
City of Santa Fe, New Mexico 
Memorandum 

 
 
DATE:  June 8, 2022 
 
TO:         Community Development Commission 
  
VIA:  Alexandra Ladd, Director, Office of Affordable Housing 
   
FROM:  Cody Minnich, Housing Grant Manager 
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
ITEM AND ISSUE: 
Request for the Approval of Adding the El Camino Real Academy Safe-Routes-To-School Connector Trail 
Project to the 2022 Annual Action Plan (Cody Minnich, cjminnich@santafenm.gov, 505-955-6574) 
 
BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY: 
For several years, students and families who live in the Cottonwood Mobile Home park have used a dirt 
trail to walk to school at the El Camino Real Academy. In December of 2021, a preliminary engineering 
report (PER) was completed by Souder, Miller, & Associates to evaluate the existing and proposed 
conditions for a Safe Route to School connector trail located along the Santa Fe River, between Cottonwood 
Drive and South Meadows Road. Safe Routes to School (SRTS) is a US Dept of Transportation program that 
promotes walking and bicycling to school through infrastructure improvements, safety education, 
enforcement, and incentives.  
 
The study evaluated the feasibility of designing and installing an all-weather trail to connect Cottonwood 
Mobile Home Park and the El Camino Real Academy school. The path would also connect to a portion of the 
Santa Fe River Trail. Both Santa Fe County and the City’s Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) have 
identified the River Trail as a priority in their long range plans, as well as supporting safe trails and 
pathways between residential areas and schools. Two options were considered in the study for making the 
trail connection with initial costs of about $400,000 for design and installation.   
 
There are several reasons why staff recommends this project. Most importantly, it meets the national 
objectives of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program because the trail connection is 
located in a census tract with more than 70% of residents qualifying as “low- or moderate income” (LMI) 
persons. Additionally, 100% of the students at El Camino Real qualify for free or reduced meal programs.  
 
Secondly, other sources of funding have been difficult to secure and using CDBG funds would ensure that 
the improvement to this neighborhood could be made immediately. Additionally, the return of local funds 
to the City’s line of credit as well as the generation of program income through mortgage principal 
reduction programs have created a situation where the City is considered “untimely” by HUD, in that the 
balance of available funds is more than 1.5X the current year entitlement amount. Supporting this project 
would enable the City to make important progress toward resolving the timeliness issues.  
 
See table below to understand the sources and availability of funds:  

mailto:cjminnich@santafenm.gov


 
 
ACTION REQUESTED: 
The Office of Affordable Housing respectfully requests your review and approval for including the SFTS 
Trail connection between El Camino Real and surrounding neighborhoods as an additional project in the 
2022-23 Annual Action Plan.  
 
Attachments: 

1. Souder, Miller, & Associates PER  
2. “Better Walk to School”, Santa Fe Reporter, November 1, 2021  
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1.0 Project Description, Purpose, and Need 

The City of Santa Fe has retained Souder, Miller & Associates (SMA) to provide an engineering 
report evaluating existing and proposed conditions for the Santa Fe River – El Camino Real 
Academy Safe-Route-to-School connector located along the north bank of the Santa Fe River, 
between Cottonwood Drive and South Meadows Road (see Exhibit 1). 

Many kindergarten through 7th grade-aged students that attend El Camino Real Academy live in 
the adjacent Cottonwood Village mobile home park, which are within easy walking distance of 
each other. However, no all-weather pathway exists to provide a walking connection. A well-
worn dirt path offers evidence of the need for such a connection. The path also roughly coincides 
with a portion of the planned Santa Fe River Trail, as identified in the 2013 Santa Fe Greenway 
Master Plan (see Appendix 1). 

Both Santa Fe County and the Santa Fe Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) have 
identified the Santa Fe River Trail as a priority under their long-range development plans. This 
connection qualifies as a Safe-Routes-to-School (SRTS) project, as it would provide a much 
shorter route than local streets. Local activists have also indicated interest in organizing group 
walks to the school.  

This report serves to investigate the feasibility of developing such a route, identify additional 
work needed to complete the connection, and outline expected costs associated with its 
implementation. 

Exhibit 1 – Project Vicinity Map (Revised 01/26/2022) 
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2.0  Existing Conditions and Ownership 

2.1 Site Visit 

SMA and our subconsultant, Sites Southwest conducted a site visit on November 16, 2021 to 
evaluate the existing conditions along the proposed trail corridor. The following section 
documents the findings of that site visit as well as other information collected. 

2.2 Existing Conditions 

Situated between the Cottonwood Village mobile home development and the deeply incised 
channel of the Santa Fe River, the proposed connection would cross over flat or gently rolling 
terrain comprised of native vegetation crossed by a network of informal dirt paths created by 
pedestrians and off-road vehicles. However, those informal paths also cross two tracts of private 
land (Leeder and Panther Mountain Ranch) directly south of Cottonwood Village, where the river 
channel remains in private ownership (see Exhibit 3). Also located south of the Cottonwood 
Village development is a drainage easement containing a retention pond that is defined to the 
south by a berm (see Exhibit 3). 

At the west end of the corridor, along Cottonwood Drive, five access points (“AP-X”) have been 
identified. SMA identified these existing access points from aerial imagery and from the site visit. 
See Exhibit 2 for an Analysis Points Map. 

Exhibit 2: Analysis Points Map 
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Analysis Point 1 (AP-1) 

The first access point (AP-1) is located approximately 270 feet south of Cottonwood Drive and 
Olive Street. The entrance is a landscaped path leading towards the open space/drainage 
easement trail. Based on aerial imagery, there may be a jog between the trails suggesting 
preference of a trail after choosing an access point (see Exhibit 2).  

Figure 1: AP-1 Leading to open space/drainage easement path 

Analysis Point 2 (AP-2) 

AP-2 is located approximately 10’ south of AP-1, or about 280’ south of Cottonwood Drive and 
Olive Street. Imagery shows an overrun railroad tie with sediment running onto the sidewalk. 
This appears to be a commonly used access point for the trail alongside the Santa Fe River for 
access coming from the north. 

Figure 2: AP-2 Overrun railroad tie with path leading to river trail 
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Analysis Point 3 (AP-3) 

AP-3 is located about 90’ south of AP-2, or about 370’ south of Cottonwood Drive and Olive 
Street. The access appears to be the intended entrance to the trail along the river, as the 
landscaping has set the vertical railroad ties closer and does not have a horizontal tie connection. 
It appears that AP-2 and AP-4 converge to this trail. 

Figure 3: AP-3 Intended trail entrance/exit point 

Analysis Point 4 (AP-4) 

AP-4 is located approximately 45’ south of AP-3, or about 415’ south of Cottonwood Drive and 
Olive Street. Access is suggested through aerial imagery as shown in Exhibit 2; however, street 
imagery does not support this. This discrepancy could be due to differing imagery dates.  

Figure 4: AP-4 
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Analysis Point 5 (AP-5) 

AP-5 located about 85’ south of AP-4, or about 500’ south of Cottonwood Drive and Olive Street. 
Access has not been suggested from aerial imagery, but from a site visit performed on November 
16, 2021, a damaged portion of the landscaping suggests unauthorized vehicle access is common 
here. 

Figure 5: AP-5 Damaged portion of landscaping from access 

At the east end of the project, an existing drive pad provides unimpeded vehicular access to the 
area from South Meadows Road (see Figure 6). The riverbank itself has also been impacted by 
all-terrain vehicles climbing the banks and crossing the channel.  

Figure 6: Drivepad access from S Meadows Road 



City of Santa Fe 9229895 On-Call (Task 10): SRTS Connector PER 

6 

2.3 Property Ownership 

Along the south edge of Cottonwood Village, a 1.6-acre linear drainage and open space easement 
provides a buffer between the mobile home village and the properties to the south (see Exhibit 
4). A sanitary sewer line crosses through a utility easement at the southeast corner of the 
Cottonwood Village property, and then follows the south property line west to Cottonwood 
Drive. Also at the southeast corner of Cottonwood Village, a 50-foot “secondary access and utility 
easement” (shown in Exhibit 4 and Appendix 3) runs from the interior loop road to the sewer line 
easement and an area “reserved for future roadway and utilities.” It is anticipated that this 50’ 
easement may be used for a connector path to provide access from the neighborhood to the 
future river trail, as part of the SRTS connection. 

The access and utility easement at the SE corner of Cottonwood Village is accessible via a 20’-
wide double gate in the chain-link fence that bounds the two properties through which the 
easement passes. As recently as March of 2021, aerial photos in Google Earth showed a mobile 
home that encroached into the access easement; however, during the recent site visit it was 
observed that the mobile home had been removed, leaving only a remnant driveway, several 
electrical boxes, and a volunteer elm tree on the site. 
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3.0  Related Plans 
The proposed connection coincides with a section of the planned Santa Fe River Trail extension, 
as identified in Santa Fe County’s 2013 Santa Fe River Greenway master plan. The Santa Fe 
Greenway master plan includes proposed alignments for both a 10’-wide trail and related river 
channel improvements. The proposed channel modifications will result in a widened channel that 
will effectively reduce the area available for trail development relative to current conditions. The 
master plan containing the project extents has been included in Appendix 1. 

Plans for a new development (Aleksander Estates, included as Appendix 4) just to the east of 
Cottonwood Village will include the construction of approximately 300 feet of 10’-wide trail that 
will connect to an existing 8’-wide sidewalk that leads directly to El Camino Real Academy, and 
end at the east property line of Cottonwood Village. The proposed SRTS path would tie into the 
west end of that path, as shown in Figure 1 and Appendix 4. 

4.0 Alternatives Considered (Revised 01/26/22) 
Two primary alternatives and one abbreviated option were considered for making the desired 
SRTS connection. 

South Alternative 
The first option would generally follow the route identified in the Santa Fe Greenway Master 
Plan, which coincides—to some degree—to the existing informal dirt path that is currently being 
used by local residents through the undeveloped land between the north edge of the river and 
the south edge of the Cottonwood Village development. The existing path would need to be 
shifted to the north to accommodate proposed changes to the channel alignment. This route also 
crosses two parcels of private property, as shown in the South Trail Alternative in Exhibit 4. 

North Alternative 
The second option has been considered as a short- or long-term option if ROW acquisition for 
the South Alternative becomes problematic. This option would locate the SRTS connection within 
the drainage and open space easement just inside the south boundary of the mobile home park 
property. There is an existing, but unused, roadbed or dike along the south edge of the drainage 
basin (described in Section 2.2 and shown in Exhibit 3) that is wide enough to accommodate the 
development of a fairly-straight trail connection from Cottonwood Drive to the edge of the 
Aleksander Estates property. Several timber bridges cross the detention basin, although fences 
and/or walls along the south lot lines preclude direct access into the neighborhood. Since the 
easement is currently only for drainage purposes, implementing this option would require 
approval from the Cottonwood Village owners. 

Aspen Loop Connector—Alternate Option 
Both of the above options provide a connection from Cottonwood Drive to South Meadows Drive 
and would serve students coming from the western half of the Cottonwood Village development. 
A separate connection could be accomplished via the 50’ access and utility easement in the 
southeast corner of Cottonwood Village.   
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5.0  Trail Design Guidelines 

Since this connection will ultimately be a part of the Santa Fe River Trail, it should follow any 
guidelines established for that facility. Within this reach, the Santa Fe River Greenway conceptual 
design shows a planned 10’-wide trail with several connections to surface streets, a future grade-
separated crossing beneath South Meadows, and a proposed bridge crossing to the south side of 
the Santa Fe River just west of the project area. The river channel itself is proposed to be widened 
and rerouted slightly in this area, meaning that the trail would need to shift north from the 
existing informal path that is currently serving as an unpaved route between Cottonwood Drive 
and South Meadows Road. The proposed SRTS path should follow the approximate alignment 
shown in the master plan to avoid future conflicts with the river channel improvements.  

The master plan drawings do not identify a recommended surfacing material for the trail in this 
area; however, the plan and profile drawings completed for Section A from Cottonwood Drive to 
the NM 599 by-pass call for a 10’ asphalt path. Continuity with that section would dictate that 
asphalt should also be used for this reach, although that design was completed for Santa Fe 
County. Farther east, the City has indicated a preference for 6” thick concrete surfacing for the 
riverside trail, so that maintenance vehicles can drive on it with less likelihood of damage.  Either 
surfacing material would be acceptable from an all-weather accessibility standpoint, so final 
determination may be made on the basis of expected construction costs. 

Other design criteria for this multi-use path should follow the recommendations of the AASHTO 
Guide for the Design of Bicycle Facilities and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and its 
most recent supplemental guidelines for public rights-of-way and outdoor developed areas. 
Normally, multi-use recreational trails are not specifically required to meet ADA guidelines, but 
as a Safe Routes to School pathway, this would be considered a primary access route, and thus 
be subject to ADA. 

6.0  Environmental Documentation Requirements 

The Santa Fe Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit Program (Phase II) requires 
permittees to implement a stormwater management program to control polluted stormwater 
discharges under the National Pollutant Discharge Elevation System (NPDES).  

Per the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) guide for determining whether a Construction 
General Permit (CGP) is required (see Appendix 2), the project site will be covered under the 
EPA’s CGP.  
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Within the Notice of Intent, information that will be required includes: 
• Possible Waters of the Americas accepting runoff from project site
• Endangered species and critical habitats per Endangered Species Act
• Existing pollutants in Waters of Americas
• Historic properties
• Stormwater discharge plan (including developed conditions stormwater control, erosion

control, and SWPPP BMPs during construction)
• Chemical pollutants from project site (construction and developed)

7.0  Anticipated Costs (Revised 01/26/2022) 

A 30% Engineer’s Opinion of Total Construction Cost (EOPCC) estimate for the project has been 
included in Tables 1 through 4 that provide estimate costs for the trail alternatives as well as 
alternate costs for asphalt or 6” concrete trails. Earthwork has been estimated based on 
preliminary trail designs as shown in Exhibit 4.  

Additional costs relating to procurement for permits, easement acquisition, etc., have not been 
included in this analysis. Estimates have been limited to design and material costs. 

Table 1: SRTS--30% Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction 
Alternative A.1 (North Trail) - Asphalt - 1275 ft 

Item ID Description Unit Quantity Unit Price  Cost 
Surveying  LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 
Engineering LS 1 $24,187.50 $24,187.50 

Construction Phase 
203000 Unclassified Excavation CY 1,000 $13.46 $13,455.00 
203100 Borrow CY 500 $20.75 $10,372.50 
207000 Subgrade Preparation SY 1,417 $2.43 $3,442.50 
303140 4" Base Course SY 1,417 $5.48 $7,756.25 
416003 Minor Pavement HMA SP-III SY 1,417 $66.23 $93,818.75 

4.01 Construction Staking LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 
6.05 Mobilization LS 1 $22,500.00 $22,500.00 

30.02 NPDES Permitting, Including SWPPP Preparation and 
Implementation 

LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 

632.000 Class A Seeding AC 2.5 $4,500.00 $11,250.00 
Subtotal $216,782.50 

Contingency (15%) $32,517.38 
NMGRT (8.4375%) $21,034.68 

Total $270,334.55 
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Table 2: SRTS--30% Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction 
Alternative A.2 (North Trail) - Concrete - 1275 ft 

Item ID Description Unit Quantity Unit Price  Cost 
Surveying  LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 
Engineering LS 1 $24,187.50 $24,187.50 

Construction Phase 
203000 Unclassified Excavation CY 1,000 $13.46 $13,455.00 
203100 Borrow CY 500 $20.75 $10,372.50 
207000 Subgrade Preparation SY 1,417 $2.43 $3,442.50 
450060 Concrete Pavement - 6" SY 1,417 $157.97 $223,783.75 

4.01 Construction Staking LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 
6.05 Mobilization LS 1 $22,500.00 $22,500.00 

30.02 NPDES Permitting, Including SWPPP Preparation and 
Implementation 

LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 

632.000 Class A Seeding AC 2.5 $4,500.00 $11,250.00 
Subtotal $338,991.25 

Contingency (15%) $50,848.69 
NMGRT (8.4375%) $32,892.74 

Total $422,732.68 

Table 3: SRTS--30% Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction 
Alternative B.1 (South Trail) - Asphalt - 1330 ft 

Item ID Description Unit Quantity Unit Price  Cost 
Surveying LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 
Engineering LS 1 $24,187.50 $24,187.50 

Construction Phase 
203000 Unclassified Excavation CY 600 $13.46 $8,073.00 
203100 Borrow CY 50 $20.75 $1,037.25 
207000 Subgrade Preparation SY 1,479 $2.43 $3,593.70 
303140 4" Base Course SY 1,479 $5.48 $8,096.92 
416003 Minor Pavement HMA SP-III SY 1,479 $66.23 $97,939.42 

4.01 Construction Staking LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 
6.05 Mobilization LS 1 $22,500.00 $22,500.00 

30.02 NPDES Permitting, Including SWPPP Preparation and 
Implementation 

LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 

632.000 Class A Seeding AC 2.5 $4,500.00 $11,250.00 
Subtotal $206,677.78 

Contingency (15%) $31,001.67 
NMGRT (8.4375%) $20,054.20 

Total $257,733.65 
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Table 4: SRTS--30% Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction 
Alternative B.2 (South Trail) - Concrete - 1330 ft 

Item ID Description Unit Quantity Unit Price  Cost 
Surveying LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 
Engineering LS 1 $24,187.50 $24,187.50 

Construction Phase 
203000 Unclassified Excavation CY 600 $13.46 $8,073.00 
203100 Borrow CY 50 $20.75 $1,037.25 
207000 Subgrade Preparation SY 1,479 $2.43 $3,593.70 
450060 Concrete Pavement - 6" SY 1,479 $157.97 $233,612.68 

4.01 Construction Staking LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 
6.05 Mobilization LS 1 $22,500.00 $22,500.00 

30.02 NPDES Permitting, Including SWPPP Preparation and 
Implementation 

LS 1 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 

632.000 Class A Seeding AC 2.5 $4,500.00 $11,250.00 
Subtotal $334,254.13 

Contingency (15%) $50,138.12 
NMGRT (8.4375%) $32,433.10 

Total $416,825.35 

Table 5: SRTS--30% Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction 
Aspen Loop Connector - Asphalt - 165 ft 

Item ID Description Unit Quantity 
Unit 
Price Cost 

Surveying  LS 1 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 
Engineering LS 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

Construction Phase 
203000 Unclassified Excavation CY 50 $13.46 $672.75 
203100 Borrow CY 50 $20.75 $1,037.25 
207000 Subgrade Preparation SY 183 $2.43 $445.50 
303140 4" Base Course SY 183 $5.48 $1,003.75 
416003 Minor Pavement HMA SP-III SY 183 $66.23 $12,141.25 

4.01 Construction Staking LS 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

6.05 Mobilization LS 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

30.02 NPDES Permitting, Including SWPPP Preparation and 
Implementation 

LS 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

632.000 Class A Seeding AC 0.25 $4,500.00 $1,125.00 
Subtotal $29,925.50 

Contingency (15%) $4,488.83 
NMGRT (8.4375%) $2,903.71 

Total $37,318.03 
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Table 6: SRTS--30% Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction 
Aspen Loop Connector - Concrete - 165 ft 

Item ID Description Unit Quantity 
Unit 
Price Cost 

Surveying LS 1 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 
Engineering LS 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

Construction Phase 
203000 Unclassified Excavation CY 50 $13.46 $672.75 
203100 Borrow CY 50 $20.75 $1,037.25 
207000 Subgrade Preparation SY 183 $2.43 $445.50 
450060 Concrete Pavement - 6" SY 183 $157.97 $28,960.25 

4.01 Construction Staking LS 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 
6.05 Mobilization LS 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

30.02 NPDES Permitting, Including SWPPP Preparation and 
Implementation 

LS 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

632.000 Class A Seeding AC 0.25 $4,500.00 $1,125.00 
Subtotal $45,740.75 

Contingency (15%) $6,861.11 
NMGRT (8.4375%) $4,438.28 

Total $57,040.14 

This ENGINEER’S opinion of probable construction cost is made on the basis of the ENGINEER’S 
experience and qualifications and represents the ENGINEER’s best judgment as an experienced 
and qualified professional generally familiar with the industry. However, since the ENGINEER has 
no control over the cost of labor, materials, equipment, or services furnished by others, or over 
the CONTRACTOR’s methods of determining prices, or over competitive bidding or market 
conditions, the ENGINEER cannot and does not guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual 
construction cost will not vary from opinions of probable construction cost as prepared by the 
ENGINEER. If the OWNER wishes greater assurance as to probable construction costs, the OWNER 
shall employ an independent cost estimator or contractor. Prices for the extension of private 
utilities (i.e. electrical, gas, phone, cable tv, etc.) are not included in this estimate. The OWNER 
should contact local utility companies to obtain current charges and rebates.  
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8.0 Conclusions and Recommendations 
 

Table 5: EOPCC Summary 
Alternate Cost 
A.1: North Trail—Asphalt $ 270,334.55 
A.2: North Trail—Concrete  $ 422,732.68 
B.1: South Trail—Asphalt  $ 257,733.65 
B.2: South Trail--Concrete $ 416,825.35 
Aspen Loop Connector—Asphalt $   37,318.03 
Aspen Loop Connector—Concrete  $   57,040.14 

 
The City of Santa Fe has provided its preference for a concrete, sinuous trail that follows a similar, 
southern alignment to the existing dirt trails created by pedestrians.   
 
As summarized in Tables 5, the total cost is anticipated to be similar between the north and south 
trails when using the same material. The lengths of the trails are similar and the difference in cost 
is generally a result of the preliminary earthwork estimate. The following sections outline the 
pros and cons of the alternative and is concluded by SMA’s recommendation. 
 

North Trail Pros and Cons 

The northern route is located within an open space/drainage easement but already has a less-
used trail. It is possible to encourage the use of this trail by increasing accessibility. 
 
SMA speculates that the Cottonwood trailer park would be more amendable to allocating land 
for the safe route trail, as the trail would be a quality-of-life improvement for the residents of the 
area and is not a particular resident’s private land. 
 
The northern route is located outside of the frequented trails closer to the river, indicating that 
the southern trails may be preferential to walk on.  
 

South Trail Pros and Cons 

Development of a federally-recognized trail could include benefits such as a maintained trail, 
landscaping, and litter/vandalism clean-up. The private land is currently bisected by the Santa Fe 
River; the northern portion (where the trail would be) is undeveloped, and the southern portion 
has development, as evident by aerial imagery in Exhibit 3. Land/easement acquisition may 
improve the likelihood of receiving federal funding in the future. 
 
The southern route is located within the trail routes outlined in the Greenway Master Plan, which 
is like the southern trail—a natural-feeling, winding route carved by pedestrians and vehicles as 
a “path of least resistance”. Development of a paved walkway would include barriers to prevent 
vehicle access onto the trails. 
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Connector Trails (Revised 01/26/2022) 

Cottonwood Drive Connector 
Based on the current approximate alignment, AP-3 provides a natural extension of the current 
dirt trail to Cottonwood Drive—which is intended to be the basis for the final alignment. AP-3 
also is an existing, intended access point, as indicated by the vertical, decorative railroad ties.  
 
Connector points at either AP-2 or AP-4 curve the trail to the north or the south, creating greater 
distances for pedestrians walking from the opposite direction to access. Consideration could be 
placed on utilizing both access points near AP-2 and AP-4 instead of the perpendicular AP-3. As 
there is not a route that continues west from AP-3, pedestrians walking north or south may 
choose to shortcut across unpaved trails.  
 
Aspen Loop Connector 
This connection would provide more direct access from Aspen Loop to the future river trail/SRTS 
route, offering a more direct link for students in the east half of the development.  This 
connection by itself could serve as the abbreviated alternative (discussed in Section 4.0), in the 
event that either of the longer connections is not implemented for any reason.  However, such 
an abbreviated connection would not serve the students coming from the Cottonwood Drive side 
of the mobile home park. 
 

Recommendations (Revised 01/26/2022) 

The City of Santa Fe has expressed its preference for the southern alignment that generally 
follows the existing pedestrian dirt trail. For either alternative, SMA would recommend concrete 
material as this is the City’s preference and is better suited for maintenance vehicle access. If the 
cost is restrictive, the asphalt trail will suffice for the purpose of the trail.  
 
Alignment for the southern trail will likely follow a similar path to the existing dirt trail created 
by pedestrians. The final alignment and grading may be subject to easement locations, 
slope/grade restrictions, intent for future development, utilities, drainage needs, and aesthetics. 
 
It is SMA’s recommendation that the trail connector to Cottonwood Drive (to the west) be located 
at the final alignment’s natural extension point, which currently is estimated to be near AP-3.   
 
In the event the North or South Alternatives cannot be incorporated, the Aspen Loop connector 
may serve as a short term, budget-restricted, or less intensive option.  
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9.0  Engineer’s Certification 
 
I, Raymond J. Smith, a duly registered professional engineer in the State of New Mexico, 
(registration #18738), have prepared this report and related documents, and supervised the 
preparation of the enclosed exhibits. The information included is, to the best of my knowledge, 
accurate and consistent with professional practices in the State of New Mexico. 
 
 
 
_________________________________________________ 
Raymond J. Smith, P.E.  January 27, 2022 
 
 
 
 
QC Reviewed by: ___________________________________ Date: January 27, 2022 
   Paul Pompeo P.E. 
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APPENDIX 1 
 

Greenway Master Plan 
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APPENDIX 2 
 

Environmental Protection Agency Permit Guide 
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APPENDIX 3 
 

Tierra Engineering Consultants 
Final Subdivision Plat, December 1991 
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APPENDIX 4 
 

Aleksander Estates Plan 
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