Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Dl Puchlo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understzmed ihat Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent 10

all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BI.M and rather than a Noriheasi Corrider aka Loop Rd or mining eic.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WTPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear al two public meetings
held by WHQA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end ol Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northemn Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway 14”7 Please providc a
copy of this withdrawal letter 10 mc.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy ol the hold letter to me.

If it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a currcnt condition and a long term plan during

the Placitas Arca Planning meetings?

LS )

I understand that you as a Sandoval County represcntative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Admimisirator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
enlities you have contacted to this effecl.
2. Has there been any iterest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, (hat Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannol plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a povernmeni entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas, [t

would also requive emenant domain takings elc. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
inte and out of Placitas as well ag our rural aimosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan (or Placitas wherg there clearly is not [ull disclosure of all
plunning inieniions as existing conditions which would affect teaffic flow, crime rate, commercial

development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opporiunities here. Our only
requirciment i open governmental inlentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bermalillo.

Please do send (he lctter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attomey to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Reguests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. | appreciate your timely
atlention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. Tam sure this will
improve parlicipation in the planning eftort.

Sincerely, @ \_QQM @G}M E ! fE . Bc}_{{@‘?‘%
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Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Fuchlo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. GGonzales,

I understand that $andoval County has reccived scanned in copies of the WHOA comumunity survey scnt to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development io Northeastern Plagitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or 1o RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way lor a
sccondary road o northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Pleasc provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Tas the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letler to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a cwrrent condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Arca Planning mectings?

I understand that you as a Sandoval County represenlative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lcad” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
mecting?

1. Plcase let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted io this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval Counly or
any other povernment entity or political subdivision is planning for our commumity. Lhe BI.M cannot plan a
Loup Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a government enlity and privafc eitizens [o
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain takings ete. This road would also affect ull traffic paiterns and volunie
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we parlicipate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is net full disclogure of all
planning intentions as exisling conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime tate, commercial

development cte. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there ate many opporiunities here. Our only
requircment is open governmental intentions lrom all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Beralillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Aftomey to the BLM capceling al]
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. | appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Petiod to the BLM RMP is ending in September. 1 am sure this will
improve parlicipation ipthe planning cffort.

Sicerely, b

BT O/ LOOL N hmﬁ 5707
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Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger 'lanner

Sandoval County

711 Caming Del Pucblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Ang 14", 2008

Drear Mr. Gonzales,

[ understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent ta
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse patk rather than mere residential developmert on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Toop Rd or mimng cte.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traflic. as well as
residontial development (o Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placilas, that Placilans de not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to KT
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their Apnl 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northcrn Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highwayl4™? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

5. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. 1f it is only on hold, why is it not openly discusscd as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

1 understand that you as a Sandoval Counly representative requested the ‘L'own of Bernalillo o “Take the
Lead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bemalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an epen
niceting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have conlacted to this cffect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other govornment entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BL.M cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens lo
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and (o lcave the BLM through Norlhcastern Placitas. Tt
would algo require cmenant domain takings etc. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our tural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we parlicipate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not lull disclosure of ajl
plannine intentions as existing conditions which would affect iraffic flow. crime rate, commercial
development ete, ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placiias Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental mtentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalilko.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sundoval County Aflomey to the BI.M canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogaies and copy me. I appreciale your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. L am sure this will
improve participation in the planning efforl.

L H : i {j
Siacerely, /ﬂfﬁf} 4/ "Zq)" (“‘_\ il (o S P
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Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Dcl Puehio,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

| understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey send o
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BL.M and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP raltic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Macitas. ‘The Placitas public has becn clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and I.as Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the cast end ol Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way fora

secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™7 Please provide a

copy of this withdrawal letier Lo me.

ITas the county only put this road on hold? Why? Pleasc provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openty discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

b

I understand (hat you as a Sandoval Counly representative requesied the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bemalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please Ict me know if vou are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities yon have contacted to this effcet,
2. Has there becn any inierest?

1 feel that as pari of Open Government, that Placitans have a right Lo know what cxacily Sandoval County or
any other government entity or politica! subdivision 1s planning lor our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd_by themsclves; it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get 1o the BLM and to leave ihe BLM through Northeastern Placitas. I
would also require emenant domain takings etc. This road would also aflect all tralfic patterns and volume
ito and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere amony other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning inlentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial

development ete. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many oppertunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmenial intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalille.

Please do send the letter as promised WIIOA by the Sandoval County Atlomgy to the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initialed by you or any other surrogates and copy me. T appreciale your tmcly
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. I am sure this will

improve participaffon m the planning effort.
Sincerely, '%'/ £ iéi
Address / ﬁ ﬁ’ﬁfﬂ %—/ /4 ' %/fc’f/ 7oA f_:-




Moaises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camind Del Puehlao,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Diear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has reecived scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northcast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining cte.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commergial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential devclopment to Northeastern Placitag. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd {0 the east cnd of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sundoval County withdravm their Apnl 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State [Tighway 1477 Plcase provide
copy of this withdrawal lelter Lo me.

2. Has the county only pul this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of ihe hold Ictter to me.

3. IIit is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Arca Planning meetings?

I understand thal you as a Sandeval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lcad” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

i. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contacted to this cffeet.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as pari of Open Government, that Placilans have a right o know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our comumunity. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop R by (hemsclves; it would require coordination with a povernment entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM throngh Nertheastern Placitas. [t
would also require emenant domain 1akings etc. This road would also affect all traffic patierns and volume

into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphers among other things.

As such. how can we parlicipate in a plan for Placilas where there clcarly is not full disclosure ol all
planning intentions as existing conditions which wnild affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial

development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arnea Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalille.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney fo the BLM cunceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. | appreciate your timely
atiention to this matter as the Scoping Period 1o the BLM RMP is ending in Scptember. I am surc this will
improve participation in the planning efior.

Sincerely, (%Ax‘; / ﬁF é %@M /ﬂéf
g LN BARKANT AR /RS, AW &7 045
Address . 5;67"' 4’? gcf




Mouoises Gonzales

Long Ranger P'lanner

sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

1 understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WIIOA community survey sent 1o
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential devclopment on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As you know, this Loop Rd, would bring commercjal development, mining, WIPF traffic, as well as
residential development Lo Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, (hat Placitans de not wanl a Loop Rd to the east cnd of Placitas or io R1
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24® request to the BLM for a “right of way lor a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™7 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier to me.

Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy ol the hold letler to me.

If it is only on hold, why is il not openly discussed as a current condition and a long tcrm plan during
the Placitas Area Planning mectings?

w1

[ understand that you as a Sandoval County represcntative requested the Town of Bemalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should (his have becn an open

mecting?

1. Please let me know il you are working to have any other catity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entilies you have contacled to this elfect.
2. Has therc been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans bave a right to know what exacily Sandoval County or
any other government entity or pelitical subds vigion is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination wilh a rovernment enlily and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way reguired to get to the BLM and Lo leave the BLM through Northcastern Placitas. 11
would also reguire emenant domain takings ete. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
itito and out of Placitas as well as our rural gimosphere among, other things.

As such, how can we participatc in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commereial
development cte. ¥

We will gladly participate (ully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, espeeially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letier as promised WIIOA by the Sandoval County Atterney 10 the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initated by you ot any other surrogales and copy me. | appreciate your timely
attention to this matler as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP 1s ending in September. [ am surc this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely,

lors Caroocte~

Address FA7 Semg SRR AP EARB S TR /@d EAPE 1 40N




Maises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

sandoval County

711 Camine Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

{ understand that Sandoval Counly has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey seni o
ail of Placitas showing 98% of Placilans want 4 wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commereial development, mining, WIPP traific, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public mectings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placilans do not want a f.oop Rd to the cast end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BL.M.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

~. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

1. 1f it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placilas Arca Planning meetings?

[ understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the ‘Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Tead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contacted 1o this effect.
2. Has fherc been any interest?

| feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision 1s planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a Fovernment enlity and private ciizeng to
aquire the rights of way required to gel to the BLM and to Jeave the BL.M through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain takings etc. This road would also alfect all traftic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmesphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning iptentions as cxisting conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial

development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requircment is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, cspecially Sandoval Counly and the
Town of Bernalilio.

Plcase do send the letter as promised WIIOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requesls initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. I appreciate your timely
attention to this matier as (he Scoping Period Lo the BLM RMP is ending in Septcmber. [ am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerelys,

iw .
Address_ <3O C‘MU&A OW &;\ fQ MIIMW E’JOS@)




Moises Gonzales

Long Banger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Caminoe Del Pueblo,

Bernaliflo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Goneales,

1 understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% ol Placitans wanl & wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLLM and rather than a Nertheast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. ITas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way tor a
secondary road 10 northern Placilas and possibly all the way (o State Ilighway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter 1o me.

2. Tas the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hiold letier te me.

3. Ifilis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long lerm plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

I understand that you as a Sandoval Counly representative requested the Town of Bernalillo w “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrater. Should ihiz have been an open
meeling?

1. Pleasc let me know if you are working Lo have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacied to this cffect.
2. Has there been any intercst?

I feel {hat as part ol Open Gevernment, that Placitans have a right to know what exacily Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our communily. The BL.M cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination wilh a povernment entily and privale citizens 1o
aquire ihe rights of way required to get to the BLM and 1o lcave the BLM throueh Northeastern Placitas. [t
would also require emen:mt domain takings etc. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
inio and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphcre among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is nof full disclosure ol all
pl:mning intentions as existing conditions which would alfect traffic 1lgw, cime rate. commercial
development ele. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunities here. Cur only
requirement is open governmental inlentions from all catities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalilko,

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the S8andoval County Altorney 1o the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requesis initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. I appreciate your timely
attention fo this matler as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending i Scptember. T am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely, ﬁ/;,{,wf - 771/“

addeess 27 Calhe Dol Mog7e ‘74%5’ C L FAS




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Fuebla,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

[ understand {hat Sandoval County has received scanned in copies ol the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Norlheast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP trallic, as well as
residential development Lo Northcastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Fas Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the cast end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BILM for a “right of way for a

secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way fo Stale Highway14™? Pleasc provide a

copy ol this withdrawal leller to me.

Has the county only put this read on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me,

3. Ifit is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

b

| understand that you as a Sandoval County represeniative requested the Town of Bermalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeling?

1. Please let me know il you are working lo have any other cntity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
enlilics you have contacied to this ellfcet.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exacily Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a_povernment entity und private citizens to
aquire the righis of way required to get to the BL.M and to leave the BLM through Nerthcastern Placitas. I
would also require emenant domain takings etc. This road would also affect all traffic paitcrns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as onr rural almosphere among gther things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not [ull disclosure of all
planning intentjons as existing conditions which would aflect traffic flow. crime rate, commercial
development eic. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by (he Sandoval County Attorney 1o the BIL.M canceling all

Sandoval County Reqguests initiated by you or any other surogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
atiention to this malter as the Scoping Period to the BE.M RMP is ending in Septemboer. I am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effert.

Sinccrelyjjj//ym W } %é% /L
s 27 Lodls Lot Phontler (ipatioo g/




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonrales,

T understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placilas showing 98% of Placilans want a wild horse park rather than morc residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic. as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas, The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Tas Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd Lo the east end of Placilas or to RT
14 through the BEM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary toad to northern Placilas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

> Has the county only put ihis road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

1f it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a Jong term plan during

the Placitas Avea Planning meetings?

ak

[ understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town ol Bernalillo 1o “Take the
Lead” on (he Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please lct me know it you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
chtities you have contacted to tlus effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

T feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government enlity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannaot plan a
Loop Rd by themsclves: it wonld require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire Lhe rights ol way required to get to ihe BLM and to lcave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also requirg cmenant domain takings cte. This road would alsg affect all traffic paiterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural aimosphere among other things.

As such., how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planninge intentions as cxisting conditions which would alfect traffic Now, crime rate, commercial

development gic, ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as therc are many opportunitics here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney 1o the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogales and copy me. I appreciate your timely
aticntion to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. I am sure this will
improve parlicipation in the planning effort.

Sincere]}’acr?gl’fﬂc?ﬂ m [}”’LJ’T"

Address g{ﬁ)-cr;r Mo rﬂ@i_m gﬁfﬁ (?G’Sﬂ l /G: . “m g:f-f&(, A i %1 5’9{{:



Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalille, NM 37604 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. (onzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than morc residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As vou know. this Loop Rd. would bring commereial development, mining, WIPD fraffic, as well as
residential development io Northeastern Placitas, The Placitas public has been clear al two public meetings
held by WIIOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or 1o RT
14 through the BLM.

]. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request Lo the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary Toad 1o northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Ilighway 14?2 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

Has the county only put this road on held? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold leiter lo me.

If it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a Jong term plan during
the Placitas Area Planmng meetings?

el o

I understand that youn as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Rernalillo to “Take the
Leud™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Plcase let me know if you are working to have any other enlity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

1 feel thal as part of Open Governmend, that Placitans have a right to know what exacily Sandoval County or
any other government entity or polilical subdivision is planning for our community. The BL.M cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with @ govermument entity and privale citizens to
anuire the nights of way required to gei 1o the BILM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. Tt
would also require emenant domain Lakings ete. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volumg
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow crime rate, commereial

development etc. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunities here. Our only
requircment js open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalille.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atlorncy to the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. T appreciate your timely
attention 1o this matter as the Scoping Period o the BLM RMP is ending in Septembcr. I am sure this will
improve participation in the planning eflort.

Sincerel, “f pneie. Mot 4 SANDY &, Lsernt

Address {2 5 _ @W @M’?‘{-ﬂ-{-‘-’ ﬁwmd 7oy




Maiscs {ronzales

Long Banger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalille, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand thal Sandoval County has reccived scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent 1o
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Cormidor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WiPP traftic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd 1o the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
sccondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Hiphway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put ihis road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Tritis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

1 undcrstand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
T.ead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Adminisirator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Pleasc let me know if you arc working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
enlitics you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has therc been any inierest?

I fecl that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right lo know what cxactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd_ by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and ptivate ¢ilizens to
aquire the rights of way required Lo pet to the BLM and io leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. [i
would also reguire emenant domain takings ete. This road would also afiect all frafliic patterns and volume
into and out of Placilas as well as our rural atmosphete ameng other things.

Ay such. how can we participate in a plan for Placiias where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development ete. ?

We will gladly parlicipate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunitics here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entilies involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Pleuse do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Aftorney to the BLM canecling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciaic your timely
attontion to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP 15 ending in Scptember. I am sure this will
jmprove participation in the planning effost.

Sincerely, W M _ /MH‘EGKE 74114;&:?-

address RO Sex 225, E‘Efzfﬁ e, 7§ 00w




Muises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino D¢l Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr, Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey scnt to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BL.M and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou knowr, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial devclopment, mining, WIPP traflic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear al two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd o the cast end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their Apnl 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way fora

secondary road Lo northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Please provide a

copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

ITas the county only pui this road on hold? Why? Please pravide a copy of the hold letier o me.

3. Ifit is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long tenn plan during
the Placitas Area Planning mcetings?

B2

[ understand that you as 3 Sandoval County representative requosied the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” om the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
mecting?

1. Pleasc let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop R and which
entitics you have contacted to this eftcet, '
2. Has thers becn any intercst?

1 feel that as pari of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any olher government enlity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd_by thewmscives, il would reguire coordination with a ggvernment cntity and private citizens {o
aquire the rights of way requited to gel 1o the BI.M and to leave the BLM through Northeasiern Placitas, It
would also require emenant domain takings eic. This road would also alfect all traffic patterns and velume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural aimesphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not {ull disclosure of all
planning intentions a5 existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development cte. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opporlunitics here, Our only
tequirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo,

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atforney to the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you ot any other surrogates and copy me. | appreciate your timely
attcntion io this matter as the Scoping Period 1o the BLM RMP is ending in September. I am sure thig will

improve participation in the planning efforl.
Sincercly, W

3 W MWE}"GW"&H %&LW

Address




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pucblo,

Rernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placilans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ele.

Ag you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercjal development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Norlheastorn Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WIIOQA and Las Placitas, thai Placitans do not want a Loop Rd 1o the cast end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way lor a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to Stale Highway147? Pleasce provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter 10 me.

2. Has the couniy only put this read on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letler to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

I understand that you as a Sandoval County represcntative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bemnalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an vpen
mecting?

1. Plcase let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contacted fo this elfect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right io know what exactly Sandoval County or
any oiher government enlity ot political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plati a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens 1o
aguive the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placiias. It
would also require emenant domain takings ete. This road would also aflect all traffic patterns and volume
innto and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things,

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is pot full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affgct teaffic flow, crime rate, commercial

development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities herc. Our only
requirement is open govemmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandeval County Attorney to the 3LM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initialed by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in Seplember. | am sure this will
improve participation in the planning cifort.

Sincerely,

Address GM/@% / (M 2?7 W




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner
Sandoval County

711 Camine el Pueblo,
Bernalillo, NM 87004

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

Aug 14", 2008

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copics of the WHOA commumty survey serit o
all of Placitas showing 98% ol Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential devclopment on
the BT.M and tather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining efc.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has becn clear at two public meetings

held by WHOA and Las Placitas, (hat Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to ihe east end of Placitas or to RT

14 through the BI.M.

1. Has Sandoval Counly withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road o
3

n hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the held leticr to me.

If it is only on hold, why is it nol openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bemnalille to *Take the
T.ead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerpe, Bernalillo Town Administralor. Should this have been an open

meeting?

1. Please let me know il vou are working to have any other cnfity accomplish this Tocp Rd and which
entitics you have contacted fo this eflect.

2. Has there been any inlerest?

| fee! that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know whal cxactly Sandoval Counly or
any other government entity or political subdivision s planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a

Loop Rd by themsclves; it would require

coordination with a govormment entity and private citizens to

aquire the rights ol way reguired to get to the RLM and to lcave the BLM (hrough Northeastern Placitas. It

would also require cmenanl domain lakings te. This roud would also affect all traffic patterns and volume

into and out of Mlacitas as well as our rural atmosphere among, other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all

planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commereial

development ete. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunitics here. Our only
requircment is open governmental intentions (rom all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the

Town of Bemalillo,

Please do send the letter as promised WEHOA by the Sandoval County Atiorney to the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surmogates and copy me. | appreciate your timely
attention to this mattcr as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. T am sure this will

improve participation n the plap

Sincerely, C%D: Jlfﬁ"' -
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Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Puchlo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Ang 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanncd in copies of the WHOA community survey senl to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild hotsc park rather (han more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPT iraffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public hus becn clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do nol want a Loop Rd to the castend o i Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
sccondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Pleasc provide a
copy ol this withdrawal letier to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. 1"t is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term pian during
the Placiias Area Planning meetings?

I understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Sleve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administralor. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please et me know if you arc working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted 1o this effcer.
2. Has there been any interest?

1 feel that as part of Open Government, that Placilans have a right to know what exaclly Sandoval Counly or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a governiment enlily and private citizens to
aquire the rishts of way required 10 get to the BLM and io leave the BLM ihrough Northeastern Plagitas. It
would alse require emenant domain takings ete. This road would also affect all traffic patierns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things,

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
lannine intentions as cxisting conditions which would affect traffic flow. crime rate, commereizl
development etc. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open govemmental intentions from all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town ol Bernalillo.

Please do scnd the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atlorney fo the BLM canccling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
altention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in Scptember. T am sure this will
improve participation in the planning eflort.

Sincerely, M 2. QM
aitess IR Aiud speA Rowd Tiukumis, MM 8Fo3




Muises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino el Puchlo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dyear Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval County has reeeived scanned in copics of the WIIGA community survey scnt to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BI.M and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ctc.

As you know., this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining WIPP tralfic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WIIQA and Las Placitas, (hat Placitans do not want & Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 {hrough the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn thewr April 24" request 1o the BLM for a “right of way fora
sccondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way o State Highway14™? Please provide a
copy of Ihis withdrawal letter to me.

Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

If it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long lerm plan during
ihe Placitas Area Planning mcetings?

it 1

I understand that you as a Sandoval County tepresentative requesied the Town of Bemalillo to “Take the
Lead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Admimistrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Pleasc let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacled to this effect.
2. Has there been any inlercsi?

| feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exaclly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd_by themsglves: it would requirc coordination with a government cntity and private citizens to
aquire {he rights ol way required to get to ithe BLM and to Icave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. Tt
would also require emenant domain takings ete. ‘This road would glso affect all iraffic paiterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well ag our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan lor Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all

planning intentions as cxisting conditions which would afiect traffic flow, crime rate, commereial
development ete. ?

We will gladly participate [ully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Cur only
requiremenl is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemnalille.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atlorney fo the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. [ appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. Tam sure this will
improve participation jn the planming cigért.

Address ‘é{i ?@Aj‘ & %?\7@1\ :ﬂ@i&(@} mvﬁ %



Moises (Gonzales

Loeng Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Rernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14"™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copics of the WHOA community survey scnt 1o
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitaps wanl a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor uka Loop Rd o mining etc.

As vou know, this Toop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP tralfic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas, The Placitas public has been clear al two public meetings
held by WHOA and Tas Placitas, (hat Placitans do not want 2 Loop Rd to the gast end of Placitas ot to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Tlas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24% request to the BLM for a “right of way for a

sccondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to Stalc Highway14™? Please provide a

copy of this withdrawal leticr to me.

[Tas the county only put this road on hold? Why? Plcase provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifit is only on hold, why is it not openly Jiscussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

b2

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Tawn of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lcad™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jorge, Bermalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
mecting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effect.
2. ITas there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandeval County or
any olher government entily or political subdivision is planning for our commnunity. The BLM cannot pian a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a overnment entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required fo get lg the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas, 1t
would also reguire emenant domain lakings ete. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
into and oul of Plagitas as well as our rural atmosphere amon other things.

Ag such, how can we participale in a plan for Placitas where there cleatly is not full disclosuare of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow. crime rale, commercial
development ete. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requitcment is open governmental intentions from all enlitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo.

Pleasc do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Aliomey i the BLM canceling all

Sundoval County Requests initiated by you or any ather surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
allention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in Seplember. 1 am sure this will
improve participation in the planning efiort,

Simcerely, O {;)ﬁFT:L Q &
g Bovary Qleata, 703

Address




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camine Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aung 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I undersiand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA communily survey scnt to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than morc residential development on
the BL.M and tather (han a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining elc.

As vou know, this L oop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP tralfic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meeiings
held by WIIOQA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east ead of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request io the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northern Placilas and possibly all the way to Stale Highway14”? Please provide &
copy of 1his withdrawal letier to me.

2. Ilas the countiy only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter o me.

3. Ifit is only on hold, why is il not openly discusscd as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” en the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bemalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
catities you have contacted to this citect.
2. THas there becn any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
apy other government cutity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and privale citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get 1o the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placiias. It
would also require emenani domain takings cte. This road would also alfeet all traffic paiferns and volume
into and out of lacitas as well as our rural aimosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participatc in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing condibions which would aflect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial

development ete. ?

We will gladiy participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many oppottunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all eniities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do scnd the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atfomey to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
atiention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. 1 am sure this will
improve participation jn the planning cffort.

Sincerely, W

70
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Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

T11 Caminoe Del Pueblo,

Rernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14",2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

[ understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ele.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear al two public mectings
held by WITOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east cnd of Placitas or to ET
14 through the BLM.

1. [Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road (o northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highwayl4”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to mc.

3. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold Jetter to me.

4. TIit is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Macitas Arca Planning mectings?

[ understand thal you as a Sandoval County represcntative requested the Town of Bemalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administeator. Should this bave been an open
meeling?

1. Please let me know if you are working 1o have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
enlities you have coniacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any intcrest?

1 foel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other povernment entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM gannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination wilh a governinent entify and private citizens to
agnire the rights of way requircd o get fo the BLM and 10 leave the BLM through Northeastern Placifas. Tt
would aleo regquire cmenant domain takings etc. This road would also afiect all iraffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participatc in a plan far Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would aflect traffic flow, crimg rate, commercial
development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunities herc. Our only
requirement is open govemmental intentions from all entilies involved, cspecially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo,

Please do send the Jelter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney 1o the BI.M canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP js ending in Septembcer. [ am sure this will
improve patticipation in the planning effort.

Sinmlyo@_/ MWMJW |
Address _/M%é; %/W




Moises Gonzales

Lung Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Puchlo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonrales,

T understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in capics of (he WHOA communily sarvey scnt io
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
ihe BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining cic.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential developmenl to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at iwo public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do nol want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BI.M for a “right of way fora
secondary Toad to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway 14”7 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal leiter 1o me.

2. Has the county only put this road on held? Why? Pleasc provide a copy of the hold letler to me.

If it is only on hold, why is it nol openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during

the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

L}

1 understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the ‘l'own of Rernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Toop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should 1his have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know il you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted 1o this efiect.
3. Has there been any interest?

| feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BI.M cannot plana
Loop Rd by themsclves; it would require coordination with a goveroment entjty and privale citizens to
aquire the rights of way required io gel to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northcastern Placitus. 1
would 2150 require emenant domain takings etc. Thig road would aiso affeet all traffic paiterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as weli as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate i a plan for Placitas where therc clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning inlentions as existing conditions which would affect iraffic flow, crime 1ate, commercial
development ele, 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requircment is open governmental intentions from all entilies involved, especially Sandoval Countly and the
Town of Bernalillo,

Please do send the lctter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canceling all

$andoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
atreniion to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in Seplember. T am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely, \J \}—QJJ}— D()! M

Address 1 Me Lﬂwg M;ﬁg%m /IDQCLQL\(




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planncr

Sandoval County

711 Camineo Del Pueblo,

Rernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2003

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has reccived scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey scnt to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than morc residential devclopment on
the BLM and tather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ctc.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commetcial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as will as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear al two public meelings
held by WHOA and Las Placiias, that Placitans do not wanl a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their Apn! 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to Statc [Tlighway14™? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on held? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter (o me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed us a currenl condition and a long term plan duting
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

1 understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requesied the Town of Bemnalillo to “L'ake the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please lct me know if you are working to huve any other cniity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have coniacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any intcrest?

I tecl that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County ot
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and 10 leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain takings etc. This road would also affect all traffic patierns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas wherc there clearly is not full disclosure of all

planning imientions as existing conditions which would affoct traflic flow, crime Tate, gommercial
develomment ete, 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requiremnent is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Pleasc do send the letter as promised WIHOA by the Sandoval County Attomey to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
attention fo this matter as the Scoping Peried to the BLM RMP 1s ending in September. [ am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely,

addess ¥ Ot of, it £7:93




Moises Gunzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aung 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand ihat Sandoval Counly has received scared in copies of the WHOA commumiiy survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Cornidor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Hasz Sandoval County withdravm their April 24™ requesl lo the BLM for a “right of way lor a
secondary road to norihern Placitas and possibly all the way 1o State Hiphway14™? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter o me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a leng term plan during
the Placitas Arca Planning meetings?

1 understand thal you as a Sandoval County represeniative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalille Town Adminisirator. Should this have been an open
meeting? :

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have conlacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any inlerest?

I feel that as pari of Open Government, that Placitans have a right o know what cxactly Sandoval County or
any olher governmant entity or political subdivision is planning for our commiunity. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themsclves: it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get lo the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeagtern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain takings ete. This road would also affect all traffic palterns and volume
inio and oul of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among oiher things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan lor Placitas wherc there clearly is not full disclosure of ali
planning intentions as cxisting conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rale commercial
development etc, 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WIIOA by the Sandoval County Atiorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Reguests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. [ appreciate your timely

altention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. [ ain sure this will
jmprove participation in the planning elfort.

Sincercly,

Address M Dé/)‘m/{@ém/ 5‘7 QMM?PVHMM ﬁa( i'?(}%




Moiscs Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camine Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

1 understand that Sandoval County has reccived scanned in copies of the WIHOA community survey sent o
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial develupment, mining. WIPP raflic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placiias public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placilas, that Placitans do not want a2 Loop Rd 1o the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
sccondary road Lo northem Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. 1f it is anly on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representaiive requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Adnmimnistrator. Should this have been an open
mecting?

1. Please let me know if you arc working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this elfect.
2. Has flerc been any interest?

1 fcel that as part of Open Government, that Placitaps have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our commuanity. The BLM canpot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would tequire coordination with a government enlity and privaig citizens 1o
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and io lcave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would alzo require cmenant domain takings cte. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume

into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participaie in a plan lor Placitas where there clearly is nol full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development cte. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunities here. Our only
requircment is epen governmental intentions from all entitics involved, cspecially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Mease do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM cancehing all

Sandoval Counly Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timcly
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending 1n Scptember. | am sure this will
improve participation in the planning efforl.

Sincerely, -_-ELH:“ES‘ ”PMj:&QA,_,l_J
ALY ¢ WRMIM%“

Rt L e G M B 700 Y
Address _ _




Moises (ronzales

Long Ranger I'lanner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Deur Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA communily survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential devclopment on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loap Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would brin comimercial development, mining, WIPP traffic. as well as
residontial development 10 Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has becn clear at two public mectings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do nol want a Loop Rd to the easl end of Placilas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way lo State Highway1477 Pleasc provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier to me.

Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

If it is only on hold, why is it not epenly discussed as a curren! condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

W T

I undersiand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to *“T'ake the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Rernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please lel me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Leop Rd and which
entities you have coniacled to this cffecl.
2. Has there been any interest?

I fech that as pari of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planaing for our cotumumty. The BLM cannotplan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government cntity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get 1o the BI.M and 1o lcave the BLM through Mortheastern Placitas. 1t
would alse require emenant domain takings ete, This road would also affect all traffic pattcrns and volume

inio and oul of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure ol all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect tratfic flow, crime ratc, commercial
developmcnt ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Plucitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requiremeni is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval Counly and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Plcase do send the letter as promised WIIOA by the Sandoval County Attorney Lo the BI.M canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogales and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
atiention to (his matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. 1 am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effori.

Sincercly, j ”___Ij\j o

Address Q c@uﬁb’{oh};@ﬁ@_-?ul{fﬂ‘&ﬁjm‘ti E()%Lfr-:? _



Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Rernalillo, NM 87804 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzalcs,

1 undetstand that Sandoval County has reccived scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey scni to
all of Placiias showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse patk rather thun more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka T.oop Rd or mining efe.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring cominercial development, mining, WIPP traflic, as well as
rosidential development 1o Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or o RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “night of way lora
secondary toad to norfhern Placitas and possibly all the way o Stale Iighway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter 1o me.

3 HYas the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. 1f it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placilas Area Planning mectings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town ol Bemalillo Lo “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Rernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1 Please ket me know if you are working io have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contacted 1o this effecl.
2. Has there been any intcrest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, thal Placitans have a right to know what cxactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
T.oop Rd by themselves; it would requite coordination with a government eatity and pnvate cilizens Lo
aquirc the rights of way required to get 1o the BLM and to leave the BI.M through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also toquire emenant domain takings etc. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere ameng other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
nlanning inientions as ¢xisting condilions which would affect traffic Nlow, crime rate. comunercial
developmeni_cte, 7

We will gladly participate {ully in the Placitas Area Plan as thetc are many opportunitics here. Cur only
requirement is open governmental intentions Irom all entities involved, cspecially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo,

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorpey to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogales and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September, T am sure this will
improve participajiba in the planning effort.

Sincerely, et

o I M S g 5755




Moises Gonzales

Loog Ranger I'lanner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dicar Mr, Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent Lo
all of Placiias showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or miniy ele.

As you know. this Toop Rd. would bring comnereial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Ias Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd 1o the cast end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the RT.M for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Plcase provide a
copy of this withdrawal letfer to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on held? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

[ understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalilla to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
mecting?

1. Please lel me know if you are working Lo have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contaeted to this effect.
2. Has there been any interesi?

T feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a ight to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. 1The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entily and private citizens ro
aguire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to feave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain takings ete. This read would also affect all traffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where ihere ¢learly is not full disclosure of all

planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic [low, crime rate comraercial
developiment ele. 7

We will gladly participate lully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only

requirement is open governmental inlentions from ail entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atlomey to the BLM canceling all

Sundoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
altention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in Scptember. [ am sure (his will
improve participation in the planning effort.

sincere ? )
e (7eposs

Address Q, ) Wﬁ%o\ﬁ,g_:ja l@!ﬁ'@% R\EVL CC]\) ’16%:5



Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copics of the WHGA community survey senl io
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placilans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
ihe BIM and rather than a Nertheast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mimng cte.

As vou know, this Toop Rd, would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as woll as
residentia! development o Northcastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WIIOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the cast end of Placitas or Lo RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Tas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to novthern Placitas and possibly all the way to Statc ITighway 14”7 Plcase provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier to me.

2. Has the counly only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letier to me.

If it is oply on hold, why is it not openly Jiscussed as a current condition and a long term plan during

the Placiias Area Planning meetings?

T
¥

I wnderstand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bemalillo to “T'ake the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administralor. Should this have been an open
meeling?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entily accomplish this Loop Rd and which
eniilics you have contacted to this cffect.
2. Ilas there been any interest?

1 feel 1hat as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sundoval Counly or
any other governmenl entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would reguire coordination with a povernment entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get lo the BLM and to leave the BI M through Northeastern Placitas. [t
would also require cmenant domain takings eic. This road would alsg alTect all traffic patterns and volume
“nto and out of Placitas as well as our rural aimosphere among othet things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would aftect traffic_flow, ctime rate, commetcial
develppment cte. 7

We will gladiy participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opporlunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney 10 the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy mc. [ appreciate your timely
atiention 10 this matter as the Scoping Period to the BT.M RMP 1s ending in September. 1 am surc this will
improve participation in the planning eftfort.

Sinccrely, M\J 15 [’{W MLCNA—? AN‘\J

addess W CRLLE CHAM SR P'//_ﬁ& ;.7’75& N M g?f a




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

211 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

[ understand that Sandoval Cousty has recerved scanned in copics of the WHOA community survey sent to
a1 of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want 4 wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BT.M and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

Ag vou know, this Leop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPE frailic, as well as
residential development io Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has becn clear al two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placilans do not want 2 Loop Rd to the east end of Placiias ot to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. {Tax Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to Stafc [Highway! 4”7 Plcase provide a
copy of this withdrawal lettcr to me.

3 Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold Ictter to me.

4. 1f it is only on hold, why i3 it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning mectings?

| understand that you as a Sandoval County represcntative requested the Town of Bemalillo lo “Takc the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jorge, Bernalillo Town Administrator, Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Ticase lct me know if you arc working to have any other enlity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted (o this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I fecl that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other povernment entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with 2 government eniity and private cliizens to
aquire the rights of way required io get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas, [t
would 2lso require emenant domain takings etg. This road would also affect all traffic paiterns and volume
inlo and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere ameng ather things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning inlentions as cxisling conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, comimercial
development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunities here. Our only
requirement 1s open governmental intentions from all entiiies involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the ketter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Aftomey to the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests iniliated by you or any other surmogates and copy me. T appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in Scptember. I am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Singerely, - W
P L

Address 2| W L/ ,ww-a@o-/ Mﬂ




Moiscs Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Puebla,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Mear Mr. Gonzales,

I undetstand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copics of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horsc park rather than more residential development ot
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ele.

As you know. ihis Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP iraffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear ai two public meetings

held by WIHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BI.M.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request 10 the BLM for a “ripht of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and pussibly all the way to State ITighway14”7 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter Lo me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold leiter to me.

3. 1filis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representaiive requested the Town of Bernalillo to ““l'ake the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open

meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other cntity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effcet.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, thal Placitans have a right to know what exaclly Sandoval County or
any other government entily or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BI.M cannot plan a
Loap Rd by themsclves: it would require coordination with a governiment entily and private cilizens to
aquire the righls of way required to get to thg BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain Lakings cte. This road would also affect all tralfic pafterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intenlions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development cte. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open govemmental intentions from all entjties involved, cspecially Sundoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the leiter as promiscd WHOA by the Sundoval County Attorney Lo the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initialed by you or any other surrogates and copy me. T appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. 1 am sure this will
improve participation in the planmng effort.

mmﬁau 52, s

Address (| Caonc, s EBd I ﬁ':?cﬁé,‘; Aot £790F




Muoises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Puchlo,

Bermalillo, NM 57004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

1 understand ihat Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild borse park rathcr than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear al two public meelings
held by WITOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the cast end of Placitas orto BT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval Counly withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to notthern Placitas and possibly all the way o State Highway147? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal lctter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road en hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. If it is only on hold, why is it nol openly discussed as 2 current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Arca Planning mectings?

1 understand that you as a Sandoval County representative roquested the Town of Bernalillo to *“T'ake the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other cntity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any intercst?

T ieel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government enlity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop BRd by themselves: it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placilas. 1t
would also require emenant domain takings etc. This road would algo affect all waffic paiterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere amonyg other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas wherg there elearly is not Jull disclosure of all

planning intentions as existing conditions which would allecl traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development ete. ?

We will gladly participatc fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunilies here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Pleasc do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atlorney to the BLM canceling all
Sundoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period 1o the BLM RMP is ending in September. I am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely,

Addrcss /6 %5([,{,1 (AP P ™ '{Pé( Cfp%-ﬁ /(//L { m (73




Muises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 37004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

{ understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA commumity survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want 2 wild horsc park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corndor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP trallic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at iwo public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Flacitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or fo RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way lor a
secondary road to norihern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highwayi4"? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. 1las the connty only put this road on hold? Why? Pleasc provide a cepy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planmning mectings?

1 understand that you as a Sandoval County ropresentative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Sicve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please lei me know if you are working (o have any otber cntity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to (his eftect.
2. Has there been any interest?

| feel that s part of Open Government, thal Placitans have 4 right to know what exactly Sandoval Counly ot
any other government cntity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BL.M cannot plan 3
Loop Rid by themselves: it would require coordination with a government entity and private gitizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. 1t
would also roguire emenant domain takings ete. This road would also affect all iraffic pattems and volume
inlo and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmasphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan lor Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosurg f all
planning intentions as existitio conditions which would affect traffic [low, crime rate, commercial
development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunilies here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandeval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Pleasc do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Atlorney to the BLM capceling all
Sandoval County Requests iniiated by you or any other surrogales and copy me. | appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. [ am sure this will
improve participation in the planning cffort.

Sipcerel

Address ‘4""( "q&]&fw— Saien ??dé' /:) (—)c’u ;i o7 87@8&




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Caming Del Puchlo,

Bernalillo, NM 37004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonvales,

| understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copics ol the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BI.M and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete,

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial developiment, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as

residential development 1o Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end ol Placitas ot (o0 RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ requcst to the BLM ior a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14"? Please provide a
copy ol this withdrawal lettcr 1o me.

2. Has the county only put this read on hold? Why? Please pravide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discusscd as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning mectings?

Iunderstand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town ol Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the [.oop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Pleasc let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entitics you have contacted 1o this effeet.
2. Ilas there been any interest?

I feel that as pari of Open Government, that Placitans have a right ic know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our commmunity. The BL.M cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themsclves: 1l would require coordination with a govermment cntity and private citizens to
aguire the rights of way required to gel 1o the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain iakings ete. This road would also affect all rraflic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we parlicipate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not [ull disclosure of ail
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic Nlow, crime rate. comumnereial

development etc. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Qur only
Teguirement is open governmental intentions from all enlities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo.

Please do send the ietler as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney lo the BEM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any olher surrogates and copy me. [ appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Peried to the BLM RMP is ending in September. I am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely,




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA communily survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want & wild horsc park rathcr than more restdential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining eic.

As you know, this [.oop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placilas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WIIOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd 10 the east end ol Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sundoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way lor a
secondary road 1o northern Placilas and possibly all the way o State Highway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discusscd as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetinps?

T'understand that you as a Sandoval Counly representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Sieve Jerge, Bemnalillo T'own Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeling?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effcct.
2. Has there been: any interest?

I fecl that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would reguire coordination with a govemment entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get to the BLM and to lcave the BI.M through Northeastern Placitas, It

would also requirc gmenant domain takings cte. This road would also ailect all raffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmoesphere antong other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all

planming intentions as existing condiions which wounld affect traific Now, crime rate, commercial

development ele. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many epportunitics here. Our only
requircment is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, cspecially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letier as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Altomey to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. I appreciate your timely
attention te this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. 1 am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely,

Address &8 Calle Lhiva, = ﬁm: A BT 0O,z




Muoises (zonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalille, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dcar Mr. Gonzales,

I undj:rstar_ld tht Sapdm*a] County has rcceived scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential devclopment on
the BL.M and rather than a Northeast Cortidor aka Loop Rd or mining cte.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commerciul development, mining, WIPP trailic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placiias, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd o the east cnd of Placias or to BT
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road Lo northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14”? Please providc a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the Lold letter to me.

3. Tfitisonly on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long torm plan dunng
the Placitas Arca Planming meetings?

T understand that yon as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Iake the
Lead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

L. Please let me know if you arc working lo have any other entity accomptlish ihis Loop Rd and which
entilies you have contacted to this cffcet.
2. Has ihere been any interest?

1 leel that as part of Open Govermment, that Placitans have a right te know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision 1s planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a

Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and privaie citizens to

aquire the rights of way required to get to the BEM and w leave the BLM through Nertheastern Placiias. It
would also require ecmenant domain takines ete. This road would also affect all traffic patterns and volume

into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planming inlentions as existing condiions which would afiect traffic fow, crime rate, commercial
development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Allorney to the BLM eanccling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any olher swrrogales and copy me. [ appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is eading in September. [ am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerelyjzgﬁz 2} W
Address S/ (gZ'/éj \%ézg f /M, Ar M f?ﬁqﬁg




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino el Pueblo,

Bernalille, NM 87004 Aug 14" 2008

Dear Mr. Goneales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA comenumty survey sent io
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans wani a wild horsc park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining eic.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as

residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placiias public has been clear at two public meetings

held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to BT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right ot way for a
secondary road Lo northern Placiias and possibly all the way to State Highway 1477 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Ilas the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placilag Area Planning meetings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval Counly representative requested the Town of Bemalillo to “Take the
L.ead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should ihis have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this cffcet.
2. Has there been any interest?

I teel that as part of Open Government, that Placilans have a right to know whal exactly Sandoval County or
aiy other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan &

Loop Rd by themselves: it wonld require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required 10 get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain fakings ete. This road would also alfect all traffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural aimospherc among other things.

As such, how can we parficipate in a plan lor Placitus where there clearly is not full disciosure of all

lanning intentions a3 existing conditiong which would afect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development ete, ¥

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitag Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement 1s apen governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Pleasc do send the leiter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogales and copy me. I appreciate your imely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. [ am sure this will
improve participalion in the plamming effort.

Sincerely, | /61”"’“%\
ﬁf, Geamad
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Moiscs Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

11 Camino Del Puehlo,

Bernalillo, NV 37004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

[ understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining eic.

As you know. this Loop Rd. would bring commereiat developrent, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public mectings

held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the cast end of Placitas or to R'I’
14 ihrough the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24h request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secongdary toad to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway 1477 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier to me.

2, Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter 1o me.

3. Wilis only on hold, why is it nol apenly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planming meetings?

[ understand that you as a Sandoval County represeniaiive requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
{.ead™ on the Loep Rd per Steve Jorge, Bernalillo Tewn Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if vou are working to have any other entity accomplish ims Loop Rd and which
chntitics you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feed that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BL.M cannotl plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aguire the riphis of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Noriheastern Placitas. It
would also require emenant domain takings cte. This road would also affect all rallic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not lull disclosure of all
planming intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rale, commercial
development ede. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunitics here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions [rom all entitics involved, especially Sandoval County and Lhe
Town of Bernalillo.

Plcasc do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Altorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initialed by you or any other surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your limcly
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. I am sure this will
improve participation m the planning effort.

N 5@/}7 < f LT 15
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Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandeval County

711 Caming Del Puchly,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonrales,

i understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98%% of I'lacituns want a wild horse park rather than more residential develepmenl on
the BL.M and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka oop Rd or mining cte.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP trallic, as well ag
residential development to Nartheastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public mectings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do nol want a Loop Rd to the easi end of Placitas or to RT
14.through the BLM.

1. Has Sandowval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™7 Plcase provide a
copy of this withdrawal letler to mc.

Has the county only put this toad on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter lo me.

If it 1 only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
{he Plagitas Area Planning meetings?

W

1 understand ihat you as a Sandoval County representative requesied the Town of Bernalillo to *Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalilto Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

I. Please lel me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has there been sny intercst?

1 feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our communiiy. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a government enlity and privale citizens to
aquire the rights of way required o get to the BI.M and to leave the BLM through MNortheastern Placitas. 11
would also require emcnant domain lakings etc. This road would also affect all traflfic patiems and volume
into and out of Placilas as well as our rural atmosphete among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a_plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning inicntions as existing conditions which would affect trajfic flow, criine rate, commereial
development cte. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opporlunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the S8andoval County Atiorney to the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogales and copy me. I appreciate your timely
atlention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BI.M RMP is ending in September. T am sure {his will
improve participation in the planning eftorl,

Sincerely, ﬂ ni S C S LA JFn e
It & A
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Muises (Gonzales

Lonyg Ranger Planner

Sandoval Coanty

711 Camino Del Pueblo, .

Bernalillo, NM 37004 : Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand ihat Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHCA communily survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, numing, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do nol want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas cr o BT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to Stale Highway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal leticr to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Pleasc provide a copy of the hold letier to me.

3. Ifit is only on held, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan dunng
the Placiias Arca Planning meetings?

I understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo o “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bemalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open

mecting?

1. Please let me know if you arc working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
gnlitics you have contacted to this effect.
2. Ilas there been any interest?

I fec! that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM gannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a government entity and pnvale citizens to
aguire the rights of way rcauired to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeagtern Placitas. Tt
would also require emenant domain 1akings etc. This road would also affect all trafilic patterns and velume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of ali

planning intentions as existing, conditions which would affect (raffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development ctc. ?

we will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunilies here. Cur only
requircment is open governmental inlentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Pleasc do send ihe letier as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Aitorney to the BI.M canceling all
Sandoval Counly Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. I appreciale your tunely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BT.M RMP is ending in September. T am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincercly, 4/ pﬂw j” ﬁ ot ld

Address __‘-4’ p{ffﬁ 7 ﬁfﬁ/ £ D fﬁﬁ'ﬂ ?ﬁ",‘)j A= 7o 9“3



Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Puchlo,

Bernalille, NM 87004 Augl 4™ 2008

Trear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand thal Sandoval County has reecived scanned in copics of the WITOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placiians want 2 wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeasi Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining cte.

As you know, ihis Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP trailic, as well as
residential development 1o Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public mectings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd 1o the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM [or a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Pleasc provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier to me.

2. Has the couniy only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

T undersiand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalille to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalille Town Adminisirator. Should this have been an open
meeling?

1. Please let me know il you arc working to have any other cntity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entitics you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Macitans have a nght o know what cxactly Sandoval Counly or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loon Bd by themselves: it would require coordination with a povernment entity @d privale citizens to
aquire the rights of way rcquired to get to the BLM and to leave the BL.M through Northeastern Placiias. it
would also require emenant domain takings etc. This road would also affegt all traffic patterns and volume
inte and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow. crime rate, commereial
developmeni ete. 7

We will gladiy participale [ully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunitics here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo.

Pleasc do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. I appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM EMP i= endi tember. { am sure this will
impreve participation in the pl.;ummg, eltort.




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino D¢l Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14", 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

[ understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent 10
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placilans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BL.M and rather than a Northcast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As vou know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic. as well as
residential develapment to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, (hat Placitans do not wani a Loop Rd to the easi end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdravn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to Slate Highway14™? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letler to me.

Has the county only pul this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

If it is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meelings?

bl ad

[ understand thai yon as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalilio 1o “Take the
Lead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Sheould this have been an open
meeting?

1. Plcase let me know if you arc working Lo have any other catity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted o this effect.
2. 1las there been any interest?

I feel that as part o’ Open Government, that Placitans have a night to know what cxactly Sandoval County or
any uther povernment cntity or political subdivision is planning [or our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would reguire coordination with a government enlity and privale citizens to
aquire the righls of way required to pet to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. 1i
would also require ernenant domain takings ote. This road would also affect all traffic paticms and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Plagitas where there clearly is nol full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crime rate, commercial
development ste. 7

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Our only
requirement is open governmental intentions Irom all entities mvolved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canccling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. [ appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending m Scptember. 1 am sure this will
improve participation in the planning etfort.

Sinccrcl};? .
(Woseten B/ Tt age
Addrcss@@f 13_32?44_. W @(




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

Tl Camino el Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14, 2008

Dear Mr. Goneales,

I understand that Sandoval Countly has rcecived scanned in copies of the WIIOA communily survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans wanl a wild horsc park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining cte.

As you know, this Leop Rd. would bring commgreial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. . The Placitas public has been elear al iwo public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, thal Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 throagh the BLM.

1. Ilas Sundoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road Lo northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Llighway 14”7 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal leller Lo me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Plcase provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a fong term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning meetings?

1 understand that you as a Sandoval County representative roquested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meefing?

1. Plcase let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
cntities you have contacted fo this elfect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other povernment entity or political subdivision is planning for cur community. The BI.M cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would require coordination with a governmen entity and privaie citizens to
aquire the nights of way required to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. 1t

would also require emenant domain takings ete. This road would alsg affect all traffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural aimosphere among other things,

As such. how can we participale in a plan for Plagitas where therc clearly is pot fiall diselosure of all
planning infeations as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, crimne rate, commercial
devclopment cig. 7

We will gladiy participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Cur only
requirement is open govemnmental inlentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval Counly and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send ihe letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney 10 the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests mitiated by you or any oiher surrogates and copy me. 1 appreciate your timely
at{ention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BI.M RMP is ending in Seplember. T am sure thig will
improve participation in the planning effori.

Sincerely,

Address @/0 W’; %.l AMQ Sd;’ﬁh FTTR:U?’ Lmﬁjj ﬁ? ﬁﬂ.‘{-%@f




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

Ti1 Camino Del Puchlu,

Beraalilio, NM 37004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval Counly has received scanncd in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% ol Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well ag
residentinl developmeni 1o Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or o RT
14 through the BL.M.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a

secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State lighway 1477 Please provide a

copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold leller to me.

3. Ifitis only on held, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long texm plan during
the Placitas Area Planming meetings?

b2

I understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on ihe Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bermalillo Town Adminisirator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working lo have any other cotity accomplish this Leop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effect.
2. Iias there been any interesi?

I leel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right 10 know what exactly Sandoval County or
any eclher government entity or political subdivision is planning {or our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a governmeni enlily and private cifizens to
aquire the righis ol way requircd to pet to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. Ti
would also require cmenant domain takings etc. This road would alsg alfeet all traffic patterns and volume
into and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclesure of all
lanming mtcntions as cxisting canditions which would affect trafiic flow, crime rate, commercial
development cte, 7

We will gladly parlicipate {ully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunities here. Cur only
requirement is open govermmental intentions {rom all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bemalillo.

Please do send the letler as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests iniliated by vou or any other surrogatcs and copy mie. [ appreciate your timely
attention ta this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is cnding in September. I am sure this will
improve participation in the planning elTorl,

Sincerely, m m\mﬂ\xa@.mmm

Address %51 2 Qu_t«g}@l?\\w&ﬁ Xs:nx;: QQQ—QS_:?—B




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planncr

Sandoval County

711 Camino Del Puehlo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Drzar Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval Countly has received scanned in copies of the WHOA communily survey sent fo
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placilans want a wild horse park rather than more residential developmeni on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commereial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development w Northeastern Placitas. | The Placilus public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Lags Placitas, that Placitans do nol want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BILM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way fora
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14™? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal lelfer 10 me.

2. Has the county only pul this road on hold? Why? Pleasc provide a copy ol the hold letter to me.

3. Tit1s only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Arca Planning meetings?

I understand that you as a S8andoval Countly representative requesied the Town of Bernalillo to “Fake the

L.ead™ on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bemalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you arc working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BI.M cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination wiih a government entity and private citizens to
aguire the righis of way reguired to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. Ti
would also require emenant domain takings ete. This road would also aifect all traffic patierns and volumc

inlg and out of Placitas as well as our rural atmosphere ameng other things.

As such. how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions gs existing conditions which would affect traffic flow, cnme rafe, commercial
dewvclopment ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there arc many opportunitics here. Our only
requirenient is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
‘Town of Bernalillo.

Please do send the leiter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval Counly Attorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you ot any other surrogates and copy me. I appreciate your himely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. | am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Address VOO (REOVER  RACRRATAS S %U&HQ‘W&Q:‘ AN ANy



Maoises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

T11 Camino Del Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

I understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WHOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd er mining efc.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, minming, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear at two public meetings
held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Leop Rd to the cast end ot Placitas or o RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandeval County withdrawn their April 24" request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway14”? Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifit is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placilas Arca Planning meetings?

I undersiand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
T.ead” on the Loup Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effcet.
2. Has there been any interest?

1 feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. 1he BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves: it would reguire coordination with a gevernment entity and private citizens {o

aquitg the rights of way reguired to get to the BLM and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. 1t
would also requirc cmenant domain takings cle. This road would also affect all traffic paticens and volume

int,c_n and oul of Placitas as well as our rural atmesphere among other things,

As such. how can we participatc in a plan for Placitas where there clearly 1s not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing cenditions which would affect traffic fow, crime rate commercial

development ctc. 7

We will gladly participatc fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities herc. Our only
requitement is open govemmental intentions from all entities invelved, especiaily Sandoval County and the
Town ol Bernalillo.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney 1o the BLM canceling all
Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. [ appreciate your timely
attention to this matter asfFe"Scoping Period to the BLM RMP is ending in September. T am sure this will
improve participatjen- anm

Sincercly,

Y 5&03w?i~«:5 d g (a— LLLLE:-FL%SL

Address . "o bee Jebes 0 BN M = F,&_LFE— e




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

711 Camino D¢l Puchla,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr, Gonzales,

1 understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copics of the WHOA community survey sent 1o
all of Placitas showing 98% ol Placitans want a wild herse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Cormdor aka Loop Rd or mining etc.

As you knowy, this Loop Rd. would bring commoereial development, mining, WTPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear al two public meetings

held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placilans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Ilas Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Ilighway14"7 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Ilas the counly only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letier to me.

3, Ifitis only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planning mectings?

[ understand that you as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bemalillo to *Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
mecting?

1. Please let me know if you are working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities you have contacted to this effect.
2. Ilas there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Governmenl, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandeval County or
any other governmeni entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannol plan a
Loop Rd by themselves, it would require coordination with a government cotity and private citizens to
aquire the righis of way reguired to get te the BLM and Lo leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
would alse require emenant domain takings ete. This road would also affect all traffic paiterns and volume
into and oul of Placilas as well as our rural atmosphere among other things.

As such, how can we participate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full disclosure of all
planning intentions as existing conditions which would affcet traffic flow, crime rate. cormmcreial

development ete. ?

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportunities here. Qur only
requirement is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Ll'own of Bernalillo,

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney 1o the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests injlialed by you or any other surropates and copy me. [ appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Period 1o the BLM RMP is ending in Septernber. 1 am sure this will
improve participation in the planning effort.

Sincerely, M &‘/V ﬁ/"/é
naitross (27 Cominp Boctomea  Dlpatas wina 87043




Moises Gonzales

Long Ranger Planner

Sandoval County

M1 Camine Del Puello,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dcar Mr. Gonzales,

1 understand that Sandoval County has recerved scanned in copies of the WIIOA community survey sent to

all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than more residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mining ete.

Ag you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development io Noriheasiern Placitas. The Placiias public has been clear at two public mectings
held by WITOA and Ias Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd to the east end of Placitas or to RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Tlas Sandoval County withdrawn theit April 24% request to the BLM for a “right of way for a
sccondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way to State Highway 1477 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letter to me.

2. Has the county only put this road on hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold leiter Lo me.

3. 1fil is only on hold, why is it not openly discussed as a current condition and a Iong term plan during
the Placitas Arca Planning mecetings?

T understand that you as a Sandoval County representative reyuested the Town of Bernalillo te “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Adminisirator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Please Jet me know i you arc working to have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
entities vou have contacted to this cffect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I fiee] that as part of Open Goevernmeni, that Placitans have a right to know what exactly Sandoval County or
any other government cntity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM canngl plan a
Loop Rd by themselves;_it would require coordination with a government entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights of way required to get o the BI.M and to leave the BLM through Northeastern Placitas. It
wonld also reguire emenant domain takings ete. This road would also aflect all traffic patierns and volume

into and out of Placitas as well ag our rural atmoesphere among other things.

As such, how can we parficipate in a plan for Placitas where there clearly is not full dizelosure of all
planning inientions as existing conditions which would affect traffic low, crime rate, commercial
development cte, ¥

We will gladly participate fully in the Placitas Area Plan as there are many opportumties here. Our only
requiremeni is open governmental intentions from all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
‘T'own of Bernalille.

Please do send the letter as promised WHOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BL.M cance]jl}g alt
Sandoval Counly Requests initiated by you or any other surrogates and copy me. | appreciate your t{mel_y
attenlion to this matter as the Scoping Period o the BLM RMT is ending in September. [ am sure thig will

improve parlicipatjon in the plannng effort. 5 i ﬁ/ f%
' WY oy L Y AN A
Sincerely, {/ L7 /Jj;’/é/ g ‘. i 4
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Moises Gonzales

T.ong Ranger P'lanner

Sandoval County

711 Camino Bel Pueblo,

Bernalillo, NM 87004 Aug 14™, 2008

Dear Mr. Gonzales,

T understand that Sandoval County has received scanned in copies of the WITOA community survey sent to
all of Placitas showing 98% of Placitans want a wild horse park rather than meore residential development on
the BLM and rather than a Northeast Corridor aka Loop Rd or mmimg ete.

As you know, this Loop Rd. would bring commercial development, mining, WIPP traffic, as well as
residential development to Northeastern Placitas. The Placitas public has been clear ai two public meetmgs

held by WHOA and Las Placitas, that Placitans do not want a Loop Rd o the cast end of Placilas or lo RT
14 through the BLM.

1. Has Sandoval County withdrawn their April 24™ request ta the BLM for a “right of way for a
secondary road to northern Placitas and possibly all the way fo Staie Highway1477 Please provide a
copy of this withdrawal letier 10 me.

2. Has the county only put this road en hold? Why? Please provide a copy of the hold letter to me.

3. Ifitis only on hold, why is il not openly discussed as a current condition and a long term plan during
the Placitas Area Planming mectings?

T understand that vou as a Sandoval County representative requested the Town of Bernalillo to “Take the
Lead” on the Loop Rd per Steve Jerge, Bernalillo Town Administrator. Should this have been an open
meeting?

1. Pilease lct me know if you are working 1o have any other entity accomplish this Loop Rd and which
enhities you have cantacted to this effect.
2. Has there been any interest?

I feel that as part of Open Government, that Placitans have a right to know what exaclly Sandoval County or
any other government entity or political subdivision is planning for our community. The BLM cannot plan a
Loop Rd by themselves; it would require coordination with a geovernment entity and private citizens to
aquire the rights ol way required to get to the BLM and to Jeave the BLM through Northeastem Placitas, [t
would also regquire emenant domain fakings etc. This road would also affect all traffic patlems and volume
inle and out of Placitas as well as our rural aimoesphere among other things.

As such, how can we parlicipale in 2 plan for Placitas where there clearly is not {ull disclosure of all

planning intentions as existing conditions which would affect traffic flow. crime rate commercial
development efc. ?

we will gladly participale lully in the Placitas Arca Plan as there are many opportunitics here. Our only
requircment is open govemmental intentions {rom all entities involved, especially Sandoval County and the
Town of Bernalillo.

Please do scnd the letter as promised WIIOA by the Sandoval County Attorney to the BLM canceling all

Sandoval County Requests initiated by you or any other surrogatcs and copy me. T appreciate your timely
attention to this matter as the Scoping Peried to the BLM RMYP is ending in Seplembcer. | am sure this will
improve participalion in the planning cffort.

Sincerely,

"

Q_.




