizona, spring

1992.
"Site Development Factors in Anasazi Design: Current Applications to Urban Development"

published in the Mesa Verde Symposium on Anasazi Architecture and American Design

proceedings, spring 1992,



"Economic and Cultural Revitalization: Case Example from New Mexico with Applicability to
other Settings", co-authored with José Rivera and Maria Varela, and "Combining the Old and the
New: A Case Example of Water Conservation and Alternative Methods for Wastewater
Treatment at the Scale of a Single Family House”, sole author, published in the proceedings of
the Rural Planning and Development: Visions of the 21st Century conference sponsored by the
University of Florida, Department of Urban and Regional Planning, February 1991.

"Planning Communication Studio at the University of New Mexico: Teaching Students to
Become Effective Planners through Communication” co-authored with Min Kantrowitz.

Published in the proceedings of the Association of Collegiate Schools of Planning, 31st Annual

Conference. P on. October 1989,

"Rural Environmental Planning”, published in the Land Use Law IIl conference proceedings.
Sponsored by the State Bar of New Mexico, Continuing Lawyer Training Program, March 1987.

"Lens-Guide Viewing System: An Innovative Use of Daylighting at the University of New
Mexico, School of Architecture & Planning”, co-authored with John Taschek, graduate student
and Leslie Thomas, undergraduate student at the School of Architecture & Planning. Published

in the 8th National Passive Solar Conference proceedings of the American Solar Energy Society,

1983.
STUDIO REPORTS

A Marketing Guide for Agricultural Products, prepared for La Cienega and La Cieneguilla, New

Mexico. Regional Planning Studio, CRP 521, co-taught with William Fleming. Fall 2001,

. P . B Armiio Fe o 3 for Ammiio
remdents and busmesses, South Valley, New Mexxco Urban Planning/Urban Design Studio,
Crop 520, ARCH 503, Spring 2001.

SoLo: an Urban Oasis for the 21* Century; University/New Urban village South of Lomas from

University to I-25, Urban Design/Urban Planning Studio, Arch 503/CRP 520. Co-taught with
Chris Calott, Roger Schluntz, Spring 2000.

Abiquiu Vi using. Abiqui Mexico, and 7" Street Townhouses, Albuquerque.

Design I, Site Studio, Arch 301, fall 1999.

Alvarado Plazas: a new downtown community. Combined Urban Design/Urban Planning

Studio, Arch 408/CRP520, spring 1999.

Maintaini icultural Traditions in the Lower Rio Chama Valley: Options for La Gente, La
Tierra y Economia, Advanced Regional Planning Studio CRP 521, co-taught with David Henkel,
fall 1998.

Mesa del Sol/Pajarito Mesa, Urban/Indigenous Architecture Studio, Arch 503, co-taught with
Ted Jojola’s Urban /Indigenous Planning Studio, spring 1998.
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the Grid: Vision for a Sustainable Pajarito Mesa. Advanced Regional Planning Studio,
CRP 521, co-taught with Bill Fleming, fall 1997.

(Spring 1997 and fall 1996, on medical leave, no courses)

Mesa Prieta, Community Development Plan, Urban Planning and Ecological Architecture Studio
CRP 520/Arch 502, co-taught with Dorothy Dyer, spring 1996.

Seeking Sohitions for Wastewater T ent in Puerto Palomas. Chi Mexico, and
Columbus, New Mexico, USA. Advanced Regional Planning Studio, CRP 521, co-taught with
David Henke] and Pliny Fisk, fail 1995.

Monte Laxrgo: Ecological Architecture, Planning, Landscape Design. Urban Design/Urban

Planning Studio, Arch 502/CRP 520, co-taught with Dorthy Dyer, spring 1995.

Luna County Growth Management Ordinance, Advanced Regional Planning Studio, CRP 521,
co-taught with David Henkel, fall 1994,

. Advanced Regional

Planning Studio, CRP 521, co-taught with David Henkel, fall 1993,

Albuguerque Crossroads Center, Urban Housing. Graduate Urban Design/Urban Planning

Studio, Arch 502, CRP 520, spring 1993.

Reso ide for the Communities of Columbus, New Mexico and
Chihushua, Advanced Regional Planning Studio co-taught with David Henkel, fall 1992,

mm__gm and Q gggex_que Croggmg@ Cen;e; UNM Combined Graduate Urban Desxgn
Studio/Advanced Urban Planning Studio, fall 1991.

Corrales Village Center, Co d Hills Development Options, Pajarito Village Center,

UNM Graduate Urban Design Studio co-taught with Dorothy Dyer, spring 1990.

Rio Chama: Water and Land Use, series of individual project reports on natural and cultural
resources, history and equity in water use, access to geographic information systems, and options
for supplemental income for 16 acequia associations on the lower Rio Chama, Co-taught with
José Rivera, Director, Southwest Hispanic Research Institute, UNM. Advanced Rural/Regional

Planning Studio, spring 1990,
rban Village of ineztown / Rural Village of Mora, series of individual projects responding

to issues identified by representatives of Martineztown and Mora, Co-taught with Claudia Isaac
and Marfa Varela, Advanced Planning Studio, spring 1989.
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Town of Atrisco. Strategies for Empowerment, Advanced Urban Planning Studio, co-taught with
Claundia Isaac, spring 1988.

Las Plazas de Atrisco Master Plan. Urban Center Plan for southwest quadrant, Albuquergue,
UNM Advanced Planning Studio, co-taught with Bill Siembieda, Ric Richardson, spring 1987.

A Citizen's Guide for Sector Planning in the Southwest Area of Albuquerque, Advanced
Planning Studio, co-taught with Ric Richardson. Publication supported by Friends of

Architecture & Planning, UNM. May 1986.

V‘ﬂlggg of San Ysidro de los Delores, Sandoval County, New Mexico, 8 handbook of issues,

opiuions, choices for the future, UNM Rural Planning Studio with contributions from Ric
Richardson, June 1985.

Central Avenue - University Heights, Street Design, urban design, street layout, street furniture,

landscape, lighting for Central Avenue - U.S. 66 between University and Girard Boulevards,
Individual architectural projects for selected buildings including the UNM Campus, University
Heights fronting on Central, Fourth year Architectural Studio, spring 1985.

Inventory of physical, economic, neighborhood aspects of Central Avenue from Nine Mile Hill to
Girard Blvd. Input for Regional Urban Design Assistance Team (R/UDAT) of the American
Institute of Architects, Graduate Planning Studio, team taught with Min Kantrowitz, fall 1984,

Rio de Santa Fe, design of the Santa Fe River access, recreation and flood protection in Central
Santa Fe. UNM Urban Planning Studio, spring 1984.

Area Plan. Second semester product of a two semester

studxo funded by Bemalillo County Cosion. First semester involved public meeting
facilitation process, second semester research and report, UNM Rural Planning Studio fall, spring
1981/82.

_lgm&_mM, research of pnnclples, demgn of mm—traclqng hehostat, constructlon and
installation on roof of School of two-axis, day and season solar heliostat to light interior lobby
and a Lens-Guide Viewer to see outside from windowless studio in School of Architecture &
Planning. Design and construction in special seminars over three semesters by five students: two
graduates in Architecture, one in Planning one in Mechanical Engineering and one undergraduate
in Architecture. Construction materials funded by $1355 grant, UNM Foundation. 1981-83.

Energy Cons on, Interior Daylighting, S Construction Wor] sign and
Planning Assistance Center Building, UNM. Design in Appropriate Technology seminar,

construction by 22 students in the Architecture & Planning programs in a summer construction
workshop, co-taught with Steve Dent and Greg Baczek, construction supervisor. Design
included north wall insulation, daylighting roof monitors, east and west sun screens and a stained
glass entryway story-window for the Design and Planning Assistance Center, 120 Yale Blvd. SE.
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Improvements to the typical one-story leased commercial building were financed by a $150
increase in monthly rent, offset by a projected $150 a month decrease in utility bills paid by the
University. Energy savings were greater than projected. Summer 1981,

Community Development Plan for the Village of and Surrounding Area. Rural Planning
Studio spring 1980, supplemented with $22,500 grant for student-staffed project in the summer
of 1980 funded by Farmer's Home Administration to the Village of Chama for full public
meeting and plan development process. Completed October, 1980.

Taos, New Mexico. Design by students in team-design process in coordination with Edie
Cherry. Construction by 20 students in summer construction workshop co-taught with Enid
Howarth and with Ron Romero and Greg Baczek, construction supervisors. Enclosed and
insulated interior patio space, trombe wall, convective air heater, biological composting toilet,
low-flow fixtures, water meter visible in bathroom, graphic information plaques identifying and
explaining conservation features. Santo Domingo cabin, D.H, Lawrence Ranch, UNM retreat
facility north of Taos, New Mexico, summer 1979,

Uptown Urban Center. UNM Interdisciplinary Studio funded by a $600 grant from City of
Albuquerque for public meeting, survey and publication process, proposed sector development
plan, fall 1977. Detailed architectural, planning projects, spring 1978. Co-taught with Peter
Montague, Bob Cohlmeyer, fall-spring 1977-78.

- : A St P sal. UNM Interdisciplinary Studio co-taught with
Peter Montague Ric.hard Dorman. Research, perfarmance objectives, master plan in fall 1976,
projects in spring 1977.

0 (0) S, PUBLIC C TION,
Pilot Plant for Constructed Wetlands, invited consultant, for City of Albuquerque, Public Works

Department, 1994-95. Project constructed, $500,000 contract, in 1995

Peer review of The Citizens’ Guide to Planning, 3" Ed., planning text, by Hexbert Smith for the
Planners Press, American Planning Association, Washington, D.C. Fall 1993.

Appointed, spring 1993, by Mayor of Albuquerque, member of the Albuquerque/Bernalillo
County Wetlands Study Group, to evaluate constructed wetlands for water treatment for a range
of scales from satellite development to the entire city. Report completed December 1993,
presented to City Council and Board of County Commissioners in spring 1994.

Coung Cgmprehegme P]gg, Research, analys1s, draﬁmg of area plan for Cxty of Albuquerque
Adopted 1978.
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Ladera Roadway and Drainage Design Policies, research, concepts, illustratives, policies.
Adopted by City of Albuquerque, 1976.

Ladera Golf Course, conceptual design, illustrative drawings for golf course, adjacent
development, area-wide flood management. Adopted by City of Albuquerque, 1976.

Albuguergue/Bernalilio County Comprehensive Plan, initiation, supervision of draft of Policies
Plan, Metropolitan Areas and Urban Centers Plan, and Plan for Major Open Space, 1970 to
adoption by City and County in 1975.

Guidelines for Public Systems for a portion of the area west of the Rio Grande. Utility services
and development plan. Adopted by City and County in 1975.

Sandia Foothills Drainage and Development Plan. Analysis of storm volumes, drainage system

(incorporating storm runoff calculations by U.S. Army Corps of Engineers), generation of design
options and policies for drainage and development. Adopted by City of Albuquerque, 1973.

South Mesa (now Mesa del Sol), Land use, access and utility needs, development options for
State lands held in trust for the University of New Mexico, advisory, 1972.

Natural Resource Inventory, overlay mapping and evaluation of development potential within
Middle Rio Grande watershed from La Bajada to Socorro. Geographic information study,
analysis, leading to creation of Albuquerque/Bernalillo County Comprehensive Plan, 1970.

METRONET Plan, evaluation of Albuquerque's Land Use Plan (adopted 1965) and
Transportation Plan (adopted 1964). Recommendations for modification of both plans to be
compatible and allow consistent decisions by City and County advisory and elected boards.

Adopted 1969.
FESSIO DESI (wholly responsible, or principal designer)
Rose Residential Development, Taos, New Mexico, invited to prepare site design, development

master plan, ecological design guidelines for 60-acre residential development southeast of Taos,
December 1991.

High Desert Community, Albuguerque, New Mexico, invited to interview (short list of 5 from 34

respondents to request for qualifications) for design guidelines for a 970 acre residential
development, including 2200-2700 housing units, elementary school, neighborhood commercial,
recreation center, etc. Area managed by endowment trust for Albuquerque Academy, supervised
by Design Workshop, Aspen, Colorado.

Greenroom/Rockmarsh. Atrisco, New Mexico, energy and water conservative retrofit with

internal solar aquatics and external construction wetlands for personal residence. State EID
approval, County building permit September 1990. Under construction by author and sub-
contractors, 1991 to present.
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Barn Design, Farm Plan, Corrales, New Mexico, shelter, feed and hay storage barn, animal pens,

pasture and field crop design, irrigation plan for José Rivera, January 1987.

Eagle Ridge Development. Steamboat Springs, Colorado, Design Competition. National design

competition for winter/summer resort, condominium development in Steamboat Springs,
Colorado entered with Steve Dent and Richard Nordhaus. Responsible for overall site plan and
detailed design of northeast plaza housing and commercial area. Not selected, project not built,
Summer 1981.

La Luz del Sol, Albuguerque, New Mexico, site design, building massing, conceptual drainage

plan for 30 acre residential development for Ovenwest Corporation. Barker and Bol, Architects,
Jake Bordenave, Engineer, Albuquerque 1978-79.

Cochiti Lake, Cochiti Pueblo, New Mexico, master land plan for Takedown Area 5, 1200 acre
portion of Cochiti Lake development including estate lots, townhomes, apartments, site-delivered

housing, schools, commercial open space, archeological sites, boat launch facilities, infill and
perimeter development for Mclntire & Quiros Engineers, Monterey Park, California 1974,

Solar Retrofit, Home Energy Improvement. Atrisco, New Mexico, design and construction of

energy performance improvements, adobe veneer, super-insulation, roof monitors, active and
passive solar systems fitted to personal residence, owner-architect-builder 1971-82.

Solar Residence, El Rito, New Mexico, design and partial construction of passive solar heated,
wood-furnace supplemented personal residence. Third completely solar heated home designed

and built in New Mexico (after two built by Peter van Dresser in Santa Fe). Burned during
construction, 1968.

superv:sed and partlcxpated in staﬁ' desxgn for 24 units of public housmg, site development,
Charlestown Urban Renewal Areas, construction management by Boston Public Housing
Authority, 1965-68.

staff desngn of ba.llpa.rk, passwe and acnve mcreanon, harbor access, boat mmps in coordinatlon
with and responsibility for design review of 260 units of moderate income housing, Jose Luis
Sert, Architect, 1965-67.

Street Design, Eleven Streets Project, Charlestown, Boston, Massachusetts, design and

construction of street improvements for eleven street area of Charlestown including Bunker Hill
Monument.Street neckdown, landscaping, lighting. Sasaki, Dawson, Demay Landscape
Axrchitects, 1965-66.

Review n Redevelopment rity. Boston hy schematic design,
development guidelines and design and site coordination for various projects including:
Community College (Shepley, Bulfinch, Richardson and Abbott, Architects), arterial and
interstate-urban design projects, infill private housing, branch library, shopping center, tot lots,
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public open spaces. Design team participation in projects such as 1976 Waorld Exposition and
New Community, Copley Square design competition, Boston Regional Core Capital Web, and
T.U.B.E. (Trans-Urban Bicentennial Exposition), 1965-68, and Master Plan for the City of
Boston, 1962-63. ’

Working Drawings, Lenard Pevar Construction Co., London Grove, Pennsylvania, design

construction drawings, site supervision for general contractor, mostly veterans hospitals,
commercial buildings, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Jannary-September 1960.

Construction Takeoffs, Working Drawx_ngg , Schoenfeld Marble Co.. San Francisco. California,

detail drawings, specs, site supervision for marble construction contractor, summers 1957-58.
SERVICE (recent examples)

Service to the School of Architectnre & Planning
o Foundations in Physical Planning, CRP 533, ARCH 530 Initiated, developed
foundations course covering the range of physical planning practice, theory and
methods from geographic basis for regional plans to physical details of the built
environment. Allows graduate students in the three degree programs of our School to
work together in a setting reflecting a professional work environment. Taught as a
seminar 1999-2001. Adopted in 2002 as a foundations course. To be incorporated
into Community and Regional Planning program (CRP) core curriculum.
e Planning Accrediting Board (PAB) Accreditation Visit, studio, course, thesis exhibit
preparations, spring 2002
Aurchitecture By-laws Committee member 2000-2001
School of Architecture and Planning (SAAP) New Building Committee member, Sub-
committee on Sustainability, Urban Context, 2000-2001
Resource and Media Center Committee, member 1999-2000, chair 2001
Landscape Program, Director Search Committee, member 2000
Urban Design/Physical Planning, Faculty Search Committee, member 2000
National Architectural Accrediting Board (NAAB) Accreditation Visit, studio, course,
thesis exhibit preparations, spring 2000
SoLo studio, design charette, faculty team member, February 2000
Aurchitecture Program Director, faculty, advice/selection process,2000
SAAP, new building chbarette, faculty team member, January 1999
SAAP, new building program, faculty/student committee, spring 1999
Axchitecture program, Community/Practice curriculum stream, chair, spring 1999
Planning program, personnel committee, chair 1999
Association of collegiate Schools of Architecture (ACSA), code-talkers conference,
sustainability panel moderator, October 1997
e NAAB, PAB accreditation reviews, Architecture and Planning programs preparation of,
course and studio presentation materials, spring 1997
Auxchitecture program personal committee, chair, spring 1995
Planning program personnel committee, chair, fall 1995, member spring 1995
Architecture faculty search committee, 2™ year design, chair, fall 1995
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¢ Greenroom research project, international visitors from Czeck Republic, Mexico, UNM
classes, Albuquerque and Bernalillo Planning Commissions, spring, fall 1995
SAAP, graduate committee, member 1993-94
SAAP, library and slide committee, member 1992-94
Co-initiator of envirorimental design/research faculty committee, later became initiative
for the Arid Americas Research and Design Institute at the School of Architecture and
Planning, 1992-94
o  SAAP, graduate Committee, member, 1991-92,
Coordinated, re-drafted brochure for the CRP program, fall 1991.
Participated in core curriculum restructuring and contributed to preparation for
accreditation review in both the Architecture and Planning programs, spring 1991
Faculty search committee for Landscape/Urban Design position, member spring 1991.
Faculty search committee for Structures position, member spring 1990.
Affirmative Action Committee, member 1988-89.
Developed recruiting poster for CRP program, 1988-89.

ervice to the ersi
University Campus Planning Committee, chair 2001-02, member 1998-2000
Architect Selection Committee, Women’s and Children’s Health Pavilion, Health
Sciences Center, member, fall 2001
e Architect Competition, Selection committee, new School of Architecture and Planning,
member, spring through fall 2000
Architect selection committee, UNM School of Law, Bratton Hall addition, fall 1998
UNM Campus Planning Committee, member, fall 1994 to spring 1996
UNM Long Range Planning Committee member, 1991-93
Subcommittee of Long Range Planning Committee for Teaching Effectiveness, member
1991-92, Ad Hoc Committee to review the Department of Geography and Technology
Applications Center (TAC) UNM Ad-Hoc committee to review the Department of
Geography and Technology Applications Center, member 1991-92
e UNM Ad hoc committee to review Department of Geography and Technology
Applications Center, member 1991-92
e Water Resource Administration, planning committee for Master degree, alternate member
1988-89
o University Campus Planning Committee, 1986-87.

Service to the Profession or Community

o AJA, Albuguerque chapter, digital archive history of Albuquerque Planning/Urban
Design, 2000-2001
e AIA Ad hoc Urban Design commitiee, member 1999-2002
e Alliance for Green Development, participant 1999-2002
o City of Albuquerque, Shared Vision, Growth Management Strategy,
contributor to text, 2000-2001
South Valley Open Space, Citizens Committee, member 2000-2002
Isleta Boulevard, Citizens Advisory Committee, member 1998-2002
o Hubble House, historic presentation, advisor, contributor 1997-2001
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South West Area Plan, Technical Committee, member 1997-2001

Earth Building Foundation, board member 1996-2001

NM State Land Office, Mesa Del Sol, studio project and facilitation of ASES workshop,
spring, summer 1998

Rio Grande Community Development Corporation, South Valley Energy Initiative,

" techmical advisor, fall 1998

City of Albuquerque, Planning Dept, Visions of Albugquergue, video, technical advisor,
spring 1998

City of Albuquerque, Housing Development Division, Sustainable Housing, technical
advisor, spring 1998

City if Albuquerque, Transportation Evaluation Study (TES), member of technical team,
monitoring progress of contract consultant, 1994-96

1000 Friends of New Mexico, citizens advocacy for sustainable land use and
development, initiating member 1995-97 '

Atrisco/Bridge Blvd, Economic Development Plan, City of Albuguerque Metropoliten
Redevelopment Department, steering committee member 1995-96

Re-housing the West: Options for Changing Society, public conference, facilitator, UNM
School of Architecture and Planning, April 1995

Albuquerque/Bernalillo County Constructed Wetlands Study, member, appointed by
Mayor Louis Saavedra, City Council Enactment 150-1992, technical advisor, 1992-92

Reviewed, commented on Senior Thesis for Landscape Architecture, University of
California at Davis, Ellen Harris, "Native American Patterns in the Landscape: A
Language of Anasazi Patterns", summer 1991.

Reviewed, commented on Technical Paper for New Mexico Institute of Mining and
Technology at Socorro, W.K. Summers, "Septic Tank Systems in Bernalillo County,
New Mexico and Their Effect on Groundwater Quality”, Summer, fall 1991.

Technical advisor for preliminary design and feasibility study of "Constructed Wetland in
Don Felipe Oxbow," subsequently relocated to Los Padillas Elementary School for Rio
Grande Community Development Corporation and New Mexico Engineering Research
Institute, UNM. Spring 1991 to present.

Mayor's Transition Team - Planning and Development Process, member November
1989 - January 1990.

Southwest Valley Service Options Evaluation, Technical Committee, advisory to
consultant Brown and Caldwell, Dallas, 1989-90, and to the Citizens Action
Committee, Water Action Campaign, 1990-91.

Pgjarito Arroyo Corridor Plan, Citizens Advisory Group, City of Albuguerque, April
1988 - January 1990.
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Date
In Process
(2002)
(2002)

(2002)
(2002)

12/01
11/01
4/01
3/01
2/01
12/00

7/00
6/00

4/00
3/00
1/00
12/99
1199

11/99

10/99
7199
6/99
5/99

5/99
4/99

4/99

Thesis, Independent and Professional Projects

Architecture, Planning and Related Degree Programs

Degree
M. Arch
M. Arch

MCRP*
MCRP

M. Arch
MCRP*
MCRP*
MCRP*
MCRP*
MCRP

MLA#*
M. Arch*®

M. Arch®
MCRP
M. Arch
M Axch®*
MCRP*

MCRP

MCRP
M. Arch
MCRP
(Landscape)
M. Arch*

M. Arch*
M. Arch*

M. Arch

* Indicates Committee Chair
Graduate Title
Jim Cooke Great Rivers Initiative, Yunnan Province,
: People’s Republic of Ching
Jared Larson SoLo residential Development, Albuquerque
Douglas Shaw Sustainable Urban Development -
Enrico Gradi Southwest Area Plan, Reflections on Public

Marvin Martinez
Yasmeen Najmi
Ingrid Kelly
Sheheli Jahan
Janie O’Rourke
David Correia

Maura Lewiecki
Lawrence Ortiz

Stacey McGee
Matt Foster

Dale McCormick
Kent Beirely

Regina Chapman
Barbara Ford

Ken Romig
Kurt Hunt
Coreen O°Hera
Ana Prestes

John Kirkpatrick
Charles Luna

Daisuke Numata

Process.

Residential Conference Center, Taos, New
Mexico

The Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District,
A Plamning Framework for Bosque Restoration
The Silver Hills Streetscape Manifesto:

A Community Based Design Project

Smart Development Guidelines for the
Houston Metropolitan Area

Historic Pathways: Connecting People to
Places, Past and Present, in Los Alamos, NM
Comprehensive Planning in Small-town Iowa:
A Plan For Coggon

A Cabezon Point of View: Landscape Design
Multi-Use Development:

An Ecological Uptown

A Living Machine: Ecological Design in
Elgewood, NM

Pueblo Of Sendia, Youth Visioning Program
Greening of Brownfield in Missoula, Montana
Gavilanes Eco-Resort, Baja California, Mexico
A Proposed Master Plan for Art, Albuquerque
International Sunport

Saving Money, Boosting the Local Economy:
How Bernalillo County’s South Valley Can
Benefit From Energy Efficlency

Social Cohesion and the Landscape of Juan
Tabo Canyon, NM

High Density, Live-work Community, Central
Ave, Albuquerque, NM

Jurassic Park Recreation Area:

A Landscape Design Project

Rio Grande Ecological Museum,
Albuquerque, NM

Belen Reinvented, Urban Revitalization Design
Querencia: A Place of the Heart,
Albuquerque, NM

A New School of Architecture, UNM
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1/99
12/98

10/98
8/98

5/98
5/98

5/98
5/98
4/98

3/98

4/97
4/97

12/96
5/96

596

5/96

5/96

56

4/96

296
1195

8/95
5/95

11/94
11/94

794
5/94

M. Arch
M. Arch®*

MCRP*
M. Arch

M. Arch*
MCRP

MCRP*
MCRP
M. Arch.*

MCRP*

MCRP
M. Arch

MCRpP*
MCRP*

MCRP
MCRP
MCRP*
M. Arch*

M. Arch*

M. Arch
M. Arch*

M. Arch*
M. Arch
MCRP*

D
(Certificats)
M. Arch

M. Arch*

Christy Wareing
Scott Schreffler

Alexandra Ladd
Hannah Taylor

Tom Ashcroft
Josette Griffiths

Greg Smith
John Valdez
Alex Dzurec

Lisa Asche- DeBias

Moises Gonzales

Saengchanh Sibouth

David Lujan
Richard Mason

Angela Acosta
Michael Sapunor
John Liebendorfer
Dean Homleid

Andy Benson

Anou Mirkine
Yash Chaudhry

Shilpa Gore
Chris Harmon

Jim Barr
Christina Bruff

Tim Onderdonk

Ian Pinto

Harhave Foundation, Spiritual Retreat,

New Mexico

Villa Viento de Luz: A Suburban Village
Concept for the 21 Century

Growth Stories: La Voz del Pueblo

A Living Laboratory for the School of
Architecture & Planning, UNM

Design Technique for Difficult Sites

Making Sense of Place: Power Struggles to
Impose Meaning on the Southwest Mesa
Tierra Contenta Planned Residential community,
Lessons from the Past, Lessons for the Future
Feasibility Study for new Multi-Purpose Event
Center, Albuquerque, NM

Housing: A Sustainable Solution for the South
Valley, New Mexico

The Challenge of Wildlife Management in an
Agricultural Environment, Candelaria Farms,
New Mexico

Methods, Strategies and Implementation of
Agricultural Preservation in the South Valley
Buddhist Retreat and Sanctuary, Albuquerque,
New Mexico

La Merced del Pueblo Manzano

A Proposal for Utility- Supplied Renewables
Through Green Pricing

Planning in the South Valley: Previous Efforts,
Obstacles and Implementation Strategies
Ecological Bvaluations as a Land Use Planning
Tool: Case Study of an International
Rangeland Ecosystem.

Solar Crop Drying Facilities

The Crown of the Continent, Biosphere
Reserve Center, Glacier National park,
Montana

Albuquerque High School Reclamation and
Re-use

Santa Fe Healing and Information Center
School of Architecture and Planning,
University of New Mexico

Schulkill River Center, Philadelphisa,
Pennsylvania

The Albuquerque/Rio Grande: River Trail and
Promenads

Albuquergue Pilot Plant, Constructed Wetlands
Water Conservation within a Planning
Framework, A Regional Urban Comparison
Transportation Museum, Albuquerque Railroad
Yards

Louise Nevelson Art Museum, New York City
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4/94

3/94
1/94

11/93
11/93
11/93
11/93
7/93
6/93
5/93
4/93
11/92
5192
5/92
5/92
1291
11/91
1191
1191
791
491
12/90
6/90
5/0
4/90
1/90
11/88
5/88
4/88
12/87

12/87

MCRP
(Landscape)

MCRP*
M. Arch*
MCRP*
M. Arch
M. Arch
MCRP
MCRP*
M. Arch*®
MCRP, *
M. Arch
MCRp*
MCRP*
M. Arch*
M. Arch
M. Arch
M. Arch
M. Arch
MCRP
MCRpP*
MCRP*
M. Arch
M. Arch*
MCRP
MCRP*
MCRP
M. Arch
M. Arch
MCRP*
M. Arch
M. Arch

M. Arch*

Sue Lowell

Dale Osborne
Scott Wrassman

Luz Valdez-Norris
Chris Caponetto

Vivek Pradhu
Aleta Lawrence

Richard McPhereson

Tom Piekenbrock
James Knight

Jonathan Moore
Paul Robinson
Katherine O'Brian
Rupal Shah

Sanjay Engineer
Yinggsat Vicitpunt

In- Situ Reclamation Project, Albuguerque,
New Mexico

Columbug, Indiana, Planning Process

A Mag-Lev Train Station at the Albuquerque
International Airport

Village of Indian Nations, VIN, A Cultural
Development Project

Ocsanfront Development, Los Angeles,
California

Waterfront Development, Alexandria, Virginia
Community Plan, Lamy, New Mexico

State Fairgrounds Neighborhoods, Albuquerque,
NM

‘War Memorial, Presidio, San Francisco
Towards a 21* Century Factory Community:
United States and Mexico Transborder
Development

Design Development Guidelines, Morrison
Colorado

Planning for the Reclamation of Uranium
Waste Sites in Germany

Don Felipe Oxbow, Constructed Wetlands
Albuquerque High School, Urban Housing
Uptown Multi-use Center, Albugquerque, NM
The Railway Station Landmark Complex,
Albuquerque, NM

Leymoyne Blackshear A Prototype Airbase: Planning Principles for

Karie Smith
Mark David
Dennis Brookie
Debra Foster
Bryan Sanders
Bob Clarkson
Carol Schneider
Lynnwood Brown
Tom Powers
Peter Klauder
Michael Wicker
Michael Gallegos

Susan Bejnar

Lawrence Thal

the Future,

Housing Resource Guide for Mora County,
New Mexico

An Inter-Model Transfer Facility Evaluation,
Albuguerque, NM

“Where is the National Park?” Sign Plan for
The National Park Service

Celebrating The Rivers Edge: Access without
Impact

Desert Bloom: A Living Research Facility
Mora County Subdivision Regulations
Town of Bernalillo Comrmunity Center
Structured Networks: New Prospects for
Community and Regional Planning

Civic Arena State Fairgrounds

The Albuquerque Aquarium

Technical and Administrative Analysis of
‘Wastewater Alternatives, Southwest Valley
Optical Materials Center,

University of New Mexico

D. H. Lawrence Ranch, Lodge and
Development Plan, Taos, New Mexico
Housing in the Heartland: Parklands Village,
Sylvania, Ohio
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8/87

12/86

12/86

12/86

12/86
11/86

5/86

11/85

7/85
7/85

4/85

4/85
8/84
5/84

4/84

4/84
12/83

4/83
4/83
11/82

11/82

M., Arch Christopher Hare
MCRP Elisha Gana

MCRP* Jay Eberly

MCRP Jeffery Evans

M. Arch Ahmed Al Rowaished

M. Arch* James Williams

.MCRP Christine Small

MCRP* John Cabral

MCRP* Daniel Pava

MCRP* Jonathan Teague
M. Arch Steve Kahn

Los Amigos Community Care Center, Santa
Rosa New Mexico

Village Planning: a Critique and Strategy for
Equitable Development of Rural Gbako, Niger
State, Nigeria

Archeology in the Planning Process: The,
Albuquerque/Bernalillo Connty. Archeological
Resources Planning Advisory Committee
Evaluation of Open Space and Conservation.
Elements of the General Plan for El Dorado
County, California

School of Architecture and Planning, King
Faisal University, Damman, Saudi Arabia
Albuguerque West Mesa

Auto Restricted Zones: Four Examples for.
Successful Implementation

Organizing a Farmers Market in Albuquerque’s
South Valley

Clearing the Air abont Vehicle Emissions: A
New Mexico case study in Albuquerque/Bernalillo
County

The Federal Coal Management Program,
Focus on New Mexico

Shelter North America Cooperative Housing,
Las Cruces, New Mexico

MCRP* Judith Novotny-Suiter Site Improvements to Enhance the

MCRP* Michael Brands

MCRP* James Vernon Lewis

M. A. Rexford King
(Public Admin)
MCRP Randolf Reed

MCRpP* Ken Marron
MCRP Audon Trujillo

M. Arch Roy Hertwick
MCRP* John Taschek

M. Arch Frances Kilpartrick
M. Arch* Janet Lacey

Environmental and Engineering Performance
Of the Proposed Generating Station in the San
Juan Basin, New Mexico

Albuguerque’s North Valley River Crossings,
Recommended Actions,

Multi-Use Design for Portions of the San
Antonio and Tijeras Arroyos

The Development of Solar rights Palicy in
New Mexico.

Density, Infill and the Albuquerque/ Bernalillo
County Comprehensive Plan; 1970-1980 and
Beyond

A Guide to Development of Micro-
Hydropower

Group Credit; A Mechanism to Promote
Economic Development among New
Mexico’s Commmunity Acequia Associations
Design for Cibola County Courthouse
Complex, Grants, New Mexico

South Valley Economic Development,
Albuquerque, NM

Master Plan and Phased Building Design for a
Community Center, Tijeras, New Mexico

Site and Housing Recommendations for Acoma
Pueblo, New Mexico
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11/81 M. Arch Alberto Galvis Self-Help Building Guide for Bogota Columbia
7/81 M. Arch Barl Mark Escuela La Luz, School of the Future,
Albuguerque, New Mexico
10/80 M. Arch® Joseph Vaughn Jerusalem Community Design, Belen,
9/80 M. Arch Michael Ivancic Mechanical Engineering Building,
University of New Mexico
9/80 M. Arch Ciro Hernandez The Dar El-Islam Mosque, Abiquiu,
New Mexico
8/80 M. Arch Mark Feldman An Evalnation of Design Rules of Thumb for
Residential Passive Solar Heating Systems
4/80 M. Arch* Laura Cruickshank  Master Plan for Year Round Resort
Development, Balsam Mountain, New York
4/80 M. Arch Kevin Georges Sandia Resort Design, Albuquerque,
New Mexico
3/80 M. Arch Richard Hoffiman Housing for Low-Income Elderly, Barelas,
New Mexijco .
12/79 M. Arch Robi Friedman Solar Crop Drier: Design of Processing
Storage, and Sales Area
8/79 M. Arch Marwan Khoury A Planning Process for the Design of Urban
(Planning) Growth Management Systems
5719 M. Arch Dave Arnolth A Commercial/Residential Development with
Pedestrian Bridge to UNM Campus.
4/79 M. Arch Geoffery Bell Passive Solar Water Pump: Design and
Construction
3/79 M. Arch Thomas Parks Post Occupancy Evaluation: Married Student
Housing at the University of New Mexico
2/79 M. Arch* Louis Kolker Downtown Retail Revitalization; Central
(Planning) Avenue Design
12/78 M. Arch Rob Strell Housing for Low-Income Elderly in North
Barelas, Albuquerque, New Mexico
778 M.A. Rosemary Thompson A New Approach to Planning an Urban Park
(Public Admin.) System
5/78 M. Arch® Dorothy Elert-Dyer Comparative Design Concepts and Housing
Design in North Afbuquerque Acres
4778 M. Arch Eleanor Mitchell A Study of an Historic Trail through Tijeras
(Planning) Canyon
12177 M. Arch* Steven Koffman The Solar Energy Research Instituts,
Albuquerque, New Mexico
10/77 M. Arch Richard Johnson Chimborazo: A Study of High Altitude
Housing Design in the Bcuadorian Andes
at Socorro
5117 M. Arch Collena Draper- First Phase Development Proposal of Convict
Tucker Bay, Saint. Georges, Bermuda
5 M. Arch Daniel Mossien Shipyard Museum Master Plan, 1000 Islands,
Clayton, New York
12776 M. Arch Hinda Basen The Comprehensive Planning Process: Panacea
(Planning) or Paradigm for Albuquerque
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12/9/15

SUMMARY OF “CONCERNED CITIZENS GROUP” MEETING WITH

ALBUQUERQUE TRANSIT DEPARTMENT REPRESENTATIVES
Held on December 2, 2015, 4:00 PM

PRESENT: Transit Department; Bruce Rizzieri, Director & Lawrence Kline, Principie Planner, ABQ Ride
Concerned Citizens: Paul Lusk, Julie Stephens, Anthony Anella, Steve Schroeder, David Vogel
MAICR POINTS ADDRESSED IN THIS SUMMARY DOCUMENT
s The configuration and station location of the A.R.T., as shown on 12/2/15 ‘Project Plans’

» Appropriate emphasis on attractive and functional sidewalks as they enhance pedestrian
access to businesses and cultural facllities, as part of ‘Complete Streets’

* The ‘grid' bus network as it relates to inclusive service, and connection to the Central Ave
'spine’, particularly to major N/S arterials and other E/W connectors

» Ensure that ART, In its design & aperation, provides substantial incentives for citizens to get
out of their own vehicles and Integrate use of the Transit System into their daily lives — and to
implement the goals defined in the Mayor’'s “Route 66 Plan”

* To implement he ‘Cultural Centers ‘inner-loop’ and connection to other cultural centers

* The coordination of each of these components as integral and essentlal elements of the
Comprehensive Plan.

* A typical plan-drawing with sections, and a draft grid-transit map, to achieve each of these
objectives was submitted at the 12/2/15 mtg.
MEETING SUMMARY

A meeting was requested with the Director of the City of Albuquerque Transit Department by a group
of “Concerned Citizens” for the purpase of:

1) Recelving a briefing by the Transit Director regarding the current status and next
steps re the ART Project,

2) Providing constructive input and feedback regarding the planned ART Project and
offering related contemporary urban design recommendations, and




3) Inviting the Transit Department to engage In future constructive dialogue & input
with the Concerned Citizens Group which includes planning professionals with
national and international experlence, design experts with experience in urban
design throughout the U.S., and community & business advocates. (See Attached

Agenda)

The Concerned Citizens Group initiated the meeting by introducing Group members and stating their
intentions to be as constructive and helpful as possible. The Group had prepared extensive written
documentation that addressed not only the seemingly serious design flaws that currently appear on
the City’s ART website, but also offered some preliminary conceptual drawings & recommendations
that have the potential to make Albuquerque’s transit system a truly innovative, leading edge 21%
Century transit system that could put Albuquerque in a class with Curitiba and Bogota, thereby
building on the theme being pursued under the “Innovate ABQ” initiative.

Mr. Rizzleri gave the Group an update re the current ART status during which included the following
points:

1) The Project planning apparently is close to completion with City Departments completed
reviews and ‘Construction Plans’ in process, which means there might not be much
opportunity to make significant changes.

2) The contracts with a sequence of consulting firms calls for approximately $11 million to be

spent on the planning, design and related consulting services.

3) The ART Proposal is requesting $75 million and would be funded by a Department of
Transportation Program called “Small Starts”. This Program Is apparently funds exclusively
dedicated-lane, often median-oriented transit systems. Hence, in order to get this Federal
funding, Albuquerque has to “fit” its transit system design into these predetermined design
parameters,

4) The projected route includes Unser to Tramway
5) Outreach door to door was reported conducted (however Central business owners in the
meeting had not been not contacted).

One of the group’s members who has extensive experience as an urban planner in cities throughout
the US offered his deep & extensive review and critique of the ART Plan that Is on the City’s website.
Based on his and the Group’s analysis of the plans avallable (as of 12/5/15) to the public, it appears
that there are some potentially serious design flaws in the current ART Plan and design specs. A
written analysis of these apparent design flaws was given to the Transit Department representatives.

A summary of the recent meeting some of the Group’s members had with City Councilor Winter and
City COO Richard Riordan {See Attached) was also given to the Transit Department representatives
along with additional comments and concerns which included:

1) ART seems to run contrary to the goals of the “Innovate ABQ?” initiative,
2) ART does not connect many of Albuquerque’s major cultural & historical assets,
3) The true potential cost of ART does not appear to be well defined or understood, and



4) ART presents major “risks” to the City that include:

a} Pushing the aiready economically tenuous merchants in the Nob Hill

District ~ an historic & unique “jewel” of Albuquerque ~ and other Central
Avenue businesses “over the edge” and out of business.

b) Causing potentially serious deterioration in the neighborhoods along Silver,
Lead, Coal & Copper as a result of shifting traffic to those streets. This Is an
"unintended consequence” that has been experienced previously in some

Albuquerque neighborhoods as a result of intentional changes In traffic
Patterns.

The group also made the following observations & recommendations:

1) The Transit Department representatives are encouraged to speak with the Houston
Transit folks about how they are converting their system into a substantially more
functional grid-oriented system, a goal that should be included in the ART Plan. (See:
http://www.humantransit.org/2014/05/houston-a-transit-network-reimagined. html!

2) The Group gave the Transit Department representatives their written analysis of the
apparent design flaws with the current ART Plan, as well as a number of recommendations
for potentlally significantly upgrading the value ART could bring to the community.

3) The location of stations In the ART Plan does not seem to consider as important,
coardination with existing bus routes or potentially with other North/South arterials.
Some stations are mid-block, some nearly halfway between major N/S arterials,
which seems contrary to the objective of facilitating ease of passenger transfers.

This Is a critical consideration when attempting to maximize the transit system’s
attraction and usefulness,

4) Although the current ART design apparently addresses the more narrow criteria for a
BRT system running dedicated lanes via a median, ART seems to be belng developed
outside of current, commonly accepted urban planning principles and standards for
healthy street design such as those recommended by “COMPLETE STREETS”.

(See: http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/complete-streets)

5) ART seems to focus throughout the Plan on the space between the curbs as its primary
priority at the expense of sidewalks and other Important urban design components.
Most of the sidewalk dimenslons in the ART Plan are significantly less than those cailed for
in contemporary urban design guidelines, including those recommended in the “COMPLETE
STREETS” guidelines. In most of the cross-sections shown on the Project Plans, the sidewalk
dimensions are only 6 feet, and sometimes less, and in others there is no sidewalk
dimensioning whatsoever. This suggests that sidewalk design is an afterthought in the ART
Plan rather than a high prlority design criterion essential to creating a “Walkable City”. (See:



http://www.walkable.org & http://www.walklive.org}

The Plan needs to actively promote pedestrian traffic thereby enhancing a sense of
community and support of businesses in Albuquergue.

6) Many of the ABQ Ride routes use Central Avenue as part of their route. There seems
to be no provision in the ART Plan for curbside stops for these buses. Some, as shown in
the Project Plans (as of 12/2/15), would be located In a single travel-lane adjacent to a
6-foot sidewalk. Cars behind would be forced to wait for loading (or illegally go around?).

7) The Transit Department should consider including certain state-of-the-art transit system
concepts such as electric buses, (See article Re: Geneva, Switzerland’s transit system:
ttp://insideevs.com/12-ultra-fast-charging-electric-buses-geneva-2017/ )
Also, such a system, potentially, could be powered by dedicated PV arrays, as integral
components of the ART Plan. (For example, the Gallup City Council, on Dec. 7", this past
Monday, reviewed contract bids for construction of a 10MW PV Solar array, serving
municipal electric load needs. See: http://www.galluphm.gov/DocumentCenter/View/1023

8) ART appears to be being developed as a mini-system unto itself without the requisite
bigger picture “large system” urban planning concerns required for sound urban planning.
The Group spoke to the importance of any major system such as ART being designed
as an Integral part of the larger “system”. To proceed without this “large systems”
perspective as an integral component of the ART deslign is contrary to contemporary urban
“systems thinking” and planning. An example of such systems thinking Is evident in the

Some examples of “larger system” planning considerations as they pertain specifically
to transit Include:

- How will ART and its design & operation provide incentives for citizens to get out of
their own vehicles and integrate use of the Transit System into their daily lives?

- How does the ART Plan relate to the City/County Comprehensive Plan update
that is currently underway?

- How does ART relate to the Mayar's “Route 66 Plan”?

<https.//www.cabg,gov/mayor/priorities-initiatives/initiatives/abqg-the-plan/future-of-
route-66> and <http://routeb6central.com/index.htm!>

~ How does the ART Plan relate to the Middle Rio Grande Council of
Governments 2040 Long Range Metropolitan Transportation Plan?



- Are the County and other governments in accord with ART?

9) Concerns about costs, sources of funding and regional issues continue to be raised.
- What might our match of the funds to bulld ART otherwise pay for? {See input to
Transit Dept. 12/2/15 re alt. Central Ave Plan, sections, and Grid transit map.)

- Has there been an analysis of how this Project and its cost compares with other
transit projects’ construction and maintenance costs?

- What is the rationale for the Project? If the idea Is to reduce our regional carbon
footprint, does it? How does it compare to a more geographically distributed
system of feeder vans, etc?

10) The Group also presented the “5 Capitals” concept to the Transit Department
representatives as another important “frame” within which ART should be planned
and executed. (See Attached)

The Group concluded it's comments by noting that ART represents a remarkable opportunity for
Albuquerque to put itself “on the map”, along with other cities that are planning leading edge transit
systems as a means of fostering major economic development.

Albuquerque currently has an opportunity to design & create a truly innovative and exciting transit
system that could become a hallmark of Albuquerque by designing and building a truly beautiful, fun
and exciting to ride transit system-—-a transit system that would become a “go to experience” for
tourists and local citlzens allke.

Together with the packet of materials submitted to the Transit Department on November 4, 2015,
Including the Cultural Centers access loap and the Grid Network draft map, ART could be a “magnet”
that would Incentivize millennials and others to move to Albuquerque. In addition, it would be an
inter-connected, highly functional transit system that would facilitate everyone’s ability to see our City
and move easily from place to place,

NEXT STEPS: The Group reiterated its willingness to work with Transit Department representatives, as
well as the Transit Advisory Board, in an effort to Improve the ART design. The Group requested that
the Transit Department formally respond regarding the Groups recommendations, suggestions and
offer toa collaborate with their efforts.



MEETING OF “CONCERNED CITIZENS” WITH

ALBUQUERQUE TRANSIT DEPARTMENT REPRESENTATIVES
4:00 PM, December 2, 2015

4:00PM 1) Introductions and Outcomes Objectives for the Meeting

4:10PM 2) Briefing by Transit Dept. Representatives re the Current Status,
Timing and Next steps re the ART Project

4:20PM 3) Input from “Concerned Citizens” group re the current ART design:

a) The “Cultural Centers ‘inner-loop’,

b) The ‘grid’ bus network as it relates to inclusive service, and
connection to the Central Ave 'spine’,

c) The configuration and station location of the A.R.T. as
presently shown

d) The coordination of each of these components as integral
and essential elements of the Comprehensive Plan

4:50PM 4) Discussion

5:15PM 5) Next Steps

5:30PM 6) Adjourn



AN OPEN LETTER TO THE MAYOR OF ALBUQUERQUE, THE CITY COUNCIL
& THE CITIZENS OF ALBUQUERQUE

January 30, 2016
RE: Albuquerque Rapid Transit {ART)
Dear Friends,

We are a small group of volunteer “Concerned Citizens” that includes professional urban
designers, planners, small business owners and architects who support the idea of
improved Transit on Central Ave. However, we have come to believe that the Albuquerque
Rapid Transit (ART), as developed by the Albuquerque Transit Department and its
consultants, and subsequently submitted to the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) -
both as reviewed on 12/2/15 with the Transit Department, and in the revision publically
notified by KRQE on 1/22/16 --falls substantially short of achieving the stated goals and
intent stated in Federal Grant application.

Our concerns have been confirmed by the Albuquergue Transit Department’s own
contracted consultant’s analysis in March, 2015 which states:

“Overall, our analysis concludes that in the Build Condition (of A.R.T.), the operational
performance at several intersections would be deteriorated [compared with No Build]. Several
segments would have diminished operational performance, thereby increasing queuing and
congestion along the Central Avenue corridor. This can clearly be attributed to the reduction in
capacity of the general purpose lanes along the majority of the carridor.”
Albuquerque Rapid Transit VISSIM Analysis
Technical Supplementi#2; pg. 110
Prepared for: ABQRIDE
Prepared by: Parsons Brinckerhoff
March 02, 2015

Hence, some important basic questions must be asked regarding the overall feasibility of
ART and its potential impact on our community. For example, will ART really contribute to
the overall improvement in the quality of life in our community and if so how? What are the
potential costs vs the benefits of this ambitious undertaking? What are the prospects that
this Project might actually diminish Albuguerque’s prospects for moving toward greater
economic prosperity? , )

OUR FINDINGS

It is our view that, whether the grant application is approved or not by the FTA, the
configuration and components of ART are not sufficient, in both concept and in technical
support material, to meet the long-term interests of the adjacent properties, including
cultural centers, neighborhoods and businesses, as well as the best interests of the citizens
of Albuquerque. We believe that the January 22nd revisions still do not meet these
objectives, and should be modified in order to result in an arrangement that would:




1. Cost less,

2. Connect properly to the grid network of N/S artertals, following the example of
what Houston is currently doing?,

3. Avoid tearing up much of Central Ave. for indeterminate periods of time, and

4. Significantly contribute to the overall elevation of each of the basic “capitals” of
our community which include financial, environmental, cultural, infrastructural
and human,

A number of community leaders, elected officials and citizens voiced their support for this
Project early on based on the CONCEPT of a rapid bus transit system prior to release of
both the original ART Plan submitted to the FTA and the January 22, 2016 modifications. It
is vital that everyone who expresses their support or their opposition to ART, dosoon a
fully informed basis with objectively vetted analyses that represent the best interests of
Albuquerque citizens, neighborhoods and affected businesses.

A detailed review of the ART Project Plans by technically qualified members of our
Concerned Citizens group, as presented on the ABQRide website in early December, and
again as revised in January, 2016, has revealed that the proposed ART design:

@ Compromises many necessary functions of the Central Avenue Right of Way in
order to create and “fit in” the Dedicated Center Lane and Island Station concept.
Central Avenue simply is not wide enough to successfully accommodate the
dedicated center lane concept of ART, as initially designed, and as revised in
January, 2016,

Remedies many of the sidewalk width reductions of the initial ART Plan.
However, thel/22/16 revisions still fail to comply with the performance
criteria, as well as the provision for the multiple functions called for in the

“Complete Streets”criteria. ART therefore, would be illegal and unbuildable,
according to the “Complete Streets Ordinance” as adopted on 1/21/15 by the
Albuquerque City Council (Council Bill No. F/s 0-14-27),

@ Complicates pedestrian street crossings and bus transfers,

@ Increases congestion by inhibiting left-turns,

@ Reduces access to businesses along Central Avenue,

@ Increases side street(s) vehicle volume and congestion,

@ Appears to ignore the potential to realign the multiple, existing bus routes (many
of which also use Central Ave.) into a “grid network” that would greatly increase
connections, serve more people, and enhance ridership without increasing fleet
size, and

@ Overall, does not view the entire metro transit system comprehensively,

A more detailed "ANALYSIS OF A.R.T. PROJECT PLAN as REVISED 1/22/16" is attached.
2



RECOMMENDATIONS MADE TO THE ALBUQUERQUE TRANSIT DEPARTMENT

On December 2, 2015, our group met with, and submitted to the City of Albuguergue
Transit Department, detailed comments and recommendations regarding the ART

Project Plan drawings as posted on the ABQRide website. During that meeting the above
issues were discussed. In addition, detailed written materials and references were given to
the Transit Department Director and Staff to encourage and facilitate the capacity of the
ART Project to include:

s Connectivity to the Greater Albuquerque area through a {modified) grid network

o Reconfiguration of the elements of the Transit system to directly access an
expanded sidewalk area and adjacent properties, rather than the use of center,
dedicated lanes and island Transit stations

e Use of electric-powered busses ~ articulated units on Central Ave. and on future
E/W ‘spine’ arterials, and, sequentially, single-unit electric busses on the N/S
routes

It was also noted and discussed during the Dec. 20d meeting that continuous dedicated
median lanes called for in the ART Plan-would create dangerous and difficult pedestrian
street access and crossings. In addition, the limited number of cross-street intersections
would reduce the convenience of access to businesses, thereby encouraging motorists to
avoid the business districts along Central Ave.

At the conclusion of the December 2:4 meeting we respectfully asked the Transit
Department representatives to:

1. Review our analyses & recommendations re the existing ART Project Plans,

2. Consider the suggested alternative draft drawings, plans and sections we gave
them, and

3. Respond to our input at their earliest convenience,

We have followed up on our request several times but as of the date of this letter, we have
received no direct response. We learned of the recently posted revisions through a news-
item on KRQE on Friday, January 2214, The January revisions addressed many of the
technical errors of fact, as well as issues regarding sidewalk widths that our group pointed
out on December 224 But some of the most critical flaws to the Plan remain, as described in
this letter and the examples attached in the “Analysis of the ART Project Plan”.

ART would be a massive project that would cost tens of millions of Albuquerque taxpayer
dollars, substantially above and beyond the Federal grant funds provided. As presently
planned, including the January revisions, ART would also causes substantial disruption to
small, local businesses, many of whose survivability is already severely challenged as a
result of the extended recession.

THE NEED FOR GREATER TRANSPARENCY & COST/BENEFITS ANALYSES

We also are concerned about the apparent lack of transparency and publicly available Plans,
economic impacts and cost/benefits analyses that demonstrate the feasibility of this
Project. Where is the objective analysis that carefully examines the project’s potential



problems and issues? Do these analyses exist? If not, shouldn’t they be a prerequisite for
such an undertaking? As currently designed, the ART Project has the potential to spend
enormous amounts of money to do more harm than the good-proposed in the Project Plans.

Albuquerque has a once-in-a-generation opportunity to develop a potential major
community asset via a well-designed transit system. It could significantly contribute to
Albuquerque as a culturally vibrant, ecologically resilient, innovative and economically
vital community where our children and grandchildren will want to live, Ifitis truly
needed, it will indeed simultaneously elevate all of the 5 “capitals” that are essential for a
community to thrive, described earlier and presented at the December 224 Transit
Department meeting.

INNOVATION POTENTIAL

The City has already launched a potentially productive innovation and collaboration
between the University of New Mexico and the City via “Innovate ABQ". What if, in
collaboration with Innovate ABQ, the City chose to significantly innovate in the
design of its transit system? For example:

* Whatif Albuquerque developed a transit system that became a primary attraction
for citizens and tourists alike due to its innovation and attractiveness, in addition to
being highly functional, safe, economically feasible, and just plain fun to ride?

e Whatif Albuquerque developed a high-efficiency, photovoltaic-generated, electric-
powered Rapid Transit with articulated buses on Central Ave. that connect to a N/S
grid network of single-unit electric busses?1

o Might a truly innovative approach to our transit system along these lines
significantly contribute to, and perhaps even become a trademark of Albuquerque
as an Innovative city?

» Could an exiting and interesting transit system such as this help overcome the
cultural reluctance of many Albuquerque citizens to ride the bus?

o How many millions of dollars could a truly creative inter-connected transit system,
as described above, save as a result of aveiding major utility relocations needed for
a dividing-median in the center of Central Avenue, as proposed to the FTA?

A primary feature of the innovative transit system described-above is that the buses run in
the outside lanes, adjacent to and serving an enhanced sidewalk, with bus bays and pay-to-
enter shelters, discharging directly onto the sidewalk, thereby INCREASING accessibility to
businesses, rather than busses travelling in dedicated center lanes with "island stations”,
often NOT connecting to the revised N/S arterial bus routes.

This approach would allow buses to move nearly as quickly as with the dedicated-lane
system with buses having electronic red-light control for pulling out from the bus bays, as
well as green-light control over approaching intersections.



One other factor is important to note, It is possible to design a high-efficiency Bus Rapid
Transit system in a “Great Street” such as Central Avenue without all the unintended
negative consequences of the proposed ART design. The technical support document
developed by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) and sponsored by the Office
of Infrastructure, Federal Highway Administration, as referenced in the "Complete Streets
Ordinance”, provides detailed guidelines and multiple examples of how this can be
accomplished.?

There are numerous variations on the above designs that could-also be considered. The
alternatives presented in this letter and references to successful examples in cities
throughout the world were all shared with Albuquerque Transit Department
representatives on December 2nd.

We believe it is timely for Albuquerque to think and act like the truly innovative city that it
could be. One of the most creative steps our City could take right now, and at far less cost
than the proposed; fixed-in-place, center-dedicated-lane ART design, would be to create a
highly innovative, inter-connected-network, electric-powered Rapid Transit bus system
that would be a cornerstone of Albuquerque’s identity, thereby helping to attract the kind
of innovative people our City needs in order to thrive in the 21t Century.

YOUR OPINION IS IMPORTANT
By means of this letter, we are asking you to consider the consequences of pursuing the
current ART design, and to compare it to the alternatives presented here. We ask that you
support the “Concerned Citizens” group’s requests that the Mayor and the City Council
collaborate to:
1. Address the concerns expressed in this letter,
2. Meaningfully engage the community about Albuquerque’s future transit system, &
3. Redesign ART to meet contemporary urban planning standards, including
Albugquerque’s “Complete Streets Ordinance”,

The Federal Transit Administration will announce its selected list of successful grant
applicants on February 9th. Whether Albuquerque is selected this year or not, we believe it
is important for you to voice your support of a more efficient and less costly 21t Century
Transit system by contacting the Mayor and the Albuquerque City Council as soon as
possible, prior to February 9th.

Thank you for your consideration of what we believe would be a major improvement to the
current proposed Albuquerque Rapid Transit Plan.

Sincerely,

Anthony Anella, Registered Architect & Central Ave. Commercial Property Owner
Jean Bernstein, CEO, Flying Star Cafes & Satellite Coffee

Paul Lusk, Emeritus Professor of Architecture and Planning

Steve Schroeder, Owner, Nob Hill Music; Founder, SAVERT66

Julie Stephens, Community Planning Consultant

David Vogel, Planning & Economic Development Consultant



REFERENCES:
1“Honston: Transit, Reimagined” ~ An example of a city developing its transit system
“grid”: <http://humantransit.org/2014/05/houston-a-transit-network-relmagined.html>

2“Complete Streets Ordinance”:
<htips://www.cebg.gov/council/projects/completed-projects/i2015/complete-streets>

3“12 Ulta-Fast Charging Electric Buses For Geneva in 2017”; In-place single-unit, long-
range-battery busses (perhaps most appropriate for nearly-level-elevation N/S routes) and
over-head, quick-charge, articulated busses (more suitable for the elevation-changing E/W
routes), presently operating in Europe, China and the USA.

< http://insideevs.co -uitra- a -@ uses-gene
2017 source=feedburner&utm med um=email& aign=Feed +InsideEvs+
8inside+EVs%29 >

“Meet the Electric Bus That Could Push Every Other Polluting Bus Off the Road”
<http: //www.fastcoexist.com/3051475 /meet-the-electric-bus-that-could-pushevery-other-polluting-bus-off-
the-road>

Additional References.

Developed by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), this provides detailed
guidelines and multiple examples Access to this source is in the URL below:

- e e m

The Gallup City Council, on Dec. 7th, reviewed contracts for a 10MW PV Solar array serving
mumcipal electric load needs.
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ATTACHMENT:
ANALYSIS OF A.R.T. PROJECT PLAN as REVISED 1/22/16
Prepared by: Paul Lusk-~ January 24, 2016



- ANALYSIS OF A.R.T. PROJECT PLAN as REVISED 1/22/16
Prepared by: Paul Lusk- January 24, 2016

inmtroduction

From our cursory review of the January 2016, revised ART Rapid Transit Project Plan drawings,
it appears that many of the drawing errors and errors of fact identified in our December 2nd,
2015 comments were addressed. However, other errors, both of concept and drawings, have
not. The following examples provide a sampling of issues and problems identified since

the posting of the ART revisions 22JAN2016.
Example 1

On the 210" st. — 1% st. (was previously page 3A), in the “Proposed ART Alignment and Cross
Sections” drawings that are super-imposed on the aerial-photo base (January, ‘16 revisions),
the area on the east side of the 1% St. intersection shows 4 vehicle lanes. There are 2
westbound vehicle lanes (one thru or right turn, and one left turn), and 1 two-way dedicated
Bus lane and 1 eastbound vehicle lane on the south side. The single, two-lane ART bus-lane
resuits from the merging of the 2 dedicated westbound ART bus lanes (one coming from under
and one heading down under) just west of the RR overpass. These two ART lanes merge into
one just west of the underpass. This merged, two-way bus lane, apparently, allows
sequential/two-way use of this single dedicated lane.

If there is an Art bus (westbound but waiting to turn right), though, in this two-way single lane,
it is not clear, how a 60’-long, articulated ART bus coming from the ART station on 1% St., (on
the south) and turning east on Central Ave can get into the two-way dedicated lane before
reaching the underpass — if there is a ART bus waiting at the 1% street signal light. Further, it is
not clear how west-bound ART busses, in this single dedicated lane, can turn right onto 1% St.
(then to Copper Ave.) across the two adjacent lanes with vehicles also waiting at the 1% St. light.
It may be that there Is a special multi-phase, right-turn light — one for the busses and one for
other vehicles wanting to turn right (or to turn left or continue west on Central). The resolution
of this physical arrangement, signal-sequencing issue, is not clear.

Similarly, on the 1® St, — Oak St, (was 3B) Alignment and Cross Sections drawing, on the east
side of the RR underpass, the 60° Right-of-Way (R.0.W.), from 1% St. thru the underpass,
transitions to an 80’ R.O.W. at the Broadway Blvd. intersection. The single eastbound vehicle
lane from just-past the RR underpass, transitions to one thru (or left-turn) lane, and one right-
turn lane adjacent to a “widened” (but un-dimensioned) sidewaltk. The two dedicated ART bus
lanes located in the center are, themselves, shown to cross, alternately, (thru the Intersection)
into one single, dedicated, two-way, ART bus lane on the east side of Broadway Blvd. This
R.O.W. also includes a single vehicle lane on the north side, heading west-bound, and thru the
underpass to 1% St.

The issues of merging distance, sequencing of left-turns for vehicles crossing adjacent dedicated
bus lanes (or vehicle lanes), and the timing of ART busses from the two-way ART lane on the
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east to the double-lanes an the west, present bath physical challenges and signal sequencing
issues that are not easily resolved nor evident from the information presented. This lack of
lane-continuity and the physical and signal sequencing issues aiso occur in a number of other
intersections in the {revised) Project Plans.

Because these issues (perhaps errors or, at least, lack of clarity) often accur at the edge of
drawing pages, they are often called “edge-of drawing = end of thinking” problems.
Unfortunately, when contract drawings are being made, or when contract bids are solicited,
they often can result in extended delays and escalating costs.

Section A, east of Broadway Blvd, also on the 1% St. — Oak St. drawing, is shown cutting thru the
400 & 401 Central Ave. buildings, just east of Arno St.  On the south side of the EDO buildings
and the Special Collections {old Main) Library, the parking space area as well as the existing
widened portion of the north-side sidewalk is eliminated. Parking is shown on the south side
only, adjacent to a “widened” (un-dimensioned) sidewalk. This widening, because it is an
asymmetrical section, would result in the removal of the existing trees in the median in front of
the Special Collections Library, to be replaced with an off-center, paved, “striped median”.
Further {and mysteriously), a 5°, one-way bike lane also appears in this section -- on the south
side only. This bike lane appears here, in Cross Section A and, again, two blocks east, in the
Cross Section for “Walter Station”, with “widened sidewalks” (dimensions not shown). Then
the bikeway disappears.

Example 2

On the Qak St.—-Buena Vista Dr. (was 4A) Alignment and Section aerlal photo/drawing, the
cross-section for Cedar Station shows mature trees in the ‘widened’ sidewalk area on the south,
and In what is called, inaccurately, the ‘existing’ sidewalk on the north. This drawing, though,
shows the elimination of the large Sycamores that are on the south side, with no evidence of
space avaijlable within the new 110-115’ R.0.W. for plantings.

Cross-Section B (between Sycamore and Maple streets) shows a 56.5’ cartway (the space
between the vertical curbs), with a single drive lane each way (east & west) and with one
parking-bay area, north side only. The two 12’ dedicated lanes for ‘high-speed’, 8'-wide ART
buses, divided by a 1’ vertical curb, would seem challenging at best or, perhaps, terrifying.

On the far right on this page, the University Blvd. intersection and the ART Station are shown in
plan, but no cross section is shown. The Issues identified in our Dec 2" comments, have not
been addressed. The substantial property-taking on the north side appears to accommodate,
apparently, three west-bound lanes (through, right and left turn lanes), two dedicated bus lanes,
the ART Station and, strangely, only one east-bound drive lane on the south. The substantial
property taking to the north would be from ‘Tight Grove’, the iconic conifer tree-stand planted
in1905 and named for the third UNM President, W.G. Tight. It also is on the Historic

Designation Registry. We do not believe that would be an easy or appropriate “taking”.



Example 3

On the Buena Vista-Bryn Mawr Dr. {was 4B} Alignment and Section page, the Corneli Station
cross-section shows a Right of Way of about 110°. The width is estimated because the sidewalk
on the south side is ‘widened’, but no dimensions are given. Also, because the parking spaces
on the south side would be eliminated, we expect that this would not be favored by adjacent
businesses.

The extra 10’ dimension on the north-side looks to be a property-taking from the landscaped
areas in front of the UNM Bookstore and the Architecture and Planning buildings. The cross-
section aiso names the (new) north-side sidewalk as ‘existing’, which is not accurate.

Example 4

On the Bryn Mawr Dr. — Adam St. {(was 4C) page, the cross-section (Section A) drawing shows
‘widened’ (but unspecified) sidewalks, parking on both sides, two one-way driving lanes (east &
west), two dedicated 13’ ART bus lanes (without a vertical-curb divider). The problem is that
this condition is not typical throughout. it appears to be applicable to the two-block area
between Wellesley and Amherst Streets. The blocks impacted by Bryn Mawr and Solano
Stations (the majority of the area), however, lose the parking spaces to the expanded space
used by the lanes dedicated to serving the ART Stations.

Furthermore, for the entire length from Girard Blvd. to Washington St. Station, the existing
mature trees in the median, apparently, are eliminated. There are small ‘landscape’ areas
depicted near the ART Stations, but the actual spaces resulting are much smaller.

Also, there is an issue regarding all of the single-drive-lanes, where they occur, such as in this
entire Nob Hill segment. ABQ Ride has a number of bus routes that use Central Avenue for at
least a portion of their route. When these buses stop to load passengers, and/or bicycles, all
vehicles waiting behind would have to wait for the bus to load, or illegally attempt to drive into
the dedicated lane and around the bus.

Example 5

On the Adam St,—Valencia St. (was 4D) and the Valencla—Louisiana Blvd. (was 5A) aerial photo

drawings, from San Mateo Blvd. continuing east, in the areas where the ART Stations are
located, parking spaces adjacent to the sidewalks are eliminated. Also, the 8’-landscape areas,
which are shown as narrow strips in the center of the median, would probably only support
forbes and low plants. Most mature trees, including existing ones, would not be viable and
would not be safe in such locations for speeding ART buses.

SUMMARY

In summary, the brief assessment above is but a short list of the many errors, both of concept
and of plan/section detalil, that are incomplete or unresolved, even in the January 22, 2016,
revision. Other issues not addressed here, such as the many long, single-lane, two-way
dedicated ART lanes (for example from Cornell to Girard Blvd., about 1700’) would present
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scheduling/communicating/waiting challenges. This only adds to the number and level of
complexities in this highly convoluted effort to shoehorn the concept of a center dedicated lane
system onta Central Avenue. At the least, in the most critical areas, Central Avenue is simply
not wide enough to accommaodate it, without substantial collateral damage to many other
functions of the Avenue. Although the modest sidewalk dimension requirements in
Albuguergue’s ‘Complete Streets’ Ordinance, may be addressed, other issues such as north-side
property-takings, elimination of a large percentage of existing mature trees in the medians, the
unbudgeted cost of underground utility replacement, and the lack of connectivity to either the
existing bus routes, or a transition to a grid bus network, would indicate that the ART Project-
design, even as revised on January 22, 2016, would be a very expensive and dysfunctional
imposition on Central Avenue businesses, residents and foreseeable civic budgets and,
potentially, result in a net reduction in area-wide bus ridership.

We believe that the alternative street designs and section-drawings provided to the Transit
Dept. on December 2™, and the detailed access information regarding Houston, Los Angeles
and other cities’ transition to grid-network bus systems, including the use of electric powered,
articulated and single-unit buses, would be far less costly, less socially disruptive, and a more
economically and ecologically sound basis on which to build Albuquerque’s 21 Century Transit

System.
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DECLARATION OF JEAN BERNSTEIN
. My name is Jean Bernstein, My business address is 2701 Broadway, NE, Suite A, 87107.

. With my husband, Mark Bernstein, we own the Flying Star Café located at 3416 Central,
SE, in Albuquerque’s Nob Hill area, Satellite Coffee located at 2300 Central, SE in
Albuquerque’s University area. These restaurants are parts of our local chain of 6 Flying
Stars and 6 Satellite Coffee shops, plus our food production company. All are in
Albuquerque,

- Our two Central Avenue locations will necessarily be impacted by the City’s ART
project.

. Although I do not oppose an improved or enhanced transit system on Central Avenue,
the ART project as designed will disrupt traffic, significantly alter established traffic
patterns, significantly interfere with access to businesses along Central, including ours,
and destroy the vintage charm of several of the last remaining segments of “Old Route
66,” including the Nob Hill area, the University area, “EDo” (East Downtown), and
downtown.

. In my opinion, the areas I identify above are of great value to Albuquerque because in
addition to their historic charm, they provide accessibly-priced real estate for local,
independent, small businesses, and are of great interest to tourists because of their
culturally diverse character and association with Albuquerque’s arts venues. In my
opinion, the qualities that make these areas so valuable to everyone in Albuquerque will
be significantly compromised and irreparably harmed if ART, as designed, is built.

. I'began hearing about the ART project sometime in the second half of 2014 because of
my involvement in the “Nob Hill Main Street,” the local chapter of a federal program
designed to enhance local business in areas of historic character. I heard that there was
some sort of plan to add transit that would alter the streetscape of Central in some
unspecified way. I was contacted sometime in late summer or early fall of 2014 by Dayna
Crawford, Albuqurque Transit’s Deputy Director. Her brother has worked for us for
many years, and it may be that she called me because she knew that and Flying Star was
an anchor business in Nob Hill, one of the oldest on the corridor and that I would be
friendly and open with her, This is my speculation. She seemed to be looking for my
support for ART, whatever it was. I agreed to meet with her at F lying Star. I called the
president of “Nob Hill Main Street”, Rob Munro (I was vice-president) and informed him
of the time and place of the meeting, and he came.



7. At the meeting, Crawford arrived with a representative of HDR, the Houston, Texas
transit designers who apparently designed ART and are primarily responsible for the
project. She had no plans to show us, but just showed us cross-sections of “sample”
areas. They told me that we could “take our pick” between a plan, on the one hand, that
would run ART down the middle of Central, thereby eliminating the medians and their
landscaping, but that would allow for widened sidewalks and enhanced landscaping on
the sidewaiks. On the other hand, we could “pick” a plan that kept the buses running
along the sides of Central and leave the medians, but without widened sidewalks. I
believe there was also discussion of leaving the buses along the edge, still widening the
sidewalks but therefore eliminating the medians.

8. At the meeting, I understood that Crawford was trying to “sell” the Center dedicated
lanes concept, although she told me that we had a “choice” of what we wanted. I now
know, because I’ve learned some of the history of the design and have recently heard the
HDR and Dekker-Perrisch-Sabatini engineers attempt to explain the project, that the City
and the engineers had already decided that ART would be on two dedicated center lanes
running down Central.

9. Munro and I asked Crawford questions about the project and learned that the plans were
not complete. I got the distinct impression that she and the HDR representative favored
the “two dedicated lanes in the middle of Central” concept. She suggested, without
saying directly, that if we “chose” the dedicated center lanes concept, we would get
widened sidewalks and landscaping. 1 told her that I didn’t like the design because I
could see that Central was going to be altered in a very unfavorable way. The lack of
medians and lack of landscaping in the drawings she showed me were a problem. Itold
her that I could not “choose” a design or favor one concept over another based on such
little information. I told her I did not feel good about this project. She was clearly
irritated with my reaction, having apparently expected that I would be enthusiastic about
the ART project and its design, whatever it turned out to be. It scared me because it
seemed to be an enormously disruptive and dangerous project being imposed on Central
without any thought for the long-term viability of the business areas and neighborhoods
along the ART’s path. We asked if we “chose” one design, how could we be assured that
it would end up that way. Her response was that she would “keep us in the loop”. 1told
her that I didn’t like the design because I could see that Central was going to be altered in
a very unfavorable way, Although she promised to “keep us in the loop”, neither she
nor anyone else from the City or otherwise associated with ART ever contacted me again.

10. I heard nothing further about the project until August 12, 2015 when someone in the Nob
Hill area told me that there was going to be a meeting at the Scalo Restaurant to discuss
the bus system. I attended, and the meeting was packed with 35-45 Nob Hill area



11.

business people and property owners. Representatives of the ART, Dayna Crawford and
another City person were there and were being besieged with questions when I arrived.
The atmosphere among the attendees was one of skepticism and extreme worry about the
implications of the project for our area. The attendees, including me, expressed that they
needed answers and had been starved for information about it. I recall that there were
particular concerns about the impact on parking, access to businesses, the disruption
caused by the construction and the like. There was enormous confusion about what the
configuration of the project would actually be, and what its impact on area businesses
would be, There was an enormous sense of urgency at the meeting and I and, I think,
everyone else, had the sense that we were getting a sales job rather than the information
we were asking for. I recall that Dayna Crawford told us that the city really needs this
project because of bus crowding. To say that the audience was skeptical about this is an
understatement. We have all watched the city busses passing by almost empty. Irecall
that she made what we all thought was a bizarre statement that the buses would be
bringing people from the Heights to Nob Hill and other locations such as the Bio Park by
getting them to park their cars on East Central and then board the bus to come here and to
downtown. I recall thinking that the City’s assessment of what comprises the customer
mix for Nob Hill merchants was phantasmagorical. It showed a complete lack of
research into, and understanding of, what our businesses were about and where our
business comes from. In my opinion, if the City had done any research into the various
business areas along Central, including ours, they would never have proposed ART
because they would have known the effect it would have on areas like Nob Hill, where
most of our customers come by car and need to be able to access the local businesses,
restaurants and shops, rather than being forced to pass them by or face what will
undoubtedly be clogged, single lanes of vehicular traffic that will often be at a complete
standstill. Our collective sense, as we discussed together, was that the City did not care
about our neighborhood, had done nothing to study or understand it, and intended to force
on us this massive change of the layout of Central, its traffic patterns and access to our
business with essentially no discussion with us whatsoever.

Ms. Crawford and her associate cannot have left that meeting without understanding that
we were all upset and almost entirely opposed to a project that would enormously change
our neighborhood and the traffic patterns and in our neighborhood and access to our
businesses. When I later learned that, one week later, the City informed the Federal
Transit Administration that the ART would not be a topic of substantial controversy, I
was shocked by the City’s mendacity.

12, About a month later, Gary Opedahl, the City’s Director of Economic Development,

called me and said that he wanted to see how I felt about the ART and was I as “excited
about it” as he was. I told him that I thought it would destroy Central Avenue and
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damage the older areas along Central. Then he started talking about how great he thought
ART would be and that this bus system would “bring ‘millennials’ into the City” and
transform the economy. 1 frankly could not fathom how he or the City could come to the
belief that an additional bus line would bring millennials into the City or transform its
economy. It was, to me, a completely outlandish and irrational statement. I reminded him
of our population decline and our inability to attract meaningful jobs, Most ‘millennials’
are leaving our state not because we don’t have express busses running the length of
Central but because there are better-jobs elsewhere that don’t exist here. After this
conversation, I wrote to the City and the FTA to express my opposition to ART, based on
my knowledge of the project. I told them that it was a misuse of federal money and was
completely unjustified. Additionally, when I was looking into the project, I noticed that
the City had removed FTA “contact information’ from its web site, which it had earlier
displayed.

Thereafter, in January, 2016, I joined “Concerned Citizens” (which is now “Concerned
Citizens to Make ART Smart) and spent time with Professor Paul Lusk and others. He
and others explained to me what the project would actually look like and the effects it
would have on traffic, congestion, business access, esthetics, etc. I have since read his
declaration that I understand will be submitted in this litigation. I agree with his analysis
largely because it reflects common sense, coupled with his years of expertise, which we
all value. We sent letters regarding the effects of ART to government officials and
business leaders explaining what ART would do to the Central corridor. We followed up
with meetings with various officials and others, finding that there was almost a complete
lack of information about and understanding of ART. For example, I met with the
Chairman of the Board of Albuquerque Economic Development, members of the
Congressional Delegation, board members of the Albuquerque Chamber of Commerce,
business people whose interests would be affected by ART, and others. I found in every
case that the people I was meeting with had no understanding of the project and were
unaware of its essential design features.

14, As the controversy about ART increased, our area City Counselor, Pat Davis, arranged

for a public meeting on February 3, 2016, next to the Hiland Theater to discuss ART. I
understand that people in the area were demanding so much information about the project
that Davis felt he should hold the meeting to answer questions. The meeting was packed
to overflowing. My understanding is that there were more than 200 people in the space
next to the Hiland. The meeting was highly contentious. In addition to Davis being
present, Dayna Crawford and others connected to ART (Bruce Rizzieri, director of city
transit, Michael Riordan, COO of the City, Joanie Griffin, a publicist on behalf of
Bradbury and Stamm) were there. No discussion was allowed. Only written questions
were submitted and Davis selected the few that were actually answered. The crowd was



quite frustrated at this approach. Again, it turned into only a sales job about the city’s
fantasy project, which created anger in the audience.

15. A few days later, I was on a radic show with Pat Davis and Dayna Crawford. On the
show, she said that ART would go forward as planned; that there was no ability to change
the design. Pat Davis supported her on that point. I knew (and still know) that to be
completely incorrect and “called her” on it.

16. At the same time that the radio show was scheduled, I knew that Prof. Lusk had been
repeatedly asking the City for the final plans for the ART project and could not get the
city to give them to him. We had confronted city representatives with his analysis of the
mistakes and problems associated with the earlier versions of the plan, and City
representatives had simply said that he was “wrong” but would not give him copies of the
current plan. In the lobby afier the radio program, I asked Crawford and Davis why the
City was refusing to cooperate with Prof. Lusk’s efforts to understand and assist in the
process. They would not answer my question. Crawford seemed quite angry, slapped
her thigh and said, “We’re done with this project! We have met our obligations and it is
going through without changes.” Davis concurred: “It’s a done deal.”

17. On March 17, 2016, Rob Strell, a local architect, David Vogel, Paul Lusk, Julie Stephens
and I met with Councilor Pat Davis, his assistant and a city planner to discuss ART and
show them Lusk’s detailed analysis and drawings, including glaring discrepancies
between what the City had promised about the design and what its reality was. Davis, his
assistant and the City’s planner expressed complete disinterest in focusing on what we
had to show them. At the conclusion of the meeting, Strell asked Davis what his vote
was going to be on the acceptance of funds for the ART. Davis responded angrily: “Nob
Hill is finished! It’s not worth trying to save! I'll vote to accept the funds.” This was in
stark contrast to the “sales pitches” I and others had received over the earlier meetings —
that the ART was going to enhance our neighborhoods, improve business, bring visitors,
beautify our sidewalks,etc., etc. Later, at a meeting with Mayor Barry, I asked what
provisions had been made to preserve and access the older, historic elements of Central
(such as Nob Hill and Edo) and he replied “We don’t have time to discuss that at this
meeting.” One of our lawyers, Yolanda Gallegos, asked him the question again and he
repeated that there was no time to discuss it.

18. On March 29, 2016, I and Yolanda Gallegos, David Vogel, Julie Stephens, Paul Lusk and
Rob Strell met with the COO Riordan, Rizieri the Transit Director, Dayna Crawford, Ed
Potoff, a transit consultant with the HDR, and Will Gleason of DPS, to continue
attempting to discuss the ART with the “technical people,” particularly including our
bewilderment about how the public statements regarding ART could be so different than



the plans, which we had recently obtained through sources outside the City (which was
still refraining from letting us see them). In that meeting, Dayna Crawford handed us her
notes regarding the supposed mistakes about ART that we had made on our website. We
found that we had made one minor “mistake” in our parking count, but it was the result of
the City having mistakenly reversed its map’s cross-section of one section of the route
between Presbyterian Hospital and the University. We again raised our concern that the
city had withheld its most recent plans from us, with no response. When we pressed
Crawford and others about design details, they were unable to answer our questions. The
constant refrain was that the City had paid “fifteen million dollars™ to consultants to
design the project and that, accordingly, they were not familiar with the details. The
representative from HDR explained that he was an executive and not a designer and only
the engineers could answer our questions, such as the critical question of how the City
could continue to tell the public that the design would add parking while the city’s own
plans appeared to show that 165-195 parking places would be eliminated. The City’s
only answer to the parking place inquiry was that Riordan, the City’s COO, had “walked”
the route and had concluded that it would add parking places.

19. Our contacts with all city officials has convinced us not so much that they are
dissembling, but that they have little understanding of the project they are promoting.
The “parking space” issue is one example, but there are other more glaring examples.
For example, at the March 29 meeting, when we challenged the need for confining the
ART with a “fixed guideway” of the two center lanes, all of the City’s representatives
clamored to tell us that a “fixed guideway” was required as a condition of federal
funding. Our attorney, Yolanda Gallegos, told them that she had examined FTA’s
regulations and had learned that there is no such requirement whatsoever and that it
would have no impact on the FTA’s approval. The HDR representative said he thought it
would affect the project’s “rating”, and Gallegos explained why this was not the case, He
had no response. Gallegos asked them if they had ever studied something other than a
“fixed guideway” down the middle of Central. The HDR representative admitted that
they had not, and the City’s representatives did not respond and apparently did not know.
We have learned, and that meeting confirmed, that when the City’s representatives were
having meetings to ostensibly educate stakeholders (like my first meeting with Crawford
in 2014) in which they were telling people that they should “choose” between two
dedicated center lanes or buses that would run along the side, there was in actuality no
such choice. As Riordan said at the meeting, “We’ve spent 15 million on consulting to
come up with this design and we’re not changing it.” We know from what the City’s
representatives said at the meeting that the design for the dual dedicated lanes was well
under way in 2013, at least a year before the City was telling the few stakeholder it spoke
to that the public had a “choice” between dedicated center lanes and a traditional
approach.



20. My views regarding the problems that ART will create for me, other businesses on
Central and the adjoining neighborhoods are the same as those described by Paul Lusk in
his declaration, which I have read.

21. 1 provide the foregoing statements under penalty of perjury.

7‘ 3'/3///('2,

(Print name below signature) Date




DECLARATION OF DOUGLAS H. PETERSON

. My name is Douglas H. Peterson. My business address is 2325 San Pedro, NE in
Albuquerque. Imake this declaration based on personal knowledge except where the
context indicates otherwise.

. Twas born and raised in Albuquerque. My father, James A. Peterson, began the family’s
Albuquerque real estate development business, Peterson Properties, in 1971. Over the
years, Peterson Properties or its affiliates has developed or acquired over 5,000,000
square feet of commercial real estate throughout New Mexico, Arizona, Nevada and
Texas.

. After graduating from Albuquerque Academy in 1994, I attended Babson College in

Wellesley, Massachusetts on a Presidential Scholarship and graduated in 1997 with a
Bachelor of Science degree in Business. I returned to Albuquerque, became a licensed
New Mezico real estate broker and worked for three years in the family business before
enrolling at Northwestern University School of Law in Chicago, Illinois. After
graduating from Northwestern University School of Law and being admitted to the
Ilinois Bar, I returned to Albuquerque and rejoined the family business.

. In 2008, 1 became a commissioner on the Albuquerque Environmental Planning
Commission, whereon 1 served for six years (including two years as Vice Chairperson
and over two years as Chairperson). Additionally, I served during 2010 and 2011 asa
commissioner on the New Mexico Transportation Commission. In 2012, I was also
admitted to the New Mexico Bar,

. 1 am now President of Peterson Properties, LLC, which continues to be family owned
(through subsidiaries) by my father, mother, brother, sister and me. Since retuming to the
Company in 2003, 1 have guided the Company and its affiliates through dozens of
completions of retail real estate developments. Simultaneously, 1 have expanded the
portfolio of properties owned by the Company’s affiliates. Accomplishing the foregoing
involved training and managing a growing office staff; interacting with and managing
vendors and service providers such as architects, contractors, lenders, appraisers,
engineers, consultants, utilities, attorneys, surveyors, and title companies; marketing to
and completing deals with tenants and buyers; purchasing and leasing from landowners;
and collaborating and compromising with stakeholders such as principals, neighbors,
government staffers, and planning officials.

. Over the years of my involvement with property development, I have had to learn, and
have familiarized myself with, the various factors that make commercial development

o



projects and commercial properties successful, including their relationship to
Albuguerque’s transportation grid, including its streets, sidewalks and buses.

7. Peterson Properties’ affiliates now collectively own, among other properties in the
Albuquerque area, the following properties on or near Central Avenue that will
necessarily be affected by the Albuguerque Rapid Transit (“ART™) project that the City is
proposing to build along most of Central Avenue from Unser to Tramway:

» Central Mercado at the southwest comer of Central Avenue and San Pedro Drive

e A freestanding Wendy’s restaurant with drive-thru window at 4900 Central SE

* A 17,000 square foot building occupied by the Antique Specialty Mall at 4516
Central SE

« Old Town Shopping Center, anchored by Walgreens, at the northwest corner of
Central Avenue and Rio Grande Boulevard

8. Fox Plaza, LLC, a New Mexico limited liability company, is the owner of Central
Mercado on San Pedro and Central. It has joined this litigation as a plaintiff because that
property is likely to be most acutely and negatively affected by the ART as it is now
designed and planned. This is because ART will eliminate the property’s two left in /
left out turns along Central Avenue and force a substantial increase in the amount of U-
turns which occur at the intersection of San Pedro Drive and Central Avenue due to
ART’s design that includes an ART station at that intersection. This will mean that many
people who might enter the parking lot from the Westbound lanes of Central will not be
able to without proceeding two blocks further West along Central and then making a U-
turn across the dedicated ART lanes, entering Eastbound traffic and retracing their steps
back to Central Mercado. There is no question that this will significantly reduce traffic to
the Central Mercado. Although there are other significant design problems with ART,
this is the design issne that most concerns me because of its undoubted negative impact
on Central Mercado.

9. Inmy experience, retail and restaurant properties like those listed above rely critically
upon vehicular access by customers. Reducing customers’ ingress or egress to a
property, including forcing customers into a circuitous or cumbersome route,
significantly reduces customer visits. Reduced customer visits lead to reduced tenant
revenue, which reduces the ability or desire for tenants to rent space or pay the rent
necessary to make a property profitable for its owner. The end result is reduced property
values and economic decline in the affected area.

10. In January or February of 2015, I first learned about the ART proposal from Laurie
Moye, a friend whom I met when we both served as commissioners on the Albuquerque
Environmental Planning Commission. Mzs. Moye told me that in her role as an
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employee of PNM, she had learned the City of Albuquerque was planning a bus rapid
transit system that may negatively affect my family’s property at the northwest corner of
Central Avenue and Rio Grande Boulevard. Because of the extent of my family’s
companies’ holdings on and near Central Avenue, I knew it was important for me to learn
about any changes to Central Avenue. Therefore, I left a message for City officials
requesting an opportunity to meet with them. The City of Albuquerque responded
through Deputy Transit Director Dayna Crawford and we met, along with Transit
Director Bruce Rizzieri in my Company’s office on February 26, 2015.

11. At the February 26, 2015 meeting, the City officials presented preliminary plans for bus
rapid transit along Central and I could see that the pian was to run a rapid transit line
down the middle of Central Avenue which, because it would creste a raised center
median, would interfere with turning traffic. I told them that I wanted to make sure that
“left in / left out™ vehicular access for our properties at the northwest corner of Central
Avenue and Rio Grande Boulevard and the southwest comer of Central Avenue and San
Pedro Drive would be preserved. The officials responded that they were confident the
left in / Jeft out access at each property would be preserved although they thought that the
eastern-most of the two left in / left out access points for the property at the southwest
corner of Central Avenue and San Pedro Drive might be eliminated. At the same meeting,
City Transit Director Bruce Rizzieri asked me directly if I would support Albuguerque
Rapid Transit. I stated that, as long as left in/left out access was preserved at my family’s
properties, | would not oppose it but that I did not feel as thongh Albuquerque Rapid
Transit, as 1 understood it, would have a beneficial impact upon our properties or the
City. Isaid this to them because [ felt, and still do feel, that for the segment of our
populace that does not already regularly ride the City of Albuquerque buses, several
better transportation alternatives exist (including owning and using a car, using Uber or
Lyft or using a bicycle) and that the design, operation and geographic scope of ART
would not be such as to increase bus ridership over its current levels. In short, ART was
attempting to meet a demand that, from my observations, does not seem to exist.
Although many current city busses are difficult to see into because of the “wrapped”
advertising on them, the ones whose windows are not obscured rarely carry more than a
very few riders. My concern is that the City of Albuquerque has seized on an opportunity
to obtain millions of dollars of federal funds in order to build a new and unnecessary bus
system that, because of its design, will seriously harm many of the businesses that are
located on Central Avenue.

12. For nearly three months after my early 2015 meeting with City officials, 1 heard nothing
further from the City’s transit officials and heard nothing more of Albuquerque Rapid
Transit. But, in May of 2015, Deputy Transit Director Dayna Crawford contacted me
and asked for a meeting, which took place at my Company’s office on May 13, 2015.
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The meeting was attended by Dayna Crawford, a City of Albuquerque engineer with the
first name of David, my father and me. At this meeting, the City officials revealed that
Albuguerque Rapid Transit would not only eliminate left in / left out vehicular access at
our properties at San Pedro Drive and Rio Grande Boulevard (contrary to the assurances
they gave me during the Febrnary 26, 2015 meeting) but that left in / left out access to the
public right of ways adjoining my family’s properties at 4900 Central SE and 4516
Central SE would also be eliminated. My father and I reacted with disappointment over
the reduced access for us and other property owners. We told the officials present that, in
light of the design that they presented, we would actively oppose Albuquerque Rapid
Transit and would take up efforts to make other similarly affected property owners aware
of the plans’ negative effects. We told them that we believed other property owners
would be upset and opposed to the design of Albuquerque Rapid Transit. They
responded by telling us that Gary Goodman and Paul Silverman were in favor of the
project. Those two developers, however, do not own property on Central and 1 am
unaware of the extent to which they are familiar with the ART’s design.

13. After the May 13 meeting, because of what 1 had learned, 1requested a meeting with
Mayor Berry, which was not granted. In late May, 2015, I sent a letter to other property
owners, making them aware of the reduction in vehicular access, including to many
businesses along Central Avenue. In the letter, I provided a template letter for property
owners to use to write the City of Albuquerque to object to the reduction in vehicular
access. Property owners, including the Valero Company and Christopher Chronis, along
with many others, told me that they had known nothing of the City’s plan for
Albuguerque Rapid Transit until receiving my letter of late May, 2015.

14. On June 24, 2015, I wrote Mayor Berry and copied all nine City of Albuquerque
Councilors with an enclosure of 21 letters of protest from Central Avenue property
owners. 1 followed up that letter with another one, dated July 6, 2015, to the Mayor,
copied to all City Councilors, with another six protest letters.

15. In addition to sending the protest letters, my family took out advertisements (each dated
June 12, 2015) in both the Albuquerque Journal and the Albuquerque Business First,
questioning the wisdom of the project.

16. Anthony Anella, whose family owns property at the southeast corner of Central Avenue
and Girard as well as on Central Avenue west of Girard, contacted me and told me that
my family’s advertisements were the first he had heard of the Albuquerque Rapid Transit
project.



17. In addition to the dozens of letters that I sent to property owners and the advertisements
in the newspapers, I submitted two “Op-Eds” on the subject. One appeared in the
Albuguerque Journal on June 25, 2015 and one appeared in the ATbuquerque Business
First on June 27, 2015. Several people, including Central Avenue merchant Emma Ross
and the owner of the Western View Diner on West Central Avenue contacted me to tell
me that they had known nothing of the planned Albuguerque Rapid Transit until secing
the published articles that I wrote.

18. I believe that City of Albuquerque officials may have intentionally misled me during my
February 26, 2015 meeting with them when they told me that left in / left out vehicular
access to my family’s properties would be preserved. I believe it likely that this was to
dissuade me from taking action to oppose ART or its design. 1had recently organized
west Central Avenue property owners into successfully opposing a diminutive rezoning
of much of their property, so the City of Albuquerque’s officials likely felt my opposition
could hinder their progress with ART.

19. I met with the City of Albuquerque’s Chief Operations Officer, Michael Riordan, on May
27", 2015. At that meeting, I expressed my family’s opposition to the design of ART and
he specifically asked me not to “do anything” until he got back to me, and assured me
that he would get back to me early the next week. 1 abided but did not hear from Riordan
the entire next week. Meanwhile, a story appeared in the Albuquerque Journal on
Saturday, June 6™ almost entirely in favor of ART followed by another piece by
Albuquergue Journal columnist Quigley entirely in favor of ART. 1 believe it likely that
City of Albuquerque Chief Operations Officer Riordan intentionally delayed me, by overt
request and by not “getting back” to me like he said he would, to give the City time to
gather media support of ART. It seemed quite clear to me that the City was doing what it
could in “handling” me and in generating favorable press to avoid or minimize the
controversy that was brewing about the design of ART and its impact along Central
Avenue and environs.

20. Because of my concerns about the project and because I had learned that business owners
along Central had no knowledge of the ART project or what it would be, I organized a
meeting of Central Avenue business people to take place at Scalo Restaurant on August
12, 2015. Although I bad not invited them, City officials Dayna Crawford and Michael
Riordan attended the meeting. I estimate that there were 25 or more people in
attendance. At that meeting, the City’s representative, Dayna Crawford, addressed the
mesting. I recall that she was confronted at the meeting by members of the business
community about the City’s failure to alert us to the nature of the project and its design.
Most of the people there, with the exception of Steve Schroeder and Emma Ross (who
had learned of the ART project from me) and me, had apparently had little idea that the



21.

project was proceeding or what its design would be. When someone asked why the City
had not just emailed us, Crawford gave an evasive and not credible response. I recall that
she also said that the City had to proceed with the project because the current buses were
at capacity. This was a statement that I found incredible and I believe the others present
did as well, since all of us are able to see the empty and near-empty buses going up and
down Central every day. Ialso recall that one woman asked the City representatives who
they expected would be riding the new buses along Central. Crawford’s response was
that the City expected that people from the Heights would drive their cars to someplace
they could park that was near one of the bus stops to the East of Nob Hill and would then
board the buses and come to Nob Hill to have a nice dinner at Scalo or one of the other
restaurants and would take the buses down to the BioPark. I believe we all considered
this to be extraordinarily unlikely.

My family and I do not oppose modernization of bus service along Central Avenue. We
oppose the reduction of vehicular access that the design would cause while we also feel
that (1) construction disruption to merchants on our properties and elsewhere would be
devastating, (2) placing station platforms in the middle of Central Avenue while
encouraging vehicular U-turns at stop lights will result in increased congestion, vehicular
accidents, including those involving pedestrians and (3) the City of Albuquerque’s
existing bus services are adequate and could be markedly improved with security
presence and, as needed, new buses. I am informed that the narrowness of Central
Avenue in many areas may result in local buses blocking automobile traffic on Central
Avenue and may cause congestion and pollution, and that many parking places will likely
be eliminated. If this is true, these factors will also disrupt and reduce access to
properties along Central Avenue, reduce the ability of the public to visit shops,
businesses and restaurants and harm property values.

22. I'have reviewed the attachment to the City’s August, 2015 Application to the Federal

Transit Administration for a Categorical Exclusion from the requirement of conducting
an environmental assessment or environmental impact statement for the redesign of
transit along the length of Central Avenue. In reviewing it, I have found the following
statements that in my opinion are obviously untrue or significantly misleading: First, in
its application, the City states that the ART will have no significant effect on the
environment. Specific significant impacts the project would have on the environment
include:

Eliminating many street parking places;

Eliminating 217 existing mature trees;

Adding 10 new traffic signals;

Eliminating 241 left in / left out vehicular tums;
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» Forcing an extraordinary increase in u-turn vehicular movements, creating safety
problems and traffic flow problems for automobile and local bus traffic;
Disrupting customer access to merchants and other business;

Diverting traffic onto smaller, arterial and neighborhood streets;

Disrupting and stalling traffic along Central Avenue;

Forcing the replacement of street lights;

Forcing the replacement and/or relocation of water and sewer lines,
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Second, in order to obtain an exclusion from the requirement to perform an
environmental assessment, the City informed the FTA that ART would not cause
controversy. This statement was clearly incorrect. The City knew that it would be
controversial from my communications and the communications from other Central
Avenue businesses and property owners that I delivered to the City (in addition to the
meetings, letters, advertisements and editorials). The fact that so many property owners
on Central Avenue, as late as the Spring of 2015, were completely oblivious to the nature
and even existence of the project is evidence that the City refrained from educating the
people who would be most affected by the project about the project. Given the profound
impact of the project on the businesses along Central, it is my opinion that this can only
have been because the City knew perfectly well that ART would be controversial and
wanted to avoid stirring up the controversy before it applied for an exemption from the
very process that would have, among other things, engaged property owners, businesses
and residents in the decision-making process and would have required the consideration
of alternative plans. The fact that ART, now that it is known, has become so
controversial, is proof that the City either knew or should have known that it would be
very controversial.

1 reiterate that I am not opposed to redesigning and improving bus service along Central
Avenue, and it may be that with changes to the current plan, the redesign can improve the
speed and quality of transportation along Central Avenue without significant harm to the
businesses, shops and restaurants along Central. What I find most unacceptable is that it
is obvious that the current design will profoundly scramble traffic patterns along Central
and the adjoining residential neighborhood and harm businesses, shops and restaurants in
some of the most vibrant neighborhoods in our City. In addition to this is the fact that the
City is able to impose this awful design on us all by having assured the FTA that it will
not cause any profound effects on the traffic, traffic patterns, levels of pollution,
businesses, pedestrians and city residents and visitors who use Central Avenue for
shopping, business, dining and recreation and by having assured the FTA that the project
would not be controversial. Not only did I inform the City before August, 2015 that the
project was already controversial among business owners along Central who knew about
it, but it was obvious from the design itself — whatever its merits — that it would be a
subject of enormous controversy.



24. 1 give this staterent under penalty of perjury.
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DECLARATION OF STEVE PATERNOSTER
My name is Steve Paternoster. My business address is 4209 San Mateo, NE, 87110.

. I own Scalo Northern Italian Grill and Elaine’s Restaurant, both located near Central
and Carlisle in the Nob Hill area.

. Ibecame aware of the ART project shortly before August 12, 2015 when a business
neighbor, Emma Del Frate, owner of the store, “Elsa Ross” (now closed), which was
right across the street from Scalo. She asked me if I would consider holding a
meeting at my restaurant to discuss Albuguerque Rapid Transit (ART). She
apparently did it at the behest of Doug Peterson. When she asked me to hold the
meeting, I agreed but before then had had no idea of what ART was.

. The meeting took place 10:30 on August 12, 2015. There were about 35 business and
property owners from along Central in attendance, and two people from the City,
including Dayna Crawford and one other.

. Doug Peterson led off the meeting and recited his concerns regarding ART’s
limitation on access by eliminating left turns, parking issues, traffic issues, the “single
lane” issue, etc. It became immediately apparent that most people in the room,
including me, were almost completely ignorant of what ART entailed,

. No one from the City had every contacted me about the project either in person, by
phone or in writing. It was very obvious to me that others in the room were in the
“same boat” in that regard. There were expressions of incredulity among the
attendees when they began to learn what ART entailed.

. During the meeting, Crawford told us some things that I remember, and I remember
the reaction of the attendees:

- Early in the meeting, as Crawford was starting to speak, someone at the meeting
asked why the City had not been in contact about ART with any of the business
people present. Crawford’s response was that it was because of a “broken link” in
the city’s system that had prevented them from sending out the “mass email” that
they had intended to. This statement was greeted with open, huge skepticism.

-She said that the buses were needed because the current buses were at capacity.
This caused many people in the crowd to express their disbelief, through both.
“eye-rolling,” and audible expressions of disbelief.



- Someone asked her who she thought would be riding these new buses and she
replied that it would be “people from the heights” who would park on East
Central somewhere near one of the new bus stops, ride the bus to Nob Hill fora
meal or shopping and continue on down to the Bio Park and then take the bus
back to their cars. She said it would be a very “family friendly” service. The
reaction to this far-fetched idea was similar to the reaction to her comments about
the service being needed because the buses were full. No one disguised their
reactions, which were obvious to everyone else including, without question, to
Crawford and her associate.

8. When we heard these and other statements from Crawford, they seemed quite canned
and not at all credible. It also seemed to us that ART had become a “done deal”
without any input from us. This was going to happen whether we liked it or not.

9. Although one person at the meeting, Rob Munro, expressed support for the project,
by the time the meeting was over it was clear to anyone there that the vast majority of
people at the meeting were angry and opposed.

10. At the end of the meeting, ] made a somewhat impassioned speech about how the
room was filled with people who had made investments in the neighborhood and had
sunk our hearts and souls into our businesses and then they drop this on us, without
talking to us, and it will kill our businesses.

11. In my 23 years at Scalo, I have not had a single customer indicate that he or she has
arrived by bus. People walk to Scalo, come in their cars, arrive by taxi or Uber, or
hotel conveyance.

12. I travel by bus perhaps a dozen times a year at different times of day, typically from
Carlisle and Central to downtown. 1 have never traveled on a bus that is full.
Typically there are from five to fifteen people on the “articulated” (double) buses on
which I travel. In other words, the buses are about % empty.

13. Two or three weeks after the August 12 meeting, 1 got a call from Mike Riordan, the
City’s Chief Operating Officer and he asked me to meet with him to discuss ART.
We met at Scalo, along with Nick Kapnison of Nob Hill Bar and Grill and formerly
of Yanni’s Restaurant, both on Central. Doug Peterson was also there but left early.
Riordan came with one other City representative. Riordan said he wanted us to know
why the City and the Mayor were proceeding with the ART project. He gave us sort
of a “soft sell.” Riordan told us that the mayor had been the best mayor for business,
and I told him that was absolutely incorrect. I then asked him why he “dropped this
on us,” meaning ART. Riordan made no attempt to answer us when we demanded to

2



14,

15.

16.

17.

know why this had been planned without consulting or even talking to us before the
decision had been made. Itold him at the end of the meeting that he was not going to
have to live with ART, we were and that it was a “friggin disaster.”

Not long after this meeting, perhaps in early October, I got a call from the Mayor,
who asked me to come and talk to him. Idid. I went to his office. The mayor
seemed to have taken it personally that a supporter of his, a contributor to his
campaign, a friend of his, a fellow “New Mexico Amigo” was not supporting ART.
He asked me to let him show what “we have in mind” and why we think it’s good.
He told me that they had modeled it after the example of Cleveland, Ohio. I said “let
me take a look at Cleveland. If] can’t get there, I’ll study it.” Ilearned that the
example of Cleveland bore no relationship to Albuquerque. Although the bus line
was the same length, it was a route from a very populated, poor section of town to the
medical center that served them. It was successful for that reason. There was nothing
about Cleveland’s plan that provided a rational comparison with ART. When I told
him that I had never seen anything about this until we had the meeting in Scalo with
Crawford, he said that he thought they had tried to get the word out as best they
could. That was not credible to me, since the City frequently contacts me about
issues that come up from time to time, and there had been no contact with me about
ART.

In my opinion, the ART project will cause enormous problems and quite possibly
cause me to close both restaurants. It will interfere with access to my restaurants, it
will cause enormous congestion along Central, to say nothing of forcing a significant
change in traffic patterns that will send vehicles into adjoining neighborhoods and
over to Coal/Lead. Ido not mean this to be an exhaustive list of problems created by
ART.

I have learned that the City assured the FTA that the ART would not be controversial
and would not have a significant environmental impact on the Central Avenue
corridor. I find these statements to be entirely without support in any evidence or
even common sense,

I give this statement under penalty of perjury.

el

&L& Dated: {/ O MG
Steﬁéuoster




}

4-4

211 subiseq esel @

KioBaioiq souiA pue pey ‘seuiq pIEpUBIS ay |
8UB3IS) UOSE[ PUB URINET ‘gJ7) SAQIS) B8Y]
ueyeIqr] [jpuu0),0 usali3 ‘anbienbngpy jo D ‘Aieigp] suogosjie) [eeds
Ilabeuey eisusn) ‘uoabimg Aouep, ‘eauan bied jajoH

0} SyuByY] [eRadS HIM

9102 |udy
uoneyoossy jousiq auoisiH spuejybiH Suuny B uogeossy poowoqybien og3
:Aq paiosuods $s80014 aljauey) v

juswdojers(g lwouoo] = s}eal)g a18|dwon



apaLey) sjeaqg sjeidwio)

L SSaIppe aUsqoM
m.v ............................................. EEQD.—& :EQ& m_.__v—._ml ﬁOOEB:m_QZ -]
m.v ............................................ —.—#_E ﬁ _g_._mo ﬁ v—._mn ﬁmxuom m_n_mwom .U
3 ......................................... ﬁcm._o mmw_._- QFON ﬁ mmmemv:: EE__mm .U
gy 100lo1d 1My 10§ ‘0je ‘ssadoe ‘abeubis ‘Suinpayos ‘uogonisuo) ‘q
NV ................................................ _gcwo ﬁ >m;ﬂm°._m :O CO_ﬁNN__Ncm_w ‘B
Sanss| ajjaLey? 1BYo
Qs DAY S1eAouY| 9
Qe s I'N anusAY [RIUS) 10S '
Qe 3'S 8NuBAY [BIUSD 777
sjoalold keI

g T T Y T T T T P T T T T P P T P s ap P G 0==®>< Cﬁ_um .m
g senuany [200 § Pea]
0e anuaAy Jr Bury JayinT ugep @
WN.... .............................. ®==m>< Wem__-_v .U
QN.. vsevrsecsrsssrsasasaesees ss0seesscassrassacsrrsressinns 0=C®>< .-@QQOO )
VN ......................... EN>Q—=Om >N;ﬁmo._m .D
s aNUBAY [BAUaD B
{ybu je depy 88w aos) sufiisaQ j9a1g aj8|dwo)

Q ......................................... QmEEEoo m:tmmwm 05 ﬁ mwgem Qﬁgﬂco
(o R ol T ST S b_::tonao ay} pue paap 8y} - Sjsals wwm_nEOO
V .............................. ENEE—._w wgg

ST )

~— &N o =r

4



211 subiseq eel @
Jew aue speeu Ajjep jje asaym poouioqybieu e Jo eare ey sauysp ‘SSOIIe ejnunu ()4 Jo ‘abipe 0} 18jeo yem einuILl G SNIPRY YBAM / PooyioqyBiay yum gmﬁco ur peipnys sjpass %3. 88m

N - = 0
- _— ) 5 - &
s A |
] - - -
| VA - - A e
v oot “ "
4 ‘,. 2 g
N 3 * - i i |
i : 5 =g _ o
» = = < -
- 1 ol
- - 4 0 !
oG ? -
=y ',
5 I
N ‘.... 3 < =
1) T =4 f
St it !
o = h B B
[ oo by
b - .-I—. A d
i U- ; N d
- -
= -y . =
- E i -
& 4 Y vy
- IS J A . ¥
: K «f/k \u\ 1 3" %
» O
[ Iy J L 7] e ' ! 2
neXM Miep/pocyloqubie
ey .
7 e } ~
Hie (3 A el s - '
. . R B |
| L
r....ﬂ». - Eal] Ses v -
iET = | O e . -
4 - L
LY g i
n..___ 3 e £y =3
1 i ~
g 15 N I3
el = I ot
j o2t
w're =
- ..;o.-ra_ e
)

'.,.. ... : % ) . -
sjusquay



"S[E|oL0 pajos|e 1no LM suofepuawwodas sy bugioddns
pue Jodai Jno Buipeas Jop nok yuewy pue ‘sheueyo sif ul pajediogied oym [ 1o} syuBY|

"saoejd ayqnd eagonpoud Ajjejoos pue A|jeojwoucds 0} Siemas Jyjel) Woy sjealns
Ino paauod ey ‘spuepuels Supssuifua uonepodsuesn Gugioddns pue aoueupi) sjsans
ajeidwo) ay Joy (QWQ) Juewdojpaeq [edpjuny Jo jusugiedaq Jno jo poddns ay pue
‘Im eonijod si seyey ) |l 1s00 jsapow e je ‘Apuaseyip sjeans Bupsixe o Guguied Aidus
sanjoAu] §i Jo Jsopy ‘spuejubiy Bujuny pue og3 ui ssad9ns 1o} dew peol e s) podas Siy]

'ssoe|d uequn
s|qeyjem Auew Jo uofjeasd ey} asinbes anbisanbngpy Jo ss80NS BU} pue ‘| MY JO SS829NS Ay}

apauey) sjeaqg sjejdwo)

‘ajeaouu] Jo ssaoans ay) -abueyd soj s36uo] ou yiem ued A1) e se am pue pooyloqybisu
e se am ‘(1) usues) pidey anbsenbngpy et jo Bunuod sy pue ‘pooyioqybisu no ul
DV ajeaouu] jo uswysigelss ay) WM ssacaid sjjaueyo si pajsoy am Aum sjey)

‘Buniem jo paun swiooaq aney ap “pajuawaidun Buieq Jou ase Asy) Jsiy uewgsapad sy ind
Jey) saoe|d ajgex[em jo UofEaId 3L} — S|EPUBL UBAS — puawiwiodal saijod A 8sayy Jo |y

'GL0Z U1 SdUBUIPIQ S}B3AS Sj8jdie)
e passed [ouno) A 8w Aym sjeyl "y1.07 i siskieuy Aigesepm umojumog e op o} yoads
yar pauy founod Ao sy Aym sjeyl "y00z U ueld J3isep 0Q3 ouy pajeald am Aum sjey

") abueyd o) Juem am pue ‘aaslaq am a1y UONIBULC B SI
am;vy) 'sag pajun auy ul sabie) io azs sy jo Ao Aue Jo S3IUIOLODB JSayRaM Al JO JUD SBY
anbsanbngly "sueisapad o} ajgsoy st} 108} ul ‘Sunjjem poddns jou saop | js1y uerysepad
ay sind jey Jopluod o ‘puysip ‘poooqybiau ajbuis e aaey jou seop snbisnbngpy

‘ealse ay) Jaye Supjiem poddns saoeyd jeaib

‘1ed e U1 J0 ‘snq e uo ‘appAoiq e uo 00§ uo Suawe teysus ‘Bunijepr s sjqeureisns
‘9AJRAOUUI ‘|NYSS330NS Ul UoiEpodSUBRS JO tuo) ulew U} S11BYA ,'SpooylogyBiau 8js|diuc
Bugsoddns ‘sjoans ajaidwios ym Ao e, s1 suogsanb asayy (e o} Jomsue aiyy aAsIRg I
'spoooqubieu jeasb Ajjeguajoed

Jayio Auew s A 1no 1o} apous e ‘pooyuoqybiau saq sanbianbnqpy spuejybiy Suluny pue
(0q3) umajumoq jse3 ayews o} Hoys Jeak G| e JoJuoyaio) By Je usaq aAey suogsanb asal
Jlusie) eunsuaidanua ‘Gunok Aeradsa pue ‘suazio ‘suogesodiod JoRIE 8M UED MOH
¢Buneay woyy ualppyopuesb o pue ualpiyo Ino dasy am ued MoK

£8wo9 o} suonesaualb 10} [nysS300NS puB B|qRUIEISNS 3 [|IM ALD JO PUD| JRYA

¢Auyesy Ing ‘ages isnfjou suszio no dasy [iw Ao J0 pun JeUm

¢Aieoiuou0da aauLy sn diay fjw A3 JO puny Jeup

Aewwng aagngexy |

14



‘of| subiseq g
UECHROS LD 1epous siy o Bununjas ase seg
jysseoans ood pue yau ‘pjo pue Sunof ‘sueziyd ano Jfe 4o Jyeusq ey} 0} - Aem PEIUBRg e uj SYIn)

.%%e%ss§3§§n§§§§§§8..a.eacﬁq§§€8

. T

< S A




wsnzyziAlod=AppappaquesoAe|d=ain)jeaj yajemauod-agninoAmmmysduy
(saynuiw §) ssadons Ayunuw
-W0D PUB JJWOU0Jd B|qIPaIOU| S} PUB UORBACUAI J9BAS UK SY9 ‘18iseaue ‘¢

AVISHOQOXU=AL YoIeM/uwiod aqmnoAmmmy:sdy
(saanuiw ) sanjea pue Juswdo
-[eAsp ajejse |eau uo joedw s} pue QN epopey) u Hoye sjeans ajejdwio) 8yl ¢

1899887Z/wod-cswiA/:sdRy
(seynuiw | 1) sjuewiane|yoe s} pue YD HUOA MaN Ul Hoye Sisaxs 8jejdwo) 8yl “Z

ue=abenBuejy Ao e|qexjem eyj Yoeds He[/syeywos peymmmsdyy
(sanuiw /1) abeyueape
Ayqeueisns pue ‘yilesy ‘ojwioucds sy pue M) siqeyIEM 8y uo Xoeds yer |

:580In0s8Y Sjeans aje|dwon

aueyg sjaa4s ajeidwo)

"pe829INs 0} S3IUBYD }SAq Y]}
‘aIsy aq 0} juem Wbiw oym sassauisng pue sjuspisas mau AUew L} pue ‘sjuspisal
pue sassauisng jeaib Juawnd no je ‘DY SjeAouu| MOjje JeyY) sjsals aje|dwiod sy}
poouloqyfisu siy anib o} swy sy "og3 ul asey ybu pajeso] DAY Sjeaouy] Joj
sadoy ybiy aney jle sp 'S}9ans S)9|dwoI JO HIOMJBU PaJOSULOD B UO PIsIINs
Ajuo sdn-jiem pue ‘sdn-yjem u Gugeso) are sajuedwod Jisy) pue ajdoad aageAouy

"3jqejieAe 801AI8s ysues Ayjenb saey o} pue ‘speau
Aiiep 1iay) Jo jie 0} Yjem o} 3jge Buieq sjeisaidde oym sjdoed Jo siajsnio pajuale)
tw spooyioqyfiau juesqu ‘ajqexem abisw sjousip uoeAOUU) [nySS30INS JBY) SI
seydeyo siy) ul apews juiod fediouud ay) DAY SjeAouy) ‘KD 8XNQ Y} Ul 313y ping
0} 6uihn ase am auo sy} ayif ,‘S}oLsIq UoReAouU|, uo sajdeyo e sey Asjpeig Jeyuuap

pue Ziey sonug Aq (g102) Loanjoasy ueyjodonaly ay), ‘Buighieng ¢uonesouul
pue juawidojaasp oILIouI3 Y)m Op 0} aAeY Ssjeals a}a|dwiod pue sdn-Jiem op JBUA

<181y uepsapad
3y ind, s1 $00¢ Woyy uejd Jajsep g3 au jo ajdiouud auo sequunu 3uy Aum S YIIUM
‘uejsapad B swooaq fjim ASUY) ‘SSALIE JOUSIA JO USZIID B MOY Jajew ou ‘dn-yem
e ul jey) st Bugsassiui sjeysy ‘peoueleq Ajlenba ase sisAup pue ‘siapu jisues
‘'sisifokd ‘sueisapad jo spasu ay} aseym Jsans e )| ¢1eans aje|duiod B SeYM

"s}984)s o 913jdwioo am §i ‘aq pnod sy Ing “Jou ale Aay) Ajsjeunpogun ;Aepo}
dn-yjem e spuejybiy Suluny pue og3 ary “ayy JIAID pUB ‘USWURRKSIUS ‘UONEsoal
‘diyssom ‘Bujwesy oy ssqiioey au jo jsow pue ‘ssoejdyiom snasawnu ‘Buiddoys
ajenbape ‘sedA) Guisnoy Jo Ajsuea e aaey Ay} J00} UO Jaw 8q ueD spasu Ajiep
Sl Jo Jsow asym IopLuod 10 ‘pusip ‘pooyioqybisu e sy ¢dn-yem e sjeym

aul 1My ay) Guoe
aJaymas|a pamojjo} 3q ued [apolu awes siyL ,'dn-y[em, o ‘8Je|d Ueqin) a|gex[em
e poowoqubisu siy) syew o) spueybiy Suiuny pue og3 ui sjeass Jno ajejduiod
0} Ayunpoddo jeaib e sapinaid wajshs (1¥y) usues; pidey anbienbngpy mau ayj

Ayunpoddo sy} pue pasN ay - sjeaus sjedwioy g

S



o w:m_mmo eusl @

! ‘ejdoad Joj seoeid ase sjpass jsals Jo WEsy qgnd
uoyes ysuei( pidey sng meu pue ‘elnai snq eaof ‘Bupyed :umojumoq puejess) - S1e3 pue ‘seyiq ‘sesseursnq ‘sydoad soj sae) . . ;

Tl B | T v L—_ _- "

s Y
3 .Lﬂ.i. ey

3 _. .‘




"Wom sABp 641 o NOLLYINIST¥d TYNId Wd 006067

'sueyd Ty ‘sessediapun ‘sepeibdn eimpngseyul Wd 0400

weiBoid yused Bupyed poowoqubiaN Wd 00706

‘ubisep 13y o} sefueyo paysenbey Wd 0€°€-00°C

'jeays eje|duiod sof sabusyo uoyeZIBUBIS Wd 00°S-06-C

“(as Aeiqp) yup3 9 (eAue) je yied jexood Wd 062007

‘ydw Qg o} peeds ubisep eanpes o} [eo) pue pee] uo Buiduys jsey meN Wd 00:2-0€:1
LY ueyy Jeyjo Aempeaig pue (BAUS) UO SIEYBYS SN puB SUOHRIBTO SNG Wd 0€:4-00:)
Bunyom senuguod weey ubjsep ‘yeaq youn Wd 00:|-UooN

‘goug)sisse sseussnq ‘eBeubs ‘Buinpeyas uogonssuon UOON - Wy 041

'seseliL pue Jeddo) Aempeaig o} sebueyo pejsenbay Wy 0F:14-00:11

wee} ubiisep yim suoissnasip Jeumo Ayedaid [enpinipul uooN - Wy 06:04

'SMOJ|0} SB SEm ABp 8y} JO Jsal ay) 10} anpayds ay |

"uoponAIsuo9 | My ey} Buunp ‘Apjoinb pajusweidw aq [Im SuonEpUBLILICIA)
9say} |njadoy are em 0s ‘psadans 0} DAY SjeAcuu| sjuem snbianbngpy Jo v
'$§800NS Jey) Jo} papssu sjusjpasbu) ey aupno | Wodar sy ‘spuelybiy
Bujuny pue oQ3 u) isixa joA Jou op DAY BJEACUU| [NjSSB0INS B Joj sjusipaibul ay )

"UOHINYSUOD JUaLNI ON

'SfeAe| esjou ejqepooouf) G

'suojoessejul je seouesip Busssar snaseBuep ‘Buo p
'seyis pue sBuiping juedeA jo jequnuy g

‘susujseped med 2

'spaeds pejsod Suipesaxe sefajeA JOjop

:suogipuod Bupsixe sAISQO 0} SSINUIW
G/ 1o} Aempeoig pue [e5ua) pexem 0g-0f inoge Jo dnoub e ‘sousip uopeaouu jo
§8099NSs ey} 10} saoe|d ueqin sjqexiem Jo Ajissaosu e pue ‘seoejd ueqin sjgexem
0} sjeans ejejdwod Jo aouepodwi 8uy} UO uogoNpoUl WY 006 B Jeuy Ariqn
suofoaljo) [ejoadg sAND ey} Je leH SHog ul YloL yoey sem Aep epaueyd oyl

"PIEMIBYE SYOBUS PUB SJUBLUYSBLRI UIM ‘Z UORIBS Ul pajs)| suoneuasald sy
pakolua suaziyo g Inoge jo dnaub apseisnyjue uy “Auendsoy Jisy) Joj wiay) yuey)
W ‘lejue) bied |ejoH 8y} je Juswdojersq lwouod] = sjeals ejejduion, uo
uopejuesald e pajsoy siosuods ejjaueyd ey} ‘d 00:3 1B IS Yorel ‘Aepsinyy uQ

apauey) sjeans dpidwo) g

lopanq wewdojanspey ueyodesep A ‘apiejop e308Gey

18841S UiBY DEY UMOIUMOQ ‘UBULIBAIS PIAEQ

(uea awdojaneq DY ejeaouuy) Aesy uewpoos) ‘pues ueq
juewdojaneq uey| ‘sieboy ysop

Sawedwoy) ssedwo) ‘suemQ umneg

Jopailq uewdojeasq anwoucd3 A ‘yyepsddp Aieo

BIPSW "WeAIDI wif

pieog DY ajeroul] ‘smeujieyy saAe3 eassep

O8vIn ‘ejjirepueyy eynp

JopauQ Suuueld Ap) 4eqn] euuezng

UoRBr0SSY jLsiQ uojsiH pueybiy Buiuny ‘Zejezuos) sesioy
uofBlo0ssy poooqybieN 0g3 ‘uosIg qoy

epry gV ‘piajmes) eufeq

frouno) Ao ‘uojueg oeesy

"8|npayds apaLieyd ay pue ssjdiouud

ajjaLieyo auyj uo pajaiq aq 0} YiGz Aienuga ‘Kepsuny| pue yigy Aienuqad ‘Aepsiny )
uo Jaw sdnaub jsassjul A8y Jo sangejussaidal Bumol|o} ay) Jo sajiwwo) Buuas)s v

3N [eAuaD £z Je 03 u Areiqry suogos|oD (ejoads s A0 au
12 J[eH SHOg 18 ‘910 ‘0} Yorel PjSYy sem ajalieyd ay| ‘g pue ‘g ‘| YU o juas
uam sanss] jeuonippy "8jdoad 00} 'z INOGe O} PAINGUISIP SI YOIUM ‘SMBIA B SMAN
0Q3 jo anss| ue W ‘g0z ‘61 Aienuqa4 uo Ajyand psounouue Sem sjaLeyd ayj

"S10}0811Q Jo spreog pajoaa Jisy} jo diysiapes) auy)
Jopun ‘uofeioossy jousiq ouojstH spuejybiy Guiuny ey pue pooytogybien og3
aiy} Aq pauosuods si epauey) juswdojeasq olwouoo] = sjeags alejduion, sy

~diysioleioiq Aq ubisaq, jou , “Aoeioowaq Aq ubisa(, ase sajjaLieyd Aem Jsyjoue Jnd

"poddns peoiq ypm suognjos jeagoesd Jo uofepunay ay) ae
Sjsas)ul paJeyS 'senssi SSOI0e PajosULOIISIUI PUB ISIOY aJB SUOHN|OS “BALIE
$5800NS [EUSJOd puB SNSUBSUOD JO ASUSS B [JUN UMBIP-81 PUB ‘Pajjan ‘palipou
‘passnasip ‘umelp ase suognjos [eguaiod ‘sdooj 3oeqpasy yoinb ui Supiiopy “swg suo
1e aoeyd auo o sjdoed Jybu ay} jje pue uoneuuojui Jybu ay} jie Huug jey; sBugsswu
§0 19s passaidwoo-awy e ul papunasb s ) ‘sapunpoddo ansind o} Jo swajqoid
anjos 0} suonnjos jewndo Buubissp o} ABojouyos) e si ssaooid sjaueyd sy)

saywwon) Buuse)g oy B ss900id Spauey) €



6 211 subiseq Bis8) @

eyjawsyy) oj ebeubis § Aieiqr] suogosyo) (e10eds Aeq apaueys umojumog 3 03

Aempeaig § [e4ueD Bunem suedoned Aeq epauey) M

— T

eawwio) Buusalg eyl 9 $s800.d ejaiey) ¢



(mau 1 Bupsixe) asu jeans | ) |
(le00] 99 'Ry) dois sng .
oueT ayig
Aem- pejeoipap 'aue sng
(owep) Jno-ging ‘yjemapis

(mau) yno-qinq ‘yiemepig |

ajauey) sjsa4g aidwo) )

LYV Jo} diysiapu pue oyes uewsapad aonpaud |jm
Jey) says ueayiubis om) jo uawidojoaap spoddns abiuey siy) pue ‘Aem jeusiew Aue
ui suopyesado Joedwi Jou pnoys abueyo siy| “ssediano peoljies ay} 0} }aass aienbg
uolun wouy saue| pajealpap g sy} ul sejoiyan Jisy) abejs uayy ‘(umoyumoq Jnoybnoiy)
S30P | MY Se) %00|q U SiLf} J0j IS} PSXILU Ul BAOW | MY BU} JeY) PUBLILIOISS S\

"W O0'¥$ 0} W $'Z$ Jo anjea ssauisng Bujpuodsawod e yum *josfaid
JMAiEled 3 [eAus) Zzz a4l pue DAY SjeAouu 0} Juaselpe saoeds Bupyied j8axs uo
[equajod (Z-g} SBjeullja siy| "SaUB| SNQ Pajealpap oM 1o} si jaang asenbs uoun
0} Aempeoug wayy ubisep | Myjuaund ay| "sassaulisnq Jusoelpe 10} sajes [euonippe
ul 000°002-000'051$ YHom ase sageds Bunyed jeans-uo jey shes xoeds gor

pieAsjnog Aempeo.g o} ssedieao peoljiey ‘L

jeajs 8y} jo
siasn (je Joy Ajajes 10} poob pue ssauisng Joj poob aq |wm paads pajsod ui uoonpsl
syl ydw Gz o} paanpal aq Jiwi| paads pajsod ay) pusWWIODa) am ‘UORIANP Yoes
U Bue| [aAR]} BUO 0} | MY JOj SNUBAAY [BAHUSY JO UOHBACUA! U} YUM "Suew)sapad
q [Im siepU INY IV "LV 3 0} diysiapu [euonippe buuq pue ‘JuswuonAus jsiy
-ueujsapad Jayaq e spuejybiH Suiuny pue o3 axew yjoq fjm SUoKEIYIPOW asay |

"a1ay Juasald am Yojym SUONBIYIPOL [jeLus
maj e spasu ubisap juauna ay) Inq ‘apew uaaq sey ssaiboiq "sieak ¢ ised ay)
Joj ubisap 1 ¥y 8ty aradwi 0} SpRy DY YlM PaXIom aaey siosuods ajaLeyd sy |

"ucfeAouu| Jajso} jey seoejd ueqn
ajqexem spoddns )i i Spaaons Ajuo | My jo [equsiod juswdojeasp JHUOUODS 8|
"JusWAo}aASp JILIOUCIS 10} |00} B S )i — JudLdojeAap DIWOU0IB Jou St | MY ‘Nasy Ag

"LUOIBAOUUY J3}SO} JBY)
saoe|d ueqin a|gexyiem djeasn o} Aunpoddo syl Ayunwwod Jno saAlb ‘usuodwo

Buipuny jesapa4 sy yum ‘wisisAs (1My) isues] pidey anbianbnq)y pasodaid ayj

aNULAY [BAUSN "B :sufiisaq 19948 aledwon ¥



L ‘21| subiseq euel @

|
72z T

b ——

.”.1 ..?__ _wi...
7777 A |

enusAy [ejus?) ‘e :subiseq ieaas ajedwon ¢



apauey) sjeags ajeidwo) 7y

(mau g Bupsixe) aa| jeans o
(leoo) 99 ) dois sng .
eue ayig
Aem-z pajeajpap ‘aue sng
(owsap) Jno-qing “yjemepIs

e
(mau) Jno-qing ‘yiemepis |

“uswuoiiaus Buiuip Joopino ue yoddns ‘0pwuod ay) uj spaads ajoiya Jamojs snid
‘18I pJepUBIS JO JUQL) Ul SHEMBPIS JOPIM 3U | "UOJIBIP YIRS Ul Sue| [aA.I} 8us Ajuo
Yim JuswuoAud Yisuey) pides snq e ui any Ajeioadss aq pinom Siy| "SUCRISSIB|LI
pazifeubis-un je syem-ssoio payew Suaey Joy sasejybinoiol uegin s|gexem Joj
sprepue)s Buusauibua oyes vl poddns sjdwe s1aiay | “ANAloe ssauisnq pue Ajsjes
Buiseasoul pue suewysapad Joj seoueysip Suissoso Buluspoys ‘suonossisiul je e
SUORIBUIP | Ul SYeM-SSQID PaXJeL pue SIBLLCO [[e je sino-ging Joj sifed ueyd sy

1994S ouly o} pleAsjnog Aempeolg ‘z

anuaAy [enuen e :sufisaq 19948 agiduion ¥



el 211 subiseq eusL @

3 SSSNS]

ARV

oS

[ 8 =Y

. ‘.-
v 4
[ )
e

L .|
AN

= .
L]
Y
.
b

3
‘AR

iew

anUaAY [efua) e :sufijse(] 19a4g a9dwon ¢




(weu g Bupsixe) sau je0sS |

(leaoy g9 ) dojg sng .

sue eyig
Aem-z pajeoipep ‘aueq sng
(owsep) yno-ging ‘ylemepis

(mau) 1no-ging ‘yiemepis |

SpaLey) sjsans ajpjdwoe) by

"SI3pU SNq aJow pue ‘safes |jiejal alow ‘suewysapad asow spoddns yaym
10 jle ‘ouyen swieo pue suofessdo snq saacudw siy) -oues) Jejus-al 0} pasnbal 8q
pue ‘ayjes) Jo ino find snq 99 a3y} Suney uey) Jayiel aue) oyeg-paxiw 8y} ui dojs
snq siy) pusuituosal ASuons apy “suoneiado gg 10} MOjje O} YUP] Jesu SUE| [SAR]
punogisam auj Jo abpa ay) o} Jno-qinq dols snq appy pidey Bunsixe ay) pusixa am

"SWN|UILLIOPUOD 3SBY) JO S19uMO 3jdRINLL U JO anjea sARdaljod oy Suinesaid
0} Juepiodui AioA ase sjuswaaosdus yiemapis asay 2oud aseyoind s8y} Ul SISUMO
Juawund 8y Aq Joy pred aiam pue ‘asay pajesol sBuipjing wnUWOPUCD oMy 3L} JO
Jadojaap sy} o) asuadxa Jeasl je y0z ul apew aiem sjuswaacidw ssay) “Kem Aue
Ul pasaje aq Jou pinoys %0|q Z/4 Isam auy ul sjuswaosdull yiemapis Bunsixa sy

198} G JO }axs aU} Jo SPIS LINOS Y} UO due 8YIq & pue 89}
L1 40 BUB| | MY Ue ‘YJes 133} G0 JO SOUB| [OABI) OM) ‘B0B} GIND BU} WOL SPIM G'§
saue Gupyied om) 10} %001q % sty uj woo sjenbape st aiey) "¥o0|q 3y} JO 7/} ISam
ay} Jo sapIs yloq uo saoeds Gupjred joans-uo mau g Jo uoisiAcLd SU} MOJ[E |[im YIUM
*}20(q SIy} Ul puelS] 8L JO [eAOWIB! puWWLICOB! SM ‘[efuajod [Iejal JO Juswigap sy}
0} ‘jsaxns sy jo apis ypou ayy uo Bupyed apnaid Jou seop uejd | ¥y Juaund 8y|

8nusAY Y3ip3 0} JsaLg oWy ¢
anueAy [elua) e :subise(] j9ans g9 dwon ¢



11 subiseq euey @

anuaAy [efus) 8 :subise leang ajeidwon ¥




ajaLeyd sieang sjeidwo) gy

(mau % Bupsixe) sau| Jeans |

(leao) 99 ‘W) doyg sng .

aue eyig

Aem-z pajeaipap ‘euer sng

(owsp) 1no-qing ‘yiemepis

(Meu) jno-qing ‘yjemapss |

"¥90[q % 12y} J0 SpIS YHOU 3 uo sadeds
Bunired jo ajdnoa e 1o} mojie 0} Yemssa:d yQy ay) Jo 1som Juswbas abiaw | MY
ay} Jo ped poys & Jo uOKeUIID SY) PUSLIWIOIAI SM “Y30|q BY) JO 7 WISISES B} Uj

"Bug
91q punoqises auy sn|d J83} G'6 JO SUE| WIN} 3| PUNOGISaM B PUE )33} || 4O 8ue|
1y ue 139} '01 Jo saue| jaARL) OM} ‘(30B} GIND BU) WY 138} G'6) J98LS BU} JO SBPIS
410q uo Bupped Joj SMOjfe YoIyM ‘SI-SE LIRWAI 00]q % LIBJSAM 8Uj} JO SapIS jog uo
syfemapis Sunsixa su puswiwosal ap ‘fequajod |iEjal pue juswdojaasp jo JusiuLlep
ay} 0} j9a4s ay} Jo apis ypou ay uo Supyed apiaosd jJou ssop uejd | My waLNd 8y}

jSadg Jojep O} nusAY WP 'y

anueAy [eAus) ‘e :subiseq jeass aeidwon ¢



mn 211 subiseq eue) @

8nuaAY [eausn ‘e :sufisaq 19a4s ajeidwon ¢



apauey) speags ajeidwo) gL
WOR——

(1ea0) g9 ‘R) dojg sng .
—

Aewm-z pajeojpep ‘suesng

(owap) no-qing ‘yiemepis

(weu) Jno-qing ‘yemepls |

[ewnor enhienbnqpy jjpaid ojold -UOREIS 1YY 1684S Jalfem

‘diyssapu uny fim syt “payiubipun pue
paysiuyun syooj ubisep uofe)s Juaund ay| “JaYIEam ay) WoJy siepu Bunem sjosjoid
1ey} Adoueo e aney spuejybiH Buuny pue og3 ul uonels ¥y au ey} [eIonIo s )

“JOuI0D IN
3y} Je ays JuawdojaAap [epA S) Yum jo0jq Sy} Ui Guppied 19a1)S-UC I0LU 10§ MOJ[E 0}
‘18alg Jajiep 1B uohels | My auj o} saue| yoeoidde aup Bujuapioys puawiiosal spp

Ja4S yBiY 0} J98.S JsjeM 'S
SNUaAY [Bua) e :subise( 19aas sgidwon ¢



6l 1 subiseq exe) @

== T
e,

of
jues

.s_\.:.._
i ¥

P Wr—

i

4
i
i

o o
r.--—-.-m‘_y.
f

L

anuaAY [eiue) 8 :sufise( jeeng ale[dwon ¢



apaLey) sjang ajeldwod 0g

(mau g Bupsixe) sau Jeasg |

(le2o] 99 1) dojg sng .

aue eNig
Aem-z pajeoipep ‘aue sng
(owap) ino-qing ‘yjemepis

(mau) Jno-ging ‘yiemepis |

‘fem jo
W6u1 40 139} 08 JO [E10} € 0} ‘SH[EMBPIS J00) Z| OM} PUE |38} G JO 3UB| aNIq E ‘e
qInd 8y woyy 188} G'6 Jo saue| Sunpied Jaaxs-uo om) 198} || J aue| [Ny 3U ‘yoes
188} G0} JO saue| [aAe]) oM} 10§ BQ pjnoys ubisap 8y “§oO0|q SIY Ul SBu.) win) ou
UUM "BRIR BU} Ul JljeS) J1amo|s pue S}aals ajajdwod usaib pouasd Jeak G-¢ B ulym
padojanapal aq Ay [\ ays [S10p feuadw) sy] "aimny Jesu sy} Ul UOHBACUSI
10§ pajnpayos si 33 feAus) ). je Buiping ay) ‘ucos Aiaa soeds (w3 1) Arei)
1aunioy ayy ojui Guimow sq jw 8§eD BoH sjoupm uepodwi Ajlenbe seay jsans pue
syemapis Japim Supfew pue ‘sjgeniea Aisnopuawal aseds Supped jsans-uo A1ons
Bunyew ‘apesap uiwos ay) Jeo ¥00[q siy} ul juswdojarspas Jueayiubis aq | assy |

j9as wig 03 39348 ybiH 9

aNUaAY [eJua) e :subise(] 1904s a9dwon ¢



‘211 subiseq eue), @

GG f"‘-’%"/ 4. >

£,

%

enueAy [eaue) ‘e :subisa jeaag sleidwon ¥



(mou 1 Bugsixa) s8] Jeang

(leaoj 99 'Ry) daig sng .
auer ayig

Kem-z pejeaipep 'aue sng

(owap) yno-ging “yiemepis

(mau) Jno-qing ‘yiemspis |

ajjauey) sjsang sjeidwo) zg

‘sainjea) ubisap peq yum y ssaiddns jou
‘uswidojanap oiwouoss poddns 0} S1 | 4y J0 3sodind au}—auoAIBAs puiLIal PINOM S

"Way) JOj JUSIUBAUOD IO
2jqiBay 1auyie 8q Jou fiim 18anS YBIH 18 Bure)s Juswsaow wn) ya) 8|du) € pue ‘umo)
J0 1n0 way ae HdH 0} Buiwos aydoad Jsoyy "aIsy} S8OUBPISAI PUB SBSSBUISNG
ainjny pue ‘sassauisng juaund Jayo ‘(DdH) [eAUSN bied [Sl0H JO SSB20NS
panuguod 8y} o} A KjSinjosqe Si i3 0} [RAUSYD WO BUB| Win} Ya| PUNOGISam v

(peou abiejuoy) gz-|) 190438 JSN307 0} J8843S WiT °L
anusAy [egua) e :subisaqjeans aejdwon ¢



£7 ‘211 subiseq eus) @

anueAy [equa) '8 :subiseq jeays sjeidwon ¥



(mau g Bupsixe) sauy Jealg | i J
(1e20) 99 ) dois sng .
auer] eyg
Kem-g pejeajpap ‘au sng
(owap) 1no-qynq ‘yjemapis

(mau) Jno-qing ‘yiemepis |

"YW pue ‘equa) ‘pesT ‘o e sfeubis owes sy
0} pajejal Aempealg 1o} SUOREPUBLIWIOTBI [BUCHIPPE 10} Z¢ Bd ‘g wey ses eses|d

'Mou JyBu spesu DY SJeACUU| JRYM S| PUY "BARI8YS S pue desyo s)| "suej g

ajavey) sjeeng ajeidwo] 47

pajuied e uey asow ‘way) sawoajem Aud ok Jey) — sieluayjiw Ajeioadss - sidosd
anjeaouul ‘pajuae} sjje} Buiyjou jeyy shes yosds yar (€102) AU sigEdEM U|

‘Rep Jed
SIed 00002 lpuey saoed Auew uj S}3aAs aue| all] "SWN|OA 3[IIYSA S jpuey
Ajisea uea pieasjnog Aempeaig ue| €  ‘000'g) Punaie Sneo JWeR Alep Yim

"JuawdojaAap J|WOu0Ia 10 papsau
Juawuosaug Jsiy-uewsapad ay) Supuoddns pue ‘ssiou Guionpas ‘ysjes Buiseaiou)
‘'spaeds pajsod o} spaads [enjoe 8onpal 0} 8q || j0a{oid SiY) O euaq Joanp ayj

"ydw 6z 0} paads pajsod ay) sonpay ‘g

‘Rempeoi ayy Sumavieu Ajiensia pue ‘sajoiyan Suiwing Bumors ‘Aupiqisia uewjsapad
Buiseauoul ‘Aempeoig uo ssaue)sip Suissoud Suuspoys Aq Aafes uewysapad soueyus
0} 20D pue pesT USAIS ‘PloD ‘sessfiL jB Sjno-qing UOISUSIX GUND BPIACId G

"aue| ayiq psjuied uaalb
£ 8( pinoM QINJ 8U} 0} Jayng SPISINO 8y} L0} j3aLs 8U) Jo SBPIS Yloq Jo jsai 8yl ‘¢

‘auej bupped ayy Jo apis yoes uo Jeyng padujs
100} £ B YIm “SUB| [9ARS} B} 0) Juaoelpe apis yoes uo aue| upyed joo) g ue sABRH ¢

"3pIM 189} G°0} ‘UORIBNP YOBS Ui BUE| [SARS) SUO BABH °Z
‘aje Aa\f) Se Saue| Wn} Ya| pue suelpall aABaT °|

"anisuadxaul AjsAe|al 8q pinoys pue ‘sanign Jo SgIND Aue Jo JuauiaAow sy} auinbal
Jou [m josloud swy) “(ejiw % InOGe) Yojags ¥0[q / € ‘UORIBSIBII BNUBAY [B0D
ay) o} yInos ‘enuany ‘i ‘Bury JauinT uney yum uonoasiajul auy je Sunses 1oafoid
Buiduys jse} e puswiliodal am S 8U} Ui S}9a4s aje|dwod Jaylo Jo} japot ay) Buisn

"}aes am Juauidojeasp oILIOU0IS
Aian ay) sassaiddns osie } ‘snasabuep Ajuo jou s1 sy “saup ajdoad jsow psads
au} S1 yoiym ‘yduw GG-Gyy S paeds ubisap ayj ‘ydw og s yw) psads pajsod auj SJIYM

"SOIEYS pajun
ay noybnosyy sisjuso uogeaouu Jnyssasons poddns jey) saoejd UBGIN S|gENEM
au} 0} uoysoddo joaup ul - sisNoAolq pue suetisepad o} sjgsoy Ajuaund st g
(s%001q 2) 198} 00 J8A0 o) S)is DEY SIeAOUL| MBU BY) SJUOJ pJeAsinog Aempeaig

pieAsjnog Aempeolq q :subisa( 19a4g alojdwon f



Sz 211 subiseq euat @

Buped 3 ‘seue| exyq ‘sebryes usugseped ‘syno-qing

(ubisap siyy eneda 2 (03 3 ‘PEeT] JensS ‘pIo9 ‘SeisliL) ianls B Aempearg :enogy

_ - - ([Co— -

[esue) 3 Aempeasg eroqy
* .3
s
-

ALTLLLNRRLLA RO

i
=)

(g e )
= Tt

pieas|nog Aempeosg ‘q :subisaq jeang sioidwon ¥



Fpauey) sjeans gpsjdwo) gz

"SUJUOW JBJUIM BY} Ul UNS SBAIB0aL }i Jey)
0s ‘1addoQ jo apis yuou U} 0) panow aq usals) 13ddo?) 1By} PUSWILIODB! PINOM SR

"PaAJOS Jou jnq ‘sjuswanoidwi Jaddon) ayy uey)
sjs00 Jaybiy Ajlequeisqns je pajebgiw aq ued yoiym ‘ssedispun peOJjiel SNUBAY
[eAus) oy Jo swa|qoid By} | SPIOAE pue — SIBAUP pue ‘sisiokalq ‘sueusapad
loj umojumog pue og3 usamjeq Suissaio apeib-e ue sepinoid yoeosdde siy|

"Sapow
[eneq jje Joj Aaflosuuod pue ‘sabejuoy jsans mau ajqeniea ugeaso pue sjis DY
ajeaouuj ay) Bunoasiq Aempeaig o} sea ‘apeib-le ‘SHORL SU} SSQIIR ‘UMOJUMOQ
woyy Jeddo) Buipuapa o) yoeordde Jadoid sy) s1ayo ‘spoapyosy pue sisubissg
UBQIM PeS) SB [IIM B Subliad Yim ‘DEy SleAouu| 10) yiomaue) jusuidojaasp ay|

onuaAy jaddog o :subisaq 1eang a9dwoy ¥



4  Complete Street Designs: ¢. Copper Avenue

Copper functions as the green spine and gateway to Downtown for Innovate ABQ site

o {
i'"'i'i |
| "‘H "
. - {.’
- DY '
2 § ‘. 1 1 ;V‘ i " ':..f
g I BN 4~ '
i TR TR , /
gt ; f
‘§ T e ] -
.E. 4 -_-I.__ ‘
f
g )
o - "’fT
3 AT
‘§ : -_1;-@
£ L
5 :
£ W < —f—
8 7
& AV
§ ’ / =

Copper connecling downtown fo EDo in center of frame, Broadway lower right

Copper crossing (orange upper left)
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Tijeras section: a true boulevard design w/ slip lanes

Tijeras straightened out to Broadway, developed lot shown w/ new building
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4  Complete Street Designs: d. Tijeras Avenue

Tijeras with new building frontages, on lower left of drawing

Existing Condition

© Terra Designs li.c.
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EDo/Huning Highland ART Walk, Monday, April 25, 2016

In attendance: City Councilor Isaac Benton and Tom Menicucci of City Council Staff,
Darin Sand of Goodman Realty (Innovate ABQ development team), Marc Bertram of
Hotel Parq Central, Moises Gonzalez and David Day representing Huning Highlands
Historic District Association, Rob Dickson and Tim McGivern representing EDo
Neighborhood Association, Andrew DeGarmo from ABQ Ride, and Ed from
HDR Engineering, consuitants to ABQ Ride.

1. General issues

A. These notes supplement the requests made in the document “Complete Streets =
Economic Development” released on April 14th. Where there are conflicts, these notes
control.

B. The overall goal of ART and of these suggestions is to increase redevelopment
activity in EDo and Huning Highlands - increasing sales of exisiting businesses and
quality of life for existing residents, and bringing new businesses and residents over
time. All of these achievements add to the ridership and success of our economy and
of ART. Isn't that the goal? Put another way - a lot of the information from ABQ centers
on “engineering a bus system.” We believe that is too narrow and specialized of a
perspective. We think the goal is “engineering an economically successful pedestrian-
first corridor that both serves and is served by a bus rapid transit system.”

C. On-street parking at every possible location is crucial to the successful operation of
neighborhood businesses - present and future - and to mixed-use development of
multiple vacant or underdeveloped parcels. Entry aprons can be closed with approval
of property owner, replaced by sidewalk and on-street parking. This applies to all
blocks.

D. Sidewalks need to be adequate width and street trees are important, but not at the
sacrifice of on-street parking. Existing brick sidewalks should remain, and any enlarged
or remodeled sidewalks should be of matching brick or should utilize recycled brick from
other demolition areas. This is very important to maintaining the historic nature of the
corridor.

E. Pedestrian crosswalks need to be clearly marked in four directions at all
intersections. Bulb-outs are crucial to shortening crossing distance, providing
pedestrian refuge, and increasing safety.

F. Where sidewalk not wide enough to accommodate trees, small narrow tree islands in
parking zone can be considered. Alternatively, in New Mexico tradition, awnings,
galleries, and arcades should be encouraged and accommodated by private building
owners.

G. The irrigation system will be updated the full length of corridor, and trees left where



healthy as determined by the City Arborist (with Parks and Recreation) in conjunction
with ABQ Ride and DMD.

H. All radii and transition zones will be engineered based upon a 25 mph design speed
and posted speed for Central in this 1/2 mile (as supported by 10.5 foot travel lane, and
only one lane in each direction). This speed limit will apply to ART as well. Centralis a
transit corridor and transit and pedestrians have priority over motor vehicles. This
design speed will be supported for 2 lane facilities in ITE's Walkable Urban
Thoroughfares and The Urban Street Design Guide by NACTO, both of which have
been adopted by Albuquerque.

I. All existing medians will be removed, other than a small area at Locust. They will be
replaced by medians necessary for the ART stop at Walter, and for operations near
Broadway.

2. Locust to EIm

A. On-street parking crucial to the north side of Central, as those parcels will likely
redevelop over time. Not as crucial to the south side of Central.

B. Move proposed landscaping from north side to south side (bus pull-out area).
C. 66 operations eliminated in this block, both sides.

D. Make landscape island the size that allows pedestrian refuge, yet leaves enough
room for on-street parking on north side, one travel lane each direction, ART operations,
and bike lane of south side.

E. Would prefer NO left tum lane west of Locust, for entering I-25 North under
overpass. Let the one lane of traffic transition in the intersection with the green signal.

F. No right tum lane to 1-25 South.

G. Bulb-outs for pedestrian crossing at Locust (plus refuge in island) important here for
future development and current pedestrian traffic (hospitals, Hotel Parq Central, motels,
etc.).

H. A short left turn lane at Central westbound at Eim is preferred, as Hotel Parq Central
guests are going to turn left there in any event.

3. Eim to High

A. With one ART lane, two travel lanes, and one bike lane only taking 37 feet for most
of this block, we would like to get BOTH continuous on-street parking and wider
sidewalks in this block, other than on the north side as we approach the left turn lane at
the new High signal.



B. Entry aprons can be closed with approval of property owner, replaced by sidewalk
and on-street parking. This applies to all blocks.

4. High to Walter

A. 66 stop on north side of street to be eliminated in favor of a stop at Special
Collections Library.

B. On-street parking where bus stop currently located.

C. Need to get 2 parking spaces on north side of street, west of alley. This will not
conflict with ART median, stop, or operations.

5. Walter to Edith

A. In the east 1/2 block (to alley), south side will be a pull out for 66 operations, using
existing red shelter. Leave adequate room behind the shelter for pedestrians. Do not
make pedestrians walk in front of the shelter pleasel On the north side, need to get 2
parking spaces in front of Maddox & Company realtors, just east of alley.

B. In the west 1/2 block, expand the sidewalks on each side of street by 1.5 feet by
keeping continuous on-street parking spaces on both sides at 8 feet from curb face, not
9.5 feet. On-street parking is crucial for development of vacant former Pop N Taco
parcel on north side of the street.

6. Edith to Arno

A. In the east 1/2 block to alley, 66 stop will use pull out and existing shelter on north
side of the street. We would recommend leaving shelter as-is, and taking a portion of
sidewalk east of shelter to provide the pull-out. DO NOT move the shelter please. The
sidewalk here allows people to wait for bus, while pedestrians walk behind the shelter.
This is crucial to everyone’s comfort. On the south side of the street, on-street parking
to remain, increase sidewalk width as possible.

B. In the west 1/2 block, sidewalks to remain as-is. Continuous on-street parking both
sides. Bike lane south side. Two travel lanes at 10.5 each, one ART lane at 11 feet.
There is ample room for this.

C. Amo intersection will NOT have a raised median. It may have a painted area at
grade for ART operations.

7. Arno to Broadway

A. 66 stop proposed for the north side of street will be eliminated and moved to
Central/Union Square intersection to the west. This is a City Landmark, and the LUCC



will not allow a shelter there, so why propose one?

B. Widen sidewalks on south side of street as much as possible, while allowing
continuous on-street parking.

C. We understand the curb cut for Standard Diner on south side will be closed, in favor
of a wider sidewalk and on-street parking.

8. Broadway to Union Square
A. On-street parking, continuous, both sides, is crucial for the development of both

sides of the block. Parking can be 8 wide from curb face in this block. In all other
areas, it has been programmed at 8’ from edge of gutter pan.

B. Request that the one lane ART operation continue here. ART operation signals
would be moved from Broadway signal west one block to Union Square.

C. Leave sidewalks as-is as much as possible to achieve this. Widen where possible
on south side. Try to avoid reducing width on north side.

D. Move 66 operations away from the Broadway intersection to the west close to the
corner at Union Square. Bus stops at the comers reduce their value for commercial,
retail, and residential purposes. Again, this comner is one of the key development
corners in the City with Innovate ABQ getting underway.

We are happy to meet with you to discuss these details in person. Thank you for
considering these suggestions to make EDo & Huning Highlands a redevelopment area
that will boost the Albuguerque economy and create ridership for ART and 66 over time.



Nyira Gitana * 3411 Aspen NE * Albuquerque, NM 87106
505.316.2563 * ngitana@gmail.com

May 2, 2016

Landmarks & Urban Conservation Commission, James Clark, Chair,
Regina Chavez, Lauren Austin, Robert Gerard Heiser, Amy Horowitz
J. Matt Myers, Esq.

600 2™ NW * Albuquerque, NM 87102

Re: City of Albuquerque Transit Department - Certificate of Appropriateness
Dear Chairman and Commissioners:

As an Albuquerque resident, | attended the April 13* LUCC meeting concerning Project #1010796. It
was interesting and informative to hear your remarks regarding the proposed project. This letter is to
offer information that may assist you in reviewing the City’s application.

Muitiple impacts to individuals, neighborhoods, and businesses will be severely affected by any potential
construction in the EDo corridor. During any proposed construction, motorists, bicyclists, pedestrians,
busses, taxis, motorcyclists will experience extreme delays and detouring. Some streets would be closed
during construction and others subject to periodic lane closures. In addition, vibrations affecting
buildings, including buildings on the Historic Register, dust, debris, additional traffic, including large earth-
moving vehicles and jackhammers, will be an on-going situation for several years, despite the City’s
assurance the entire proposed project will take only 18 months. Fundamentally, one cannot divorce the
City’s present request from the totality of the entire project and its ultimately bleak consequences
regarding Albuquerque’s cultural aesthetic and our environment. People who come to visit Albuquerque
come for the land and its people — not to see a busline ripped out of the Central heart of the city.

In 2014, the then City Council authorized Jeff Speck of Speck & Associates to prepare a Downtown
Walkability Analysis. Enclosed is Attachment 2 to the City’s Resolution which indicates the borders of the
downtown area analyzed, and suggested alterations to sidewalks, parking, signals, re-striping, bike lanes,
reducing lane widths. None of these items, | believe, have actually been instituted. Some of Speck’s
suggestions have been “designed” to fit the proposed ART project. And now the City’s proposed project
“design” in the historic area of EDo is requesting a re-design in order to fit other parameters. Mr. Speck’s
100 page report included comments of the “poor design” and the “unfortunate circumstances of
Albuquerque’s Civic Plaza” which cut into a major arterial roadway dissecting Albuquerque in ways that
we still find difficult to maneuver through and around. All of us are now subject to “poor design” and
“unfortunate circumstances” in a proposed rapid transit project that does not fit our city and represents
an unfortunate circumstance which will cause irreparable damage to Albuquerque’s historic buildings,
historic neighborhoods, individuals’ health and safety, and closures of businesses throughout.

My goal is to convince the Landmarks & Urban Conservation Commission on the merits to deny the City’s
present application regarding the Edo “re-design.” A critical part of the process for the entire project has
been the lack of public input. The City has only recently scheduled meetings where the public vehemently
protested against the ART design and project. Moreover, any such proposed project does not fit the
demographics, nor the unique geography of Albuquerque. In fact, the overwhelming result of such a



project would have a significant, negative impact in our neighborhoods, for individuals, and for
businesses. This horrific scenario would have its dismal start in one of the iconic areas of Albuquerque.
it is for these reasons, among others, that groups of citizens and businesses have filed lawsuits, requesting
injunctions against the proposed BRT/ART project, in State and Federal courts.

Finally, | reviewed Federal government documents such as the FTA’s NEPA requirements, Small Starts
Final Interim Policy Guidance, and the FTA’s Capital Investment Grant Program. There is a glaring,
compelling disregard on the part of the City for public input, undeniably wrong statements concerning
environmental impact and categorical exclusions, and an apparent move to get this project moving at
whatever cost. The cost to Albuguerque’s citizens’ health and safety, the well-being of our historic
neighborhoods, the danger of closing businesses, increased traffic congestion, inability to financially
maintain such a system, and extreme danger to air quality demand a realistic view of mass transit in this
environment. The City does need a mass transit system which operates throughout Albuquerque, not
only on Central Avenue serving a limited population. Interestingly enough, New Delhi, India, with a
population density of more than 22,000,000 recently scrapped plans for a BRT system.

I urge you to be heroes in this matter and deny the City’s application for a Certificate of Appropriateness,
Project #1010796.

Thank you.

Landmarks & Urban Conservation Commission



Attachment 2 to R-15-152
Projects Proposed in the Sept. 2014 Downtown Walkability Analysis by Jeff Speck
Notes:

¢ This list consolidates and provides brief descriptions of proposals contained in the Downtown
Walkability Analysis, which is also provided as Attachment 2. Please refer to Downtown
Walkability Analysis document for details of each proposal:
: .gov/council/documents/councilor-district-2-documents/AB8QReport.pd

* Projects are listed generally in order of appearance in the study, numbering does not indicate
priority. Prioritization will depend on funding availability, development and redevelopment
projects on adjacent properties, regularly-scheduled roadway maintenance and other factors.

* Proposals that may be impacted by plans for a Bus Rapid Transit system on Central Ave. are
noted. Please refer to the bus rapid transit preliminary plans dated October 2014:
http.//www.brtabg.com/Plans

Section 1: Projects for prioritization in the next CIP, with other available funds,
or as maintenance provides opportunity:

1. Commercial Street: Add parking in short-term to slow traffic, reconfigure as part of Innovate
ABQ project (Pg. 34).

2. Union Square: Convert from 33-foot-wide one-way street to two-way with parking on both sides
(7’ parking lanes, 9’ driving lanes). Coordinate with Innovate ABQ, project. (Pg. 34).

3. 1" Street: narrow lanes south of Lead by adding paralle parking {Pg. 34).

4. 2" Street: bike lanes from Lomas to Lead, existing 13-15’ vehicle lanes reduced to 10°, remove
left turn lanes where signals are replaced with 4-way stops (Pg. 35). Note: The study
recommends a cycle track facility as the preferred configuration and bicycle lanes as an interimn
or “timid” configuration. Implementation of cycle tracks, something with which CABQ is not yet
well acquainted, will need additional study to determine intersection treatments, etc.

5. 3" Street: restripe to parallel parking on one side and angle-parking on the other, existing 14’
vehicle lanes reduced to 10’ (Pg. 38).

6. 4" Street: restripe north of Marquette and south of Gold to two 9’ driving lanes (reduced from
13’) and bike lanes or cycletrack (see note) against one curb. Between Central and Gold, use
sharrows in vehicle lanes (ROW precludes dedicated cycle facilitics) (Pg. 40). Note: The study
recommends cycletracks. Implementation of cycle tracks, something with which CABQ is not yet
well acquainted, will need additional study to determine intersection treatments, etc.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

5™ Street: restripe to narrow lanes from 13’ to 11’, remove left turn lanes where signals
replaced by 4-way stops {Pg. 41).

7" Street: restripe segments with existing parallel parking with angle parking on one side to
reduce 15’ driving lanes to closer to 11’, add paralle! parking where there is none (Pg. 44).

8™ Street: add second row of paralle! parking from Tijeras to Central (there is currently parking
on only one flank), replace parallel parking near roundabout to calm traffic, add at least one
flank of parking between Lead and Coal. {Pg. 44).

Lomas Blvd: narrow lanes from 11-12’ to 10’, add 3’ striped buffer along sidewalk to create
more comfortable pedestrian experience. Alternative: consider parallel reducing lanes from 6 to
4 {with turn) and adding parallel parking (Pg. 46).

Frult and Roma: add parallel parking and reduce lane widths as necessary to calm traffic (Pg.
47).

Martin Luther King (east of Downtown): Remove painted buffer flanking median, reduce lane
widths from 13’ to 10-11’, add parallel parking between existing bike lanes and vehicle lanes.
“Timid” approach also suggested: replace proposed parallel parking with wider buffers between
vehicle lanes and bike lane (Pg. 57). Note: improvements to MLK are already underway, with a
focus on cycle cannectivity to Innovate ABQ site from the University of New Mexico.

Silver Ave: remove unnecessary turn lanes and add parallel parking in several locations,
consider angle-parking between 2™ and 3™ to serve future grocery (Pg. 65).

Lead/Coal: add parking in 2-way stretches Downtown to take up ROW currently providing for up
to 17’ vehicle lanes. Use parking to buffer bicycle lanes. Use extra ROW on both bridges to
provide for buffered bicycle lanes in both directions (Pg. 68).

Signalization: replace signals with 4-way stops in various locations Downtown, esp. along Silver,
Tijeras, Roma per map on page 71. Run as test with four-way flash. Note: excludes Copper and
Gold recommendations, see below.

Central Avenue Railroad Bridge: elevate walkways to allow pedestrians to cross tracks at-grade
rather than through bridge tunnel (Pg. 88). Note: state and federal railroad jurisdictions will
have to approve the grude crossing. Also see Copper Avenue under Section 2 below.

Street People: explore methods for reducing presence of street people downtown such as
dropping off released prisoners at the transit center with a bus pass, rather than simply
dropping them off near Civic Plaza without services, develop waiting room at Union Square
probation facility, provide homes and social services to homeless people (Pg. 96). Note: Joint



18.

BernCo/Albuquergue Behavioral Health Task Force is already working on some of these issues
and recommendations. Union Square is a County facility.

Parking: Coordinate with Albuquerque Fire Department, ABQ Ride and other agencies to
analyze where red and/or yellow curbs prohibiting parking (e.g. along federal buildings) could be
removed and parking allowed. Examples abound, many on Copper Ave., Gold Ave. (Pg. 58).
Consider ways to employ parking pricing strategies to improve availability of parking Downtown,
consider Parking Benefits District to route some parking revenues to public realm improvements
{Pg. 78). Note: Both should be included as part of Dept. of Municipal Development parking study,
in progress.

Section 2: Projects that are supported in concept, but that require further
design, interjurisdictional coordination, and/or funding

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

Broadway Blvd: redesign and reconstruction as a multilane boulevard with medians separating
“slower service lanes” serving local traffic and bikes, per EDO Master Plan. Notes: jurisdictional
issues exist, as Broadway is technically a state highway. Coordinate with Innovate ABQ, which is
considering the street frontage north of Central.

Marquette and Tijeras One-Ways: Convert Marguette and Tijeras from current one-way
configurations to two-way. Considerations will include railroad overpass, convention center
entrance and parking garage entrance/exit along Civic Plaza, include bike lanes or cycletracks as
ROW permits (Pg. 48).

Tijeras: Fill Tijeras railroad underpass south of Convention Center, rebuild Tijeras at-grade and
along its original grid line to reconnect to existing streets and future Innovate ABQ grid at
Central/Broadway site (Pg. 53).

Copper: As Central/1* Lot is replatted to fix “swoop” at 1*'/Central intersection, explore having
Copper pass over railroad tracks at-grade to Innovate ABQ site at Central/Broadway. Note: state
and federal railroad jurisdictions will have to approve the grade crossing.

Central Avenue Downtown: Work with merchants to explore removal of central turn/delivery
parking lane to provide ROW for bike lanes, relocating truck delivery to alleys and side-streets
(Pg. 60).

Central Avenue west of Downtown: switch parking and bike lane locations in road diet area to
have paralle! parking provide a buffer from the through lanes to the bike lanes (Pg. 61). Note:
implications for Bus Rapid Transit

. Central Avenue east of Downtown {EDa): reduce through lanes from 2 in each direction to 1

each direction, add bike lanes (Pg. 63) Note: implications for Bus Rapid Transit. As of Jan. 2015,



26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

ABQ Ride’s proposed alignment for this segment of Central Ave. includes a singie, bi-directional
Bus Rapid Transit lane in the median and one traffic lane in each direction, without bicycle lanes.
Bicycle lanes on Central Ave. in this area are not recommended by the draft Albuquerque
8ikeways and Trails Facility Plan.

Gold Ave: Consider angle-parking on one side to reduce lane widths (Pg. 64) Note: implitations
for Bus Rapld Transit

Signalization: Replace signals on Copper/Gold with four-way stops per map on Page 71. Run as
test with four-way flash. Note: Implications for existing transit and proposed BRT, will need
study.

Civic Plaza: explore dividing Civic Plaza into north and south halves, redevelop north half as
office structure, etc,, create greener, smaller-scale plaza on south half (Pg. 95).

6" Street: restripe from 4-lane to 2-lane with center turn, parking and buffered cycletrack, from
Lomas to Copper and Silver to Lead. From Copper to Silver, where ROW precludes cycletracks,
reduce from two 16’ lanes to 12’ lanes with parking and sharrows (Pg. 42). Note: additional
study required to consider intersection configurations where proposed cycletracks drop off
between Copper and Silver; parking for St. Mary’s school dropoff/pickup.

Street Trees: repair irrigation and replace ill or dead street trees throughout Downtown (Pg. 97).
Note: will need study to determine scope of problem (irrigation at source, or underground piping,
etc.
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