
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix B 

Public and Agency Involvement/ Public Comments 

 
Project Announcements and Media 

BLM Interested Party Letter 

County and BLM Website Screenshots 

FHWA and BLM Public Open House Materials 

Public Open House Meeting Boards 

Public Open House Presentation 

Public Open House Comment Sheet 

Tribal Coordination Letters 

New Mexico SHPO Correspondence 

Open House Public Comments 

EA Public Comments 





Project Announcements and Media  

















BLM Interested Party Letter  













County and BLM Website Screenshots  













FHWA and BLM Public Open House Materials 

Meeting Boards 
Presentation 

Comment Sheet 
Sign-in Sheets  





Public Open House Meeting Boards  





Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

Baylor Canyon & Dripping Springs Road
Open House

Welcome!
October 21st, 2014

New Mexico Farm and Ranch Heritage Museum

4100 Dripping Spring Road, Las Cruces, NM

This project is a collaborative effort between the Federal Highway Administration, Doña Ana 

County, and Bureau of Land Management



Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

New Mexico Federal Land Access Program Overview
& Project Schedule

The goal of the program is to 

improve transportation facilities 

that access federal lands

FHWA and local communities

collaborate throughout project 

development

Federal and Local Match

Federal Government: ~85%

Doña Ana County: ~15%

Project Schedule

FLAP application - May 2013

Initial scoping trip - Sept 2014

Environmental process -

complete early 2015

Design - 2015

Construction - 2016



Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

Purpose and Need

The purpose of the project is to enhance motorist safety and federal lands access by improving

the roadway surface and existing drainage crossings, removing substandard curves, and 

adding striping, signage, and shoulders on approximately 2.5 miles of Baylor Canyon Road and

approximately 2.4 miles of Dripping Springs Road. 

The proposed project addresses the following needs:
• The existing soft surface road and substandard curves have resulted in

crashes as vehicles leave the roadway.

• Grading activities have resulted in gravel and soil berms lining the 

roadway, forcing water to drain along the roadway. This increases erosion, 

sedimentation into ephemeral drainages, and annual maintenance costs. The

berms are up to three feet high in areas and block historic drainage patterns, 

which results in braided drainages as water leaves the roadway. 

• Cyclists are discouraged from using the route because of its uneven and 

rough surface and lack of shoulders.

• Visitation to BLM-managed lands and recreation amenities, including 

Dripping Springs Natural Area, the Baylor Canyon Trailhead, and the Sierra 

Vista Trailhead, is currently discouraged because of the poor condition of the 

existing roadway.



Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

Dripping Springs / Baylor Canyon
Project Area

Dripping Springs & Baylor 
Canyon Roadway Improvements

o0 0.25 0.5
Miles

Project Corridor

National Monument Boundary

Area of Critical Environmental Concern

Wilderness Study Area

Project Location



Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

4.9 miles of roadway improvements
• Paving

• Curve straightening

• Low water crossings

• 4’ shoulders

• Roadside ditches

• Striping and signing

• Potential intersection realignment

Total roadway width: 32’
• 12’ lanes and 4’ shoulders

Safety Improvements
• Curves 

• Shoulders

• Low water crossings

Roadway Improvements

80’ ROW (Typical)

Dripping Springs and 

Baylor Canyon Road

4’ 4’12’

Paved

Shoulder

Paved

Shoulder

Paved

Travel Lane

Paved

Travel Lane

12’

Travel Lane



Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

Roadway Improvements (cont.)
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Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

Environmental Impacts

• No impacts to the WWilderness Study Areas

• Temporary impacts tto access during constructionn

• Improved multi-moddal access and safety

• Short term impacts dduring construction

• Long term reduction of particulate pollution (dust)

• Section 404 permit rrequired from the Corps of Engigineneneererersssss

because of impacts tto existing drainages

• Erosion reduced

• Paved roadway would be more visible to recreattioioninininin ststststtssssss

• Right-of-way will be obtained from the BLM

• 17 acres of active rannge would be converted to a

transportation facilitty

Recreation Resources

Air Quality

Waters of the US and 
Water Quality

Visual Character

Right-of-Way

Grazing/Livestock



Baylor Canyon and Dripping Springs Roadway Improvement Project

How to Stay Involved

Fill out a comment sheet

Talk to a project team member

Contact the following individuals:

FHWA: Tom Puto, Project Manager 

(720) 963-3728, tom.puto@dot.gov  
Doña Ana County: Angie Guerrero 

(575) 525-6180, angieg@                                        

donaanacounty.org

BLM: Frances Martinez

 (575) 525-4385, fmartine@blm.gov

(design team)

Public Meeting
Tuesday, October 

21, 2014
6:00 to 8:00 P.M.

COMMENT FORM

Thank You for attending tonight’s Public Meeting

I have the following comments on the proposed improvements to Dripping Springs Road and Baylor 
Canyon Road:

When you are finished you may place this form in the comment box tonight, or, if you would like to 
take it home and complete it later you can mail it to Central Federal Lands Highway Division. 
Simply fold it and affix postage on the reverse side. It is pre-addressed to reach the proper contact. 
Thank you for your comment.



Public Open House Presentation  





HOW TO MAKE A COMMENT

• If you wish to provide a comment
– Complete an index card with your name and contact 

information
– You will be called upon for comment at the end of the 

presentation
– Summarize your input on a comment form to be 

included in the project record

• If you prefer not to speak
– Complete a written comment form and leave it with a 

project team member, or;
– Send to the Bureau of Land Management via U.S. 

Postal Service

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 1



BAYLOR CANYON
AND DRIPPING SPRINGS

ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



AGENDA

• Federal Lands Access Program (FLAP)
Overview

• Project Partners
• Project Purpose and Need
• Proposed Roadway Improvements
• Environmental Impacts
• Proposed Schedule
• Comments

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 3



NEW MEXICO FEDERAL LANDS 
ACCESS PROGRAM

• Goal of the program is to improve 
transportation facilities that access federal 
lands

• Federal and local match
– Federal government: ~85%
– Doña Ana County: ~15%

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 4



PROJECT PARTNERS

• Federal Highway 
Administration

• Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM)

• Doña Ana County

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 5



PURPOSE OF THE PROJECT

• The purpose of the project 
is to enhance roadway 
safety and federal lands 
access. Improvements 
include:
– Paved roadway surface
– Improved drainage 

crossings
– Alteration of some curves
– Adding striping and 

shoulders

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 6



NEED FOR THE PROJECT

The proposed project 
addresses the following needs:

• Poor roadway condition 
and substandard curves:
– Increased crashes
–Discourages multi-

modal use
• Improper drainage 

– Increased erosion and 
sedimentation

• Increased annual 
maintenance costs 

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 7



PROJECT AREA

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 8

• Follows unpaved portions of 
Baylor Canyon Road and 
Dripping Springs Road

• Located on BLM land and 
within the Organ Mountains-
Desert Peaks National 
Monument

• Provides access to:
– Dripping Springs Natural Area
– Baylor Pass Trailhead
– Sierra Vista Trailhead

San



PROPOSED ROADWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS

• 4.9 miles of proposed 
roadway improvements:
– Paving
– Curve straightening
– Low water crossings
– 4’ shoulders
– Roadside ditches
– Striping and signing
– Potential intersection 

realignment
10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 9



PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTION

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 10

• Total width: 32’
– 12’ lanes and 4’ shoulders



INTERSECTION ALTERNATIVES

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 11

Alternative A Alternative B



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

• Recreational Resources
– Temporary access impacts during 

construction
– Long-term safety improvements 

and improved multi-modal access 
– No encroachment into 

Wilderness Study Areas 

• Air Quality
– Increased dust during 

construction
– Reduction of particulate pollution 

resulting from paved roadway
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

• Waters of the U.S.
– Impacts to ephemeral 

drainages will require a 
Section 404 Permit

– Erosion reduced
• Water Quality

– Increase in impervious 
surface area

– Erosion and sediment 
controls will be used 
during construction 

– Erosion reduced
10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 13



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
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• Visual Character:
– The Organ 

Mountains are the 
dominant visual 
feature

– The paved roadway 
would be more 
visible to 
recreationists



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

• Grazing/Livestock
– Roadway widening would 

convert 17 acres  of active 
range land to a 
transportation facility
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PROPOSED SCHEDULE

• Proposed Schedule
– FHWA Environmental 

Process, Winter 2015
– BLM Environmental 

Process, Spring 2015
– Design, 2015
– Construction, 2016

10/21/2014 Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs Road Roadway Improvement Project 16



COMMENTS
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Public Open House Comment Sheet  





COMMENT FORM 

PLEASE READ CAREFULLY 
Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you 
should be aware that your entire comment – including your personal identifying information – may be made publicly available at 
any time.  While you can ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot 
guarantee that we will be able to do so.  All submissions from organizations or businesses, and from individuals identifying 
themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or businesses, are available for public inspection in their entirety. 

 _________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________ 
Name 

____________________________________________________ 
Address 

____________________________________________________ 
City                                                    State                             Zip 

_______________________________ 

_______________________________ 
Organization (if applicable) 

PLEASE PRINT 

(design team)

Public Meeting
October 21, 2014
6:00 to 8:00 P.M.
Comment Form



__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________ 

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, CONTACT: 
Frances Martinez, Realty Specialist 
BLM Las Cruces District Office 
1800 Marquess Street 
Las Cruces, NM  88005 
575-525-4300 
Email: fmartine@blm.gov 



Tribal Coordination Letters





The following eleven tribes received letters regarding the Dripping Springs Road and Baylor 
Canyon Road Improvement Project:  

Acoma Pueblo 
Comanche Indian Tribe 
Fort Sill Apache Tribe 
Hopi Tribe 
Isleta Pueblo 
Kiowa Tribe 
Mescalero Apache Tribe 
Navajo Nation 
Tesuque Pueblo 
White Mountain Apache Tribe 
Ysleta del Sur Pueblo 

Two letters were sent, one dated January 25, 2015 and the other dated April 22, 2015. Samples 
of these letters, and any responses received, follow. 

























Central Federal Lands Highway Division      

Subject:  Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project, Doña Ana 
County, New Mexico

Project Description



no adverse effect

adverse effect

HCPI 36654 Water Control Features  



Conclusion 

A Class III Cultural Resource Inventory for the Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon 
Road Improvement Project





SHPO and ACHP Correspondence  





Department of Cultural Affairs 1/26/15
Historic Preservation Division
Bataan Memorial Building
407 Galisteo Street, Suite 236
Santa Fe, NM 87501
Att’n.: Dr. Jeff Pappas

Dr. Pappas:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Central Federal Lands Highway Division (CFLHD), 
in cooperation with Doña Ana County and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), is proposing 
improvements to Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon Road. The Federal Lands Access 
Program, along with a local match, provides funding for the proposed Dripping Springs and Baylor 
Canyon Road Improvements Project (Project). The existing roadways are an unimproved soft surface 
with multiple substandard curves, failing drainage ways, and frequent maintenance needs. 
Approximately 4.9 miles of combined roadway improvements are proposed.

HDR EOC (HDR) performed a Class III survey of the Project area of potential effect (APE) on 
November 25, 2014 and January 14, 2015 (NMCRIS # 132297). The survey identified two new 
historic sites. LA 36653 is a windmill and water tank with associated fencing and is not recommended 
eligible for National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). LA 36654 is a series of water control 
features likely constructed by the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) in the late 1930s. Because the 
site continues well outside the project, only a portion of the complex was recorded. Individually, the 
water features/check dams are not unique in age, construction or material and are not considered 
eligible for the NRHP (Criterion D); however, taken as a larger water control pattern the entire 
complex and its association with the CCC, is considered eligible under Criterion A. 

Based on the current project design, portions of 27 check dams or rock features will be impacted by 
the widening of the road. The impacts to less than 5 percent of the recorded features are not 
considered significant and do not impact the importance of the entire site. The Windmill is outside the 
Project APE and will not be adversely affected. Based on the survey results, the BLM recommends a 
finding of no adverse effect for the Project.

FHWA CFLHD intends to make a de minimis impact finding pending Section 106 concurrence.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Las Cruces District Archaeologist, James Renn
at (575) 525-4395 or by e-mail at jrenn@blm.gov.

Thank you for your time in consideration of this report.

Bill Childress
District Manager
Las Cruces District Office
Bureau of Land Management



From: Wakefield, Andy, DCA  
Sent: Monday, February 09, 2015 1:00 PM 
To: 'jrenn@blm.gov'
Subject: A Class II Cultural Resource Inventory for the Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon Road 
Improvement Project (Log 100769; NMCRIS 132297)

 Hi Jim, 

Thank you for taking the time to discussing the Dripping Springs and Baylor Canyon Roads 
project with me today.  I am writing this email as follow up to that telephone conversation so that 
you have a written copy of my comments and our conversation. 

 1) Throughout the report, the identified cultural resources/historic properties are 
identified as LA numbers; however, both sites were documented as HCPI 
numbers.  Please have the contractor either make changes throughout the report, 
replacing HCPI for everywhere where LA appears.  The contractor may also produce an 
errata sheet indicating that HCPI 36653 and HCPI 36654 should replace LA 36653 and 
LA 36654 throughout the report.  The latter will be an easier alternative for the 
contractor.

2) Please request that the contractor place all information on the LA forms for LA 
36653 and LA 36654 onto an HCPI base form; please use extension sheets as 
appropriate.  The HCPI base form with extension sheets for narrative will be more 
appropriate than utilizing the HCPI detail form, which is primarily designed for 
buildings.

3) Please have the contractor provide a project map that clearly illustrates the 
APE.  Also please provide a map that shows how the APE intersects with HCPI 36654. 

4) Please have the contractor digitize both the project area and the cultural resources 
(HCPI 36653 and HCPI 36654) within the NMCRIS GIS database. 

5) As we discussed, SHPO does not concur with BLM Las Cruces’ opinion that the 
project will result in no adverse effect to historic properties.   Per the State Protocol 
Between the BLM and New Mexico SHPO, it is SHPO’s opinion that the undertaking 
will adversely affect HCPI 36654.  For guidance within the Protocol on defining an 
adverse effect, please see section VI.C.i.  For Guidance on resolving an adverse effect 
that does not require an agreement document, please refer to section VIII.A.ii.  I would 
be happy to further discuss these sections of the Protocol and their application with you if 
you would like. 

6) Although SHPO does not concur with BLM Las Cruces that the undertaking will 
result in no adverse effect to historic properties, SHPO does believe that an appropriate 
and practical mitigation can be developed with further discussion between BLM Las 
Cruces and SHPO.  We discussed this over the telephone and we seem to be in agreement 
that an appropriate mitigation treatment may include additional archival research, context 



development, and public interpretation.  SHPO understands that mitigation should be 
commensurate with the scale of the project and the project’s impact to historic 
properties.  I recommend that we keep appropriate mitigation ideas in mind as we discuss 
this project and how to most efficiently move this project forward while also meeting 
Section 106 obligations. 

Thank you again for taking the time to discuss this project and consider my 
comments.  I  appreciate your willingness to consider options for an appropriate mitigation for 
this project with our office, and I look forward to working with you further on this project.

S. Andrew Wakefield, RPA 
Archaeologist 
New Mexico Historic Preservation Division 
Bataan Memorial Building 
407 Galisteo Street, Suite 236 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 
505.827.6162



From: Wakefield, Andy, DCA <Andy.Wakefield@state.nm.us>
Date: Tue, Feb 10, 2015 at 9:17 AM 
Subject: A Class II Cultural Resource Inventory for the Dripping Springs Road and Baylor 
Canyon Road Improvement Project (Log 100769; NMCRIS 132297) 
To: "jrenn@blm.gov" <jrenn@blm.gov>

Hi Jim, 

I am writing to inform you of some general considerations/guidelines for consideration to move 
forward with an adverse effect for Dripping Springs and Baylor Canyon Road project. 

The first thing that needs clarification is  whether any other Indian tribes or consulting parties 
wish to participate in the resolution of adverse effects.  I imagine tribes will have no interest 
given the type of resource we are dealing with, but this project involves the county and FHWA 
and they may want to be involved.  If so, we will need an MOA.  If not and if BLM is the 
designated lead agency as I am assuming is the case because you submitted the report, we can 
make a two-party agreement.  An MOA is some extra work, but really very little extra work.  I 
have attached an example of a relatively simple MOA to this email for you to look at.  Even if an 
MOA is not completed, BLM will need to develop internally or through contract a treatment plan 
(see the Protocol, VIII.a.ii).  This treatment plan will outline how BLM intends to mitigate the 
adverse effect.  The Protocol has a list of treatments.  As we have discussed additional research, 
preparation of a professional technical report on this research, and some form of public 
interpretation (whether roadside signage or a pamphlet or booklet that could be distributed at the 
BLM office) is the most logic treatment.  The treatment, of course, will need to meet 
professional standards for History or Historic Archaeology per Secretary of Interior 
Standards.  The treatment plan, in this case, should be a very simple scope of work including the 
research focus, perhaps the sources that will be utilized, how public interpretation will be 
accomplished, and commitment to a timeframe for completing the work.  If an MOA is 
necessary, it will simply formalize the treatment plan with standardized MOA language which 
explicitly states responsible parties, timelines, etc.  (see MOA example).  So the MOA really is 
not much additional work to the treatment plan if it is necessary, and as an aside, MOAs are 
really the best practice (but now not required under the Protocol) in terms of resolving adverse 
effects.

The overall idea for this project would be to place CCC erosional control features within context 
of the larger CCC program, with as much focus on your area as possible.  This could include 
additional information that you have on similar CCC landscape features within BLM Las Cruces 
(e.g., previously recorded sites, extant information regarding where these occur, aerial imagery, 
archival records that the BLM may have, etc.)  I could put you in touch with Wendy Sutton, 
Forest Archaeologist for the Gila NF, who documented many similar features and who has CCC 
records of the features.  These documents would be informative in how these projects were 
planned and implemented.  There is a fair amount of information regarding the larger CCC 
program, including a Statewide context.  I have attached the context to this email.  Ultimately a 
small research document placing the erosion control features within the CCC context, with as 
much regional focus as possible, would inform the public interpretation component of the 
project, whether it were a pamphlet or roadside sign; that is, the research component would be 
simplified into a much smaller, more public-friendly medium. 



For the public interpretation portion of any potential mitigation, I have attached a booklet and a 
brochure that were documented through other resolutions of adverse effects or grants.  The rock 
art pamphlet is very simple and was generated from Microsoft Word, but a technical report also 
accompanies the brochure.  That is, the brochure is just the public interpretation component of 
the grant.  The Coe Ranch pamphlet is a bit more substantial.  Anyway, these are some things to 
consider.  I still like the idea of a pull out and signage at the site location, but, of course, this 
would be more costly than a pamphlet. 

Once we have agreed to the treatment plan or signed an MOA, the project is good to proceed. 

I am providing this information only for your consideration regarding how you might want to 
handle any potential mitigation for this project.  As we discussed, I believe it could be relatively 
simple.  It will be additional time and cost, but not without a compensatory benefit.  And 
mitigation certainly does not have to slow down the project since all mitigation can occur after 
the project is implemented so long as we have a commitment through a treatment plan or MOA 
with a specified timeframe in which the mitigation will occur. 

I am logging this project out and will hold onto it pending receipt of the information requested in 
my earlier email (below) and until I hear from you on how you wish to proceed.  If you would 
like to discuss anything further, please contact me. 

S. Andrew Wakefield, RPA 
Archaeologist 
New Mexico Historic Preservation Division 
Bataan Memorial Building 
407 Galisteo Street, Suite 236 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 
505.827.6162









Central Federal Lands Highway Division  12300 West Dakota Avenue
                                                                                                                                                                         Suite 380A

Lakewood, CO 80228-2583
April 21, 2015 Office: 720-963-3728

Fax: 720-963-3596
tom .puto@dot.gov

In Reply Refer To:
HFPM-16

Mr. Reid Nelson, Director
Office of Federal Agency Programs
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
401 F Street NW. Suite 308
Washington, DC 20001

Subject:  Documentation for Finding of Adverse Effect, New Mexico Dripping Springs and 
Baylor Canyon Road Project, NM FLAP 11299(1)

Dear Mr. Nelson:

This letter is submitted pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
and 36 CFR 800.6(a)(1) to notify the Council of a Finding of Adverse Effect for the above-
referenced project. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Central Federal Lands 
Highway Division (CFLHD), in cooperation with Doña Ana County, New Mexico and the Bureau 
of Land Management (BLM), is proposing improvements to Dripping Springs Road and Baylor 
Canyon Road. The Federal Lands Access Program, along with a local match, provides funding for 
the proposed Dripping Springs and Baylor Canyon Road Improvements Project (Project). The 
existing roadways are an unimproved soft surface with multiple substandard curves, failing 
drainage ways, and require frequent maintenance needs. Approximately 4.9 miles of combined 
roadway improvements are proposed including a standard width of 32 feet allowing for 11 foot 
driving lanes and a 5 foot shoulder to accommodate other modes of travel including cyclists, 
equestrians, and pedestrians use.  Horizontal and vertical curves will meet design criteria for very 
low volume roads and design speed of 35 mph except at the low water crossings that will have 
advisory speed of 25 mph due to the vertical alignment needed.

The original research did not identify any cultural resources within the Project area of potential 
effect (APE).  However, at a subsequent site visit, it was determined that there were potential 
historic sites that had not been previously recorded.  

HDR EOC (HDR) performed a Class III survey of the Project APE in November 2014 and
January 2015. Per instructions by the BLM, the pedestrian survey covered a 30-meter-wide area 
along the west side of the proposed road grading. The east side of the roadway was not 
originally surveyed since it is in a Wilderness Study Area that restricts encroachments such as 
roadways. The survey identified two new historic sites. HCPI 36653 is a windmill and water tank 
with associated fencing and is not recommended eligible for National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP). HCPI 36654 is a series of water control features likely constructed by the Civilian 
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Conservation Corps (CCC) in the late 1930s. Because the site continues well outside the Project, 
only a portion of the complex was recorded. Individually, the water features/check dams are not 
unique in age, construction or material. Individual features are not considered eligible for the 
NRHP; however the entire complex is recommended eligible under Criterion A for its association 
with the CCC and contribution to the agricultural history and settlement of the area and Criterion 
D, potential for additional information.

A copy of the cultural report is enclosed with this letter that includes maps and photos, and the 
last section includes a copy of the draft project plans showing the locations of the sites in context 
with the project.  

Consultation with the New Mexico State Historical Preservation Office (SHPO) was initiated by 
the Las Cruces office of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) on January 26, 2015.  BLM 
sought SHPO concurrence of its finding of no adverse effect for the undertaking. The SHPO did 
not concur and asked for additional information and revision to some of the forms.  Subsequently, 
CFLHD in coordination with BLM assumed lead agency status for the purpose of Section 106
consultation for the undertaking.  Following discussions with the SHPO, additional survey to the 
east was done for the purpose of understanding the greater context of the resource to be used for 
the anticipated mitigation, which will include intensive site interpretation. CFLHD revised the 
forms and provided additional information and resubmitted the package to the SHPO on April 14, 
2014with a finding of adverse effect for the undertaking.  

The SHPO concurred that the windmill feature (HCPI 36653) is not eligible. The SHPO also 
concurred with the eligibility and adverse effect to the water features (HCPI 36654) in a letter 
dated April 20, 2015. Copies of the correspondence between BLM and SHPO as well as CFLHD 
and SHPO are included in the attached report.

HCPI 36654 Water Control Features

HCPI 36654 is a series of water control features likely constructed by the Civilian Conservation 
Corps (CCC) in the late 1930s. Because the site continues well outside the Project, only a portion 
of the complex was recorded. Individually, the water features/check dams are not unique in age, 
construction, or material. Individual features are not considered eligible for the NRHP; however 
the entire complex is recommended eligible under Criterion A for its association with the CCC 
and contribution to the agricultural history and settlement of the area and Criterion D, potential 
for additional information. 

Originally, twenty-eight (28) of the recorded check dam features on the western side of Baylor 
Canyon Road were slated to be impacted. The number of check dam features impacted has been 
reduced to 20 features with additional horizontal alignment changes and steepening of roadway 
side slopes during the design process. Individual check dams consist of a vertical stack of rock 
oriented either in a north/east or south/west direction. The recorded features cover approximately 
25,519.3 square feet (sf), of which 1,824 sf will be impacted, resulting in an overall impact of 
7.14 percent. Five individual features will be 80–100 percent impacted (8, 9, 28, 51 and 52). The 
loss or impacts to the individual features does not lessen the overall importance of the site. 
Considering the overall size of the site, impacts to the entire boundary for HCPI 36654 accounts 
for less than 0.6 percent.  The recorded features are not considered unique in construction, 
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Enclosures:

Correspondence from SHPO to FHWA dated 4/20/2015
Correspondence from FHWA to SHPO dated 04/14/2015
Email correspondence between BLM, HDR, CFLHD and SHPO, February and March
Correspondence from BLM to SHPO dated 1/26/2015
Correspondence from FHWA to Navajo Nation dated January 30, 2015 (Same Letter Also 
Sent to the Comanche Indian Tribe, Fort Sill Apache Tribe, Hopi Tribe, Isleta Pueblo, Kiowa 
Tribe, Mescalero Apache Tribe, Tesuque Pueblo, White Mountain Apache, and Ysleta del Sur 
Pueblo)
Correspondence from Navajo Nation, Hopi Tribe, and Ysleta del Sur Pueblo to CFLHD-
FHWA 
A Class III Cultural Resource Inventory for the Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon 
Road Improvement Project, NMCRIS No. 132297, Dona Ana County, New Mexico, April 
2015.
Draft Working Plan Set Baylor Canyon Road showing locations of feature in HCPI 36654.



Open House Public Comments 

Some personal addresses have been redacted under Expemption 6* of the Freedom of 
Information Act.  *Exemption 6 protects information about individuals when the 
disclosure of such information "would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy."



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



























































































































































































































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EA Public Comments 

 





























Fwd: Paving Baylor Canyon Road 
Inbox x 

 
Childress, William 
 May 21 (5 days ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me, Jennifer 

 
 

Bill Childress 

District Manager 
Las Cruces District Office 
1800 Marquess Street 
Las Cruces, NM 88005 
 wchildre@blm.gov 
Office:  575-525-4499 
Cell:     575-644-8777 
Fax:     575-525-4412 
FACEBOOK-LCDO 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Larry <lgioannini@yahoo.com> 
Date: Thu, May 21, 2015 at 6:51 AM 
Subject: Paving Baylor Canyon Road 
To: "wchildre@blm.gov" <wchildre@blm.gov> 
 

Where the roads go development follows quickly. A lot of people probably think this is a 
good thing.  I'm not one of them. 
 
Larry Gioannini 
205 Hoagland Road 
Las Cruces, NM 
 

mailto:wchildre@blm.gov
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Bureau-of-Land-Management-Las-Cruces-District/423581727654347
mailto:lgioannini@yahoo.com
mailto:wchildre@blm.gov
mailto:wchildre@blm.gov


Fwd: "Dripping Springs, Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments" 

Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent 
by rgutierr@blm.gov) 
 

11:56 AM (2 hours ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Helen Stork <hbstork@gmail.com> 
Date: Fri, May 22, 2015 at 5:49 PM 
Subject: "Dripping Springs, Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments" 
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments <BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov> 
 
 
I support the option of paving Drippings Springs Road to the National 
Monument/Dripping Springs Recreation Area, and gravel improvements to 
Baylor Canyon Road. 
 
I have driven the Dripping Springs Road many times over the past two 
decades and believe that improvements are a necessity for general 
safety as well as a requisite for facilitating travel to the new 
monument land. Besides the wash board surface, visibility is often 
significantly decreased by vehicle dust, particularly in the wake of 
large, fast traveling pickup trucks. I have more than once seen 
vehicles close to losing control in the road area near the cattle 
holding pen on a curve before the pavement begins on BLM land. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to express my support of paving Dripping 
Springs Road. 
 
Helen Stork 
3263 Hillrise Drive 
Las Cruces NM 88011 
hbstork@gmail.com 

 

mailto:hbstork@gmail.com
mailto:BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov
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Fwd: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments 

Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent 
by rgutierr@blm.gov) 
 

11:56 AM (2 hours ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: <newtsonk@comcast.net> 
Date: Thu, May 21, 2015 at 8:08 PM 
Subject: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments 
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov 
 

I am in favor of fully paving both Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon Road.  Paving Dripping Springs Road will 
provide direct access to Dripping Springs Natural Area, the keystone to the OMDP National Monument.  In its present 
state, the road to Dripping Springs is rough on anything but a high-clearance vehicle.  This is especially true after a 
monsoon rain where the road becomes the drainage path.  Access to the North end of the Sierra Vista Trail will also 
be improved. 
Baylor Canyon Road, like Dripping Springs Road, is hard on autos and is easily flooded during monsoon 
season.  Paving Baylor Canyon Road will provide a beautiful drive along the Organ Mountains foothills.  Access to 
two important trailheads will also be improved; the trail leading to the Rock House and Rabbit Ears Plateau, and the 
trail leading to Modoc Mine, Fillmore Canyon Overlook and Organ Peak.  Personally, paving Baylor Canyon Road is 
as important as paving Dripping Springs Road.  As a former resident of Talavera, having Baylor Canyon Road and 
Dripping Springs Road paved would have been a godsend.  Although not mentioned in the proposal, small parking 
areas near the two trailheads off Baylor Canyon Road would be most beneficial. 
 
Kennan Newtson 
3900 Canyon Ridge Arc 
Las Cruces, NM  88011 
newtsonk@comcast.net 

 

mailto:newtsonk@comcast.net
mailto:BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov
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Fwd: Dripping Springs/Baylor Canyon Road Project 
Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent 
by rgutierr@blm.gov) 
 

11:57 AM (1 hour ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Silver <msilver.mms@gmail.com> 
Date: Thu, May 21, 2015 at 5:13 PM 
Subject: Dripping Springs/Baylor Canyon Road Project 
To: bgarrett@donaanacounty.org, BLM Las Cruces District Office 
<BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov>,brawson@donaanacounty.org, dgarcia@donaanacounty.org, whanc
ock@donaanacounty.org,lbenavidez@donaanacounty.org 
 

Dear BLM and Dona Ana County Commissioners and the Dona Ana County Engineering Dept. 

(If they had posted an email address), 

  

To say my wife and I are disappointed in the way this whole process has been handled is an 

understatement. The lack of informing the residents of the Baylor Canyon Road area about the 

last meeting at the Farm and Ranch Museum was deplorable. The fact that options were removed 

from the environmental assessment study in one week’s span of time was simply wrong. Talking 

to our neighbors about why they were not at the meeting they said they were never notified 

despite being signed up. In talking to several of them they indicated that an article had appeared 

in one of the local newspapers about the plans and that the paving would be going ahead as 

planned. 

  

I had asked Mr. Hancock if this item had to come before the County Commission for a vote and 

he ignored my email and did not respond. Even Mr.. Rawson chose not to respond when I 

expressed my frustration with the way this whole thing has been handled by the BLM, County 

Engineers and Commission. 

  

No one seems to care about the impact this will have on those of us who live adjacent to Baylor 

Canyon Road and the danger paving the road will be to the wildlife and to those of us who use 

Baylor Canyon Road for walking, running, horseback riding, etc. When I mentioned to the 

county engineers at the last meeting about the speeding one said it was not their problem that we 

should complain to the Sheriff and NASA. We have filed a complaint with the Sheriff and the 

response we received was they did not have the manpower to patrol the area. My wife was 

run off the road, while she was as far to the edge as possible by a vehicle whose driver got out 

and cursed her and said it was a county road and he could do what he wanted to. She got his 

license plate and reported it to the Sheriff. 

  

This is what will happen on a larger scale once all of Baylor Canyon Road is paved. A posted 

speed limit of 35mph will not work as there will be no one to enforce it the same as no one can 

enforce a 65mph speed limit in Hwy 70. Despite the county engineers believing it is not their 

mailto:msilver.mms@gmail.com
mailto:bgarrett@donaanacounty.org
mailto:BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov
mailto:brawson@donaanacounty.org
mailto:dgarcia@donaanacounty.org
mailto:whancock@donaanacounty.org
mailto:whancock@donaanacounty.org
mailto:lbenavidez@donaanacounty.org


problem IT IS! You are going to pave it and then leave us to the problems that will follow. All 

we heard from the County Engineering Dept. at the meeting was about the future possibility of 

fixing the existing paved portion of Baylor Canyon Rd. to match the project paving 

specifications. We all know the county’s financial situation and the fact is this is a promise that 

will not be followed through on. It was mentioned about speed control, probably speed bumps. 

That would help but we do not see that in any report and I doubt it will make it into the plan. 

  

Forgive our lack of faith in what you all have said at the three meetings but from what we have 

seen this has not been an open process and the decision has already been made to proceed with 

the project despite your protests to the contrary. The only way anything will be done to fix what 

you are planning to do is when someone is killed on Baylor Canyon as they have been on Hwy. 

70. We URGE you to just improve the gravel part of Baylor Canyon and DO NOT PAVE 

IT unless you provide speed bumps to keep traffic under control. 

  

By increasing access to the Wilderness area you will expose the wildlife to increased traffic, they 

are not used to, and deaths will happen. Your own Environmental Assessment report admits this. 

We chose to live there and not in the city for the peace and quiet. Leave the city traffic where it 

is and do what every report about Baylor Canyon Road has always said and that was TO 

LEAVE AS IT IS! 

  

We also understand the BLM only has this money available until the end of their current fiscal 

year in September. Perhaps that is why the push is on to get this project out of the planning 

stages and into action. Don’t be so much in a rush that you create a situation that will come back 

to haunt you. Pave Dripping Springs Road as the residents want but leave Baylor Canyon alone. 

We would be surprised if any of you respond to this email. It seems the old adage “silence is 

golden” is the operating phrase at this point in time about this project. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

Sharan and Michael Silver 
 



 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

From: <alettaw@comcast.net> 

Date: Mon, May 18, 2015 at 11:36 AM 

Subject: road paving 

To: wchildre@blm.gov 

I do support paving the road to dripping springs with a 35 limit or less. Aletta Wilson 

 

mailto:alettaw@comcast.net
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Fwd: Paving Roads to National Monument 
Inbox x 

 
Childress, William 
 9:16 AM (4 minutes ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to Jennifer, me 

 
 

Another email comment of Dripping/Baylor for your records. 
 
 

Bill Childress 

District Manager 
Las Cruces District Office 
1800 Marquess Street 
Las Cruces, NM 88005 
 wchildre@blm.gov 
Office:  575-525-4499 
Cell:     575-644-8777 
Fax:     575-525-4412 
FACEBOOK-LCDO 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Carol Winkler <cwinkler8@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, May 18, 2015 at 9:19 PM 
Subject: Paving Roads to National Monument 
To: wchildre@blm.gov 
 

I definitely am in favor of paving the road to Dripping Springs.  I don't even go there in my own car but have 
been hiking there several times when I can get a ride with someone else.  As far as Baylor Canyon is 
concerned I guess it would not be a good idea if paving would only encourage a short cut for traffic.  

 

mailto:wchildre@blm.gov
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Bureau-of-Land-Management-Las-Cruces-District/423581727654347
mailto:cwinkler8@gmail.com
mailto:wchildre@blm.gov


Fwd: "Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments" 

Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent 
by jamontoy@blm.gov) 
 

4:35 PM (15 hours ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: T. North <nm4c1d@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, May 18, 2015 at 11:14 AM 
Subject: "Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments" 
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov 
 

Dear All: 

It has been my experience that when roads into wilderness/monument areas are paved, there is more wildlife 
death, noise, litter, partying and destruction.  That being said, if there is good enforcement of rules, it could 
possibly work out.  I am suggesting if the road or roads are to be paved, then speed humps (the wide ones) 
should be installed.  These definitely get people to slow down, as just posting lower speed limits does nothing. 

Thank you. 

Therese North 
Silver City, NM 

 

mailto:nm4c1d@gmail.com
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Fwd: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments 

Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent 
by jamontoy@blm.gov) 
 

4:35 PM (14 hours ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: <mybat@aol.com> 
Date: Mon, May 18, 2015 at 12:04 PM 
Subject: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments 
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov 

 

 
Dear BLM: 
 
I believe you should pave both Dripping Springs Road and Baylor Canyon Road. 
 
The positive impact will be more people who will want to and will be able to visit and learn from this 
beautiful site.   
 
I understand there are some who says that paving the roads will lead to speeding cars and animal 
deaths. 
 
I believe there are people who will speed whether or not the roads are paved. 
 
Speeding cars that throw off gravel at high velocity may also cause dameges. 
 
I suggest that roads be paved and that there be strict enforcement. 
 
I suggest abundant signs posting both the speed limit AND that it will be strictly enforced. 
 
When people know that there is strict enforcement they modify their behavior (ie they will slow down). 
 
Appropriately high fines for speeding will pay the costs of the enforcement needed. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mike Batkin 

mybat@aol.com 

 

mailto:mybat@aol.com
mailto:BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov
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Fwd: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments 

FLAP/COMMENTS 2015 x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent by rgutierr@blm.gov) 
 

May 4 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Silver <msilver.mms@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, Apr 29, 2015 at 4:40 PM 
Subject: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments 
To: BLM Las Cruces District Office <BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov> 
Cc: bgarrett@donaanacounty.org, brawson@donaanacounty.org, dgarcia@donaanacounty.org,whancock@do
naanacounty.org, lbenavidez@donaanacounty.org 
 

We have been to both meetings held when this issue was first brought to the attention of the 

public and it was made clear in those meetings that the residents of Baylor Canyon North did not 

want the road paving to go forward for many reasons some of which we will restate here. 

  

We oppose the paving of Baylor Canyon Road for the following reasons. There will be a much 

heavier traffic flow from the Dripping Springs Road / University Avenue area than now. The 

Dona Ana County Engineers stated that they estimate an increase of  700 more vehicles per day 

which would overwhelm the already paved portion of Baylor Canyon Road due to its residential 

nature and the fact the road is not paved up to the proposed standards of the proposed project. 

There will be uncontrolled speeding on a paved road than on the existing gravel road as seen by 

the residents off of the paved section of Baylor Canyon Road. The proposed project section will 

have 4’ wide shoulders while the current paved section has no shoulders with no drainage 

thereby discharging all runoff of the current paved section of Baylor Canyon Road onto the 

connecting roads on the west side of Baylor Canyon Road. All of these connecting roads are 

unpaved and when Baylor Canyon was paved twenty-two years ago no drainage was placed at 

the intersecting roads and Baylor Canyon Road allowing for the continual erosion of these 

connecting roads as well as the connecting arroyos which become washed out at their Baylor 

Canyon Road connection. The county has to continually clear Baylor Canyon Road after heavy 

rain storms and repair the intersecting arroyos. All of this will impact the environment 

negatively as well as the quality of life for the residents living there. 
  

Baylor Canyon Road has no lighting at all thereby causing a danger to nighttime driving. The 

people using Baylor Canyon Road to walk, run, bike ride and ride horses have to contend with 

speeders who disregard the safety of those people. School buses travel Baylor Canyon Road at 

various times during the morning and afternoon picking up and dropping off children with no 

proper shoulders to walk on. Now add an additional 700 more vehicles a day to this mix and a 

serious situation presents itself, worse than what we already have to deal with. The Sheriff’s 

Department is unable to patrol the area adequately so there will be no monitoring of speeding. 

mailto:msilver.mms@gmail.com
mailto:BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov
mailto:bgarrett@donaanacounty.org
mailto:brawson@donaanacounty.org
mailto:dgarcia@donaanacounty.org
mailto:whancock@donaanacounty.org
mailto:whancock@donaanacounty.org
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The county states at the meetings they were going to use the existing paved portion of Baylor 

Canyon Road to control the speeding. Are they out of their minds?!!! 

  
The intention behind paving these roads is to provide access to the Wilderness area. People 

already access the Wilderness area. The real reason for paving these roads is to create an 

arterial road to be able to travel from the Dripping Springs Road area to Hwy. 70 to get to 

NASA and White Sands and then return home again. There is already a plan in place to create 

this type of road at the Weisner Road exit. The only reason this has not been done is because 

there is no funding while the BLM has offered the county the funding for this project. To provide 

a proper and safe driving and walking / running road ALL of Baylor Canyon Road the current 

paved section of Baylor Canyon Road North must be expanded to the same project proposal with 

paved shoulders and a wider driving area. Without this washouts of the road and intersecting 

roads will continue and when this happens, and it will, traffic will slow to a crawl causing 

problems for everyone, residents and those travelling to NASA and White Sands. There should 

be no commercial truck traffic allowed on the road except if making a delivery to a local 

home. You cannot have a major north/south arterial through a residential area like Baylor 

Canyon Road north with children getting on and off buses. You will be creating another 

Hwy. 70 and most likely there will be steel cables running down Baylor Canyon Road like Hwy. 

70. You have numerous residents who own and ride horses, many have dogs they walk as well as 

walking and running. They already have a problem with drivers who do not yield the right of 

way and my wife has been forced off the edge of the road by drivers deliberately trying to harm 

her and our dogs. 

  

The quality of life will be drastically affected negatively in the newly designated Wilderness area 

and the existing adjoining residential area off of Baylor Canyon Road north. The danger of the 

increased traffic and speed in the area needs to be taken into account as well as the poor 

condition of the paved part of Baylor Canyon Road. The county stated at the meetings they have 

no plans for improving the already paved area. Will it take a serious injury or fatality, as on 

Hwy. 70, to show you this project needs to be shelved. If the people who live off of Dripping 

Springs Road desire their road be paved so badly then by all means give it to them andleave 

those of us off of Baylor Canyon Road North the way the road currently exists being 

unpaved. It is the perfect way to maintain traffic control and help to keep speeding to a 

minimum. 

  

We have also filed our objections to the project with all of the Dona Ana County Commissioners 

and the Dona Ana County Engineer Department. We will see you at the meeting on May 12
th

. 

  

In addition the Environment Assessment and Appendix B are not available via the BLM 

website. I would be nice to read both of these documents prior to the meeting. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

Sharan and Michael Silver 

Baylor Canyon Road residents 

  
 



Fwd: DRIPPING SPRINGS ROAD/BAYLOR CANYON 

ROAD IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT EA COMMENTS 

FLAP/COMMENTS 2015 x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent by rgutierr@blm.gov) 
 

Apr 27 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: john smith <american1776@msn.com> 
Date: Sat, Apr 25, 2015 at 11:11 AM 
Subject: DRIPPING SPRINGS ROAD/BAYLOR CANYON ROAD IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT EA 
COMMENTS 
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov 
Cc: john smith <american1776@msn.com> 
 

Dear Sirs 
It was a pleasure reading your subject Environmental Assessment dated 23 April 2015. This is a noticeably well prepared 
document. 
I strongly support ALTERNATIVE A as delineated in Section 2.5. This alternative will provide greatly needed and improved 
drainage in and for multiple areas of the new monument area and greatly increased public safety in travel for viewing. 
Well done to the Bureau of Land Management :as Cruces District Office and the Federal Highway Administration. 
  
John Smith 
Commander Retired 
Illigitimi Non Carborundum 

5024 Lost Padre Mine Road 
american1776@msn.com 
Las Cruces, New Mexico 
575-532-1925 
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Fwd: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments 

Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent 
by jamontoy@blm.gov) 
 

4:35 PM (15 hours ago) 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Curry <johncurry@johncurry.com> 
Date: Tue, May 12, 2015 at 2:44 PM 
Subject: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments 
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the planned road improvement project EA for 

Dripping Springs/Baylor Canyon Roads. I have read the entire document and believe it is well 

written and well researched. The only change I would have made would be to emphasize even 

more than the document does the terrible dust problem created by the traffic on the dirt roads and 

how much cleaner our air will be after they are paved. I served on the City of Las Cruces' 

Fugitive Dust Control committee several years ago and I believe these unpaved roads contribute 

more dust to our air that all of the construction sites in the valley combined! The dust is created 

whether the wind is blowing or not, and creates a terrible pall that obscures the mountains from 

view. 

  

Thank you for this project. My wife and I live on Dripping Springs Road, and the paving can't be 

done soon enough to suit us! 

  
John Curry 
  
Las Cruces: 
2014 – Forbes.com: "One of the Top 25 Best Places to Retire" 
2014 – Listed by creditdonkey.com as "One of the nation's Top 10 Best Cities of the Future" 
2010 – Sunset Magazine:  “Top 20 Towns of the Future” 
2010 – US News & World Report’s:  “10 Cities for Real Estate Steals” 
2010 – One of AARP’s “Best Places to Retire” 
2009 – On Milken Institute’s annual list of "10 Best Performing Cities" 
2009 – On Milken Institute’s annual list of "10 Best Performing Small Cities" 
2009 – One of Kaboom.org’s most “Playful City” 
2007 – Farmers Insurance names Las Cruces “Safest midsized town in the US” 
2007 – Inc. Magazine’s:  15

th
 out of 400 US Boomtowns 

2006 – Named number one "Dream Town" to retire in by AARP 
2005 – Money Magazine:  "Top College City to Retire" 
2004 – Inc. Magazine:  "Top 25 Cities for Doing Business in America" 
2002, 2003, 2004, 2005 – Forbes/Milken Institute: “Best Small Metro Area for Business & Careers” 
2002 – Family Digest:  “Best Place to Live” 
2002 – Money Magazine:  “Best Places to Retire” 
2001 – Where to Retire Magazine: One of  “Americas Top 100 Retirement Towns” 
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http://creditdonkey.com/






























































































































Dripping Springs/Baylor Canyon Road Project 

Inbox x 

 
Terry Denning <terry@tjdenning.com> 
 

May 31 

 

 
Reply 

 to me, brawson, jodi 

 
 

My wife and I have attended all three meetings held to discuss the subject road project. On October 21, 2014, I 
sent an email to various parties expressing our concerns about the project. We were not pleased to find out 
that none of our concerns were addressed in the May 12, meeting. When my wife asked a county 
representative about what was being done to control the increased traffic on the north end of Baylor Canyon 
road she was informed "they were looking at it". You would think that six months after the October meeting a 
little more would have been done other that just look at it. My feeling is, that is the kind of statement made 
when they are putting someone off. Not very reassuring! If you need another copy of our original email I'll be 
happy to forward it. 
 
Having said all, that we were asked to respond to a request to identify which of four options we would pick. 
Since option D and option C were taken off the table we were not left with much of a choice. We would have 
supported option D (do nothing) but in lieu of that we would pick option B (pave Dripping Springs and rock 
Baylor Canyon). We know that Baylor Canyon will become, in fact, a bypass loop.  It's been frustrating to hear 
the County representatives say it will not be used as a bypass loop.  It may not have the word loop or bypass in 
its name, but when people use a road to loop around Las Cruces, it is a bypass no matter what you call it. 
 
We live in the neighborhood you will be routing this traffic through, and we are very concerned about the safety 
impacts to our area.  At the second meeting, we were told the estimate would be 700 vehicles per day.   That is 
a major concern for those of us who live in this area. 
 
Please keep us informed as this project moves forward.  Despite leaving name, phone number, address and 
email address on every signup sheet at every previous meeting, we only found out about the May 12 meeting 
from a third party. 
 
Regards, 
 
Terry Denning 
Jodi Denning 
4650 Baylor Canyon 

 



Fwd: Dripping Springs/Baylor Canyon Paving Project 

Inbox x 

 
Childress, William 
 Jun 1 

 

 
Reply 

 to me, Jennifer 

 
 

Bill Childress 

District Manager 
Las Cruces District Office 
1800 Marquess Street 
Las Cruces, NM 88005 
 wchildre@blm.gov 
Office:  575-525-4499 
Cell:     575-644-8777 
Fax:     575-525-4412 
FACEBOOK-LCDO 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: NobleD <nobledl1@peoplepc.com> 
Date: Sun, May 31, 2015 at 10:05 AM 
Subject: Dripping Springs/Baylor Canyon Paving Project 
To: wchildre@blm.gov 
 
 
Dear Mr. Childress, 
 
This email is to voice my opinion and my wife's opinion on the above referenced paving project.   We are 
opposed to both projects.  However, we are very strongly opposed to the Baylor Canyon project. 
 
We are sending this email directly to you in the hopes that you will transmit it to the proper recipient.   The BLM 
email address printed in this morning's Sun News could not be sent due to an "improper address".  
 
Respectfully, 
David & Doris Noble 
2461 El Dorado Ct. 
Las Cruces, NM 88011 

 

mailto:wchildre@blm.gov
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Bureau-of-Land-Management-Las-Cruces-District/423581727654347
mailto:nobledl1@peoplepc.com
mailto:wchildre@blm.gov


Fwd: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road 

Improvement Project EA Comments 
Inbox x 

 
LCDO_Comments, BLM_NM (sent by rgutierr@blm.gov) 
 

May 29 

 

 
Reply 

 to me 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ryan J Conklin <rjconk@gmail.com> 
Date: Thu, May 28, 2015 at 4:33 PM 
Subject: Dripping Springs Road/Baylor Canyon Road Improvement Project EA Comments  
To: BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov 
 

To Whom It May Concern:  
 
I wish to put forth two positions regarding the Drippings Springs/Baylor 
Canyon Paving.  
 
My first position is to push for the implementation of 5-ft shoulders and 11-ft 
lanes (rather than 4-ft shoulders and 12-ft lanes). My reason for this is to 
discourage motorists from speeding while consequently offering greater 
protection to cyclists. A 5-ft shoulder will provide a wider buffer zone to 
emphasize and reinforce the "share the road" principle and reduce the 
likelihood of a collision.  
 
My second position is to adopt Plan A and pave both Dripping Springs Road 
and Baylor Canyon Road (BCR). As Dripping Springs' paving has already 
been decided, I'll focus on my reasons why paving Baylor Canyon Road is the 
educated decision: Paving BCR (1) will maximize the benefit of the road 
construction project for the greatest amount of time, offer the greatest level of 
improvement, and provide the greatest benefit to those who do or would use it 
for transportation purposes--relative to resurfacing it; (2) paving BCR will 
reduce dust, by dust I mean harmful airborne particles harmful to lungs and 
unpleasant to the eyes, not to mention filthy for cars; (3) paving will offer 
cyclists a fantastic connection between route 70 and Dripping Springs road 
and offer incredible opportunities for cyclists to better enjoy this area--as an 
avid cyclist, I had goosebumps upon first hearing of this paving proposal; (4) 
paving will encourage motorists to enjoy the Organ Mountain Desert Peaks 
National Monument (OMDPNM) by means of different vantage points--I'm 
amazed by the breadth of beauty to behold when viewing the Organ 

mailto:rjconk@gmail.com
mailto:BLM_NM_LCDO_Comments@blm.gov


Mountains from different locations between route 70 and Dripping Springs, 
every 100ft is a new and unique way of seeing them, and many people will 
only investigate if the road is paved, (5) paving will ensure we are looking 
towards the future with our decisions--Doña Ana County's population growth, 
the ever-increasing interest in outdoor recreation, and the unknown future of 
the OMDPNM are all reasons why we should invest in maximizing the benefit 
of this road construction project by paving Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping 
Springs Road.  
 
Deciding not to pave Baylor Canyon Road is a poor decision for the following 
reasons: (1) merely resurfacing BCR is a short-sighted approach that does not 
take the long-term benefits mentioned above into account; (2) Plan B's 
estimated construction is 11 months, Plan A is 12 months, and Plan B will only 
achieve half the benefit; (3) not paving ensures the road will return to its 
present state in a few years' time, this "return" will ensure the continuation of 
erosion, air quality issues, inconsistent surface, fragmented cycling routes, 
and a continued disconnection between the city and the full potential of the 
Organ Mountains; (4) given the amount of resources, time, and planning 
involved, not to mention the excitement surrounding the project, opting to not 
pave BCR seems incredibly misguided and does not take the best interests of 
the city's development into consideration. 
 
If BCR is not paved, I am confident that several years from now we'll look 
back at the decision with bewilderment and frustration. I believe that real 
change requires paving Baylor Canyon Road and Dripping Springs, and 
anything less is short-sighted and will quickly prove to have been a poor use 
of resources.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ryan Conklin 
Las Cruces Resident and Cyclist  
 



Fwd: Paving Dripping Springs and Baylor Canyon 

Inbox x 

 
Childress, William 
 Jun 1 

 

 
Reply 

 to me, Jennifer 

 
 

Bill Childress 

District Manager 
Las Cruces District Office 
1800 Marquess Street 
Las Cruces, NM 88005 
 wchildre@blm.gov 
Office:  575-525-4499 
Cell:     575-644-8777 
Fax:     575-525-4412 
FACEBOOK-LCDO 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Albert Zahn <albertzahn@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Sun, May 31, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Paving Dripping Springs and Baylor Canyon 
To: "wchildre@blm.gov" <wchildre@blm.gov> 
 

Dear Mr. Childress, 
 

My wife and I would like to voice our opinion concerning the proposed paving 
projects.  The two roads are in no way similar and to be fair must be considered and 

treated separately. 
 
We are residents in University Golf Estates and own a home at the intersection of Jack 

Nicholas and Tiger Woods Drive; very close proximity to the question at hand. 
 

First Dripping Springs. A paved access to the Dripping Springs visitors area would 
greatly benefit not only the residents of Las Cruces but also the many visitors who now 
because of type of vehicle have not wanted to navigate the rutted dirt road. We are in 

favor of this project and support it fully. 
 

Second Baylor Canyon. First a little background.  When we purchased our home in 
2006 the traffic on Dripping Springs was very light the road easily crossed. However 
since the opening of Centennial High School and the paving of Sonoma Ranch Blvd 

Dripping Springs has become a busy thoroughfare, so much so that crossing the road is 
at times impossible. Paving Baylor Canyon would just exacerbate this problem; traffic 

heading for South US 25 or I - 10 West could leave Hwy 70 proceed South on Baylor 
Canyon and access the mentioned highways.  Truckers  especially would find this 
advantages which leads to more traffic on an already over subscribed roadway. As an 

outdoorsman I have spent a lot of time traversing Baylor Canyon Road and it has been 

mailto:wchildre@blm.gov
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Bureau-of-Land-Management-Las-Cruces-District/423581727654347
mailto:albertzahn@sbcglobal.net
mailto:wchildre@blm.gov
mailto:wchildre@blm.gov


my experience that even now the speed limit is ignored with the road being unpaved-
what will happen when the road is improved is easy to answer. 

 
I strongly encourage you to press for improving our access to the National Monument 

area and leave Baylor Canyon as it is. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Albert & Suzanne Zahn 

3987 Tiger Woods Drive 
Las Cruces, NM 88011 
616-546-1606  
 










