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REGUI AR MEETING
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

August 9, 2011

This regular meeting of the Santa Fe Board of County Commissioners was called to
order at approximately 2:05 p.m. by Chair Virginia Vigil, in the Santa Fe County Commission
Chambers, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

The Pledge of Allegiance, led by Kristine Mihelcic and State Pledge led by Jennifer
Jaramillo, followed the roll call by County Clerk Valerie Espinoza which indicated the presence
of a quorum as follows:

Members Present: Members Excused:
Commissioner Virginia Vigil, Chair [None]
Commissioner Liz Stefanics, Vice Chair

Commissioner Kathy Holian

Commissioner Robert Anaya

Commissioner Danny Mayfield

V. INVOCATION
An invocation was given by Margie Romero.

VL APPROVAIL OF THE AGENDA
A. Amendments
B. Tabled or Withdrawn Items

KATHERINE MILLER (County Manager): Madam Chair, we have a couple
of amendments to the agenda. Under Consent Calendar, item XI. A. 1 is withdrawn. Under
Staff and Elected Official Items, Community Services, item XII. A. 4 has been added. Under
the same area, XII. B. 1, under Corrections, that item is now withdrawn as well. And under
Public Hearings, item XII. B. 3 is tabled.

Additionally, Madam Chair, I’d like to request — there have been some requests from
the public relative to under Matters from the County Manager, the discussion on redistricting,
that we try to, since we have that on all the agendas to try to have that at about the same time.
So I would just recommend that we try to do that some time between 4:00 and 5:00 each
meeting.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. And if we go beyond it, Katherine if you would remind
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me, I did make a note of that. I think it’s good to have that consistently.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes, Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, as far as the amendment to
the agenda, it is item 4 under XII. A, Manager Miller, I thought we talked about not having
amendments done to the agenda. Who put this on and why is it being brought to us?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I actually asked that
that be put on because it was brought to my attention yesterday that that project is underway,
under construction, and it was one of the items that was not already on contract, so the budget
was already established, the project has already been approved in fiscal year 11, but when we
were carrying forward budget because this has is not already encumbered it got missed, yet
they need to move forward and didn’t want to hold up the construction of the project for a
month waiting to re-implement the budget. So this budget was already approved in 11; it just
got forgotten to be carried over.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Ms. Miller, item 3 that was
tabled, can you give me some background on that tabling? That’s the case that I believe was
approved by CDRC. Could you give me some background as to why we’re tabling it or
recommending table? That’s the —

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, I believe it did not make
it through CDRC was the issue. My understanding is that it didn’t get back on the CDRC
agenda this last time and had it been it wouldn’t have been noticed for this meeting, but
because it didn’t go through the CDRC at the last minute, they either didn’t get to it or there
wasn’t a quorum, it forces a tabling this time.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So it hasn’t gone through CDRC and that’s why
we’re tabling it?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, that’s what my
understanding from the staff was.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, what’s the pleasure of the Commission?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval of the agenda as amended.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. I have a motion.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: And a second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.
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VII. APPROVAIL OF CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Consent Calendar Withdrawals

CHAIR VIGIL: Are there any withdrawals?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I would like to talk, under the Consent
Calendar, budget adjustments, item 3, 4 and 5. I'm looking at my old agenda and I don’t
believe they changed on the new agenda. 3, 4, and 5 please.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other changes? If not, what’s the pleasure?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair, I move approval of the Consent
Calendar minus the pulled items.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

Request Approval of the Collective Bargaining Agreement Between
Santa Fe County and the New Mexico Coalition of Public Safety
Officers (Region Emergency Communication Center/Human
Resources) WITHDRAWN

Resolution No. 2011-103, Accepting the Santa Fe County Housing
Authority Roads for County Maintenance. (Community Services
Department/Housing)

Budget Adjustments

Resolution 2011-104, Requesting an Increase to the Fire
Operations Fund (244) to Budget Grants Awarded Through the
New Mexico Association of Counties for the Wildland Urban
Interface Risk Reduction, Education, Prevention & Outreach
Program in the Amount of $19,985 and for the Hazardous Fuels
Reduction Project for the Community of San Pedro in the Amount
of $47,848 for a Total of $67,833. (Community Services
Department/Fire Division)

Resolution 2011-10S, Requesting an Increase to the Fire
Operations Fund (244) to Budget NM State Forestry Revenue
Received for Reimbursement of Personnel and Apparatus for the
Rabbit Fire, Rio Chimayo Fire, Sevilleta Fire, and the Palm Fire /
$15,526.50. (Community Services Department/Fire Division)
Resolution 2011-__, Requesting an Increase to the Fire Tax %%
Fund (222) to Budget Cash Carryover for the Public Safety
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Communications Project / $967,522 (Community Services
Department/Fire Division) ISOLATED FOR DISCUSSION

4, Resolution No.- , a Resolution Requesting an Increase to the
Regional Planning Authority Enterprise Fund (501) to Budget
Available Cash to Contract for a Study to Determine the Feasibility of
Establishing and Operating a Joint City and County Electric
Utility/$25,000  (Growth Management/RPA) ISOLATED FOR
DISCUSSION

5. Resolution 2011-__, a Resolution Requesting an Increase to the
General Fund (101) to Budget Cash Carryover From Memorandum of
Agreements Between Santa Fe County and the City of Santa Fe and
Santa Fe Public Schools as Well as an Amendment to the MOA with
Santa Fe Public Schools for the Agua Fria Road Improvement Project
Phase 111/ $18,231 (Public Works Department) ISOLATED FOR
DISCUSSION

VII. APPROVAIL OF MINUTES
A. July 12, 2011 Board of County Commissioners Meeting

CHAIR VIGIL: Are there any changes by any members of the Board?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I would move approval of the July 12, 2011
Board of County Commissioners meeting minutes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

IX. MATTERS OF PUBLIC CONCERN -NON-ACTJON ITEMS

CHAIR VIGIL: We are now under Matters of Public Concern. These are non-
action items. Is there anyone in the public that would like to address the Commission on any
item that is not a part of the agenda? Please step forward. If not, we’ll move on.

X. MATTERS FROM THE COMMISSION
A, Resolution No. 2011-106, a Resolution Supporting the Rodeo de Santa Fe
Contributions to Santa Fe County (Commissioner Stefanics)

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. First of all I’d
like to move Resolution No. 2011-106.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Second.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: And I’d ask that our representatives from
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the Santa Fe Rodeo come up to the front pew/bench — I know we’re not in church, but — and
I’d like to go through this. First of all:

Whereas, Rodeo de Santa Fe, the “Rodeo”, began in 1949 when Gene Petchesky and
Austin "Slim" Green had a dream and the determination to organize a rodeo in Santa Fe;

Whereas, this dream exceeded their expectations and became what is today, one of the
top 100 rodeos in the nation sanctioned by the Professional Rodeo Cowboys’ Association;

Whereas, over 600 PRCA Cowboys & Women’s Professional Rodeo Associations
from all over the United States compete in the annual event;

Whereas, the Rodeo is a fun-filled family event for residents of Santa Fe and northern
New Mexico as well as tourists visiting our community;

Whereas, the Rodeo boards horses during fire, disaster, and heavy storms;

Whereas, the Rodeo has served as an evacuation center for regional and statewide
needs during state of emergencies for livestock:

Whereas, the Rodeo grounds provide affordable stabling and layover for equestrian
and agricultural livestock, interstate and intrastate transport teams;

Whereas, the Rodeo has a national reputation for excellence;

Whereas, the Rodeo and the Santa Fe County Fair Board share a common mission to
preserve and promote rural and agricultural traditions and culture of New Mexico;

Whereas, the Rodeo has been a strong supporter of the Santa Fe County Fair through
networking and the sharing of facilities and resources; and

Whereas, the Rodeo and its annual events have built an impeccable reputation as a
charitable and responsible member of the Santa Fe community and region.

Now, therefore, the Board of County Commissioners hereby resolves that the County
of Santa Fe recognizes the benefits of the Rodeo de Santa Fe to the County and the County
Fairgrounds property. Passed, approved, and adopted this ot day.

Madam Chair, I brought forward this resolution so that we could recognize the
contributions of the Santa Fe Rodeo and let the public know that we are grateful that we are
here in their community. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Commissioner Stefanics. Would you like to
address the Commission? Just state your name for the record.

DAVID COPHER: I’m David Copher, president of Rodeo Properties and I
would just love to thank you for supporting us now and in the past and in the future. We
appreciate everything that you do at the County there.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I would just like to specifically thank you, not
only for putting on the rodeo, which is a really exciting event, but also for providing a place
for people to take their horses when they need to evacuate them, especially in case of fire, and
of course that’s been a huge issue this year and I’ve been telling everybody about that service.
I know my husband and I, at the Cerro Grande fire, went to the Rodeo Grounds to help out
with taking tare of the horses during that period and there must have been 100 horses or more
there that had been taken in, and I just don’t even know where they would have gone if you
hadn’t. So I just want to say thank you again.

MR. COPHER: Oh, you’re so welcome. We’re so glad that we cando that for
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our community.

CHAIR VIGIL: David, thank you. You have been a good neighbor. Pilar
Farkner is here. Did you want to address the Commission at all? Pilar, thank you for being
here. And with that, we’ll go ahead and take a vote. Did you want to — Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Copher, Pilar, all the group
and the association, I appreciate effort of the Rodeo de Santa Fe and the work that you do. I
especially want to send out a thank you for your assistance in working with us during the fair
last week. Mr. Butler and others worked very close with the fair and helped it be successful
and the three entities — the Rodeo Association, the Horseman’s Association and the County
Fair all working in concert with one another is what makes things successful. So I very much
appreciate those efforts if you could pass that along to all of the members.

I also want to say that in recent years the County worked closely as we always do with
New Mexico State University through the Extension Service which is another huge part of
the fair that helps organize and do all the work. We’ve tried to improve those facilities over
there and maybe when the economy changes and improves we can maybe get a bond issue
passed to help that County Extension Building, rebuild it. That building’s been there since
1952 I think it was. But I very much thank you. Please extend that to all the members and I
look forward to a continued partnership with the association. So thank you, Madam Chair.

MR. COPHER: Thank you. I’ll pass that along.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, David, and thank you again for being such a good
neighbor. I actually participated in the rodeo by being a spectator this year and what a delight
and pleasure that was. It had been a long time so [ had forgotten what an integral part that is
of our community and how important it is to support it. So thank you for the opportunity.

The motion passed by unanimous [S-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you for being here.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: And Madam Chair, once the resolution is
signed we will frame it and pass it on to the Rodeo. Thank you so much.

X.  OTHER MATTERS FROM THE COMMISSION

CHAIR VIGIL: Under Matters from the Commission, are there any matters
from you, Commissioner Anaya?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, no.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. First of all, I would
like to thank everybody in the County. After my horseback riding accident there was such an
outpouring of support. I received flowers, I received food, help — thank you, Shelley, for the
watering, by the way, and best of all I received a whole bunch of good wished from
everybody for my speedy recovery, and [ think it’s working, because I'm feeling much, much
better.’

I would like to though especially thank a couple of people. First of all, Julia Valdez
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was really invaluable in the hours after my accident in coordinating all of this and also I
really must thank Tina, my constituent services liaison. She’s been terrific. Not only in
helping me but in helping all the people in District 4. She’s really been sort of more or less
the County Commissioner the last three weeks when these emails come in with requests for
work for roadwork and things like that. So it’s been — I just am so appreciative of
everybody’s good wishes towards me and I have to say that in a situation like this that it is
really, really great to be part of a strong and caring community. I can’t tell you thank you
enough.

Also, I want to thank specifically Robert Martinez again for the work that the road
department did on Avenida Ponderosa. There was a lot of positive feedback about that and I
want to go out there and see the improvements myself. Robert, I feel that you probably have
one of the hardest jobs in the County because keeping people happy about their roads with
really limited resources has got to be quite a trick, and I just want to tell you how much 1
appreciate all that you do.

So one other thing is I wanted to also give another update on the Animal Control
Ordinance. We had a meeting last week and [ was hopeful that we were going to finish up the
edits to the ordinance and have it ready but after two hours and after a lot of good comments
and a lot of hard work we were still only about 2/3 of the way through it. So we are going to
have another meeting next week and hopefully we will get the ordinance to the point where it
will be ready to present to the Commissioners relatively soon.

And I also wanted to respond to Commissioner Stefanics. I think last time I brought
up the Animal Control Ordinance that you brought up the idea about the veterinarians being
able to issue licenses. Is that correct? Well, I asked about that issue and Mary Martin from the
animal shelter said that the problem really has to do with the veterinarians would then have to
handle money. And so they would probably have to do separate accounting if they took in the
money for the license and then sent it to the animal shelter. But there was an idea about how
it could be handled, and that is that veterinarians could have the paperwork there. They could
have — they could give people the proof that they had had the rabies vaccination and they
could give them an addressed envelope and people could just write the check for the animal
control license, put the whole thing in the envelope and mail it. So that would be an easy way
for it to happen at the veterinarians without them having to actually take in money and then
send it off to the animal shelter.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, that
is exactly what happened in the past. The veterinarians did not collect the money. They had
the application and provided proof of rabies and left it to the individuals. So they did not
handle money. And for some reason, for some reason that very convenient process stopped
and I’m not sure why.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Well, it sounds like it’s going to start up again,
so hopefully everybody will be happy. But in any event I think that something will be coming
forward fairly soon. I just want to say that this Animal Control Ordinance has a lot of really
forward-thinking things in it. They have gotten information about other Animal Control
Ordinances across the country and what it is they do that’s particularly good and what we
should model here. And the other good thing about it is that where possible, the County
ordinance will be consistent with the City ordinance, like when you’re looking at waiting
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periods and things like that. I think that’s a positive thing too because that means that
residents don’t have to keep in mind, well, okay, I live in the county or I live in the city and
these are the rules that apply to me. So making it consistent I think is something that’s going
to be another positive achievement. That’s all I had. Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair and just a quick
comment and a thank you to staff and our Fair Board Commission. Our Santa Fe County Fair
was a great success. | saw a few staff members and a Commissioner out there also. But the
folks were very appreciative of the fair. Whoever did the work and I know it was the staff
who did the work at our fairgrounds, there were a lot of kudos sent out by participants,
vendors and just the general public were very appreciative of what happened at the
fairgrounds, and again, thank you all. It’s a great event and it does a great thing for the
community. )

Second, it’s just a general question and maybe it’s for Mr. Martinez. And I’ll get with
you on it, or Teresa. Is there a way that you all can tell me how much dollars we’re receiving,
say, federal dollars for any road improvements, and if we are, the County are receiving any
federal dollars for road improvements throughout the county. One road in particular — I
believe I was told we’re receiving federal money and they’re going through a revamp on it, is
the County road that goes into the Santa Cruz dam.

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, the County Road
98 project, Juan Medina Road, is the project that we are currently under construction with
that has about a million dollars of federal funding.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And Mr. Martinez, ['m sorry. It’s not the
Juan Medina Road. It’s the road that actually goes into the lake, up around the top of Cundiyo
that comes back down into Santa Cruz Lake.

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, we have not
received any funding to improve that road. I believe — I’'m not sure what entity contacted us to
see about the right-of-way with but I believe they have plans to install a new caretaker shack
and widen the road a little bit. But we have not received any federal funding for that road.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And Mr. Martinez, would that be also on the
other side then, as far as the overlook? I think it’s a dirt road. I don’t know if it’s the County
road, but in talking with Erle when they were doing the mapping for redistricting, 1 think they
indicated that both sides of those roads are County roads.

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I believe you’re
referring to 92-A is what I believe it is, but I don’t believe that they were going to be making
any improvements to that road.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And then Mr. Martinez, just a general
question for all of Santa Fe County. Do we receive any federal money for maintenance of any
County road or just when we ask for money?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, the only funding
we get for maintenance of roads is from the NMDOT, and that is through the motor vehicle
tax and license fees.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Mr. Martinez. Madam Chair,
that’s all I have. Thank you.
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CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Commissioners,
I have given you — there was a two-day board meeting for the New Mexico Association of
Counties, so I provided a new class schedule from the New Mexico Edge, the County
College, for your perusal. [Exhibit 1] 1 also gave you a summary from the Forest Service for
all the fires in the state of New Mexico over the summer. [Exhibit 2] The one thing that our
forester did share with us, and this was our regional forester over the entire state is that we
have not had enough moisture yet to abate fire, and that he is expecting fires this fall. So I
would suggest that we not drop down our guard for how moist it is or is not out there, since
our regional forester is indicating that there’s still a problem and there could be potential
fires.

The other thing that I will do is after the board meetings I will forward to you for your
information the materials from that board meeting electronically. If you’re not interested, file
it away and if you want to look at it, great.

A thank you to some staff. First of all the ICIP hearings that have been going on. I
know that it’s not easy. I was with the staff last night and my liaison was with staff last week
but when people want to know why money is not being spent in there community and it is
hard for people to understand there is not federal or state money coming down for our small
roads projects like there used to, and that the legislature used to have a heavy hand in
providing us some resources for that. So I thank the staff very much for taking the hard
questions from the communities.

I’d also like to say thank you to the Land Use staff and the contractor for the focus
groups that are going on for the code. And I know that we have some progress being made
and the people in the focus groups appreciate that. And of course many thanks to our fire and
our public safety folks for just staying on top of everything that’s going on. I was away when
I got a tweet about a fire near the BDD and it was probably a holiday or a Sunday but I called
Dave Sperling and he jumped right on it had found out what was going on for me, and I really
appreciate that.

I know that all of our staff work very, very hard. We’re in a new budget year. I'm
sorry that we don’t have a lot of extra money and extra things happening for you this next
year but | hope that our employee committee plans some funs things for all the staff and the
Commissioners and the other officials to participate in throughout the year. Thank you very
much.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. I just want to announce before we go on to the
next item that this Friday, all elected officials, both in the City and the County and I think the
congressional delegation, some legislators, have been invited to tour the Buckman Direct
Diversion to get a taste of what the early warning system is like. Currently I think that they
have shut down the delivery of that water system so this would be a really good time to look
really at the bottom of what this early warning system looks like. That tour is from 9:00 to
12:00 and anyone who’s interested in doing it — I think you’ve received an email by now.
You can just respond to that email and we can make arrangements to drive over there and
drive back, or if you’d like to go on your own, that’s also acceptable.

So with that, I’ll move on to the next item on the agenda.
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XI. B. 3. Resolution 2011-107, Requesting an Increase to the Fire Tax %%
Fund (222) to Budget Cash Carryover for the Public Safety
Communications Project / $967,522 (Community Services
Department/Fire Division)

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair and thank you
David. Just a general overview so I can hear it and the public can hear it please, of what
we’re doing with a million dollars of their tax money.

DAVE SPERLING (Acting Fire Chief): Madam Chair, Commissioner
Mayfield, this money was originally put forward by Chief Holden towards the
communications project last year. We have completed a number of steps in phase one of the
project including a new site on top of Tesuque Peak is our prime repeater site. New repeaters,
new antennas up there, new site in Edgewood, which includes a communications building,
new repeaters, new antenna. A Nambe site which includes a new antenna, new repeaters, and
some security features up there as well as a generator for backup power.

And then we’re working cn a Goldmine site to better improve communications in the
eastern region of the county, and that site is not yet completed. It includes a new antenna,
new repeaters and a new communications building, as well as backup power. Because the
project is not completed, and we also have work to do perhaps in the Madrid and Golden area
to better improve communications in that region and we also have work to do regarding an
inventory of all of our mobile and portable radios in preparation to moving to narrow-
banding by the end of 2012.

We’re requesting that this money be rebudgeted to make sure that we have the ability
to complete this project as was originally scheduled with Chief Holden.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair and thank you
Chief. Madam Chair, move for approval of Resolution 2011-107.
COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

XI. B. 4. Resolution No.-108, a Resolution Requesting an Increase to the
Regional Planning Authority Enterprise Fund (501) to Budget
Available Cash to Contract for a Study to Determine the
Feasibility of Establishing and Operating a Joint City and County
Electric Utility/$25,000 (Growth Management/RPA)

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair, and I don’t know
which staff member can speak to me about this. But Madam Chair — and it’s Mr. Sill, so you
guys are asking for another $5,000 draw-down, and I read it, and let me see. I did read it.
Who’s that other $5,000 coming from? The McCune Foundation?

DUNCAN SILL: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, that’s correct. That
$5,000 was actually approved in the last Commission meeting. I think it was in the June

7

A



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commisstoners
Regular Meeting of August 9, 2011
Page 11

meeting that you guys approved that item. This is simply a modification to reflect it on the
current MOA. So it’s not additional funds that we’re trying to budget to the best of my
knowledge. That is the McCune contribution.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And the initial $20,000 that the Commission
has already approved, that’s coming out — or at least I read that this is set up as an enterprise
fund. So where are these dollars coming from?

TERESA MARTINEZ (Finance Director): Madam Chair, Commissioner
Mayfield, it is set up as an enterprise fund and the costs are shared equally between the City
and the County. So we serve as fiscal agent and as the expenditures are incurred we bill the
City for their portion. So it is budgeted. It was budgeted last fiscal year and we ran out of
time; we didn’t get the purchase order in place, so this is just re-establishing the budget in the
new year so that we can do the encumbrance and the MOA and move forward.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair and Teresa. How
is the money coming into the RPA then if it’s set up as an enterprise fund? Billings that we’re
billing the City? Is it billings that we’re billing individuals?

MS. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, we set up our
portion, our share, and we bill the City for their share. So we establish a budget representative
of the combined funding between the two entities, and then we bill the City.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair, Teresa. Where is
our share coming from?

MS. MARTINEZ: Our share comes from the general fund, basically.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: How is that — maybe I’m not understanding.
How is that set up as an enterprise fund if we’re paying for it out of the general fund?

MS. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, it was established
as an enterprise fund from the get-go but it has been sustained by the general fund for this
fiscal year. So it’s an operating transfer from the general fund to the RPA.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: When did this Commission approve the
transfer from general fund money?

MS. MARTINEZ.: In the original budget.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Of 2000~

MS. MARTINEZ: 2012.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, Commissioners, it’s a
problem that I have that we’ve discussed about subsidies and talked about enterprise funds
and how enterprise funds are set up and from what I’m being told here we’re directly using
general fund money to subsidize this. Is there a thought or a process of how we’re going to
have this set up as a true enterprise fund? That’s a question for whoever can answer it please.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I can tell you that way
back when when they RPA was established, why it was set up initially as an enterprise fund
I’m not sure because there was never a specified revenue for it. And the RPA kind of came
over an evolution from the EZA, which we don’t have any more and that City and County —
and we used to have fees that went in that were collected by EZA based on permits and
reviews and things but this has been kind of an issue of how do we fund RPA, and it used to
be that there was a budget established, both local governments agreed on that budget and then
transferred money in and then there was a director hired and all that, but over time, now it
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just shifts back and forth from County staff and City staff, which actually does not really
work very well because we don’t have anybody dedicated to staff it. So it’s probably, I would
even venture to say incorrectly called an enterprise fund because there’s never been a
designated revenue other than contributions from both local governments and it’s more of
just a JPA that creates the authority, and then money from both entities.

But I would propose that it’s difficult to whichever entity that’s having to staff it
because it’s just additional staff time without any designated staff for it that are funded from
either entity other than the one kind of doing it. And then you have these extra costs. [ don’t
know what the total budget for this is.

MS. MARTINEZ: About $40,000.

MS. MILLER: So the City and County each agree to put $10,000 into the
study and then $5,000 was a contribution from McCune, so that’s where this $25,000 comes
from, but it’s not much of a budget for the RPA itself.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair and Katherine Miller, thank
you for that explanation and I appreciate that, because there is a lot of staff time that goes on
both sides, but I’'m going to speak to as far as what I understand from the County side, and
there’s dollars that are attributed to that. One of my thoughts — I know we spoke about this
prior in an RPA meeting — as far as the study for this project. I think it’s a great study that
maybe we should be entertaining or at least thinking of, but is this study — and you’re asking
for the money right now, but is this study going to encompass where the generation of power
will be coming from?

Commissioner Holian: Madam Chair, may I answer that? Actually, the RPA
recommended — actually they voted the funds to do this study and there was a detailed
description, the statement of work, which I could email you.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I may have that also, Commissioner Holian.
Thank you.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Because you were there at that meeting when it
was discussed.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Right. And I believe I voted against it at that
meeting also. But again, my thoughts are when we’re talking about enterprise funds and if we
are going to establish a revenue source for these enterprise funds then that’s what we should
be doing. If we’re going to be subsidizing something out of the general fund I think we as
elected — as least my responsibility is to let our taxpayer know that we are using their general
fund dollars for this purpose and we shouldn’t mislead them by a statement saying that it is
set up as an enterprise fund. That’s my thoughts on this.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, on that point.

CHAIR VIGIL: Are you done, Commissioner Mayfield?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you Madam Chair. That’s all I have.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, relative
to your points I think I would like to comment that I think your comments are good. I also
would say that based on the last discussion we had at the last meeting associated with solid
waste that there was some determinations made by the County that that’s an enterprise fund
and the reality is it’s not. So I think it warrants more discussion by staff and the Commission
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over time as to how we allocate enterprise funds and whether or not they’re truly an
enterprise fund or not.

I think speaking directly to the resolution, it’s my opinion based on the discussions
that I’ve participated with in the RPA that the RPA maybe has run its course. It does not
include feedback from the Town of Edgewood or the City of Espafiola which are two points
that I’ve brought up and I know you’ve echoed relative to the City of Espanola. We don’t
have the joint powers agreements in place we used to have. We don’t have a senior service
shared responsibility like we used to have. So I think that RPA all together warrants a broader
discussion. [ think part of it we may discuss at our retreat, but it’s my opinion that RPA may
have run its course and that we need to disengage the RPA and where we have joint issues
with the City that we will work through, whether it be the City of Santa Fe, Town of
Edgewood, or City of Espanola, that we could independently do those issues directly with the
entire governing bodies instead of having a subset or only four Councilors in the case of the
RPA and where we have almost all the Commissioners. In fact all of them serve. There’s four
Commissioners and one alternate.

So I appreciate your comments relative to the study. I guess my question, Ms.
Martinez or Ms. Miller to you is the study itself would be funded through County resources,
correct?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, right now what my
understanding is is that we actually have $10,000 from the County, $10,000 from the City,
$5,000 from the McCune Foundation and another $10,000 in contributions from a non-profit
organization.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion. Is there a second?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Second.

The motion passed by majority 3-2 voice vote with Commissioners Anaya and
Mayfield voting against.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I’d like to explain my vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: In just a few minutes, Commissioner Mayfield. Three, and
Commissioner Anaya, are you for or against?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I’m against, and I want to speak of nry vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: And unless you have something to add to what you said
before. Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Again, I don’t know if it’s anything to add,
but just to explain, I don’t think this is truly set up as an enterprise fund. I believe that this
Commission has spoken on other matters relative to enterprise funds and how they should be
established. I also would like to know, and hopefully I can get this information is how much
Santa Fe County cost time is going into — excuse me, time allocated that would include costs
that are going into looking at this study. Thank you.
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CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.
COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Nothing else, Madam Chair.

XI. B. S. Resolution 2011-109, a Resolution Requesting an Increase to the
General Fund (101) to Budget Cash Carryover From
Memorzandum of Agreements Between Santa Fe County and the
City of Santa Fe and Santa Fe Public Schools as Well as an
Amendment to the MOA with Santa Fe Public Schools for the
Agua Fria Road Improvement Project Phase 111/ $18,231 (Public
Works Department)

ROBERT MARTINEZ (Public Works Department): Madam Chair,
Commissioners, I stand for questions.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. Madam Chair, I asked that this
be pulled. Madam Chair, Mr. Martinez, the way I read this, so it’s the Santa Fe Public
Schools that went over budget and is asking for additional work and they’re moving $18,000
to the County?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, $12,286 of this
was not rolled over from FY 11. So part of this request is to roll over that $12,000 into this
FY and also the schools is requesting additional work on the Agua Fria project totally $5,943.
So this resolution is to roll over the $12,000 and increase by $5,900 for this additional work
that the schools is requesting.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And Madam Chair, Mr. Martinez, I’m all for
supporting our schools — is the public schools, is that coming out of their budget or is that
coming out of the County budget for that additional work?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, we attached in her
the original MOA between the County and the schools for $30,000, plus an amendment for
the additional work that the schools is requesting. So the schools is providing the cost for
these improvements.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you, Mr.
Martinez.

CHAIR VIGIL: What’s the pleasure of the Commission?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’11 second.

The motion passed by unanimous [S-0] voice vote.
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1. Request Approval of an Easement Agreement Between Santa Fe
County and the Public Service Company of New Mexico (PNM) to
Provide for Electrical Service to the New First Judicial
Courthouse Facility (Community Services)

PAUL OLAFSON (Community Services): Thank you, Madam Chair. I’1l try
to be brief. This is to provide easements for electrical services to the new courthouse
complex. This is an easement on Sandoval Street and again along Montezuma Avenue. And
these easements are required for the installation of new electrical service for the courthouse
and relocation of existing lines. I’ll stand for any questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: Questions? What’s the pleasure?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, [ move for approval.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion for approval and I will second it.

The motion passed by unanimous [S-0] voice vote.

XII. A. Approve a Vendor Agreement Between Santa Fe County and the North
Central New Mexico Economic Development District Non-Metro Area
Agency on Aging for Senior Meals at Six (6) County Senior Centers in the
Amount of $338,507 (Community Services/Health & Human Services)

RON PACHECO (Senior Services): Madam Chair, this is a contract for a
contribution that the state will be making to our I believe $1.3 million budget for the senior
program that will be serving congregant meals and home-delivered meals throughout the
fiscal year.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, move for approval.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’ll second, but I have a question.

CHAIR VIGIL: Please. I have a motion and second. Question, Commissioner
Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Mr. Pacheco, is
there any opportunity to do anything differently to increase the amount of this money from
the North Central?

MR. PACHECO: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, yes, there will be
an opportunity to increase that amount when we negotiate the next contract. If we can show
that we’re going to meet our units. And in fact [ would suggest that if in fact when we meet
our units that we know there’s a need for additional service in the county, and our discussion
with the Area Agency on Aging has always been we will meet our contract for the first year
but the second year we’d like to ask probably for more because I can tell you now I’'m already
getting requests from communities in the county where we know there’s additional need,
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Madam Chair and Commission. So there will be an opportunity but I think their attitude was
let’s make sure you guys can deliver the first year and we’1l have that discussion the second
year.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion and a second.

The motion passed by unanimous [3-0] voice vote. Commissioners Anaya and
Holian were not present for this action.

XII. A 3. Resolution #2011-110, Amending Resolutions 2010-240 and 2011-2
Which Created the Santa Fe County Health Policy & Planning
Commission to Increase Number of Members from 7 to 11
(Community Services/Health & Human Services)

LISA GARCIA (HHS Department): Madam Chair and Commissioners, I am
here to lay this resolution in front of you to expand the membership of the current Health
Policy and Planning Commission from 7 to 11. And what it will do is it will make up two
members from each of the County Commission district and then one member will be at large.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Second, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Are there any questions?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I have a question.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Right now the commission has seven
members and you’re asking in this memo that the two from the city, I believe, the
metropolitan area remain and then the other individual who is from District 2 will stay at
large? So there will be the other members that will be appointed from each district — I don’t
know what the total district representation is on the Health Planning Commission.

MS. GARCIA: It will be two from each district, so that will make up ten
members, and then we’ll have one at large. So currently we have three that are in District 2,
so the other districts have a vacancy.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So we’ll be posting for those?

MS. GARCIA: Yes.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, I have a motion and second. We’re on item 3,
Resolution No. 2011-110. Do either of you have any questions on that? Health Policy and
Planning? Then we’ll take a vote.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.
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XII. A. 4. Resolution 2011-111, a Resolution Requesting an Increase to the
Fire Operations Fund (244) to Budget Cash Carryover for
Completion of the Rancho Viejo Substation to Include Utilities
Surveying and Trenching, Road Work and Water Lines/ $175,000
(Community Services/Fire)/Exhibit 3: Staff Memo]

CHIEF SPERLING: Thank you, Madam Chair, Commissioners. This request
is to take care of work that needs to be done regarding utility surveying and installation of
utilities, some roadwork, which will be done by our Public Utilities Department, and water
line on the property, for a total of $175,000. We just within the last month or so firmed up the
costs associated with these parts or this project, hence the late notice on this resolution. And 1
stand for any questions that you may have.

CHAIR VIGIL: Questions?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I move for approval.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’ll second.

CHAIR VIGIL: 1 have a motion and second.

The motion passed by unanimous [S-0] voice vote.

XII. C. Public Waorks/Utilities Department
1. Request a Waiver From Section 1 of Ordinance No. 2010-8 to

Purchase (3) Tandem Dump Trucks with Snow Removal
Equipment for a Total of $525,000 Utilizing the State of New
Mexico Price Agreements 80-000-00-00002, 00-000-00-00004, and
00-000-00-00010 (Public Works)

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair and Commissioners, both items C. 1 and C.
2 are similar. As per the Ordinance 2010-8 it requires anything over $100,000 needs a
Commission waiver to piggy-back off the state price agreements. So that’s what we’re here
today for, to request a waiver for three tandem dump trucks, to utilize the state price
agreement. This will expedite the trucks being received by the County by at least six months.
The same thing with item number 2. That is for a roll-off truck. Again, it would expedite the
receipt of this truck by approximately six months by being able to piggy-back off the state
price agreements.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, [ have a question.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Not being in the
business of purchasing heavy equipment, are we talking about two large dump trucks that are
hooked together?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, no. What we are
requesting here are three tandem dump trucks —

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: But tandems? What is that?

MR. MARTINEZ: They have two rear axles.
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COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: That’s all. It’s not like two trucks.

MR. MARTINEZ: A truck and a trailer, no. They are three separate dump
trucks that have tandem rear axles, equipped with snow removal equipment.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya, then Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: [ was going to move for approval, Madam
Chair.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion and a second. Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I just had a question. What exactly is a roll-off
truck? What does it do?

MR. MARTINEZ: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, a roll-off truck is the
truck you see that carry those 40-yard bins that are at the transfer station to the landfill.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I see. Okay. Thank you, Robert.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions? I have a motion and a second.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

XI1. C. 2. Request a Waiver From Section 1 of Ordinance No. 2010-8 to
Purchase Solid Waste Roll Off Equipment for a Total of $144,000
Utilizing the State of New Mexico GSD/PD 003-D2 Purchase
Agreement (Public Works)

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Move for approval, Madam Chair.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion and a second. Robert, is there anything you’d
like to add to this hearing on this?

MR. MARTINEZ: No, ma’am.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIR VIGIL: We’re actually on redistricting so maybe we should hold that
off until 4:00?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, I have some other things that aren’t on here,
like discussion on the retreat agenda and stuff like that, so we could talk about those and the
reorganization and then see where we are. But maybe you want to wait until 4:00.

XII. C. Matters From the County Manager

MS. MILLER: I was just going to give you a proposed agenda for the retreat,
but I noticed there was an error in here so [ was fixing it real quick.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, while she’s doing that I’d
like to bring up an issue from the Manager.
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CHAIR VIGIL: Go ahead.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, and this is just a personal
statement. The Commissioners may or may not agree with me. In the last County
Commission meeting we had a resolution that was not sponsored by a Commissioner, and it
was sponsored by the Manager’s office so it ended up at the very, very, very end of the day.
And I believe that it probably frustrated members of the audience who were here for that. So
I’m wondering if in the future we could pull items where we know there will be community
response that are not public hearings and move them earlier in the agenda.

CHAIR VIGIL: I think that’s certainly possible if you know that is something
we need to address we can address it at the time we approve the agenda.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, we’ve had discussions about having a Board
retreat, and we’ve had several requests from the individual Commissioners and some
discussions here at the meetings about agendas for the retreat and whether the retreat would
be one or two days. Initially I think there was a proposal for it to be two days, but also we had
requests that it be one day. So what we tried to do is give you an idea of what has been
suggested by the Commissioners and what some potential discussion hours for that, and then
put it all in one day, and my idea here was that if you’re willing to do it we think we could get
it done in one day, if not, we can pick certain ones to go to, say, a morning of a second day.

What we’re proposing right now is that the retreat be on August 23" at the Nancy
Rodriguez Community Center. There’s plenty of room for the public to participate but a little
more relaxed atmosphere where we’d have a continental breakfast, juice, coffee, some rolls.
Have lunch, sandwiches, we’d bring in sandwiches and have discussion during lunch. So
these were the things that had come up as suggested items, things relative to Board protocol,
procedures, Board communication amongst Board members as well as staff. That would be
an hour. Affordable housing and more specifically the Inclusionary Zoning Ordinance, up to
two hours. The code process, where we are right now in the code, and this would not be
doing any major decision points but some discussion items. And then moving forward on the
code where we think we need to go.

A working lunch where we would talk about — and this is where I noticed T had
written it wrong. A working lunch that would be about an hour but probably only a half hour
discussion on the 1/8 actually — the fire excise tax. The tax that over a year ago did not pass
that’s for all of our firefighters’ equipment. And that tax, by the way, is not across the
incorporated area; it’s only outside the incorporated area. But we are now eligible to bring
that back to the voters. Solid waste, we would talk about the issues relative to solid waste and
moving forward with an overall plan for solid waste for the year, and have two hours for that.

Then City-County JPAs relative to annexation. The RPA as we just discussed a little
while ago. The RECC and the funding we have for that, which is the quarter cent tax, and the
other GRT, the capital outlay GRT, and transit. An hour, we can add more to that one if need
be. And then Santa Fe Canyon Ranch, and where we would potentially end with a tour of the
property if you haven’t been there.

So that’s a lot of stuff. That’s how we would propose it if we would do it in one day.
If we can’t do it in one day I’'m open for suggestions, or if I missed anything, open for
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suggestions on making it a day and a half and what you would like to see if we made it a day
and a half what kind of changes you’d like.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, Commissioners, questions,
comments? Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: Madam Chair, [ think it’s very ambitious, to say
the least but we can try a day. But I think we can spend two days on City-County JPAs for
example. Or the code. So I think it’s a starting point and if the Commission is supportive of it
I’m willing to give it a try but I think it’s a lot of very comprehensive items in a very
condensed time frame.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Are we taking comments?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Yes. We're doing discussion questions, but
I have a comment. I understand there is a meeting that would be appropriate for you to attend
of the New Mexico Association of Counties that week. Is that correct?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, it’s still debatable
whether they’re going to hold it but, yes. And if I did, I would need to leave on the
Wednesday sometime. But we did reserve the community center for the two days just in case.
So that’s why I’m offering either one.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. Well, the reason I ask,
Commissioners, is although our County Manager has a lot of experience here at our County
I’d like to have her have the opportunity to work with some other county managers from
around the state to learn and network. So I wouldn’t want to block that. So it sounds like it
would work out whether it’s a day and a half or two days. Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Are there any other comments based on the agenda that
we have before us? Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair, and I agree it’sa
pretty packed agenda and I think it’s a great agenda, honestly. A couple of things. I know we
talk about a working lunch and I know, Manager Miller you know where I’m a stickler on
that. Is lunch and breakfast provided for all participants that are coming? The Nancy
Rodriguez Center, I don’t know if there are any quick spots where they can go run and get
something to eat and try to make the meeting if they want to attend.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, we were going to have — just bring in some
sandwiches for Commissioners for — have you bring the food if you want to bring your own
food.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Or staff, and also the participants.

MS. MILLER: We were just going to have sandwich stuff. Nothing fancy.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: But just to give the public a chance to get
something to eat because that’s pretty — that’s going to be a great discussion on the fire excise
tax that they might want to participate.

And then my second thoughts, and I spoke with one or two of my colleagues on this.
Are we planning on televising this? I know that we have our meetings here televised. We also
have our meetings reported through radio stations, and I just wondered if our retreat, just to
make sure that our listening audience that can’t make an all day meeting, because it’s
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probably during a working day for a lot of those folks, that they have an opportunity to at
least view it over the television or view it over the internet. Those are my thoughts on that.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other thoughts? Okay. So we’re limiting this to just
August 3"

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: No, Madam Chair, we’ve been discussing —
some of the Commissioners have indicated that they thought that more time was needed. The
County Manager shared that we could go over to the next day because she has both days
reserved, but by the third day she needs to be in another city, so she would need to leave
some time on the second day. So the sentiment so far has been more time.

CHAIR VIGIL: So is there a consensus here that two days might work and we
should block that time?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Well, Madam Chair, I will prefer the shorter
the better because of another commitment I have but I will attend whatever length of time it
is.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, I’'m willing to try just the day. I
just don’t think the magnitude of the agenda items we would give each individual justice.
Commissioner Stefanics, could you do a day and a half?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Yes. Actually that would be much better for
me because I could make a later afternoon work meeting, but I appreciate that.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, [ would say let’s try a day and a
half and get through as much as we can and if we need to do another one we can always do
that.

CHAIR VIGIL: A day and a half, Katherine.

MS. MILLER: Okay, then what I’1l do is adjust the agenda because I did feel
it was pretty aggressive for one day and I just wanted to give the option. And what we’ll do is
just move a couple of things to the morning of the second day and we’ll plan on then having
it a day and a half. .

CHAIR VIGIL: That sounds good. Thank you very much, Katherine. And the
next item?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, [ wanted to introduce Mark Hogan. I had
mentioned Commissioner Mayfield had asked where we were in the organization last
meeting. [ said we were in the process of implementing components of reorganization and
one of those first components is the Public Works Department and we currently have, we
were on the search for a Public Works Director. Public Works would encompass roads,
utilities and also Facilities and Open Space. So as approved by the Commission in the budget
we actually have moved the Facilities, which includes the project personnel, the Open Space
personnel, the maintenance personnel and custodial personnel, and all the building services
into one division under Public Works and that new division director is Mark Hogan.

Mark Hogan is a certified architect. He has a long history here in Santa Fe as an
architect and a lot of projects for public and private entities and he’s just started this week
and so I wanted to introduce him to you. He will be over that position. Paul Olafson has been
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getting him up to speed on all of the projects that we have right now and he hit the ground
running. So I’d just like to introduce Mark Hogan.

CHAIR VIGIL: Mark, welcome.

MARK HOGAN (Public Works Director): Thank you very much.

MS. MILLER: Mark, give them a little of your background, what you’ve done
also relative to open space.

MR. HOGAN: I have had an architectural and planning practice in Santa Fe
for the last 20 years and in the course of that have been before this Commission a number of
times on land use issues. [’ve also had a history with the City of Santa Fe doing park
development. I did the municipal recreation complex, the 1260 acres west of town with the
golf course and soccer field and baseball complex. Through that I got very involved in parks,
recreation and open space issues in Santa Fe, chaired the Parks Advisory Committee for a
number of years and this has been a strong interest area for me so when Katherine asked me
about my interest in this position I was a little curious on how she came to me with that and
as she spelled out the needs of the County in terms of buildings, building services, open
space, planning and the like I actually started to see what a good fit that was and have really
enjoyed the last week getting to know staff as well as some projects.

I’ve been working internally right now to get familiar with how everything operates.
I’ve just been shadowing various — Paul and Joseph and some of the other staff in trying to
get familiar with what’s going on. Next week I plan on meeting with some of the other
departments so we can better coordinate on working together — utilities, purchasing and the
like.

So that’s a brief overview and if you have any questions or, like I said, it’s going to
take a little while to get my feet on the ground but I'd be happy to address any needs in the
future as well as any questions right now.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Two things. First
of all I'm assuming that you’ve divested yourself of any conflicts.

MR. HOGAN: Right. I have.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. Thank you. And Katherine, could we,
as you go through the organization changes, be provided with an org chart with the names of
people who are heading up different divisions? I understand it might help month to month but
it would be nice to just have that on an ongoing basis. Thank you, Madam Chair and
welcome to your position.

MR. HOGAN: Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Welcome, Mark. Look forward to working with you.
Katherine, is there anything else? .

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, I would like to say a couple things. First one
was the County fair. It was great and I wanted to compliment staff that worked there. The
County Fairgrounds looked terrific. I think the fair was really well attended. I went on
Saturday. I tried to buy a goat for my mother but she didn’t want one. Don’t you bring me a
goat. There was a lot of energy there. The newspapers did some articles on it and summed up
that it was a really good event. I was disappointed that I missed Commissioner Anaya
singing. I made it to the tent just as he was wrapping up and I didn’t get to hear him sing. But
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there is a lot of staff that participate in the fair, their kids, so I think it’s really exciting and I
wanted to say that also I appreciate that Commissioner Anaya did a lot to make everybody
aware of the fair because it was really good to see all of the community there participating in
it. So I just wanted to make sure the staff that work on the fairgrounds and all the
improvements and getting everything done and also the Fair Board who helped put that fair
on and the Extension Office. I thought they did a great job.

The last thing is that the ICIP is on the agenda as well. But we could hear that now
because it was noticed that it could happen any time after 2:00. So we could do that now and
then go to the redistricting and that would take us up to the end of my item.

XIII. PUBLIC HEARINGS
A. Community Services Department
1. First Public Hearing to Discuss Santa Fe County’s Infrastructure
and Capital Improvement Plan (ICIP) for Fiscal Year 2013-2017
(Two Public Hearings Required). (Community Services
Department / Projects) [Exhibit 4: Draft List]

MR. OLAFSON: Good afternoon, Madam Chair, Commissioners. This is the
first hearing for the infrastructure capital improvement plan. There’s two public hearings
required for this. At the next public hearing at the end of August we’ll be bringing forth a
finalized plan as well as a resolution regarding that. What I just handed out to you right now
is a preliminary, a very preliminary draft list. We are still completing the public hearings and
public meetings for this process. We have one more tomorrow night and this list is basically a
mirror of last year’s request. Last year as you all know the legislature never got a capital
appropriation bill through and so there was no appropriation. We’ve used this as a,base list to
start from this year and we’re amending it by getting updates on different projects that may
have had some status change or had some progress or been completed through other funding
mechanisms.

We’ve been sharing this list with communities and we’re also working with County
staff and different departments to get their request together. We will have that finalized list
for you by the second meeting and we will also be asking you at that meeting for a top five
list. If you recall from last year and previous years the Department of Finance and
Administration requests that the County select five projects from all of the list to arrange as
the top five priorities. In the past the Commission has focused largely on countywide type
projects like fire equipment for all County fire divisions or districts, the RECC Center,
because those kinds of projects are serving the entire county population.

We’ve also had times where the Commission has also inserted kind of regional
projects that serve more of their district area. But we’ll be getting that draft list to you. We’ll
be getting that before the next meeting so you’ll have time to adjust it and also come to staff
with any questions.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.
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COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. You haven’t
included everything from last night yet, have you?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, no.

COMMIISSIONER STEFANICS: So what I’m wondering about this, and
maybe it could just be a cover sheet, but there are some things on this list that might qualify
for state and federal funds from the MPO, even though it wouldn’t be immediate. But I’'m
wondering if you could identify sources of funds for different types of projects. So for
example, [ saw in Eldorado a lot of bike paths. And maybe that’s a category. Maybe roads
would be another category. Maybe water systems might be another category. But 'm
wondering if there could be some perspective given to that. I don’t know if you want to put it
on the individual pages but maybe there’s just a cover sheet that could explain what are the
sources of fund if none for any of these.

Madam Chair, as [ was telling the community last night, at which several people
showed up, the legislature did not have a pot of money for local government projects last
year. They didn’t even pass the bill for state projects. And maybe they will at the special
session, but again, it’s state projects. So we are dependent often on state funding and when it
doesn’t come through that helps the community understand. And if there are other sources,
whether it’s coming from a tax or whether it’s going through another City-County group, I
just would think that that might be another exercise. Not to create more work. But thank you
very much, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Other questions? Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Yes, Madam Chair, and I have had some
conversations with staff and brought it up at previous Commission meetings, but I would like
the inclusion on the District 3 list of the Youth Ag facility in southern Santa Fe County. As |
told staff and I brought up in previous meetings we’ve been getting a lot of input from people
that — it’s much more than just a youth ag facility is desired, but more of a youth ag
facility/community-type wellness center, which is what I’ve brought up in previous meetings.

The other thing I would like to see on the list as a planning place holder is an item
that Commissioner Stefanics and I have brought up previously in Commission meetings and
that would be to evaluate future planning for a potential senior center off of Highway 14
somewhere. So those two items I°d like to see on the list.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Paul, first of all, how
do you arrive at the estimated cost? Estimated project cost?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, typically, if it’s a road
project, I’1l consult with Robert Martinez and the roads people. If it’s water, I’ll speak with
utilities people. If it’s a building project we’ll use some of our more current bidding
information to estimate square footage. And then you add in the other services that are
required for a full project and planning design and if there’s land acquisition and those kinds
of things.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I don’t know how to estimate it but one thing
that I would be interested in seeing on this list would be to do energy efficiency
improvements to County buildings, but I have no idea how to estimate that. But just to put it
out there as recognizing that that might be an important thing to do in the future.
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MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, [ will get with our energy specialists and I'm
sure they can help us at least create some kind of ballpark idea of where we’re aiming for
that.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you Paul.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I'll wait if other first time Commissioners
have anything.

CHAIR VIGIL: Have you, Commissioner Mayfield?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, I just wanted to remind the
folks that tomorrow night at 6:30 pm, which is the 10™, we will be having our ICIP meeting
out on the Pojoaque satellite office. That’s off of West Gutierrez Avenue, right adjacent or
right next to the Pojoaque True Value hardware store, and just encourage all residents from
the northern area and this area of Santa Fe to go out to that meeting and give us your thoughts
and suggestions of what capital improvements you’d like to see. Thank you.

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, Commissioner, I’d just like to clarify that
meeting is tomorrow, August 10™ at 6:00 pm.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Six pm. Sorry. I stand corrected. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: I notice you do have the Santa Fe River Trail and restoration
as a countywide project on the last page. That eight-mile trail. Do you know exactly where
that is?

MR. OLAFSON: In progress?

CHAIR VIGIL: Where the eight-mile trail acquisition will be.

MR. OLAFSON: It’s in that entire reach from Alire down to basically 599.
The entire breadth of the project is that reach and there’s multiple properties that need to be
acquired, some large and many small.

CHAIR VIGIL: 1 guess the question, Paul, is the entire project to complete,
now that they’re finishing up at Frenchie’s Park, is it only eight miles that is left, minus San
Ysidro Park?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, no, and I will get that updated for the second
list. Because that stretch from Frenchie’s was included in this. We were calculating from
Alire to 599 but now that the stretch for Frenchie’s is there we’ll back that out and we also
have the stretch from San Ysidro but I believe that is included in the eight miles. I’ll get that
clarification for the next meeting.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much. In my district I noticed the meeting
was held this past week. Did you include all of the requests that came forth at that meeting?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, we have not had a chance to update since that
meeting. That was last Thursday night. I just haven’t gotten to updating that list. But all of
that will be done in next week or so, because the last meeting is tomorrow night. So we’ll get
it all updated and we’ll get you guys —

CHAIR VIGIL: So we’ll have the updated version for the next hearing. Thank
you, Paul. Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you, Madam Chair. Commissioner
Anaya reminded me. I think we should put senior vans on this list. That tends to be a popular
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item with the legislature. And I understand from Ron or Steve that we only have two for the
entire county. And so if we were to get some vans it would take some planning for some
more staff, but senior vans.

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, Commissioner, we’ll coordinate with senior
services and see how much they need.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, but I would like to see it on the list
for the entire county. Thanks.

MR. OLAFSON: Absolutely.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Anything else to add?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I would support that, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. If there are no further questions I look forward to the
updated version. Paul, is there anything you wanted to add?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, this is a public hearing so 1 think we have to
do the hearing process. .

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes. I don’t think we’re going to take a motion yet, because
we have to have a second hearing. But is there anything else you wanted to add?

MR. OLAFSON: No, just if there was anyone from the public.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes. I’'m familiar with the process.

MR. OLAFSON: No, I have nothing else to add.

CHAIR VIGIL: This is a public hearing. Tell me if I do it right, Paul. This is a
public hearing. Is there anyone out there in the public that would like to address the
Commission on this please step forward and state your name and address for the record.

JOHN NYE: Madam Chair, Commissioners, my name is John Nye. I live at
66 Paseo Encantado northeast of Santa Fe, which is a — and I’m also a board member in the
community which is Vista Redonda. We are off of Highway 592 east of Tesuque. We
comprise 82 lots and 65 homes. Our roads, and this is what I’'m here about, is to make you
aware of our roads out there. We have one ingress and egress into the community, four-plus
miles of road. We do have a fire egress that goes down into Chupadero.

Our roads are extremely unsafe and hazardous. The development was built back in the
seventies. As an example we have two sections of our roads, both over 300 meters where
grades are greater than 17 percent. There are many times — it’s dangerous all year, but many
times in the winter there is no delivery of mail, Fedex, fire cannot get out there. The roads are
just in very, very bad and hazardous condition. Mr. Martinez and her crew do the very best
they can with the funds but he could be out there scraping that road every month ahd we
would still have the accidents and safety problems and safety issues that we have.

We have put in — and it also relates to very high maintenance costs that are ongoing
out there. The roads desperately need to be redone. We have a request in for 2013 capital
budget already. I just want to make everyone aware of that and make sure that it stays in
there, for $550,000 of which our homeowners have pledged $100 [sic] in assessments. So it
would be $450,000 to the County. So we were looking to put forth a goodwill effort to help
the situation.

The road, to give you an example is posted at 30 miles per hour. Impossible. You’re
going to have an accident if you travel anywhere near that, even at 10 to 15 miles an hour in
certain areas it’s very, very dangerous. | want to make sure that we stay on the capital budget
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for 2013. We’re on it. I’ll check with the gentleman who was just here in front of me that is
the County position to make sure we stay there, but I did wish to make all of you aware of it
and we will be also at the meeting with Commissioner Mayfield tomorrow evening.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Thank you very much, Mr. Nye. Anything else?

MR. OLAFSON: Yes, Madam Chair. I just wanted to remind folks that we do
have a request form that is available online. You can go onto our website and get it, or if they
don’t have web access, also they can call Gena Montoya at 992-9876 and she can elther email
or fax or snail mail forms to folks. And we’d like to get those forms in by August 15% if
possible so we can prepare the packets for your next meeting.

CHAIR VIGIL: Very well. Thank you for that information. When is the next
public hearing going to be scheduled?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, that will be August 30".

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair, I have a question.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Is the list that you
gave us, that you handed out today posted on the website as well, Paul?

MR. OLAFSON: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, I’'m not certain. If it’s
not it will be up there. We’ll get it up.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Anything else? Thank you very much, Mr. Olafson.

MR. OLAFSON: Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: And we really can’t go into any other items. Do you want to
go into partial executive session and then come out at 4:00?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, I actually don’t think we have anythmg for
executive session today.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: We could have a break.

CHAIR VIGIL: Then with no other items except public hearings for land use
this afternoon, why don’t [ entertain a motion for a temporary adjournment to reconvene at
4:00. Would anyone like to —

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I’ll move a temporary

adjournment.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Temporary adjournment, reconvene at 4:00. Is there a
second?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Second.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, second and just a comment, if I
could.

CHAIR VIGIL: Sure.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Could we in the interests of maybe not getting in
a jam on this again, maybe just put the item at the beginning of the meeting, right after the
approvals of the agenda and redistricting? That way we don’t have anything to worry about if
we have it at the top and we can just cover it instead of —

CHAIR VIGIL: I think one of the issues with it is they wanted it at the end of
the day so that the public could easily, more readily, be a part of it. Ms. Miller.
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MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, I could make a suggestion that might make it a
little bit better. We could just adjourn now until 5:00 and do it from 5:00 to 6:00, and then
you could go straight into your public hearing. It was to try to make it at a time where we
could start at some time between 4:00 and 5:00 so people who did want to participate. So we
didn’t have to start at 4:00. We were just trying to say, well, if you were going to come and
see it, or maybe come back at 4:30, then you have a solid break, and you could just —

CHAIR VIGIL: So there are no people who are expecting to be here at 4:00
today for this hearing.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, you might ask — I think Commissioner Holian
had had a request from somebody. There were some people who had requested it at a specific
time, and I think also I didn’t have anyone who said I will be there at a time. They just said if
you could kind of generally tell us when it would come up on the agenda. So that’s why I was
suggesting that probably more than likely that was a good time to say that we would do it
around 4:00 to 5:00-ish, because typically, that’s about when items from the Manager come
up. So that was why I had suggested that. That’s another option.

CHAIR VIGIL: Well, let me say at the onset of this meeting we did announce
that redistricting would be heard at 4:00 today, so if there was anyone out there listening for
that we should come back at 4:00 for that particular item, because that was announced. And I
agree with you, we could, as Commissioner Anaya recommended and you do, place it on a
land use when we’re doing a land use or a 5:00 time, so long as the 4:00 time isn’t what [
understood to be a requested time. But for today I think we need to come back at 4:00. So [
have a motion to temporarily adjourn and come back at 4:00.

The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.
[The Commission recessed from 3:30 to 4:12.]

XII. C. 1. Redistricting

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, I think we need a motion to go back into regular
session.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I move that we come out of temporary
adjournment back into regular session.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous [4-0] voice vote. [Commissioner Anaya was not
present for this action. ]

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, Ms. Miller, I’ll turn it over to you. Is there anybody
here for redistricting besides staff? Good to know. Okay. Ms. Miller, it’s all yours.

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, we had stated that we wanted to keep this on the
agenda as an item to bring forward as maps or potential plans are proposed and after that we
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would bring those forward to you for discussion. So at the last meeting Erle had requested
some direction from you as to the type of parameters that you’d like to see and went back and
drafted up some maps, so we’ve posted those on the website and we’re here to have some
discussion about those and how they came out, what ones he was able to make work within
the statutory requirements that we have and those that wouldn’t work. So go ahead, Erle.

CHAIR VIGIL: It’s all yours.

ERLE WRIGHT (GIS Planner): Good afternoon, Commissioners. What I tried
to do — you have three options that were prepared today that are based on what the
Commission had asked us to look at. And again, a lot of this was obviously balancing the
population. There was an idea to accommodate growth and also from several of the
Commissioners to balance the urban and rural population and then also a request for a least-
change option. So what you have today, option A is essentially a stab at a least-change
option, where I tended to move as few precincts as possible. Essentially most of the districts
just had one precinct change each, but there were a couple others. And I can go into more
detail, but let me briefly explain each option real quick.

Option 2 was an attempt to equalize or at least normalize the urban and rural
populations. It didn’t quite work so that’s why I said normalize, it’s trying to bring a
discrepancy between the districts that are predominantly unincorporated to the ones that are
predominantly rural to try to lessen that gap, essentially, is what option B does. Again, I can
go into more detail on each one as we get along.

Option C is again a plan that attempted to utilize predominantly major roads, clear
physical boundaries. I ended up having to go use rivers and railroads as well as the district
boundaries where the precinct boundaries that actually compose the districts would be, that
the district boundary would actually be along a major feature, a visible feature such as major
road or the Santa Fe River for example. This one also, this option C also turned out, out of all
the options presented to you, one that would actually accommodate some growth in that
districts 2, 3 and 5, which contain a growth management sustainable development area-one
designation area are actually a little bit under the ideal population, whereas districts 1 and 4,
which are likely to remain a little bit stable are a little bit over population. So this scenario as
presented would actually allow the districts to accommodate some growth over the next ten
years until we’re back doing this again after the 2020 census.

So with that I’ll stand for questions or I can go into more detail on each plan. I didn’t
really want to get into the interactive but I can do that if you really want to see where these
boundaries are. Probably the best thing is maybe to pull up this summary table which shows
how things kind of worked out — where the districts stand now and how these options kind of
play out statistically.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, I’ve actually had a conversation
with Erle and I appreciate the time he took. I talked to him yesterday as a matter of fact, I
asked some clarifying questions on boundaries. And I just wanted to make some general
comments based on my review of the precincts and also some brief conversations with others
that might be affected. My general comment on option A is I appreciate the fact that it keeps
things as close to what the existing boundaries are that it can, and I’m going to have a few
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questions, but Erle, tell the public and the Commission what you told me associated with the
population growth concerns, I guess it would be, and having us within the ideal populations
in that first option. I liked the option but you expressed some — I don’t know if concern is the
right word, but you expressed some thoughts associated with what ideal percentage of people
would be in those districts. Can you maybe talk a little bit about what you expressed to me
yesterday, associated with that option A.

MR. WRIGHT: It would be my pleasure, Madam Chair and Commissioner
Anaya. Essentially, that district — yes, it is a least-change option but actually, given some of
the concerns that I heard from the Commission, is one, yes, it meets the criteria to be within
the five percent, but it actually leaves District 1 as being underpopulated at about 4.4 percent,
it’s 4.39 on your table there, which is underpopulated by about 1200 people. Given that
District 1 is in the high growth district, likely to be, that’s not very good, and then also it
actually rather than shrinking the gap of urban versus rural it actually increases the gap. So
again there are — and this is sort of another caveat that we have to redistricting, it’s — there is
no perfect plan that we can come up with, so it’s going to be a give and take in any plan that
we look at, I think.

But again, this one does the least amount of change to each of the existing districts,
and I can run through the precise change if the Commission would want me to or we can just
go on with the discussion.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, go ahead. I think that would be
helpful.

MR. WRIGHT: Okay. And I’ll run through it district by district, starting with
District 1. Essentially District 1 picked up Precinct 83 from District 2, which is — and again,
you really won’t see any change on your countywide map but you’ll see it on the city-based
map and that’s essentially the top portion of the map is Precinct 83. This is essentially the
Tano Road area. It should be bounded on the west side by I believe that’s Fin de Sendero. So
that was the only change there.

For District 2 —

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes. .

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I want to make sure I’'m following this. So
you’re on this option A spread sheet going landscape, right?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. Which should be titled Redistricting Option A.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So you were saying 83 does what?

MR. WRIGHT: That went from District 2 into District 1, under option A. I
can pull it up here. I can actually pull up on my — this mouse is still doing kind of weird
things.

CHAIR VIGIL: You’re saying Precinct 83, which I the Fin del Sendero/Tano
Road area went to District 1. Is that what you were saying?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes.

CHAIR VIGIL: And I don’t see it on the map. I don’t see Precinct 80.

MR. WRIGHT: It’s 83.

COMMIISSIONER STEFANICS: That’s why I wanted to make sure we’re all
on the same page here.
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CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. I see. . .

MR. WRIGHT: I’'m not sure if it will help to have it on the screens in front of
you or on the printouts in front of you. So there — you can see, essentially it’s bounded on the
north by the Tesuque Pueblo boundary, so it’s everything — and again, it runs in a portion into
that northeast, northwest quadrant of the City of Santa Fe.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Is that the only change there?

MR. WRIGHT: That’s the only change to District 1. So if I move onto District
2, obviously, that was one of the changes, but you’ll also see in the center of the city, which
would be precincts 44 and 45, where District 2 lost those precincts — if you see the kind of
blue railroad tracks running through this, they are the old district boundaries. So that kind of
helps you a little bit too so when you see a color moving across essentially the blue railroad
track they you know there’s been a change there.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Mayfield has a question.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And Madam Chair, Erle, on that
point, it’s not so much this map, it’s the other maps. It just seems they run into each other. Is
there any way on future maps that you can maybe color-code different districts with a
different railroad map color.

MR. WRIGHT: Well, the districts are coded by color.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Yes, but with those railroad tracks going —

MR. WRIGHT: With the tracks it’s a little tricky because the only thing I can
do is the lines. I can certainly look at some ways to make this visually clearer than it is, but it
is a bit of a challenge because there’s a lot of information to show. And that’s one of the
reasons why I didn’t label roads on here because it will get so noisy it’s hard to really see
what’s going on, if we get too much information on the map.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: So Precinct 44, and what’s the other precinct in District 2 that
went to District 4?

MR. WRIGHT: Precinct 45, which is directly adjacent.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. And in effect, what that did is it increased both District
2 and District 4’s urban.

MR. WRIGHT: Actually, not so much. That actually — that’s taking away.
Precinct 83, the way I calculated the urban/rural it was a 50-50 split, but 44 and 45 would
actually take away from the urban. The other difference is - to complete what happened in
District 2 the most changes happened in District 2. But you’ll see Precinct 87 there which is
along Airport Road, right there, which is a large-population precinct. That’s over — almost
5,000 population.

CHAIR VIGIL: What precinct is that again please?

MR. WRIGHT: That’s Precinct 67.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. .

MR. WRIGHT: And that precinct certainly made up for all the losses that
were in 45 and 44 which between the two of them it’s only about 1,600 population. So even
though you lost a little urban in the first three precincts I mentioned you gain even more by
taking on Precinct 67.

CHAIR VIGIL: Exactly. Exactly. So that would take District 2 from the 68
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percent that it’s currently now to a 72 percent urban.

MR. WRIGHT: Exactly. It widens the gap essentially between the urban and
rural. Okay, moving on to District 3, there again, we’re right in that same Precinct 67. That’s
the only change that happened to District 3.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Erle, going back to
Commissioner Vigil’s point, Precinct 44, why would that change it more? Why would that
still keep it a rural area? What’s the distinction that you all are making between urban and
rural areas?

MR. WRIGHT: What I did in the urban and rural is — and again, this is a table
that I gave to you last time. And actually I’ve got to admit there was a slight mistake on that
table which I need to tell you about. But I missed a precinct that was split. But in a nutshell to
answer your question, Commissioner Mayfield, the yellow highlighted precincts on this table
were 100 percent within an incorporated area. And again, to define what I was seeing as
urban is I also looked at the proposed annexation — or the annexation agreement we have with
the City of Santa Fe, that Santa Fe County has with the City of Santa Fe, and if those areas,
those future annexation areas were going to make a precinct 100 percent in within the next
two years as per the agreement, I counted it as 100 percent.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So Madam Chair, Erle, why would Precinct
44 — and I thought this is what I heard you say — that that is a rural area. To me that’s more.

CHAIR VIGIL: No, urban.

MR. WRIGHT: That’s an urban.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: That’s an urban area.

MR. WRIGHT: That’s actually downtown, practically where we’re sitting,
Precinct 44.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, on the previous comment that
you made, did we say we were going to have an absolute district only in the annexed area?
Clarify what you said about the agreement. What did you say about the agreement?

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, the method that I used
to calculate essentially total urban population is actually a little bit — it includes areas that the
City would eventually annex.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I got you. That are part of the presumptive area.

MR. WRIGHT: Exactly. Presumptive. I’'m sorry. I should have used the
proper term because it’s the presumptive annexation areas to the City of Santa Fe. So I can
continue pointing out the changes —

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, I missed — okay, I got 83, 67,
44, 45, and what did you talk about right after 677

MR. WRIGHT: 67 was the — I had moved on to District 3.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, but what was in District 3?

MR. WRIGHT: District 3 lost 67 and that was the only change.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: That’s the only change. Okay.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. So again we’re looking — option A is this least change
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option.
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay.
MR. WRIGHT: So we walked through District 2 which actually had 4
precincts change, but the rest of the districts had minimal change.
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, so maybe that’s what I’'m missing. So
District 2 had 44, 45, 67 and what else?
MR. WRIGHT: It had 44, 45, and 83 were moved and replaced by that was
67.
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. Gottcha.
MR. WRIGHT: So again, that’s why this area sort of across the blue railroad
tracks turn to the reddish color here.
CHAIR VIGIL: Precinct 67 is south of Airport Road?
MR. WRIGHT: It is north of Airport Road.
CHAIR VIGIL: North of Airport Road. Okay. So Airport Road is below it.
MR. WRIGHT: Right. This angle right here is — that’s Airport Road, this is
Cerrillos coming in. This is Rodeo going to the east.
CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.
COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Lopez Lane on the west and
Agua Fria on the north of 67. )
MR. WRIGHT: Lopez Lane is actually on the east. Appears to be.
CHAIR VIGIL: That’s still urban area.
MR. WRIGHT: Yes, and this is a prime example of a precinct that right now
is split between being unincorporated and incorporated.
CHAIR VIGIL: Actually it’s the only precinct in District 2 that has that split
because the rest are all in incorporated, right?
MR. WRIGHT: No, actually, you see the green lines on these maps is the
current city boundary, so it’s actually split all along there, really. Precinct 67, Precinct 31,
Precinct 11, Precinct 83. It goes on. And also Precinct 64. But that’s not in your district in
this option.
CHAIR VIGIL: No, but then south of that is the Agua Fria traditional historic
village, right?
MR. WRIGHT: That actually sits in — it straddles Precinct 66 and Precinct 11.
It’s right here on the map. And for instance, because of that, precincts 11 and 66 I treated as if
they were split and calculated them at 50 percent of their population, half in and half out. And
again, this is an estimation. It’s not precise science on these urban/rural numbers.
CHAIR VIGIL: Right.
MR. WRIGHT: To continue, we covered the changes to District 3. Changes to
District 4, and essentially we’ve touched on two of them precincts 44 and 45 were*added to
District 4, as was Precinct 29, which was this little sort of panhandle here was taken out of
District 5 and moved into District 4. And again the result of these, the additions to District 4
were essentially all 100 percent urban precincts so again it raised that total for District 4 in
terms of urban context. And then of course that leaves us with the change to District 5 which
is the precinct I just mentioned. District 5 lost Precinct 29.
So this is our least change option and probably the simplest changes to go through.
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Any questions on this option?

CHAIR VIGIL: No, you can go on, unless anyone has any, we can look at
option B. Okay, let’s look at option B then.

MR. WRIGHT: Okay. This option actually was an attempt, again, to try and
equalize the urban and rural populations and in order to try and do this, once I make a change
to one district it sort of has a ripple effect on the other districts. So I can run through — well,
first I have to explain what we were trying to achieve here, what actually the population
would be under the way I estimated it, and again, off the table that you saw last wéek the
number totals were actually correct and we were about 86,000 persons would be classified as
urban or in incorporated areas under the estimated method that [ used. That would leave us
with about 17,240 persons per district ideally, if we were to keep them as balanced
population, and of that about — again, because we have the Town of Edgewood and the City
of Espanola that means that just under 14,000 persons within the City of Santa Fe in each
district, under those 100 percent/50 percent breakup. So that’s what we were shooting for.

Unfortunately what I found in doing this, and you’ll see, even the resulting numbers,
we still didn’t quite get there. That 86,000 number put us at rough, I believe about 59 percent
of the county would be rural, and again, county, city annexation areas, so that’s what we were
trying to hit. We got relatively close but again, District 4 remains at 70 urban. District 1 and 2
which had the lowest urban population actually moved up above 50 percent, but one of the
problems I have is with District 1. I really can’t get much higher than about 53, 54 percent on
that district and largely, because once you look at the rest, the actually unincorporated areas
of that district its population, its core is about 16,500 in that range that’s actually
unincorporated. And in order to get it to 60 percent essentially what we’d have to do is start
breaking up that — we’d have to move into that district which would begin to affect the tribal
precincts, just the way, the nature of those districts. Pretty much all of District 1 encompasses
pretty much the bulk of our Native American population.

And I didn’t want to do that without direction from the Commission and aetually I
probably wouldn’t recommend it in the long run either.

CHAIR VIGIL: Why?

MR. WRIGHT: Because that is a population of voting rights interest, that if
we actually dilute that population it could conceivably be challenged. So that’s the reason. I
could certainly prepare the options that would look at that —

CHAIR VIGIL: I guess I need to understand. What do you mean by dilute the
population?

MR. WRIGHT: Well, right now, again as you’ll see on the master table,
District 1, and I refer to this table here —

CHAIR VIGIL: And I’'m not asking because I have a preference. I’m asking to
gain a better understanding of that.

MR. WRIGHT: Well, District 1 by far has the highest Native American
population of any district.

CHAIR VIGIL: Right. So if you moved them onto another district, that would
be diluting it? Is that the conclusion you’re drawing?

MR. WRIGHT: We would be what’s referred to as cracking that protected
class of voter. In other words we’d be splitting them apart and lowering their ability to
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actually affect — to have an input as a single voice in elections.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MR. WRIGHT: Does that make sense?

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MR. WRIGHT: And then in addition to that problem with District 1 there’s a
problem of sorts in District 4 that actually doesn’t — it only has a population of about 5,300
people which are unincorporated. So in order for District 4 to become much less urban than it
is we would have to have significant changes to some of the other districts. And again, it has
nowhere to push, really, but again, either into District 1 or southwards into districts 3 and 5.
So that’s — because again, it doesn’t really — and even in this option where I’ve tried to
equalize it it’s still pushing into District 2, but it continues to pick up population, essentially
urban population.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, Erle, is Precinct 63, is that
Lamy? Or what is that?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes, that is — well, it runs — it’s bounded on the southeast
essentially by the railroad, so yes, it is partially Lamy there. It’s bounded on the west side by
285, by the Eldorado Highway. )

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: And how far up does it go?

MR. WRIGHT: It goes — the north boundary is I-25.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So the whole east side of 285 from
the highway down to the railroad tracks is only one precinct?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. Thank you.

MR. WRIGHT: And this would be better if I wasn’t working with a stapled
copy. I’'m going to go grab some over here. Okay, well, given that background, again you can
kind of see where the numbers ended up. This option actually came out pretty decent in terms
of the population deviation. District 1 is about three percent over, about 900 persons over.
And our lowest one is about 620 over for District 4 at about two percent. And actually I did
look. There’s a possibility of actually bringing it in within about a 1 %2 percent variation, but
it would have been adding another urban precinct to District 4 so I didn’t present that option
to you but it’s certainly on the back burner if that’s something you want to look at. But I can
walk through the changes.

In order to get more rural population you can see that — and when we go to the
countywide map, that District 5 actually lost Precinct 63, which is the one we were just
speaking of that’s bounded by the railroad tracks, Highway 285 and I-25. And that went into
District 4. There were some other changes in the city and again, what I did is start ‘with the
base where the city population was actually split evenly, but what I found when I did that is
we had a variation of almost 30 percent in population once I added in the existing districts.

So I think really to make — to really make this, and you can see some other changes
out there. Precinct 14, obviously, went into District 3 from District S. That would be the west
side of Highway 14, and that’s the precinct we ended up splitting at the request of the
Secretary of State. But in order to do this urban-rural balance I think — and I’d be willing to
prepare the plans but there would be some pretty radical changes or more — not necessarily
radical but more significant changes to your existing districts. And I didn’t want to really
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bring you a plan that did that without consulting with you a little further.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, okay, Erle, go back not to the
map but to this spreadsheet.

MR. WRIGHT: Okay. '

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: If we were to look at what might be
challenged in terms of the numbers here, could you explain to us the red flags? Not looking at
the maps and numbers and where these things are, but if you were to look at the numbers,
what would create some of the red flags for somebody to challenge a plan?

MR. WRIGHT: Well, the first and most important one would be the deviation,
to where we’ve disenfranchised the one person/one vote.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: You’re talking about the deviation for the
entire district.

MR. WRIGHT: Right.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So the closer we can be to one or zero, the
better.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, what’s another red flag, besides the
deviation?

MR. WRIGHT: The other red flag, and that’s why this table has essentially
ethnicity, which is your Hispanic/non-Hispanic, and then also race. They’re really two
different things. The way the questions — there were two separate questions asked in the
census and the first was: are you Hispanic/non-Hispanic and then the second question
irregardless of that question is what is your race? In New Mexico’s case, I believeswe’re the
first state in the nation to not have an ethnic minority. This population, the Hispanic
population in New Mexico actually exceeded 50 percent of the population and really and
truly in Santa Fe County we have a pretty decent balance, although you can see there is a
tendency but they’re within the 60/40 range.

COMMIISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, but let me just ask you then, if the
race and ethnicity became an issue in a potential court challenge, and there might be no court
challenge, but would numbers like 68 and 28 be too great a range? Or 66 and 30? I mean,
what is the goal? You’re not going to meet every goal. So I understand about the deviations,
but — and maybe Steve could comment on that too.

MR. WRIGHT: I could take a stab at it.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Steve, don’t go away. The question I asked
was, the range between numbers, what’s too great and what’s too small? For example, a
68/28, a 66/30. Are those things that would be challenged?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, | suppose it’s potentially
— any challenge is possible but as long as we are reasonable I think we can fend off any
challenges.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So that’s why I was asking what are
the red flags, because if we had two red flags or if we had five red flags but we met two or
three of the standards and just didn’t meet one — that’s what I'm trying to get at. So besides
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the deviation, the race and ethnicity, what else would be red flags, what else would be red
flags?

MR. WRIGHT: Certainly continuity, which is not an issue. All of our districts
as presented and as existing are contiguous. So for instance I couldn’t take for example
Espafiola and Edgewood and put them in a single district and call it one with nothing
connecting in between.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay. So we have deviation, race and
ethnicity is the second, continuity is the third. What else?

MR. WRIGHT: Compactness. And this is where the gerrymander term came
from that — it was a governor [ think in Massachusetts. His name was Jerry and they said it
looked like a salamander and that’s how they came up with gerrymander. But it’s something
that looks — that essentially would wrap around and not be as compact as possible. Part of our
problem is our districts look a little strange because basically our precincts are a little strange.
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Any other red flags from your point of
view? '

MR. WRIGHT: No. Those are the serious ones.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. So, Steve, Madam Chair, can
you identify any other red flags besides these four?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, actually the statute
requires compactness and contiguity, so we need to make sure we pay attention to those.
Those are the low-hanging fruit in terms of a challenge. And then we have to of course
always be sensitive to the racial component to make sure we’re not disenfranchising people,
but those are for me, the lawyer, those are the red flags. So I think Erle’s got all those things
on the list and I think now you have those factors identified on your list as well. Red flags.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So Madam Chair and Steve, if three out of
the four items were met, there would be a certain level of protection?

MR. ROSS: Yes.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, going back to my original
statements from the previous meetings about maintaining as best we can the essential core of
the districts that we have and also taking into consideration the two items just mentioned,
compactness and being contiguous, my comment on option B, which from what I understand,
if  understand it correctly from you, Mr. Wright, better than option A accommodates the
population aspects associated with the redistricting plan. Of the two as it relates to the
population of each district, option B probably gets us closer than option A. Is that an accurate
statement?

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, yes. Our range of
deviation is much higher. Total range is about seven percent, from —4 to, well, it’s almost 8.
—4 10 a + 3 '2, whereas option B has a range of about 5 percent, the highest being the 3.1
percent and then a —2.1. So it’s better, less deviation.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, based on that point, I have one
concern that rises to the top associated with option B and that is if there can be some
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alternatives to removing Precinct 12, because Precinct 12 would split in essence La Cienega,
and I think that that would be a concern that [ would have. Part of La Cienega would be in 62
and part would be in 12.

CHAIR VIGIL: And along those lines, if we’re asking for map drawing with
those boundaries, Precinct 12 currently is in District 2, correct?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: No, Precinct 12 is in District 3.

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, it was currently in District 3.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. So Precinct 64 is all Airport Road and so the next
precinct is 80, and then that is adjacent to Precinct 12?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. That’s the precinct to the northeast.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. The current District 2 does have part of Upper La
Cieneguilla in it, so where is that reflected in the map? Or that’s not in the changed map. It
would be maybe what went into Precinct —

MR. WRIGHT: Well, it’s just off — it’s actually that little, if I can pull up
another map. You’re speaking of that little notch that’s right in there, which is essentially by
the City’s water treatment plant.

CHAIR VIGIL: And I’'m happy to look at Commissioner Anaya’s suggestion.
My only concern with that would be how would it impact the rural/urban distribution and you
might have to look at taking away another district. I don’t know. So we can look at it.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, on that point. And I think we’re
engaged in a healthy process of discussion and I appreciate the work that staff’s done so far.
Thanks, Erle. I think my comment on rural and urban — and I want to make this point that the
assumption for District 3 when you look at the map might be that as it currently exists I
would have the most rural, but the reality is geographically it looks very, very rural, but the
population I think puts me in the middle of pack associated with urban. In fact I think it’s —
what is it, Erle? Some 60-some percent urban population right now.

MR. WRIGHT: 64 percent.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: 647 And I think that as we go through the
process, I think, Madam Chair, that you’re correct, that there’s going to be some key points
on rural and urban but I don’t think that if compactness and contiguous and those other items
are taken into consideration that we’re probably going to get to equalization in rural and
urban and I don’t necessarily think that that’s a bad thing. I look forward to the future maps
and I think you’ve taken a — tried to do that and balance that out. I think Commissioner
Holian has brought up some points in her district in the past as well as Commissioner Vigil.

But I don’t think we’ll absolutely get to where there’s going to be an equalization in
all five districts and I don’t necessarily think that that’s bad. I think that having communities
that are contiguous to one another and that have common interests I think to me is going to be
an important criteria as we go through the process. But those are my thoughts. I would ask for
some consideration on 12 so that we don’t split La Cieneguilla and La Cienega up, but that
seems to fit more in line with the population numbers that we’re targeting. So, thank you,
Madam Chair.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I would just like to make the comment that 1
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realize that in District 4 it’s going to be almost impossible to bring the percentage of urban
down considerably or to an equalized value, but I really strongly don’t want to see it get any
worse. And certainly option 1 definitely makes it even worse than it is now. That’s my
comment.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: In reading the memo that Erle wrote I was
looking at maintenance of communities of interest. And there is an argument to be made for
and against Precinct 63 moving, if that’s the right number. Anyway, the east side of 285.
Oftentimes there are meetings where Eldorado is all they talk about and they probably would
appreciate being their own separate community of interest. On the other hand they also might
tend to bond with the larger group of people and think they can get things done. But I’ve
oftentimes been at meetings where they have said East Ranch and Lamy is not Eldorado. And
so this might give them a distinct personality.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair, on that point. I’d also like to
point out that moving Precinct 63 into District 4 does sort of bring the Ojo de la Vaca area
together much better than it is now, where it’s kind of represented by three different
Commissioners. So that whole County Road 51, it brings that community of interest, which is
a rural community, together. So that’s just one point I wanted to make. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Okay. Erle, continue, if there’s anything you want
to further explain.

MR. WRIGHT: Well, just kind of wrap up option B if we’re done with it. But
that’s really — there would have to be some more changes in order — and I think that’s a good
observation that Commissioner Holian had, is that, and it works again with Commissioner
Anaya, is that one way or another we’re going to be splitting up something somewhere; it’s
inevitable. There is no perfect plan. But I can certainly come back with other options. Really,
I think the only way to address balancing the population in District 4 is to really look at that
Eldorado area and maybe move a bigger piece. Because you’ll see in the next option |
actually moved 63 and 17, but that’s about as far as I can go.

If we move on to option C you’ll see that. So it’s kind of — not to scare anybody,
which is just a segue there. But you’ll see in option C on the countywide map, and I guess I
should get that pulled up on the screen for you too, but in addition to Precinct 63 Lpicked up
Precinct 17 and actually that’s, as Commissioner Holian had observed, the Cafioncito area
was in three different districts. And in a way — but now, we’re trading a split in Cafioncito for
essentially splitting the community of Stanley, and that’s a drawback to this plan. And again,
this plan — and I guess I could go philosophically back to what this plan was, but again, all of
the options that I brought to you today really, I had everything in the back of my head when I
was doing these and what you said about let’s preserve the core constituencies, and so I
didn’t bring anything that really changed the face of the map.

And the major roads that I worked with, again, we’re mainly on the city inset. So
again, this one gets a little better. It doesn’t have quite — well, it has a very similar population
difference and it’s interesting. I had to double-check my numbers for District 1 for urban and
rural, and even though I changed — there’s four different precincts involved, it came out at
exactly the same numbers. And that’s what I kind of alluded to earlier is I’1l have a real tough



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of August 9, 2011
Page 40

problem getting that urban and rural balance for District 1 as well without doing some other
pretty severe changes.

This one we stay within about a 6 percent deviation total, from a -3 to a +3, so our
deviation numbers are certainly good for maintaining the one person/one vote concept. And
again, I could walk through if you’d like, the specific changes on this. But I’ll go by the
direction of the Commission.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, there’s red spots all over my map
here in 17 because that’s blood from my heart. Precinct 17 is small in numbers by population,
both precincts 17 and 19, but very much directly correlate with one another in a lot of their
issues. So splitting one of the smallest communities in the whole county of Stanley I think
would be a setback to our interests to be contiguous and compact and I would ask each of the
Commissioners to take that into consideration.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I really do understand what Commissioner
Anaya is saying and | am in agreement with what he said.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So the question to me on that Precinct 17 is
if it was added back in and subtracted back out, what deviation would change? Like if it
would jump quite a bit or just decimals? ’

MR. WRIGHT: Let’s see.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: 400 is much less than 1,000.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair, I think it actually would make
the whole situation better because in option C District 4 is ahead by 2.45 percent but there is
not really expected to be much growth in District 4, so it seems like you would want it to be a
little on the low side, population-wise, rather than high. So just doing that one thing could
actually make the situation a bit better.

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, it would keep us within
deviation. Our target number is about 1,440, so, yes. It would put us about — no, we’d be
subtracting it. District 4 would actually come closer into deviation while District 3 would
actually jump up a little and actually narrow that gap a little bit.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So that would look all right. As far as
deviation.

CHAIR VIGIL: The other alternative would be to put Precinct 72 back into
District 3, but then you’d have to make amends through possibly Precinct 12 or Precinct — no,
you don’t want to go to 72, right?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: 72 is staying.

CHAIR VIGIL: Right. That’s what ’'m saying. Because if you put Precinct 17,
how would that impact? You would have to look at Precinct 12, right? .

MR. WRIGHT: It would only add about 400 back in there, and with District 3
being —938 it would move it to about —542, if my math is right on the fly here.

CHAIR VIGIL: Erle, do you have sufficient information based on the
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comments the Commissioners have made to come forth with some other line adjustments on
this? Or would you like further clarification?

MR. WRIGHT: I can certainly, I can look at other changes on option B but it’s
really going to be tricky moving 12 out of there.

CHAIR VIGIL: Right.

MR. WRIGHT: It was the nature of a split in doing that. 14 had to move. I
could take a look and see what I can do, but I can certainly on option C look at moving 17
back into District 3, and that would work, it looks like just looking at the tables, it should
work pretty easily.

CHAIR VIGIL: And I don’t know how Commissioner Mayfield feels on
District 1 but Precinct 83 does have a lot in common with Precinct 82 and Precinct 11. I don’t
know if it’s possible to look at another formation of that or if you, Commissioner Mayfield,
thought of some alternatives to that. Option A is it? Or is it option B?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Option A is the only option where I'm —

CHAIR VIGIL: That’s right.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Could we just do a straw poll about if
there’s something here we want to just throw out and not consider any further?

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes, we can do that, Commissioner Stefanics, but there might
need to be some new boundaries drawn based on this. So with regard to a poll being taken
based on the options that we have I suppose the way the question should be framed is which
option would be a preference at least at this point in time. We still have a lot to consider for
each Commissioner. And in addition to that preference is there anything specific that each
Commissioner would like to see brought back? So, Commissioner Stefanics, do you want to
start you poll?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I could live with C.

CHAIR VIGIL: C?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Yes.

CHAIR VIGIL: Is there anything you’d like brought back? .

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’'m happy to listen to other adjustments.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, would the Commissioners —
other than Commissioner Holian expressed favor for putting 17 back in 3. I would concur
with that if that would — if that could be part of your thought process on 17 only.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. So you expressed a preference earlier for option B but
you’d like that option brought back with bringing 17 back in.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Actually, option C. The one Commissioner
Stefanics brought up, bringing 17 back into District 3. And I guess I would say the next step
is to say that option B with consideration of 12, as a second option. Then I think based on
what I’'m hearing and based on getting to the right populations that if there was one from my
perspective that we could take off it would be option A, just because it doesn’t hit the
population point.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So C, B and then A would be the last for me.

CHAIR VIGIL: So you’re aligning a preference of C, B, and A.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And just with the caveat on B that if staff could
look at 12 again, because like I said that would affect adversely in my opinion La Cienega.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Holian, what is your preference?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Well, my favorite
one is option B but I can also live with option C and I am fine with taking Precinct — or
putting back in Precinct 17.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: My preference is option A, just because it’s
the least change. However, looking at option C I think that’s the consensus. Erle, if you could
look at maybe Precinct 24 and 23 and Precinct 26 and 27. Precinct 26 and 27, Erle —

CHAIR VIGIL: What option are you looking at?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Excuse me, Madam Chair. I’'m on option C.
That’s right down there by the railroad park.

MR. WRIGHT: So Commissioner Mayfield, those precincts again?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: 26 and 27.

MR. WRIGHT: And you wanted those —

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Let me just go back. Where’s Precinct 24? [s
that running all the way back over behind the deaf school? )

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. That’s bounded by Alameda. Or no. That’s Agua Fria.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Agua Fria on the down side?

MR. WRIGHT: On the south side, and then actually Alameda on the north
side for 24 and 25.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And what’s the boundary for 33?

MR. WRIGHT: 33, I believe that’s Baca. I’d have to pull up the map and see.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: On that point. Commissioner Mayfield, I have a
question. I see that 26 and 27 have been in option C moved into District 4. One possibility
would be for District 4 to take in Precinct 9 instead under that. I don’t know how you feel
about that but Precinct 9 is sort of very similar to the precincts that are south of Precinct 9, so
perhaps it would be a better fit.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, |
hear what you’re saying but also I think they have a huge amount in common with Precinct
10, the Tesuque area, the Hyde Park area. That’s that one corner that’s coming back up in
here. And I do think that they have a lot of commonality with Precinct 10 and also Precinct
30. That whole Hyde Park area. Erle, what is the line between — right now our district line?
Canyon Road, right? That’s where we’re splitting this line?

MR. WRIGHT: It’s essentially the river. The river is the precinct boundary.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So it’s not Canyon Road. I thought I was
on —

MR. WRIGHT: I’'m pretty sure. I’d have to zoom in and look at it but I’'m
pretty sure that precinct boundary is the river. And again, that’s why this option C was kind
of based on major roads. That’s why I picked some of these that I did, but we can certainly
juggle the precincts with in the city, but what I tried to do is in this case District 4, Precinct
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26 and 27 is actually bounded on the east by Guadalupe. That’s what that was. And so that’s
why I moved them. But we could juggle those around a little bit. If that’s what [ hear you —

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I think Commissioner Holian and my
thoughts, I don’t know if you could make a couple maps that would show the two changes.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. If you’ll note on option B, those precincts — actually both
30 and 9, moved from District 1 into District 4 — in terms of adjusting these numbers, those
are — that’s the easiest area to work with because they’re small numbers. I’m not dealing with
— like I am on the southwest side of the city, with thousands of people. I’ve got a couple of
precincts there I could move around without totally throwing the district out of whack again.
That’s one of the challenges in working with those precincts on the southwest side of the city.
But I’ll certainly — I guess I need to understand a little better. Do you want — with 24 and 25,
you didn’t necessarily want to take those on?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I’'m not saying I didn’t want to take them on.
I’'m looking at 26 and 27, basically St. Francis is splitting that road, but if you’re proposing
an option C to bring in Precincts 20, 21, and 25, and hearing Commissioner Vigil’s concerns
and respecting and understanding her thoughts of 83, Precinct 83, to me it just makes a little
sense that 26 and 27 remain within District 1 as far as commonalities between precincts 20,
25 and 21, and 24 and 33, that are further down Cerrillos Road binding with Agua Fria Road,
if I’m understanding how this map is.

CHAIR VIGIL: Do you understand that, Erle?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes, I think so. I think so.

CHAIR VIGIL: So you’d like to see that option just visually? Okay.

MR. WRIGHT: So that’s keeping 26 and 27 and pulling back a little from
District 2, right?

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair. Yes, so | guess the question is,
how would that change the population deviations? Would it put it into a danger territory?

MR. WRIGHT: Well, that’s what I’d have to look at. That’s about 2,000 for
24 and 25, well and 33 has got to be included. So again, if they have to remain contiguous
that’s one of the critical, critical criteria that we need to meet. But again, I can juggle those
numbers. If we’re — again, this option was conceptually trying to base it on major roads. It
didn’t necessarily work. The full major roads one. I can show you some of the failed options.
I didn’t have them ready for your packet so you didn’t see them, but I can bring those to you
next time to kind of see why these didn’t really work.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MR. WRIGHT: But I’ll take a stab at it and bring you maybe a couple of
variants of that to see what we could do.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, just so I could understand where
Commissioner Mayfield’s bringing up points. 26 and 27 are in District 1 now?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Yes, sir.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And you’re interested in trying to keep 26 and
27 in District 1.
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COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Yes.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. So that you’ll draw up another option that would bring
that, and you’ll have to deviate from other precincts. Or make up for it, is what ’'m saying.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. If the numbers get out of whack it will have a ripple
effect.

CHAIR VIGIL: But will you be able to see that once you —

MR. WRIGHT: Absolutely.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’'m interested in what your choices are.

CHAIR VIGIL: Well, T actually think that option B creates the larger benefit
and resolution for anyone, for everyone, but I really do need to see the other options that have
been proposed today before I can actually — at this point in time. And I hate to sound
conclusionary because this is such a process, so ’'m not. That would just be at this point in
time, I think the most ideal, non-deviant. And I actually really appreciate you staying within
that deviation of a plus or minus five percent. That’s a huge factor here and I think when we
do look at red flags, in fact what would be looked at what was the previous census number
and what is the current census number and how we had to work with those. That would be
the reasonable approach.

So my question to you is two-fold. First and foremost, when you are dividing these
boundaries, are you looking at the census count or are you looking at voter registration and
voter numbers?

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, the requirement is to look at the actual census
count.

CHAIR VIGIL: That’s what I thought. I just wanted that clarified because
some people confuse those two. The other question I have with regard to District 2 which is
critical to that district and that is under no option have you divided the traditional historic
village?

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, I have avoided that in all of these options. At
this point I have not.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. And I would imagine that those Commissioners who
have traditional historic villages in their districts are going to keep those intact too. It sounds
like you’ve done that for other districts is what I’m saying.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes. Tesuque is together. There is the question on La
Cienega. And option B actually as it is now, because of Precinct 12 will split that traditional
and historic, but again we’ll try and do — .

CHAIR VIGIL: Upper La Cienega, Lower La Cienega, the traditional historic
boundaries. La Cieneguita and all of those I guess what we would need to know is what are
the boundaries of the traditional historic village. Because there’s so many descriptions. La
Cienega itself includes Upper, Lower and La Cieneguita. So how many of those are within
those boundaries, I don’t know.

MR. WRIGHT: I could certainly look at it in and pull it up. As it is now most
of it sits in District 3, but that’s a huge — in terms of the planning area, for La Cienega, is a
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big area. And actually, | know, I know it spans into Precinct 80 which is currently in your
district.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MR. WRIGHT: So technically, it’s split now but not as much as it would if we
were using the river, which that’s the boundary between precincts 12 and 62 now.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. What I would like to see is a map that would take
precincts 64 and 67 out of District 2 and see how that would impact. It might be a huge
deviant and not even worth — you can do this preliminarily and just tell us that’s net going to
work. I’m fine with that. But I’d like to see it.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, on that point.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes. -

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, 64 and 67 are in District 3 now.

CHAIR VIGIL: Right. I know they are.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So you’re saying take them out of District 2 in
option C?

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes. That’s what I’'m saying. Like for example option A has
them split, 64 and 67. 64 is in your district on option A and then 67 is in mine, which may
need to happen if you want to hold on to Precinct 12. So do you understand my direction? I’d
like to see a map that puts precincts 64 and 67 in Commissioner Anaya’s district and how
that would impact the northern area.

MR. WRIGHT: Okay. Not necessarily based on any of these options, but just
keeping them within District 37

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes. Yes.

MR. WRIGHT: Madam Chair, that will be a bit of a challenge because that
little cluster of precincts right there, six of them between 80, 64, 67, 66, and then 86 and 75
south of Airport Road, those six precincts alone, if they were together, would constitute one
district and have enough population, and actually meet the deviation criteria. .

CHAIR VIGIL: Right. And that’s where the growth has been.

MR. WRIGHT: Right.

CHAIR VIGIL: And that’s where the growth will continue to go.

MR. WRIGHT: I'll certainly develop an option that looks at that.

CHAIR VIGIL: And it may be something that gets eliminated right away, but
it would be worth looking at because that is a growth area. Okay. Do you have enough of a
challenge for yourself, Erle?

MR. WRIGHT: At least I have about three weeks this time so I have a little
more time to work on them this time, so that’s good.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. This has been a good discussion. So we can continue
these discussions. Is there anyone in the public that is here to speak on redistricting? Please
step forward, and knowing that there’s not what I do want to announce is it looks like from
this point forward when we do discuss redistricting it will be noticed for a 5:00 time? Or
Katherine, how do you want to move on that?

MS. MILLER: Madam Chair, they’re not really public hearings so until
they’re public hearings you don’t have to notice them for a specific time. This issue is just
that because we have them on the administrative part of our agenda to try to hear them. You
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could do them at the same time so that people weren’t trying to guess when it was. The
request somewhat was could it be towards the end of the day. Now, I don’t know if those
people are watching on TV or listening or what but a few people in the public were just
interested in the process and wanted to know if we could have a more specific time then
some time between 1:00 and 6:00.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. So it would be fair to say that when we discuss
redistricting it should be at the end of the workday.

MS. MILLER: Yes. I think we could just say some time after 4:00 and before
6:00.

CHAIR VIGIL: Until we have to notice the public hearings specifically.
Thank you very much. Yes.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: On that point, Madam Chair, I actually like your
idea about having, for the land use meetings, having the redistricting noticed when we come
back into session at 5:00, and then for the administrative meetings having that as the last item
on the administrative agenda. That way we’re towards the end of the administrative agenda
but we give people a chance that are working, for the land use meeting to come at5:00, if the
Commission’s okay with that. Actually, I think that helps the public a little bit. Does that
work, Madam Chair?

CHAIR VIGIL: That’s actually — thanks for clarifying that, because we have
spoken to that. We’re going to take a little bit of a break just to grab a bite to eat. We won’t
be very long. I would say 15 minutes at the most. We’ll try to make it 10. And so we’ll start
the land use hearing I would say about 5:40. So those of you who are here for your hearings
just give us a break to grab a bit to eat. Okay? And we’ll be right back. Thanks.

[The Commission recessed from 5:25 to 6:02.]

XIII. PUBLIC HEARINGS
B. Growth Management
1. CDRC CASE #V 11-5150 Jose Chris Tercero Variance. Jose
Chris Tercero, Applicant, Requests a Variance of Ordinance #
2007-2, (Village of Agua Fria Zoning District), Section 10.6 to
Allow Three Dwelling Units on 0.962 Acres. The Property is
Located at 2227 Paseo de Tercero, within Section 5, Township 16

North, Range 9 East, (Commission District 2). Wayne Dalton, Case
Manager .
WAYNE DALTON (Building & Development Services Supervisor): On June
16,2011 the CDRC met and acted on this case. The decision of the CDRC was to
recommend approval of the applicant’s request for a variance by a unanimous 5-0 voice vote.
There is currently a residence which was constructed in 1972, and a storage shed on the
property. The property is served by the Agua Fria Community Water Association and sanitary sewer
service is provided by the City of Santa Fe. The property is located within the Agua Fria Traditional
Community Zoning District. Ordinance # 2007-2 states the minimum lot size in this area is 0.75
acres per dwelling unit. Lot size can be reduced to 0.33 acres with community water and sewer.
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The Applicant has provided a letter from the Agua Fria Community Water Association
stating they will provide water for two additional homes. The Applicant has also provided a letter
from the City of Santa Fe stating that sanitary sewer service is available to serve the property and the
two additional homes, therefore, the minimum lot size can be reduced to 0.33 acres per dwelling
unit. The Applicant’s property contains 0.962 acres and it is approximately .028 acrgs, which would
be 12,000 square feet short of meeting the code criterion for placement of three dwelling units.

The Applicant states that he has four children and would like to provide places for them to
reside so they can live close to him and his wife who are getting up in age and are dealing with
numerous medical issues.

Recommendation: Staff has reviewed this submittal and has found the following facts to
support this Application: Ordinance 2007-2 states the density in this area is 0.75 acres per
dwelling unit; lot size can be further reduced to 0.33 acres with community water and sewer. This
property is served with both community water and sewer. Staff feels this could be considered a
minimal easing of Ordinance 2007-2 due to the property being within 12,000 square feet of the
required size which would achieve the purpose of Ordinance 2007-2; therefore, staff recommends
approval of the Applicant’s request subject to the following conditions. Madam Chair, may [ enter
those into the record?

[The conditions are as follows:]

1. The Applicant must obtain development permits from the Building and Development
Services Department for the proposed homes.

2. Compliance with minimum standards for Terrain Management as per the Land
Development Code and compliance with Ordinance 2003-6 Water Harvesting.

3. The placement of additional dwelling units on the property is prohibited.

CHAIR VIGIL: Are there any questions of Mr. Dalton from members of the Board?
Seeing none, is the applicant here? Mr. Tercero, if you would step forward and state your name and
address for the record.
JOSE CHRIS TERCERO: My name is Jose Chris Tercero. I live on 2227 Paseo de
Tercero.
CHAIR VIGIL: Mr. Tercero, are you in agreement with the staff’s recommendations
and conditions of approval?
[Duly sworn, Mr. Tercero testified as follows:]
MR. TERCERO: Yes, 1 am.
CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Is there anything you’d like to add? None? Okay. This
is a public hearing. Is there anyone here from the public that would like to address the
Commission with regard to this? Seeing none, this public hearing is closed, and I’ll turn it
over to the Commission. Are there any questions or direction on this?
COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, I’ll move for approval of
Case #V 11-5150.
CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion.
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I’ll second.
CHAIR VIGIL: I have a motion and a second. Any further discussion?
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The motion passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

XIII. B. 2. CDRC Case #V 11-5070 Joya de Hondo Variance. Gray-Hall
LLC. (Damion Terrell), Applicant, Jenkins/Gavin, Agent Request a
Variance of Article XV, Section 6.E (Community College District
Road Standards) of the County Land Development Code to Allow
an Off-Site Living Priority Lane with a Right-of-Way Ranging in
Size From 20 Feet to 30 Feet for a Section of Roadway
Approximately 1,110 Feet in Length and to Allow a Driving
Surface of 16 Feet in Width for a Portion of Roadway
Approximately 640 Feet in Length, for the Purpose of Creating a
Four-Lot Summary Review Subdivision on 43.8 acres. The
Property is Located Off of Old Galisteo Way, within Section 15,
Township 16 North, Range 9 East (Commission District 4). Vicki
Lucero, Case Manager

VICKI LUCERO (Development Review Team Leader): On April 21, 2011 the
CDRC met and acted on this case. The decision of the CDRC was to recommend approval of
this request.

The subject property is an existing 43.8-acre tract located off of Old Galisteo Way
which lies within the Community College District. The lot is currently vacant.

On April, 14, 2009, the Applicant submitted an application to Santa Fe County to
create a four-lot Summary Review Subdivision on the 43.8 acres. As part of this submittal the
Applicant was proposing to construct a 20-foot wide driving surface on Old Galisteo Way
from Los Tapias Lane to the entrance of his property. County staff reviewed the application
and determined that it met the requirements of the County Land Development Code. The
Land Use Administrator was prepared to approve the plat when several of the neighbors filed
an appeal of his decision claiming that as a result of a court order filed in 1970, and the court
order is in Exhibit E of your packet, the road surface could not be increased beyond the
existing 16-foot wide driving surface on Old Galisteo Way from Los Tapia Lane south for
approximately 640 feet.

Upon review of the court documents, County staff determined that the easement
precludes widening of the road as required by Code.

Article XV, Section 6.E.7.a.iv of the County Land Development Code provides that a
Living Priority Lane shall consist of a 34-foot right-of-way with two 10-foot driving lanes.
The Applicant states that because of the court order they are unable to make improvements
that meet County standards to that 640-foot portion of road where only a 20-foot easement
exists. Therefore, a variance is requested for the width of right-of-way and width of road
surface of 16 feet. In addition, the right-of-way outside of the 640-foot portion is a
maximum of 30 feet however on this portion of the roadway the Applicant will be able to
construct the required improvements for a 20-foot driving surface so a variance is only
needed to allow a right-of-way width of 30 feet for a length of approximately 470 feet.

Article II, Section 3.1 of the County Code states, “Where in the case of proposed
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development, it can be shown that strict compliance with the requirements of the Code would
result in extraordinary hardship to the applicant because of unusual topography or other non-
self-inflicted conditions or that these conditions would result in inhibiting in achievement of
the purposes of the Code, an applicant may file a written request for a variance.”

The Applicant states that the 16-foot wide road surface within the 20-foot access
easement is non-self-inflicted. Additional access was previously available through the
Santiago Subdivision to the north, however, in 1985 the Board of County Commissioners
vacated these easements which eliminated the additional means of access to the subject
parcel.

This request was submitted to the County Transportation Planner for review. The
County Transportation Planner states that the proposed project lies in the vicinity, east of the
conceptual alignment of the proposed Southeast Connector. Planning Staff analyzed the
potential for connectivity between Old Galisteo Way and the Southeast Connector, which
should be constructed, and actually more recently I’ve heard that it’s going to be constructed
within three to five years. Planning staff supports the proposed four-lot summary review
subdivision and requested variance and believes that any further division of the remaining
acreage should require that traffic be diverted onto the proposed Southeast Connector.

Recommendation: Staff believes that the creation of four proposed lots will not
significantly increase the traffic on Old Galisteo Way. As part of the proposed subdivision,
the Applicant will construct an approved fire turn-around within the subject property. At the
current time there are no Fire Marshal-approved turnarounds on Old Galisteo Way. The
construction of the turnaround provided by this development would benefit the entire
neighborhood.

It is staff’s position that the variance requested is unavoidable due to the ruling in the
court order that would prohibit the Applicant from doing the required road improvements on
the access road. This could constitute an extraordinary hardship to the Applicant as stated in
Article I, Section 3.1 of the Code. Therefore, staff recommendation and the decision of the
CDRC is to recommend approval of the variance requested subject to the following
condition:

1. Any further subdivision of land will require a secondary point of access. This shall
be noted on the plat.

MS. LUCERO: Madam Chair, I also just wanted to enter for the record that I
handed out a letter from the president of the Old Galisteo Way Road Association requesting
tabling of this case and a response of the applicant to that letter. [Exhibit 5] The applicant is
not in agreement with the request for tabling.

CHAIR VIGIL: And I do believe that these requests and the response were
received by email also.

MS. LUCERO: Yes, that’s correct, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much. Questions for staff? Commissioner
Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Vicki, I noticed that
with the CDRC meeting there was one person who was not noticed, Mr. Mullin, and I just
wondered if he was noticed for this meeting.
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MS. LUCERO: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, he was, and I do have
the certified receipts to show that he was sent the letter.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Great. And I’'m wondering, has staff ever done
— or has anybody ever done a traffic count study for this road.

MS. LUCERO: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, for a four-lot land
division traffic counts or a traffic study isn’t required. However, the applicants did have their
engineer go out there and perform some traffic counts and they may be able to address that a
little bit further during their presentation.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. And then is this road actually a private
road? [ also saw in the packet materials that at one time it appeared to be maintained as a
County road. Am I wrong about that?

MS. LUCERO: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, I believe that’s correct.
There was a change of alignment at the time but it was once a County-maintained road but at
this point it is not.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: It is a private road.

MS. LUCERO: That’s correct.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And in that sense it’s owned by the people who
live along the road then?

MS. LUCERO: Yes, that’s correct.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And they are responsible for its maintenance.

MS. LUCERO: For maintaining it, yes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you, Vicki. g%
CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions? Commissioner Mayfield. g
COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Commissioner Holian, I apologize. So the q
road that — I guess that travels south and north, that was at one time a County road? Eﬂ
MS. LUCERO: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, it was at one time a M
County road but I believe — and the applicant has all the history on it, but I believe there was &
a different alignment to that road at the time and then once they realigned it it’s no longer a EW
County road. tj“]‘;
COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay. And the applicant has provided that i

history? '
MS. LUCERO: Yes.
COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Any other questions for staff? -
COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, I may have some questions but *,

I’d like to hear from — o
CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, is the applicant here or their agent? Please come ™,

forward, state your name for the record and be sworn in. Eﬁ
[Duly sworn, Jennifer Jenkins testified as follows:] -

ot

JENNIFER JENKINS: Good evening, Commissioners, I’'m Jennifer Jenkins
with Jenkins Gavin Design and Development. This is Colleen Gavin, also of Jenkins Gavin
and our client, Mr. Damion Terrell.

Good evening again, Jennifer Jenkins. Good evening, Chair Vigil, Commissioners.
We are here this evening on behalf of Mr. Damion Terrell in request for a roadway variance
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that Vicki described to you quite aptly. I’'m going to briefly touch on a few more details with
respect to the project, a little bit of its history and also I will allow Mr. Terrell’s attorney to
address the public road issue. 1 think there’s some confusion about that. We do concede it is
not County-maintained. It is not a County-maintained road. However, the documentation that
we have demonstrates that it is a public road. As we all know there are plenty of roads in
Santa Fe County that are identified as public but they are not on the County’s maintenance
list. So that’s really the differentiation there. But we will allow Mr. Cassett to speak to that a
little more clearly.

So if I may I would like to approach. Can you guys see this okay? I know there’s kind
of a lot going on here. I’d be happy to —

CHAIR VIGIL: I wonder if you could push it to the side a little bit so that
members of the audience can also see what you’re —

MS. JENKINS: How’s that? Is that okay?

CHAIR VIGIL: That looks good.

MS. JENKINS: Okay. So I just want to, so everybody can kind of get where
we are here. This is the subject property. It’s just under 44 acres, and it’s property that Mr.
Terrell’s grandfather purchased back in 1933, and he has inherited the property. And what we
have, this is the roadway in question, which is Old Galisteo Way. Okay? Which is the
primary point of access — it’s the only point of access actually, into the subject property. And
the portion of the roadway that is the subject of the variance primarily is this upper kind of
600 feet. As Vicki stated there was an adjudication back in 1970 for the roadway and the
County Attorney felt that because of the road description that described this as a 16-foot wide
road in that adjudication of 1970 that we need to honor that description and maintain that
dimension.

So this is the subdivision request. We’re zoomed in now on Mr. Terrell’s property.
We are proposing three 2 Yz-acre lots and the remainder of the property is going to remain
essentially as is. The property is traversed by the Arroyo Hondo, so of course the intent is in
the future that this all get preserved as open space, which is part of the Community College
District open space and trail plan for this area.

As Vicki also mentioned, historically, this property, there were other points of access
and other points of roadway connectivity for the Old Galisteo Way neighborhood and I would
like to address that real quickly. Colleen’s just going to pass out reduced versions of what I’'m
showing you here. [Exhibit 6] In 1981, the Santiago Subdivision was platted. Mr. Terrell’s
property is right down here. You can see here, it says Wendell Hall estate. Wendell Hall is
Mr. Terrell’s grandfather. And you can see the main point of access comes up here from
Rabbit Road down into the subdivision, which is 21 lots, and there were also access
easements platted here, moving to the south, as well as access easements here connecting
over to Old Galisteo Way, which was a really good plan. I think we all know that
neighborhood connectivity for dispersing vehicular trips as well as emergency access issues
that those are important connections to be made, especially serving a subdivision of 21 lots
which is not insignificant.

And then, kind of mysteriously, in 1985, at the time, the Board of County
Commissioners at the time approved a vacation of those easements. So then we end up with a
land-locked 21-lot subdivision with one way in and one way out and basically an elimination
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of that internal roadway connectivity that would have provided access for not only Mr.
Terrell’s property but the other properties that not all of the traffic necessarily has to utilize
Old Galisteo Way. There would have been other opportunities to connect to the roadway
network via this, the roads within the Santiago Subdivision.

And so that is — this is partly what has created the situation where we find ourselves
today.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a question, Jennifer. Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, Jennifer, on this fnap you
just showed us, either the first or the second one, where is this property?

MS. JENKINS: Just to the south. So this is probably the best one. So this is
the Santiago Subdivision.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So that’s where the easements were in.

MS. JENKINS: Yes. So the easement ran here and then you can actually see it
in this green area here. It actually still shows up in the County’s GIS as a platted easement for
a road even though now it’s just a utility easement. And so this access here was directly to
Old Galisteo Way and then there was the easement that came down here that connected to
Mr. Terrell’s property.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And can you show me that on one of the
maps?

MS. JENKINS: It’s a little bit off the map so Mr. Terrell’s property sits right
down here.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: But I'm not seeing the easement that runs
through that whole track.

MS. JENKINS: There was an easement here then also there was a second
easement that ran through an adjoining tract that actually still exists. But it doesn’t connect to
anything because it can’t get to this road.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So there’s a second easement that runs
through one of those plots?

MS. JENKINS: Yes.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Down into that property?

MS. JENKINS: There’s a piece, there’s an easement that runs along this
property line. is that correct, Damion? Am I pointing at the right one? He’s going to help me
make sure I’'m — oh, this one. Okay. So you can see this easement right here is a 50-foot wide
ingress and egress easement which is offsite, and this is where it connected to the former
Calle Lydia easement here that was vacated. So now this is the proverbial easement to

nowhere. The Santiago Subdivision is right here.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And who owns that property?

MS. JENKINS: Who owns that property? I don’t know. There’s just two
different landowners here. This is the former Father Bartolotti. Does his estate still own that?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So that piece of property is also land-locked.

MS. JENKINS: Well, there’s access easement here that comes off Old
Galisteo Way across the top that accesses these.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you.
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MS. JENKINS: Thank you, Damion. That’s helpful.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. I guess I have a
question for our staff. Can easements like that be reinstated?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, this piece of property has
been under application with the County for about four years. They originally came in as a 15-
lot subdivision when we had the EZC, under the Extraterritorial Zoning Ordinance. And at
that time when they came in for a larger subdivision we had the applicant’s agent do
substantial research and approach those property owners about reinstituting or allowing
access up that way. We had them look at access through the Oshara Subdivision. They’ve
looked and relooked at access options and really, there are none. And I’m not sure how or
why that easement was vacated. It didn’t make any sense that it was. So we researched it
enough and as a result of not being able to find secondary access the applicant subsequently
dropped their application for a subdivision and was just going for the smaller land division
that you see today.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Shelley.

CHAIR VIGIL: And Shelley, while we have you on the microphong, I have a
few questions and then I’ll let you go, Jennifer. But stay there please, because mine are quick.
Where is this in terms of the Sustainable Land Development Growth Plan? [s this SDA-1?
SDA-2? Do we know?

JACK KOLKMEYER (Land Use Administrator): Madam Chair, it’s part of
the Community College District, so it’s in SDA-1.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Thank you very much. Proceed.

MS. JENKINS: Okay. And with respect we’re going to segue in and let’s talk
about the Community College, because this property is within the Community College and
let’s look at this one here. As stated — this might be a little difficult to see but this is the
Arroyo Hondo, this is the Santa Fe Community College, Richards Avenue. | know you guys
have probably seen this map many times. And the subject property is right here where my
finger is, just adjacent to the Arroyo Hondo. And on the land use zoning map for the
Community College District as well as on the circulation map for the Community College
District a roadway connection connecting Old Galisteo Way to the future southeast connector
is shown on both of these maps, going through Mr. Terrell’s property.

So the roadway improvements onsite that we’re proposing is kind of a first step in
realizing that neighborhood connectivity that the Community College District Ordinance
contemplates. And as was just stated we had a condition of approval that we have the three
2.5-acre lots that we’re proposing currently and the remaining acreage, when and if that
becomes further subdivided, we’re required to provide alternate means of access at that time.
That alternative means of access, more than likely is going to be the southeast connector. And
as we all know the schedule for that has quite accelerated in the last few months and I think
it’s a very positive thing for Santa Fe County as a whole but definitely for this district in
terms of additional connectivity beyond Richards Avenue and the traffic implications for that.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: So when the southeast connector is put into
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place the people who will be accessing the lots on Mr. Terrell’s property will not be using
Old Galisteo Way anymore, correct?

MS. JENKINS: The way the condition is couched right now is that the three
lots we’re proposing today, Old Galisteo Way would be their point of access. Any future lots
that would be created we would have to provide secondary access.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: But the three lots could not use that connector
road? .

MS. JENKINS: I would hope so. The point is connectivity throughout these
neighborhoods. And so we haven’t really talked about it at that level of detail. All we know is
that Old Galisteo Way is the only point of access right now. We’re going to be limited to
those three lots. In terms of how — and I think when, say five years from now if Mr. Terrell
decides he wants to proceed and do something more with the additional acreage there at that
time we would work with staff and address traffic circulation and see what makes the most
sense. Do we need to kind of separate it and treat them as two distinct neighborhoods, the lots
we’re creating today and maybe the future lots that might get created in the future. That may
be the solution. But we would work with staff and the transportation planner of the County to
devise that.

Because we don’t want to kind of turn our back on connectivity but we also want to
recognize the concerns we’re talking about today.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, on that point.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA': If we could, let’s talk about that a little bit. On
those first three lots if they were approved, just to cut to the chase, would you be willing to
segregate access only for those three lots, if there was future development, where they
couldn’t access through the connector and that their only route would be to continue on Old
Galisteo Way and that the balance of lots would all have to absolutely go the other way?

MS. JENKINS: Sure. Yes. And that is something we talked about with staff,
and we would obviously — if that was the County’s pleasure, so to speak and that’s really the
way they wanted to see that happen we’d absolutely be willing to do that. And we talked
about that as a very likely scenario, that it could shake out that way, and we’d be very willing
to do that.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So that there would always be only three houses
that could potentially use that if we structured a condition that way.

MS. JENKINS: Yes. And for example, with the southeast connector coming
down in this vicinity here, potentially a road would come in from this way to serve this and
have a cul-de-sac and then these lots would be required to — all the traffic would be required
to move to the west.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: Madam Chair, a land use question for Jack or
Shelley, without the proposed subdivision, the four lots, how many houses could he build on
it now on just the space that he has without even constituting subdivided lots? Could he build
houses on it now?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, based on the density
allowed in the code he could build four houses on that property.
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Right now he could do that.

MS. COBAU: That’s correct.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: He doesn’t need a plat or anything. With just the
main plat he could build four houses.

MS. COBAU: That’s correct. And he wouldn’t have to go through any
rezoning action. He could come in and do it administratively.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So regardless of what we would do today, if we
would deny it he could still build four houses on that tract of land.

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya, that’s correct.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Okay. I’d like to hear from the —

CHAIR VIGIL: Let me take a question from Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. So many houses
could be built on each of the 2.5-acre lots?

MS. JENKINS: One.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: So there couldn’t be a house and a guesthouse?

MS. JENKINS: No. .

CHAIR VIGIL: We can continue.

MS. JENKINS: So I guess really the point before was that the southeast
connector, as you know the location study has been approved in the MPO’s transportation
improvement plan. That’s the first step and that’s very exciting so we basically have a funded
location study. The RFP is going to be issued by the County this fall for that. So the southeast
connector is becoming a reality, which is fantastic. And so that will enable that alternative
means of access in the future and to again realize some of the vision of the Community
College District transportation plan for that type of connectivity into this neighborhood.

As part of our subdivision application, as Vicki said, we originally proposed we were
going to ensure there’s a 20-foot drivable surface the whole length of Old Galisteo Way up to
the entrance to our project. The County — we went through the process that Vicki described
and the County Attorney advised us we need to leave the 16 feet, that first 600 feet, we need
to leave that alone. You can’t improve that even though we were very willing to do that at our
expense and make that roadway improvement. So we were advised seek a variance so we can
honor the court order and seek a variance to basically honor the court order. The remaining
stretch of Old Galisteo Way up to our entrance we are investing in roadway improvements
ensuring not only a 20-foot drivable surface — it exists in some spots; it varies, but there’s
adequate, plenty of easement there to accommodate it. And resurfacing — the road is going to
be much improved, and also the new residents of the Joya de Hondo lots are going to be
required to contribute financially to the Old Galisteo Way Users Association.

We think that’s really important. If you’re using the road you’ve got to contribute
financially to that effort. We have covenants and homeowners association documents that
have been prepared that have that in there as part of the budget. Not only are these residents
maintaining the onsite, what we call Joya de Hondo Lane, but they also have to contribute as
part of their monthly dues towards maintaining Old Galisteo Way. So we’re here to a)
improve the road, and b) to contribute financially to its long-term maintenance.

And with respect to the question about traffic, we’re going to pass out — [Exhibit 7]

CHAIR VIGIL: Do you have a question?
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I do on the last point. Talk to me a little bit
about what you mean by committed to the maintenance of it. The entire stretch of the Old
Galisteo Way? Tell me what you mean about you’d be willing to contribute to the
maintenance.

MS. JENKINS: The Old Galisteo Way Users Association, they are — not every
single lot-owner is a member. It’s my understanding not every single lot-owner has — it’s an
elective thing that has been that the neighbors got together and recognized there needed to be
a way that they could cooperate with one another to ensure that the road was maintained. And
so as creating potentially three new homes, utilizing that road we would want to have
membership in that association and to contribute in concert with the other residents to
whatever maintenance expenses arise for Old Galisteo Way.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So what — Madam Chair, if I could — what’s
going on now relative to maintenance? How is that handled right now?

MS. JENKINS: I think, it’s my understanding and there might be neighbors
here who could speak to that with more expertise than I can, but I understand it’s basically
done on an as-needed basis. After the winter and when there’s any washboarding or anything
that the neighbors get together and contribute money, and I think there’s even some neighbors
out there who have some equipment themselves and they go out there and blade the road and
so I think it’s done on an as-needed basis and really, it’s dependent upon neighbor
cooperation and participation.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So just so I completely understand where you’re
at, when you say contribute you just mean you’re willing to be part of a group but —

MS. JENKINS: We had set it up where it was our hope that we could
contribute a set amount on a monthly basis so it’s consistent, that each of these lots would
contribute blank amount of dollars on a monthly basis towards the maintenance fund, just so
it’s a regular thing and so there’s always — and I don’t know if that’s the way they’'re doing it
now or if it’s — like I said, it’s a little more ad hoc, on an as-needed basis.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: So it sounds like you’re just going to be part of
it and then —

MS. JENKINS: We want to be part of it. We want to contribute financially
and it’s about being part of the community.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: I took a drive out on that road earlier today
That road runs about a mile? A little less than a mile?

MS. JENKINS: Yes, a little less.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And you all indicated that was a County
road at some time. Are you going to get to that?

MS. JENKINS: We are. I’'m about to wrap up and then I’'m going to let — Mr.
Terrell has a few words and we could maybe let Mr. Cassett come up first because I know we
want to clarify that for everyone.

You have in front in you some trip generation data that is prepared by the — it’s based
up the figures provided by the Institute for Traffic Engineers, which is the national standard
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for traffic generation data. And the highlighted sections are the most important. When we talk
about traffic impact the key things are the peak hours — in the morning when people are going
to work and in the afternoon and early evening when they’re coming home.

So the three dwellings that are proposed here, in the am peak hour there’s two vehicle
trips that are generated and in the pm peak hour there are three vehicle trips that are
generated. And we acknowledge that the neighbors have some concerns about increasing
traffic on Old Galisteo Way and we respect that, but I think it’s hard to characterize two trips
in the morning and three trips in the afternoon as a significant traffic impact. So we just
wanted to provide this information for you. And with that, I appreciate your attention and we
will — I’m going to turn it over to Mr. Ken Cassett who is Damion’s legal counsel and he’s
going to walk us through this public road question as well. Thank you so much.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Ms. Jenkins. Mr. Cassett, please step forward.

KEN CASSETT: The document that I’'m going to talk about I believe is part
of your packet. [t’s the decision of the court. This is a 1970 case. This is a very helpful
document because it runs through the whole history of this road. So just hitting some of the
highlights — we don’t need to go through it word by word, but on page 3, paragraph 12, the
finding of the court was actually that this road as early as 1912 was a public road. The phrase
is kind of interesting. It said at least as early as the year 1912 a public road had come into use
and existed over and across public lands. They might have been talking something along the
lines of a Section 9-32 road, although this is before the Quintana case so I’'m not sure if the
judge had that in mind or even had awareness of that federal statute, but the road existed and
it was acknowledged as a public road.

In paragraph 13 you can see that starting in about 1946 the County begins to maintain
the road. That occurs for about 13 years. In 1959 Mr. Larry Tapia convinced the County to
stop maintaining the road. Then it continued again. It says up until 1967 the County
maintained the road. And then of course there was a switch in the first part of the road. It had
run diagonally and then some time in the 1960s it was straightened out and became a north-
south road. So the judge comes to a conclusion, and this is on page 7, right at the top,
plaintiffs are entitled to declaratory relief, recognizing and judging a public road over and
across the lands of the principal defendant.

CHAIR VIGIL: May [ take a question?

MR. CASSETT: You bet.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Just to make sure I follow you. Page 4, 15: On
or about August 1915 at the insistence of defendant Larry Tapia for the sole benefit, for the
benefit of himself and the defendants, the County road grader discontinued maintenance of
the diagonal road. So in 1959 the section that we’re talking about right now stopped being a
County road?

MR. CASSETT: No. What happened in 1959 is that the road was redirected. It
was put in another place. Up until 1959 it cut across diagonally, but in 1959 it was
straightened out into the alignment that now exists.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So in 1959 — and I’m talking about the part that
we’re going to be dealing with today — it ceased to be County in that section? Because the
County, from what ’'m hearing, the County continued to maintain the new alignment and still
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does. Is that right?

MR. CASSETT: No.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: The County doesn’t?

MR. CASSETT: Let’s be clear — first of all let’s be clear on the terms. When
you say a County road you might mean that it’s a County-maintained road.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: No, I’'m just thinking County maintenance.
That’s all I’m thinking right now.

MR. CASSETT: What we’re saying is that this is a public road, which means
regardless of whether the County is maintaining it, it’s a public road that is open to the
general use of the public.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I'm not questioning public road; I’m just trying
to find out when did it stop being a County road. That’s all I want to know right now.

MR. CASSETT: This decision tells us that it was maintained by the County —
once it was realigned and straightened out it was maintained by the County until March of
1967.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Okay.

MR. CASSETT: Okay. At that point, at least according — I don’t know what
happened between 1970 and 2011 but the court is finding that for a period of three years the
road had not been maintained by the County, but it still was recognized as a public road.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Just, Madam Chair, if I could, did you find any
documentation or anybody else that showed that the County vacated maintenance of the road?

MR. CASSETT: I don’t know if that was done formally. I don’t know.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Let’s go back to the diagonal road that the
County once maintained. Where is — and | may have the name wrong so I apologize. Is it
Camino Los Tapias or Los Tapias Lane? Where is Los Tapias Lane? Okay, so where is the
diagonal road that the County once maintained? How long did that road run when the County
maintained it? Did it just run that little strip or did it run the whole mile?

[inaudible comments away from the microphone]

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Let’s just talk about the diagonal portion.
What was the road width at that time when the County maintained it? Was it 16 feet? Was it
20-some feet?

MR. CASSETT: The decision also tells us that and basically, what it says, I
can cite you to chapter and verse. But there was a 16-foot wide driving surface, and then it
[inaudible]

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Open land?

MR. CASSETT: I think it’s private land.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Please continue.

MR. CASSETT: Well, that’s it. So that is the basis for our understanding right
now that this is a public road, and so the straightened out portion has been a public road for
52 years.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian. .
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COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. I’m not sure who
should answer this but I’m wondering about when the requirement for having a 20-foot wide
requirement went into place, and was it actually in place in 1970 when this decision was
made?

MR. CASSETT: I doubt that.

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, the 1981 Code certainly
required the current standards. It hasn’t changed.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: So in 1970 you don’t really know whether the
20-foot standard was there yet.

‘MS. COBAU: No.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you.

MR. CASSETT: What the court did hold in 1970 is that this is a public road
and it’s adjudicated to be wide enough for the reasonable passage for two vehicles going in
opposite directions along any part of said easement public roadway. But then it was also
specified 16 feet driving surface and two feet on either side. Twenty-foot easement.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. I have a question from Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, it’s for our staff or Legal. Do
we have a history that we could cite of other roads that we have maintained and then
released?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, not that I’'m aware of
unless a road is abandoned. But one thing that I wanted to point out in response to
Commissioner Holian’s question also is the new Sustainable Land Development Code is
steering toward a narrower road section than 20 feet.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, but my question really has to do with
the release. So Steve, if until — what would be the legal process to release a road back to
private maintenance versus us always maintaining it?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, there’s a brief process. It
involves sending people called viewers out to the road and they bring back recommendations
to the Board of County Commissioners who then enters a formal order abandoning the road. I
don’t know if that was done in this case.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, so that was my next question, Madam
Chair, is do we have anything in writing that released the County or abandoned this road?

MR. ROSS: I don’t believe so.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAY A: Madam Chair, in a previous life I spent seven
years on the Santa Fe County Road Advisory Committee as well as chairing that committee
and there is a process and the County does in fact, did on occasion, well, accept roads,
number one, but also have recommendations to remove roads. So that’s — I appreciate your
line of questioning. On page 6, Madam Chair —

CHAIR VIGIL: Could I ask you a question? Was this Road Advisory Group in
existence in 19707
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: No. The Road Advisory Group was not but the
County Commission has always had the authority to put roads and remove roads off of the
inventory and it’s always been a long-standing, contentious issue. So relative to the
comments and what I was trying to gain an understanding, on page 6 it talks about the acts of
principal defendants and references Mike Tapia, and that it also goes to say, after said acts led
to and were the proximate cause of the County’s inability and unwillingness to maintain the
road. So it goes further and gives us a little historic perspective that it was essentially blocked
and the County at that point couldn’t get in or decided they weren’t going to push it, I guess.
But I still have questions as to whether or not it was formally removed or not, which I think is
an issue to look at.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Thank you very much. The next person is Mr. Terrell.
Mr. Terrell, you’ve been sworn in, correct?

[Previously sworn, Damion Terrell testified as follows:]

MR. TERRELL: I have.

CHAIR VIGIL: Please just state your full name for the record.

MR. TERRELL: My name is Jeremy Damion Terrell. And I am the grandson
of Wendell Hall. Commissioners of the Board, Madam Commissioner, and the neighbors of
Old Galisteo Way. I would like to tell you a little about my history of my land, my personal
history, and what my intentions are.

In 1933 my grandfather purchased a homestead south of the city that was originally
160 acres. My grandfather passed away in 1974 leaving his estate entrusted to his family.
During my childhood I worked this homestead and tended livestock there. It was during this
time that family would fall apart and I would be placed in a foster care. I was moved to Los
Alamos where I attended middle and high school. I held a part-time job after school. I
graduated from high school in 93 and remained a ward of the court until age 18. After
graduating high school I applied to the University of New Mexico. During college I gained a
position as staff as the systems analyst for UNM’s main IT Department in 99. This enabled
me to finish school, and in 2002 I graduated with a bachelors of engineering and computer
science and a minor in archeology.

Throughout my education and employment [ maintained a strong work ethic and
established myself as a valued member of UNM’s IT staff. [ have thought long and hard
about the kind of legacy I would like to leave. [ have known my entire life that I have the
responsibility and stewardship of this land, that this land was part of the Hall family legacy.
When I took the reigns of my grandfather’s estate, all that was left of the original homestead
was this 43 acres. It originally included what was the Santiago Subdivision and the lands on
either side of Old Galisteo Way connecting to the Tapias.

With that I became asset-rich but was still money poor. Caring for the land was a
tough burden while trying to put myself through college. I knew at some point I would have
to sell and so I thought about what my next goal would be. How could I best utilize this
asset? [ did not want to squander this legacy for a short-term gain. [ wanted to accomplish
something and learn from it. [ wanted to reinvest the knowledge gained and to further
business venture, and most importantly to be able to reinvest in New Mexico. .

I have been approached by organizations, realtors and developers with their intentions
toward this land. [ felt that the potential for selling to them would be disastrous for they most
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certainly would not have the emotional attachment that I have. [ would not want to see it
exploited with maximum density or cookie-cutter model homes. I delayed my project for over
six months to work with Mr. Hitt on an application to COLTPAC. We were unable to come
to an agreement and furthermore, the County could not afford it, not when the ability to work
with me as a landowner was available. Furthermore, I felt it detrimental to the neighborhood
to develop Mr. Hitt’s plan as community gardens which would require a dedicated parking lot
on Old Galisteo Way for market vehicles, workers, visitors and hikers. This would generate
far more non-residential traffic than a handful of new neighbors to this community.

Therefore I have worked to establish covenants, and Ms. Jenkins has mentioned, and 1
hope to eventually, with the final approval of my eventual plan to actually dedicate 42
percent of the property to help preserve the Arroyo Hondo corridor.

It is my goal to create the infrastructure to sell to individual families who desire to
build their own homes and become members who will cultivate and enrich this community. It
is my desire to one day build there as well. The hardship through which I am apply for
variance has come under question including the assumption of financial hardship, but as
explained in the staff memo, the hardship is based on the loss of access to my property over
time. My grandfather was one of the original landowners in this area and at that time he had
clear and public access. Over time that access has been moved and whittled down and false
statements made. In this plan I will significantly be contributing to the improvement of Old
Galisteo Way and I will require future homeowners to continue contribution to its
maintenance.

I thank the Land Use staff for their summary approval of my subdivision and their
support of my request for a variance. Distinguished Commissioners, Madam Chair, it is my
desire to work with you and the community and I hope you will support my request for
variance.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much, Mr. Terrell. And are you in agreement
with the recommendations that staff has made?

MR. TERRELL: Yes, I am.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much. Ms. Jenkins, did you want to wrap up?

MS. JENKINS: That pretty much concludes our presentation. We’re happy to
stand for additional questions, and we respectfully reserve the right for a rebuttal tied to the
close of the public hearing. .

CHAIR VIGIL: Most definitely.

MS. JENKINS: Thank you for your attention.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. This is a public hearing. [s there anybody here to
address the Commission on this item? Please raise your hands. Those of you who are going to
testify, why don’t we all stand and we’ll get sworn in at once and when you come to the
podium you can state your name. Please raise your right hands.

CHAIR VIGIL: Please step forward whoever would like to speak first.

[Duly sworn, Sam Hitt testified as follows:]

SAM HITT: My name is Sam Hitt. I live at 48 Old Galisteo Way. Myself and
my family have lived at that address for 24 years and I am currently the president of the Old
Galisteo Way Road Association. I think to start, perhaps, I sent out an email to staff about a
week ago asking if this hearing could be tabled to allow the community to gather hard,
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empirical data on traffic use. [Exhibit 5] Not modeled data as was presented earlier but the
actual use that we experience every day.

No one has argued, no one will argue that this road is adequate for current traffic. It is
a mess, and I’ve watched it over the years become worse and worse and worse. We cannot
afford to maintain the road. We cannot afford to improve the road. As was stated, itisa
voluntary road association and not everyone pays dues. | am extremely skeptical that if this
development goes through that these additional homeowners will in fact pay dues when over
half their neighbors don’t. Who is going to enforce the dues payment? And even if everyone
did pay dues it still would not be adequate to do snow removal, to deal with flooding, which
is a serious problem and it’s gotten worse over the years, and just the standard maintenance
that any road requires.

We have some very dedicated people that have a tractor and have some equipment
and they will speak later and you can hear from them their story on how difficult it is to
maintain this road.

I guess all I want to say really is we have an unsustainable situation in terms of traffic.
The road does not meet County standards, and now we will have additional traffic. Now
Greyhall, LLC and his consultant argue that this is not a significant increase in traffic. Well,
over the past 24 years each additional increase in traffic has not been significant but
cumulatively, added all together it has been extremely significant. So I don’t know where the
request is for tabling this. I’ve talked to a number of road engineers. We have consulted a
methodology on how to gather data for exiting and entering Old Galisteo Way at Los Tapia
Lane and we can do it. And we would be happy to work with staff to insure that the
methodology is accurate and that the data is also credible.

I think it would be very helpful to have credible data to address this compléx issue. As
you see it goes back many, many decades. But just getting to the issue of the 1970 court
judgment. Now, that judgment was cited by staff when they responded to our appeal of the
summary review subdivision back in December 16, 2010. And they said, and I will submit
the letter to the record so you can see. {Exhibit 8] I’'m sorry I don’t have enough copies but
you can pass it around. That adequate easement does not exist to permit Old Galisteo Way to
be improved to County road standards. And that’s because of confusion in their mind as to
what the easement was. Was it 16 feet? Or was it 20 feet? It’s difficult to tell from reading
the judgment. That key fact was ignored by the Gray-Hall, LLC. So whether it’s a public road
or not this is a serious legal matter, I understand. But the courts have found that there is
confusion about what the right-of-way is on the road. So County staff, given this confusion,
County staff said given what staff knows of this situation — well, first of all they denied the
summary review subdivision and they said given what staff knows about the situation you
can expect staff to recommend against approval of a variance. Against approval of a variance.

I guess all I want to say really is we have an unsustainable situation in terms of traffic.
The road does not meet County standards, and now we will have additional traffic. Now
Grey-Hall, LLC and his consultant argue that this is not a significant increase in traffic. Well,
over the past 24 years each additional increase in traffic has not been significant but
cumulatively, added all together it has been extremely significant. So I don’t know where the
request is for tabling this. I’ve talked to a number of road engineers. We have consulted a
methodology on how to gather data for exiting and entering Old Galisteo Way at Los Tapia
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Lane and we can do it. And we would be happy to work with staff to insure that the
methodology is accurate and that the data is also credible.

Now, what happened between December 16, 2010 and today, where now they are
supporting this variance request? [ don’t know the answer to that question. Mr. Terrell was
correct in that we worked in a cooperative manner for a number of months to try to get this
land protected as open space and I think we made a lot of progress. However, I want to clear
out just one issue here. We were proposing community gardens and agricultural use of this
wonderful topsoil that exists on part of the property but we were not proposing access from
Old Galisteo Way. We’re proposing access from the west from the southeast connector and
that would have to occur before any sort of development that we contemplated would take
place.

So I would like to submit for the record the proposal that we made to the COLTPAC.
[Exhibit 9] 1t’s called save the Arroyo Hondo corridor. So you can see the detailed
explanation of the incredible resources that exist in this area. Just very briefly they are
incredible habitat linkages, water recharge areas, and of course the Arroyo Hondo Trail that
has long been proposed that would run through the property that connects the foothills all the
way to La Ciene%a. And there are a number of large, ancient ruins on the property as well that
date from the 12" and 13" centuries. And what’s of particular interest to me is the deep and
fertile soils that exist in the Arroyo Hondo. I’'m a gardener. I see at the farmers’ market and I
have researched the soils. In fact that’s one of the reasons that we moved to this area. Less
than .2 percent of the county contains soils this fertile. It’s over 20 feet of sandy loam.

We had proposed, as I say, a number of schemes and working with the Community
College to promote sustainable agriculture, food security, and training of young people in
gardening techniques for part of the land. And just to emphasize the agricultural potential a
little bit more the —

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, Mr. Hitt, I understand what
you’re talking about relative to the agriculture but before us is a land use case, not based on
COLTPAC and what the County could potentially do or whether or not the ground is fertile
or not fertile or applying for agricultural use. The case is a land use case associated with this
individual’s desire to develop it. So help me understand. The County doesn’t go around
picking — this gentleman is bringing a case that’s a land use case, so that’s what we’re
reviewing tonight. So you need to help me connect the dots. Your traffic points I can
understand but you’re talking about something that I think is irrelevant, to be frank and
honest.

MR. HITT: Okay.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: So help me understand your perspective.

MR. HITT: I just wanted to give you a sense of what’s at stake here. It’s not
just any piece of land; it’s some of the rarest land in the county in terms of agriculture. So it
looks like I failed to bring the critical map showing the land that would be developed is in
fact the most fertile land on the property of the 42 acres.

There’s a matter of notice. It’s kind of a legal matter but it’s important. During the
CDRC hearing not adequate notice was given to all the neighbors within 100 feet of the
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property. We submitted a plat from the property of Keith Melton and Carol Robinson. Their
property is directly across the street from the entrance of this proposed subdivision. They
were not notified. They did not receive a certified letter as the code requires. This in itself
should be grounds for them to start over and do proper notice. However, that was not done.
As I’'m sure you’ll hear from staff they relied on the County Assessor’s map of the property.
Well, the County Assessor’s map is not accurate. And they said, well, we don’t have to
research all property boundaries when we serve notice. Well, I gave the County the plat of
Keith and Carol’s land many, many months ago. So it was in their possession. They didn’t
have to do any research at all.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have another question, Mr. Hitt. Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Well, I guess I was
going to ask, Mr. Hitt, when you were first talking about the road issues, if the County were
to accept that road on a conditional basis for road maintenance and the County were to
maintain that road in better condition, even at the 16-foot width, would that alleviate your
concerns, although I’m guessing not, considering that you’re talking about the land itself.

MR. HITT: Well, that’s something we’ve discussed a great deal in the road
association among neighbors and friends that live along the road. That is a very interesting
idea that we could theoretically discuss and perhaps agree with. I’'m pretty sure there would
not be 100 percent agreement but we make get consensus on something like that.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And another question I wanted to ask is you
apparently think this land is very valuable and would be wonderful agricultural land. Have
you ever — have you approached any private individuals about getting a consortium together
to purchase it for that purpose? .

MR. HITT: Well, it’s a very good question, and yes, we have, but nothing has
come of that to date. I think quite frankly — well, I’ll just drop it there. But yes, that has been
explored.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And so you would be mostly — if it were going
to go towards that purpose, you would be mostly counting on the County to purchase it. Is
that correct?

MR. HITT: That was the original idea by seeking open space protection, yes.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And I wonder since our staff is here whether — I
know that COLTPAC considered this property and I wondered if we could have a summary
of what their conclusion is. Do we have that information or do we need someone from Open
Space?

MS. LUCERO: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, in visiting with the
Open Space staff it was my understanding that they were originally interested in the property.
However, the funds didn’t come together in the end, so it was a funding issue.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you, Vicki.

MR. HITT: So if I could just wrap up real quick, it’s the issue of economic
hardship. This has to be substantiated. There’s nothing in the record that substantiates
economic hardship.

CHAIR VIGIL: Just to clarify for you, it’s not economic hardship they’re

claiming. It’s terrain management and road management that they’re claiming. It’s not
economic.
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MR. HITT: But that’s the reason that they’re seeking a variance under the
code.

CHAIR VIGIL: Right. 1t’s terrain management is the variance that they’re
seeking; not economic hardship.

MR. HITT: But the reason they’re seeking an exception from the County road
standards is because they cannot develop their property because of economic hardship.

CHAIR VIGIL: I didn’t hear that if the applicant would like to respond to that
I’d be happy to have them to because I don’t believe that was part of the testimony.

MR. HITT: Okay, well, I think that is in the code and if that’s the case, that’s
fine. Let’s have proof. Let’s have a banker, let’s have tax statements, let’s have something
that would prove that there is a dire situation here that means us neighbors have ta suffer
further traffic so this land can be developed. Also there is language in the code I believe that
talks about — well, I don’t have the code in front of me right — but if the action — if the
problem in development does not originate with the landowner, therefore it’s not self-
imposed, then they are released to seek a variance.

So the problem with the road, as Mr. Cassett made clear, goes back to the turn of the
last century. To be ignorant of these problems of access and rights-of-way is just not credible.
This is not — if Grayhall, LLC was serious about developing land they should have looked
seriously at the problems of access. In fact the County did an appraisal of the land as part of
the COLTPAC process. The County paid for an appraisal. And the appraisal came out
relatively low, $660,000 for about 44 acres. And the reason for that was because of the
problems of access. So if the appraiser can see it why can’t the bank that makes the loan
that’s fueling the consultants and the lawyers and the engineers and things like that? This is
not looking reality in the face.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much, Mr. Hitt. Next, whoever would like to
testify. I would just ask — I think there’s about five or six people, not to repeat the same
testimony, if you would just shed more light on your concern for this case from your
perspective we’d appreciate that.

[Previously sworn, Greg Tapia testified as follows:]

GREG TAPIA: Good evening, Commissioners. My name is Greg Tapia. [ live
at the southwest corner of Los Tapias Lane and Old Galisteo Way. My family’s been there
continuously since the 1930s and I would like to — I have a letter here regarding the
maintenance issue we discussed earlier about Old Galisteo Way. [Exhibit 10] I’m sorry |
don’t have copies because [inaudible] been done in agreement with the Old Galisteo Way
Road Association and my family, which owns both sides. We pay taxes on both sides of that
property and the easement itself. So I’ll let you guys have a look at that letter.

The reason I and my family are in opposition to this development is because we think
that the access, Old Galisteo Way, is inadequate for what’s there now, not to mention adding
more, and [ have some pictures I’d like to show you as well.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, our attorney should see this
letter as well.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, let’s get a few copies.

CHAIR VIGIL: So while we’re getting copies of the letter made, which Tapia
is your father?
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MR. G. TAPIA: Michael.

CHAIR VIGIL: Is he the tennis player?

MR. G. TAPIA: That was my dad, yes. Okay, and looking at those pictures I
passed out — it says the purpose of the County code here, and 1 know you guys are aware of
this but for those that aren’t — to provide for the safety, preserve health, promote prosperity
and improve the morals, order, comfort, convenience of the county and it’s inhabitants.
Safety is one of the key issues. If you look at those pictures right there, that’s two vehicles
trying to pass each other, a truck and a trailer. Imagine a fire engine, trash trucks, propone
trucks, everything uses that road. Imagine if you throw a little chaos in there like a fire or
something. If something like that were to happen, a traffic jam like that, in the first 640 feet
somebody’s going to have to back up all the way and that could take as much as ten minutes,
especially with a trailer. If there’s somebody that needs medical attention and didn’t receive it
in that ten minutes I think that would be a pretty important issue to the County. My question
is would the County be held liable for that if they approve more traffic that may or may not
have caused that traffic jam.

Also, staff and the Fire Marshal has acknowledged that there are no fire turnarounds
on Old Galisteo Way, so that’s another issue as well. Like I said, the first 640 feet is at a very
steep grade and somebody’s going to have back up all the way.

Another reason I'm opposed and my family as well is the degradation to private
property. As I mentioned before, my family owns both sides and the actual easement. It’s an
easement. And we pay taxes on it like I said. Over the years it’s just gotten worse and worse
with trash we have to pick up, erosion, the roadbed has sunken in about three feet. That
caused our fences, all our fence posts and everything to wash up. I have more photos of that
also.

It has just become a major headache for us and it’s a hardship for us. [ know in the
United States people have their rights and to do what they want with their private property
within the law but — and everybody’s for prosperity but I don’t see why we have to sacrifice
our property and our way of life to make somebody else prosperous. Our neighborhood is the
one that’s going to pay the cost. Everybody in the neighborhood that lives there, the traffic,
all those issues could pertain to anybody, especially the safety issue. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Hold on, in case there’s questions. Are there any questions?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Good to see you Greg.

MR. G. TAPIA: How are you?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Good. It’s been a long time. Just a couple
questions and then you can respond. You guys, your family, have been there many, many
years. Your late father who [ knew and respected, you guys did a lot yourselves to take care
of your neighborhood and to construct homes. Your dad was a worker. I had a lot of respect
for him and the whole family. But you guys built quite a few houses there that were within
the code so there’s a lot — would you agree that there’s a lot of traffic that’s historically been
on that road, based on things that you yourselves even did that I wouldn’t take anything away
from. [ saw what your dad did in the particular and others. Would you agree that part of that
work also impacted that road that you guys actually provided easement to?

- SN a4

-
a

&

E

vvvvv



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of August 9, 2011
Page 67

MR. G. TAPIA: With all due respect I do disagree because all of the homes
that we have built in that area, with the exception of one that we sold, all have their own
access through our own private property to Rabbit Road. So none of our tenants, if they do
use it, they’re not supposed to be using, maybe one or two, but they all have access through
our property directly to Rabbit Road so they have no need for traffic on Old Galisteo Way.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: There’s quite a few other houses along that
stretch as I think your pictures show. I’'m reading — and I read it five times, and I want your
perspective. I respect you, I respect your whole family and everybody that’s here on both
sides. I just want to say that for the record. This was a difficult issue. I imagine when I'm
reading this document that was ordered by district court. And I have a little bit, Madam Chair
and staff, I have a little bit different perspective on the easement issue of 16 feet and let me
just clarify that. [ don’t think that the 16 feet was put into place as something that would
restrict development at all. When [ read this case it basically is setting forth that the Halls
were claiming that they have a legitimate access to the property, and that 1970 was way pre-
code issue. And I have some other questions for legal associated with pre-code issues, that 1
would even question to a certain extent how much it’s even a variance given the fact that it
was a pre-code determination, but that the case that I read essentially says to the Halls, you
have access. You have a legitimate, bona fide access.

Do you agree with that or do you disagree with that? Because that’s what Judge
Montoya basically provided a ruling on, that this parcel has legitimate legal access. And you
want to help me and comment on just that piece alone.

MR. G. TAPIA: I do agree that they have an access but the County code is
what’s holding them up. It’s the County code that’s holding them back from what they want
to do already. And that’s not something that we put there that said you’ve got only a 16-foot
access. You can’t do it with the 16-foot access. That’s the County’s position. That’s the way |
see it and enlighten me if ’'m wrong but maybe [ don’t understand it entirely.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Greg, I’'m learning myself. I’'m new on the
Commission and I’m learning myself. But I do think there are some things that happened pre-
code that constitute legal access and use that I think people have legal right to use. So I'm
hearing what your comments are and I respect your comments. Your comments are a little
different than Mr. Hitt’s comments. You didn’t bring up the COLTPAC issue. You’re more
speaking to the traffic.

MR. G. TAPIA: And safety.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Let me ask a question, and Commissioner
Holian asked this question of Mr. Hitt, I believe. Given what Commissioner Holian said,
what’s your position on when the County stopped using it. Were you supportive of that?
That’s the first question. And then the second question is, given its proximity to the
Community College District — and I’m not saying we would do this — but would you be open
to the potential that this could be maintained potentially by the County on some kind of
limited basis? Would you help me with those two questions?

MR. G. TAPIA: You’re going to have to repeat the first one just because I’'m
trying to keep up, but the last one, I would have to speak with my family and see what’s
going to be best for our interest. As you know the County has power to condemn property
and like [ said, we’ve been there since the 1930s continuously and that would be a shame if
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that were to ever happen. We want to do everything within our rights to keep it the way it is
but [ would have to get together with my whole family. We would have to make a decision
together on that.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: My first question was it seems like it’s clear in
the documents from the court that there was opposition to maintenance of the road by the
County but I’m not completely sure. But were you — do you believe your dad or your family
was opposed to County maintenance?

MR. G. TAPIA: We were opposed to County maintenance for the reasons —
more safety issues. The bottleneck, 16 feet. There was a time I think when the County wanted
to pave it and people already go through there 30, 40 miles an hour and that road 35 feet from
my bedroom window. And it’s in pretty bad shape. If it was in great shape, a blacktop road or
a road with no bumps that people had to watch out for or something like that, you could have
a potential — and it’s on a very steep grade as I mentioned. Some of those pictures will show
you can’t see what’s coming over the hill or you can’t see what’s coming from the bottom,
and people would be going faster. That was one of the main reasons we were opposed to
County maintenance.

And the second reason we were opposed to County maintenance is because it is an
easement but it also is our property and we wanted to be on the upkeep and be more or less in
control of what’s going on as far as maintenance and we’ve been working with the Old
Galisteo Way Association on an agreement basis and we’ve been doing okay lately and I
think we hold up our end pretty well and I think they hold up their end pretty well. Like I
said, as far as the issue of County maintenance I think we’d have to have a family meeting
and see what our position would be on that.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, and thanks a lot. I appreciate that.
And as others come forward it would be helpful for me to know on those two points whether
you’re opposed to County maintenance and then the second one would be whether you would
consider County maintenance for others that are coming forward. Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you. Are you done, Mr. Tapia? Okay. Next.

MR. G. TAPIA: [inaudible] my photographs?

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a question on your photographs. Whose truck and horse
hauler are they?

"MR. G. TAPIA: That’s mine.

CHAIR VIGIL: That’s yours. And the other vehicle that is on the other side of
the street?

MR. G. TAPIA: That was just somebody going through. And it just happened
that I had a camera with me and I asked if it would be okay if I took a few pictures just to
demonstrate what people that use that road have to deal with.

CHAIR VIGIL: So you use that road on a regular basis for hauling horse
traffic?

MR. G. TAPIA: The only reason I came through there is because one of our
accesses was blocked with a broken down vehicle so just to get to where I was going on time
I came out that way. I usually don’t. Very rarely. Maybe once or twice a month will I ever use
that Old Galisteo Way.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Mr. Tapia. Next. Please step forward and state
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your name. A Santa Fe County employee.
[Previously sworn, Carl Tapia testified as follows:]

CARL TAPIA: Hi. My name is Carl Tapia and I’d like to address the County
Commission. [ own five acres that Mr. Terrell wants to have access there. He wants his so-
called four-home subdivision. If I remember correctly we had a meeting about a year ago at
Capshaw Mid-School and he proposed 22 homes. So I’m here to say that I don’t bglieve that
it’s going to sit at four homes. Four homes today, eight tomorrow, 22 by the time it’s over
with. And I’d like to kind of correct — the way I understand, I think I heard Mr. Terrell’s
attorney say that his mother used to pass and his grandfather right through the middle of our
property. Yes, he did. And my grandfather’s the one — the way I understand, he’s the one that
told my father, why don’t you give them access, and it was just access to use on the corner of
our property so he wouldn’t pass through there. And if | remember correctly we had quite a
hard time making his mother use that road.

I remember because I’'m the one that was there. I remember his mother picking up a
cedar post and hitting my father over the head. ’'m not trying to sling mud here, and put a
pretty big gash on his head because she was determined to pass wherever she wanted. I also
remember her shoving a stake through my uncle’s jacket, Mike Tapia. It turns out he was
wearing a heavy jacket, because she wanted to pass through where he was. And I feel, this is
what I feel, I don’t have a problem with a man trying to better himself, but why at our
expense?

I’m here because that road is just an easement. He’s trying to better himself at our
expense. He’s saying now I’ll build four homes, if I can get four, next year I’ll get eight. And
I like the color of green myself. It’s a pretty nice color. When I want to get some green I’ll go

out and do it on not nobody else’s expense. If he wants to build 20 homes, that’s fine. But let
him provide an access for them. Can you imagine, four homes, that’s probably two vehicles
to each home. That means we have to settle for all the dust. He likes the color green? We’ll
be looking at brown when we look at the mirror, all the dust that we have on our teeth. And
that’s what it comes out. And if it comes out to four, they have families, they get two more
cars, SO more cars.

I don’t think that road’s adequate to provide that much — for that many traffic. And I
know I’ve read a letter here that I believe property his attorneys had asked the County
Commissioners, well, why don’t you just condemn that road. Well, yes. Condemn it. I’'m
asking Mr. Terrell here to take responsibility for what he’s asking here today. If he wants to
build 20 homes, let him provide access. It’s not just condemn somebody’s property. It’s — I’m
here to protect my property. I believe in justice for all, as it says. For everybody. Thank you.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. Commissioner Anaya, do you
have a comment?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Yes, Carl, a couple questions. Mr. Tapia, it’s
good to see you. Carl, you and I have worked together, known each other for a long time.
And I understand — that’s okay. I know. I understand. All the Commissioners understand and
staff and the people in the community. Any time you’re dealing with land issues it’s a
difficult issue. So I fully understand.

A couple of questions I’d asked previously. Relative to County maintenance from
your perspective, did you prefer not to have County maintenance or would you like to have

R 3
et P e ey

o4

=

gZgacosdd

o

&

Hal
Lt
s
[



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of August 9, 2011
Page 70

County maintenance? Just as a question?

MR. C. TAPIA: If it was County maintenance the road sits as it is. I’m not
sure if it’s 30 feet, something like that. Well, County maintenance means that if it’s County
maintenance that means that we’re actually turning over the road to the County, right? Am I
wrong or not?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Yes. That was something that the County would
do on whatever basis, limited or not. And I’m not saying we’re going to make that decision
here tonight, I’'m just saying would you even embrace that?

MR. C. TAPIA: I'm an old country boy. I enjoy the road the way it is. I’ve
been driving down bumpy country roads all my life, you know what I mean? So to me I’d
rather have it the way it is. Actually, personally —

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Mr. Tapia, I think you answered the question. You’d
rather leave it the way it is, correct?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Yes, and if I could, just a follow-up comment
from my perspective. Based on the information I’ve heard so far, and I want to hear from
everybody. I believe that this gentleman has a right to build four houses whether we approve
this or not. Okay? Whether we approve this variance, based on what I heard from Legal and
staff is that they could build up to four houses right now, without subdividing it. That being
said I also believe that associated with additional lots that there would need to be a secondary
access and we probably should think about, if we went that route to allow the four lots that
we would stop any other houses. So you provided an example and I want to speak right to it,
just from my perspective. I’'m not speaking for my fellow Commissioners.

From my perspective, as a Commission we could set up a condition where we would
say for those houses, the four houses, you could only access Old Galisteo Way and than any
additional that would come in, we could do a condition that would set that in place to where
it would have to be somewhere else. So I just want you to know that, that we could do that.
But that right now, the gentleman sitting behind you has the ability within code to build four
houses.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Thank you. Next speaker, please.

[Previously sworn, Jim Victor testified as follows:]

JIM VICTOR: My name is Jim Victor. I'm at 64 Old Galisteo Way. My
property almost corners the subject property on Old Galisteo Way. Grayhall is making a nice
offer to the neighborhood to be able to be a welcome neighbor to our community. However,
like the Tapias have mentioned, safety for the people using the road, including the'children
that right their bicycles, etc. is really being ignored here. As shown by the pictures [Exhibit
11] — now these pictures were taken on a Sunday afternoon, about 3:00 in the afternoon, not a
busy time of day. Granted, the picture of the Tacoma truck is mine. I was turning on to the
road. The first vehicle in the line is Mr. Hitt’s car, the pickup truck. You can see how wide
the road is right there at the entrance. It is very restrictive. The other cars behind Mr. Hitt’s
pickup truck just happened to be coming by at the same time. So none of this is really staged
in its entirety.

This is a very blind corner at the entrance to the road, exiting Old Galisteo Road onto
Los Tapias Lane requires a person to pull out onto Los Tapias Lane to see the oncoming
traffic. Because of the way the road is situated you need to pull far enough out into the traffic,
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if there is any, in order to be able to see each way. If there are — more than once I’ve
encountered fast vehicles including school buses going down Los Tapias Lane that you
cannot see unless you’re practically in their way. Most often a car entering onto Old Galisteo
Way from Los Tapias Lane must wait until that vehicle exits the road and clears an area to be
able to go ahead and be able to pull onto the road.

CHAIR VIGIL: Jim, is this the same intersection of the pictures that were
taken by Mr. Tapia with the horse trailer and the truck? Because we saw those.

MR. VICTOR: I didn’t see the Mr. Tapia’s pictures.

CHAIR VIGIL: You didn’t see them. Okay. Are there more than one turn on
that road? So if there’s only one this would be the same one, right?

MR. VICTOR: Yes.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Thank you.

MR. VICTOR: My concern really here is safety. We have quite a number of
cars going up and down the road. I don’t know where the study came from Grayhall has. Mr.
Hitt has asked that the meeting here be tabled until a good study can actually be made as far
as how much traffic is coming and going. My opinion is that that doesn’t matter at all, other
than the fact that until this entrance way can be improved on and access and exited safely
then this project needs to be halted for the interests of the safety of everybody involved.

On the question of County maintenance, I personally work with Greg Tapia, as far as
maintaining the road. I own a small tractor that has a box blade on the back. We do our best
to keep the road manageable, which has got a lot to be desired. It is an old tractor. It’s not
really designed to be able to do a great deal of work. I’m in favor of County maintenance. I
think that if the hill that has to be taken after the entrance there was improved and.it was
raised that more of the road that is there would be usable. As it is, cars will travel down the
middle of the road because it’s a ditch, practically. And people will take the path of least
resistance. That’s about all I have to say.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you very much, Jim. Next. Is there anyone else that
will be addressing the Commission tonight? One more. Did we swear you in? When you
come forth you can be sworn in. Please state your name for the record.

[Duly sworn, Tony Tapia testified as follows:]

TONY TAPIA: I am Tony Tapia. I own Tapia Estates with my children. I just
want to state that I agree that Mr. Terrell should be able to improve his property, but like
what my nephew said, he says, where does it stop? It’s three houses now and now it’s four
houses. Is it going to be eight houses next year? I’'m concerned about the aquifer. The wells
are going dry and we have a big problem with that. I think that if you guys approve this
subdivision that started out at 20 and now it’s four, now it’s three, that he should be made to
have an access out the west side and not to encourage any more traffic on that road. It’s very
dangerous. I do appreciate your time and thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Ms. Tapia. Please step forward.

[Duly sworn, Valerie Lucero testified as follows:]

VALERIE LUCERO: Hello, Commissioners. My name is Valerie Lucero and
I have lived on the Tapia Estates for five years already. And to answer Commissioper
Anaya’s — first of all, Commissioner Anaya, I really appreciate the fact that you have given us
other options to look at, and thank you for considering our hardship. I am in opposition of the
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County maintenance because right now there hasn’t been a problem and already people that
do use Old Galisteo Way end up using the Tapia’s private driveway as well. And like Mr.
Anaya had addressed, they do have residents, if you will because they do have tenants that
use our private driveway and this has caused more traffic.

I do have a question in regards — and maybe you can help me better understand this,
the 20 feet. If this variance is approved it is my understanding that it would be required for 20
more feet of our road to be — well, for the road to expand. So this would also require that 20
feet to come from our land and from our personal property that we currently utilize. So that’s
my opposition to the matter.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes, Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, just to clarify, if this variance is
approved they would use the existing 20 foot, so they wouldn’t expand into the property.

MS. LUCERO: The private property? Okay.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Right? Yes.

MS. LUCERO: And if this variance is approved, will Mr. Terrell be allowed
to build more houses in addition to the four?

CHAIR VIGIL: No. Shelley, do you want to further explain that as to why that
couldn’t occur?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, I think that’s identified in the conditions, that no
further division of the property can be recorded until there’s another access.

CHAIR VIGIL: And with another access, what are the limitations for that
area?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, members of the Commission, it would be based
on proving water at that point and the current code would allow them to go down to 2.5-acre
lots, which I believe was — it’s a 48 or 50-acre piece of property. A lot of it’s in the flood
plain.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay.

MS. COBAU: While I have the floor can I point something out, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Please.

MS. COBAU: We have a map that’s prepared by our GIS Department and I’l1
bring it closer so you can see. It shows — you can see a little more clearly than you can on the
aerial that’s provided by the applicant’s agent. And Mr. Terrell’s property is in fact the last
large parcel that hasn’t been divided down into small properties in this area and there are at
least 35 other addressed homes that are using Old Galisteo Way. The Fire Department has
been out there and looked when the submittal was originally made before the EZC and they
said they didn’t have any issues with fire access. That was my case when I was a case
planner. It’s been that long in the County, this gentleman’s property.

The access up to the Tapia Lane where this T’s in could be much improved, but
there’s a fence in the way that’s owned by the Tapias. In fact it’s in the easement that serves
this area. The easement is rounded and the fence is square. So the easement would allow for a
return-type roadway which would be curvilinear up to Tapia Lane, but there’s a fence that
obstructs it. Land Use staff had originally in fact approved a summary subdivision and we
subsequently rescinded it because it was our interpretation of the court order in Land Use that
we could allow them to develop and improve a 20-foot road section. In fact they came
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forward with a design for an inverted crown, to eliminate the roadside ditches and direct into
the center of the road in an inverted crown and stay within the 20 feet.

We subsequently rescinded that after we conferred with Legal staff and it was our
fault that we didn’t really read the court order correctly, that they could only have a 16-foot
driving surface. I just want to stress this applicant has been before County staff so long we
practically have this memorized without even looking at the case file. And I want to just
approach and walk this past each of you so you can see clearly how his property is the last
one on Old Galisteo Way that isn’t divided.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. You can proceed that way, Shelley. Thank you, Shelley.

Valerie, we didn’t mean to cut you short. What would you like to add to this?
[Audio difficulties: Ms. Lucero stated she would like to raise her own family in the
area some day, that this was her home.]
CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Valerie. I appreciate that.
COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Yes.

SCOMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Shelly, could I have that map to look at?

CCOMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, 1 have a question for Ms.
Lucero.

CHAIR VIGIL: Valerie, I think there’s a question for you.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, Ms. Lucero, if I heard you
correct you said you moved out there — you didn’t say you moved out there. But you’ve been
there for five years. How do you access your home? Off of Old Galisteo Way? Or off Los
Tapias Lane?

MS. LUCERO: I use the private driveway off of Los Tapias Lane.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So coming off of Los Tapias Lane.

MS. LUCERO: I come off of Rabbit Road onto the private driveway. So I
don’t access Old Galisteo Way.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Okay. Thank you very much. I’'m going to
have some questions of staff after a bit.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: I actually have a question for staff. Shelley, are
there any plans to bring County water out to that area?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Holian, not that I’m aware of. |
don’t even know if it’s inside the boundary of the utilities water service area. It’s intended to
be served by a private well.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, on that point.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Stefanics.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Madam Chair, because Pego has been
working with the community of Eldorado and Cafioncito to hook up to the lines, the lines
would go up that area. Now, he would have to show us on the map exactly where, but there
has to be something going through that area to get to the Eldorado to connect to get to
Carfioncito. So I think that’s a very valid question and possible condition. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: I think we’re done with, Valerie. Thank you. Commissioner
Mayfield, do you have questions for staff?
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COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, I was going to ask that all
applicants state what — excuse me, the applicant, all parties that are opposed to this, and then
[ will ask questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: What is your question?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Well, I don’t have a question yet. I just want
everybody to finish their presentation.

CHAIR VIGIL: I think that was the last person.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Did she want to rebut.

CHAIR VIGIL: She’s the applicant so she’s going to rebut.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. .

MS. JENKINS: One item, just for a point of clarification, we’d like to pass
out. [Exhibit 12] There were some questions raised with respect to some testimony earlier
about the width of the easement, and so we are passing out the easement document to you,
which shows that it is a 20-foot easement in that top 640 feet from Los Tapias Lane, the
northernmost 640 feet of Old Galisteo Way.

And also what you can see there at the top in the highlighted portion, as Shelley
mentioned, it shows that the easement itself incorporates a turning radius at the intersection
of Los Tapias Lane and Old Galisteo Way. But as you can see from the survey — the survey is
old but I can tell you, having been out there that the fences that are shown that encroach into
the corners there are still there. And so some of the irony here is that in our original proposal
for the summary subdivision and working with the Land Use staff, that we knew we had a 20-
foot easement so we proposed making improvements in that 20-foot easement ensuring a 20-
foot drivable surfacethe whole length of Old Galisteo Way up to the entrance to the
subdivision, which mritigates the safety issues that have been addressed here.

We also prgposing moving and relocating the fencing at our expense to ensure proper
turning radii at Log Tapias Lane. We volunteered at our expense to do all that work and yet, it
came to light that the County Attorney office’s interpretation of the court order, which differs
from Mr. Terrell’s legal counsel’s interpretation of the court order, that we were precluded
from doing those improvements. Fine. So that’s why we’re here. We were precludgd from
spending our money to make the road better. So we will spend our money to make it better
where we can make it better, which is the remaining stretch. Once we get to the 640 we will
invest to ensure a better road that is less expensive to maintain, and has a 20-foot drivable
surface the whole distance so we don’t have issues of cars being able to pass one another, and
these three new homes will be required per the covenants that run with that land to contribute
financially to that effort. It’s only right. It’s only right to do that.

And with respect to, again, the improvements we’re proposing will improve and
mitigate the safety issue. We would still be willing to work with the Tapia family to institute
improvements on that stretch but that option is not available to us, so that’s fine. So we’re
here asking for your consideration so Mr. Terrell can move forward with three new lots on
this property. And we really appreciate your time and attention and we’d be happy to stand
for additional questions.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Any questions of the applicant? Okay, I have
Commissioner Mayfield and Commissioner Anaya.
' COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, and just from what I believe I
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read, Madam Chair. Wasn’t there an issue though that you could not obtain the 20 feet?
Wasn’t the court order indicating that there was an arroyo or a water right-of-way through one
side of the property where you could not pull 20 feet out of it?

MS. JENKINS: No. the 20-foot easement is there, but the court order
describes the roadway as having a 16-foot drivable surface with two feet of drainage on either
side. That roadway description of the condition of the road in 1970 has been interpreted as a
limitation. I don’t personally agree with the interpretation. I think I share Commissioner
Anaya’s interpretation of that but that was descriptive in nature as a minimum that must be
maintained through the Tapia property, not as a maximum until the end of time.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. Madam Chair, could I ask the
attorney’s interpretation of that court order?

MR. ROSS: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, if you take a look at
paragraph number 2 under the conclusions of law and paragraph number 7, it’s pretty clear
that there’s a 16-foot driving surface as declared by the court with two feet on either side for
drainage structures and back-slope.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair , Mr. Ross, could that be
interpreted though that that drainage on both sides could be put in under pipe or no?

MR. ROSS: Under pipe?

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Yes. Just so that they could have the full 20
feet.

MR. ROSS: Well, what is clear is that there’s a 16-foot driving surface. What
you can do in the additional four feet, two feet on either side, is very ambiguous in the court’s
order. In fact it could be read as contradictory, two of those paragraphs, like paragraph 2 and
paragraph 7 could be read as contradictory. Or 7 could be read as consistent with 8. So since
this is a 1970 court order we can’t go ask the judge what he intended. But what is clear is that
there’s a 16-foot driving surface that is permitted. If we were to, say, make an interpretation
that you could have a 20-foot driving surface and permit the applicant to do that I’'m virtually
certain there’d be litigation which is what we were trying to avoid. We talked about this a lot,
I think before your time. The Commission and myself had talked about this issue repeatedly.
And the conflict in the order would certainly result in litigation that we would be drawn into
and the Commission’s view at that time was it was the applicant’s responsibility to initiate
that and the applicant of course felt it was our responsibility to deal with that. And you all
disagreed with that interpretation. So that’s kind of where we arrived at the idea that let’s go
get a variance for what we know can be accomplished, which is for sure there’s a 16-foot
easement across this property and that people can use it and that it’s probably adequate .

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. Madam Chair and whoever can
answer this question. And I did briefly speak to Jack on the side so I’'m just going to ask the
question again. Jack, there are times when staff takes a position that they really don’t support

just because the way the law is written in black and white and the variance comes to the
Commissioners for that request. You all are supporting this variance and you were telling me
why you were supporting it. Do you mind just putting that out there again?

MR. KOLKMEYER: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, sure. The
variances that we don’t generally support that come before you are frequently for economic
hardships, health issues, those kinds of things. When the applicant, when we tell them we
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can’t support that reason for them coming forward with a land division or whatever it is we
do tell them they can bring it to you for a variance. But it’s really clear in the code that the
variances that can be supported are ones that are caused in some way by the land, that is with
terrain issues generally. And the way that we have interpreted this because of what Mr. Ross
just explained it was the court order that says it has to be 16 feet. In that case so that means
then that’s not up to our road standards so we would support them going forward with a
variance because that’s what the court case said.

So in this case, it’s of course very convoluted and goes back a long time but that’s the
position that we took in this particular case, because if you again look at what the map that
Shelley pointed out, we’ve done a lot of research on this road ourselves. So it becomes an
issue and a way, not only saying that yes, we can support the variance for that issue, but one
of fairness in that regard because when I first started in this in 2005 with Mike Tapia, the
issue was he didn’t want anybody grading the road at the top of the hill at all, whether it was
the road association or anyone else. They didn’t want any further development down the hill,
if you know how the road goes there to the bottom of the hill. There were only a couple of
houses that Mr. Tapia had agreed really should be able to use that road. If you look at the map
you now see there’s 32 homes since that time. So the last one in does the door shut and
everybody else has been accessing it on 16 feet as well.

So after our deliberations on this case at this point we felt that the court order created
the hardship and so therefore we would support Mr. Terrell’s variance application.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And Madam Chair and Jack or
Shelley, on that point and the map that you all pulled out, everything that was post-1981,
that’s when the County went to the 20-root wide, correct?

MR. KOLKMEYER: We don’t know for sure but it’s safe to assume that that
being the first land use code that’s when the road standards were created.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Do you all know how many of these home
sites or these properties were developed after, post-81? )

MR. KOLKMEYER: The applicant says they have that information.

MS. JENKINS: We do have that information and we actually have copies of
those plats, so we’d be happy to pass them out if that’s helpful. [Exhibit 13] It’s in the
neighborhood of, since 1981, probably close to 20. About 20 individual lots have been
created and based on our research, none of those land divisions were required to seek a
variance from Santa Fe County.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair. So Jack, that’s
what I was going to ask you. Did any of those individuals come for a variance from the
County?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I’1l take that question.
I think probably the majority of them were created through the family transfer process, under
the Extraterritorial Zoning Ordinance and family transfers are not required to address offsite
road improvements.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And again, Shelley, that’s 2.5
acres in this area?

MS. COBAU: Two and a half acres, but with a small-lot family transfer they
could actually get a half minimum lot size so they could have gone down to 1.25 acres.
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COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And Madam Chair and staff, do
you know what the typical lot size is out there in that area? Where there is an actual physical
residence on it?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, in looking at this map
and eyeballing it it looks like they range anywhere from two to five acres, primarily, with
none more than about five acres, other than Mr. Terrell’s parcel.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And I think this is my last
question. As far as the easement that was granted when the easement came to be, was there a
thought — was it to go back to the big acreage back there? Was it to go to small lots? What
was the history of the easement that was granted?

MS. JENKINS: It really wasn’t specified. The easement was for access to
Damion’s grandfather’s property, and there were a couple other property owners there as
well. At the time there weren’t that many property owners in the vicinity and over time, as
properties have been subdivided the property owners have increased, so there were larger
tracts at the time, when the access was created. But the access was created back in — as they
said, at the turn of the century, and then it wasn’t adjudicated and sort of formalized until the
1970 court order.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And [ guess | want to follow up
on that. So when the easement was granted, was it to Mr. Hill, initially?

MS. JENKINS: Mr. Wendell Hall.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Oh, I apologize. Was that just for that one —
that one — what was it initially? 240 acres at one time?

MS. JENKINS: Initially it was 160 acres.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And now it’s kind of whittled down to 42
acres.

MS. JENKINS: Yes, now it’s down. He’s at almost 44 acres.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So at some time was that property split up
and sold off from the 140?

MS. JENKINS: Yes. Over time. As Damion shared with you, the Santiago
Subdivision, which has direct access off of Rabbit Road was originally part of his
grandfather’s homestead.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. But that now has a different
access and there’s no access coming all the way down.

MS. JENKINS: There’s not anymore. There was supposed to be but there isn’t
anymore. .

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: That’s where the County at one time vacated

MS. JENKINS: Vacated those easements, yes, sir.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And maybe staff has this answer. The
Santiago Subdivision, can they still get an easement through that subdivision?

MS. JENKINS: We requested it from those property owners.

MS. COBAU: It was vacated through the action of the EZC at the time. I
believe we have the vacated plat was sent out and it was in 1980. So it was formally vacated.
And when the applicant first came to the County with the proposal we asked that they see if
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that could be reinstated and they have worked with the landowners and been told no.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair. I may have a few
more questions but for now, thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: His brain is going.

MS. JENKINS: And Madam Chair, just as a point of clarification, I think as
Shelley mentioned it’s very likely that there have been some small-lot family transfers along
Old Galisteo Way because you will see a smattering of maybe one-acre lots. Among the
Tapia Estates you will see that, and that’s probably how those lots were created. But we did
some research over the last 15 years on these plats and none of these plats are identified as
family transfers. So I think there’s probably a combination of standard, summary
subdivisions, and lot splits that occurred in addition to I’m sure a handful of family transfers
as well.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Madam Chair, thank you. I’1l take that.
Thank you.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, a couple of comments relative to
all the comments made. [ can understand fully the frustration of the homeowners and some of
the residents. He mentioned, Mr. Carl Tapia mentioned a meeting at Capshaw Junior High
several years ago that reflected not four houses but more than I guess 20, or how many was
it?

MS. JENKINS: As Shelley mentioned, Madam Chair, Commissioner Anaya,
originally, when we were in the Extraterritorial Zone we had a proposal for a 14-lot — in
accordance with that zoning.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Fourteen lots.

MS. JENKINS: But we don’t have enough land to allow for that many lots.
The density calculation doesn’t work out. But they’re right. It was definitely more than the
current four that we’re showing today.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And [ appreciate that clarification. So 14, even
so, there’s a big difference between four lots and 14 and the amount of traffic that would be
increased as a result of that. I could also see their point associated with the easement issue. It
wasn’t through — as far as they knew, there was another subdivision as you pointed out in
your documents in which there was a secondary access that was going to access the property,
and I think I appreciate all the comments of the Commissioners and questions but I think one
of the comments that Commissioner Mayfield just made even clarified even more in my mind
that part of that subdivision, the Santiago Subdivision, the entire Santiago Subdivision, was
your grandfather’s? Was it your grandfather, Mr. Hall?

MR. TERRELL: Yes, it was.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And I appreciate that clarification that
Commissioner Mayfield brought up that I didn’t catch it earlier, but I think that that also for
me makes it even more clear in my mind that if there were easements that were needed to be
put in place and maintained that you yourselves, your family — I’'m not saying you — but your
family are the ones that actually did the development or sold the parcel for the development.

MR. TERRELL: Do you want me to address that please?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Sure. .

MR. TERRELL: That issue actually came under the fact that that was after my
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grandfather died and the property was left in trust with the First National Bank as trustee.
Now, I do not know the specifics of exactly what happened, of what the trustee determined
that should be done with the property in order to create capital to maintain it in perpetuity
until I was able to fully inherit it. All [ know is what I have left. That I did not see any benefit
from the Santiago Subdivision.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Well, Madam Chair, Damion — and I understand
what you’re saying, but associated with that parcel that was part of your grandfather’s tract of
land and presumably Santiago Subdivision happened some time after 1970.

‘MS. JENKINS: It was originally in 81.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: 81. Okay. So it happened during a time frame
when the code wasn’t in place yet? Is that right? The code came in 84? Or right in 81. So
right at that time was when they did it. So I think there was opportunity there to establish
additional rights of way and for whatever reason, through no power of yours, I hear what
you’re saying, that was vacated or taken away. I actually think that because it’s in the
Community College District [ would like to know more about that process that occurred for
vacating it and how that was vacated and look into the legal aspects associated with that. And
because of its proximity into the Community College District I think it may merit the County
to do so and to potentially look at easements and access that tie into the entire Community
College District.

Those things being said there is no question in my mind. [ am an advocate of property
rights. There’s no question in my mind that the Halls in 1970, through the judgment that was
issued on February 7" that Mr. Montoya, the judge at the time, Judge Montoya, heard the
preceding arguments and verified that there was access for use of that property. To presume,
from my perspective that they can’t do anything with it [ think is a false assumption and I
wouldn’t sit up here as a Commissioner and advocate that they couldn’t do anything with it.

That being said, I think anything beyond the four houses, that we need to be very
explicit and even add conditions to make it very clear and explicit that any additional units
would have an alternate access. And I would even go as far as saying that if there was a 20-lot
subdivision at some point or whatever the proposal would be, long after ’'m not sitting as a
Commissioner, that potentially that Galisteo Road access would even maybe fall into
emergency access, out of that subdivision, instead of a primary access, even for those four,
which is a thought to maybe engage staff in some discussions. But for four houses, I think
that they have a right. I think they could build those four houses now based on the
determination I heard from staff. Beyond the four I can understand the concern that was
raised here today and the concern that they raised at Capshaw Junior High School. So that’s
my perspective.

CHAIR VIGIL: I have a few questions and they might directly go for you. I
heard the testimony and Commissioner Anaya alluded to this in terms of additional
conditions. But your client is willing to dedicate easement to the Arroyo Hondo Corridor.
What percentage is he willing to dedicate?

MS. JENKINS: It really works out — as part of the Community College
District, as the remaining about 36 acres, that fourth lot which is the remainder that at the
time when we come in, when that alternative access becomes available and the opportunity
presents itself to potentially create some additional lots on that remainder parcel, we will call
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it, that as part of that we will be dedicating upwards of 42 percent of this land as County-
dedicated open space and trail corridor.

CHAIR VIGIL: Would you consider that a condition of approval? *

MS. JENKINS: That it be implemented at the time, yes. For a three-lot, four-
lot subdivision today, but we definitely — it’s always something we discussed with staff and
we know that that is something that’s part of the long-term plan.

CHAIR VIGIL: One of the things I’m trying to do is ease residents’ concern
about there being 20 residents there, and the testimony I heard that would alleviate that
concern if in fact that amount of property was dedicated to the Arroyo Hondo Corridor.

MS. JENKINS: And I would ask, maybe we could craft the language so as not
to quote me on percentages, because I don’t have those figures right in front of me, but it’s
basically — we could craft it to be everything, basically the Arroyo Hondo floodplain, the 100-
year floodplain, and everything south of that, which is about 40 percent of the property. But
since I don’t have the exact figures in front of me maybe we could describe it graphically.

CHAIR VIGIL: Could we say approximately 40 percent?

MS. JENKINS: We could say approximately 40 percent, sure.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. The other — I think on this subject Commissioner
Mayfield has a request.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Could you put the big aerial up there so
everyone can see the exact lot? Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Do you want to identify the areas that would be dedicated?

MS. JENKINS: So the shaded area here is actually the FEMA floodplain for
the Arroyo Hondo and then there’s some land to the south so that that is outside of the
floodplain, but we would propose that the open space dedication be everything from the
floodplain boundary south.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. And how much of that area is arroyo?

MS. JENKINS: Here, the Arroyo Hondo, there’s some areas where it’s
narrower there’s areas where it flattens out. And I don’t know —

CHAIR VIGIL: What is the widest?

MS. JENKINS: The widest. Let me see. What’s my scale?

CHAIR VIGIL: Just approximately.

MS. JENKINS: The widest point, I would say — I think it’s probably about 40
to 50 feet. And then there’s a few areas where the terrain tightens up and channelizes and
then it flattens out. So it sort of meanders. It’s really quite beautiful.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. You also testified that the homeowners of this area are
going to be contributing. [s this going to be through a neighborhood association? Are you
going to create a PID?

MS. JENKINS: We have already drafted the documentation for a — to
maintain Joya de Hondo Lane, the onsite road, for the homeowners to contribute to the
maintenance of that. There’s also a shared well, so there’s maintenance of that. So there’s
things that are already in place so documentation has to be created for the maintenance of
those items, and on that list of maintenance items includes contributing to Old Galisteo Way
maintenance.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Is this going to be an association fee that’s in perpetuity
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so that maintenance would be a part of it.

MS. JENKINS: Absolutely.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. And when you say it’s going to improve on the road,
would it improve on the road to County standards or as close to? What are you proposing?

MS. JENKINS: Once you reach the southern end of the Tapias land across
which the 16-foot drivable surface limitation is, at that point we begin with ensuring a 20-
foot drivable surface with new, fresh road surfacing, all the way down to Joya de Hondo
Lane. And so there’s areas where 20 feet already exists and there’s areas where it’s more than
20 and then it kind of meanders in those areas where it’s only 18 or 19 feet. So our
engineering plans for that show that within the boundaries of the legal easements that exist
there we will be making those necessary improvements to ensure a minimum of a 20-foot
drivable surface.

CHAIR VIGIL: And would you be willing to make that and agree to a
condition of approval for that?

MS. JENKINS: Sure. It’s already part of the summary subdivision, so we
would be happy to agree to that.

CHAIR VIGIL: And everything else you’ve addressed is part of your
covenants?

MS. JENKINS: Yes, as part of the covenants. And those will get recorded
commensurate with recording the subdivision plat.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. I have no further questions.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

.COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Thank you, Madam Chair. Jennifer, on that
open space there, is there connectivity to other places, or would it just exist in isolation?

MS. JENKINS: This is — this boundary here, the west boundary of the
property, is the eastern most boundary of the Oshara master plan. So as part of the Oshara
master plan there is an open space corridor that runs along the Arroyo Hondo as well as
future trail improvements. And so all this land of course — I think this is Phase 3 of Oshara,
and of course right now there’s not a lot of activity but there is absolutely intended that all the
connectivity is really moving in this direction. Through the COLTPAC process, when Mr.
Terrell kind of put everything on hold to kind of see that through and see if there would be an
opportunity for an open space preservation program here with Santa Fe County, one of the
concerns the County had was the connectivity.

This way is limited because of individual parcels, that the arroyo runs through
individual parcels going this way. So it would be great — they said in the future they definitely
like the idea of reaching out to these property owners to apply a trail easement so the
connectivity could be done this way, but right now the connectivity is moving to the west.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: And [ guess I have a question for Mr. Terrell
since you’ve been familiar with this property for a long time. Do you know whether this is a
wildlife corridor? Do you know if wildlife tends to use this property to move through here, to
migrate?

MR. TERRELL: No, I would not say that there is any particular wildlife that
does migrate if you’re thinking things like big game or anything along that line. It is host to
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various smaller wildlife such as rabbits, snakes, quail, lizards, things like that.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Commissioner Holian.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Actually, I would like to have Mr. Hitt
comment. | think he may be commenting on my wildlife question.

CHAIR VIGIL: And Jennifer, that will allow you an opportunity to respond to
him.

MR. HITT: Yes, just very quickly, we did have a wildlife biologist that did
write a statement about the Arroyo Hondo Corridor and said it was very important for
wildlife movement, especially connecting from the foothills to the Rio Grande.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: So is that the main Arroyo Hondo, when you
think of the Arroyo Hondo open space and so on, and it going out to La Cienega and so on?
Is that part of that connectivity there?

‘MR. HITT: Correct. Correct.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: Okay, then I know it is actually wildlife. And
that brings up another question that [ want to ask Jennifer then. Would you be willing to have
a condition to consult with — there are people who are experts on wildlife movement, and
would you be willing to have a condition to consult with them as to how to place houses so
that you don’t disrupt that?

MS. JENKINS: May I approach? I think to some degree we’ve address that.
The County requires a 75-foot setback from the edge of the floodplain. Now the floodplain
extends kind of beyond the limits of the arroyo itself, so we have a 75-foot setback here, and
then the buildable areas themselves are set back even further. So there is no development —
and this is actually Joya de Hondo Lane here, which is of course outside of the floodplain. So
there’s separation so the private driveway that serves these three homes is already a physical
separation, and those homes are even set further back.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: So that driveway already exists.

MS. JENKINS: No, not yet.

COMMISSIONER HOLIAN: All right. Thank you.

MS. JENKINS: So I think just based on the plan of the plat itself that is
already being addressed.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, I'm going to start losing Commissioners here, so I’1]
allow one more question. Commissioner Mayfield.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And you said — what’s the lane
now that goes to the three properties?

MS. JENKINS: Oh, we call it Joya de Hondo Lane. It’s very original.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And then on Tract 4 I’m seeing that there’s
38 acres?

MS. JENKINS: Yes. Thirty-six acres.
COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: So you’re not proposing to develop that.
MS. JENKINS: No, we’re not. We’re not right now. And as, Madam Chair,

lllll



Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of August 9, 2011
Page 83

Commissioner Mayfield, as Madam Chair and I discussed we’re in agreement to a condition
that the time that this 36 acres is developed with alternative access to the west, we will make
sure that open space dedication is in place.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: As far as the three tracts that you’re
proposing to develop, are you going to gate that at the very end? Because if there’s potential
for future development as you all testified, nobody will ever have —

MS. JENKINS: That was a suggestion that Commissioner Anaya made, that at
the time that we have access in this direction that we may want to consider requiring these
three homes to utilize that access as well, and that is something that has not been - and so
we’re open to that, that in the interim that these three lots would use Old Galisteo Way but
once additional access goes, the whole neighborhood moves out this way.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: And last question. Is there any potential, and
I know that this was an agricultural area in the past, to do any type of grazing out on those 36
acres, where you’ll have additional traffic out there? Do you have any other use right now for
those 36 acres?

MR. TERRELL: Nothing other than my own personal use.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you. And Madam Chair, my last
question for staff. Indicating these other developments that have come off of Old Galisteo
Way, why would folks not — and just as I’m trying to understand stuff as a new
Commissioner — why would folks never have had to come to us for a variance if they were
going to build a home off of it if it was just a 16-foot wide road?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, I think that’s a good
question. In looking at the plats that were passed out my Jennifer Jenkins, most of these cases
went before the EZC and were signed off by the EZC chair. I think we’re more sensitive to
road issues now than we were even five years ago. So I think we’re more careful perhaps for
tomorrow.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: If one of these individuals or a new
individual wanted to come and ask for a building permit, they’re going to have to go through
the same process, right? They’re going to have to come and say we don’t have a 20-foot road.
How are we going to get 20 feet into your property that you maybe want to do a family lot
split on?

MS. COBAU: Madam Chair, Commissioner Mayfield, family transfer land
divisions are different, but if somebody wants to come on the south side of Arroyo Hondo
and put in an addition on their house, because they don’t have all-weather access we wouldn’t
be releasing a building permit until they come to you for a variance.

COMMISSIONER MAYFIELD: Thank you, Madam Chair.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay, I will allow two statements from you, Mr. Hitt. Go
ahead. Because we need to close this public hearing. You will have to speak to the
microphone.

MR. HITT: Thank you. Just one statement. That FEMA map is outdated.
There is a new FEMA map that was done this year and I think it would behoove staff to look
at that. In fact I got the FEMA map from County staff. The new FEMA 100-year floodplain
covers that access road. It comes right up to the edge of the property of those three lots. So —

CHAIR VIGIL: Thank you, Mr. Hitt. I’m going to close the public hearing.
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Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Madam Chair, a comment before my motion.
My comment for the motion is that we at the County Commission are constantly looking at
easement and access issues associated with the size of the road, and that there are many
properties throughout Santa Fe County, there’s many in northern New Mexico as one huge
example that never would ever get close to having 20 feet or even 16 feet. That there are
many traditional roads throughout the entire county that are 12, 13 feet and constantly the
Commission is hearing cases associated with people wanting to be able to even do a family
transfer or some other split that we consider all the time. So I just want to clarify that the
objective of our Fire Department and others in the County to make sure that we have safety
and wide roads and fully maintained roads all the time is an objective many times but not a
reality, just because of existing conditions that are prevalent throughout the entire county.

That being said I would move for approval of the three 2.5-acre lots with the

remaining larger lot, with ihe conditions set forth that there’s going to be a dedication of the
arroyo area to-open space. And also to clarify the condition that’s in the book, that if a
secondary — if additional development comes forward that Old Galisteo Way will only be
utilized by those first lots, that they would not utilize Old Galisteo Way, the other lots at all.
And [ just want to clarify that because the condition says until the secondary route is
obtained, which implies that ycu could utilize the primary and the secondary route. So I want
to clarify that and be explicit that the only units would be, in my motion, are those initial lots
approved today and not be on that. I would also like consideration associated with what I
brought up earlier about utilizing that as an emergency ingress and egress only at a future date
for the entire area, if presumably there is another access found. So, that’s my motion.

MS. JENKINS: And if I may, pardon me, Madam Chair, Commissioner
Anaya, just to clarify the open space condition. That upon the development of Lot 4, which is
the remaining 36-acre parcel, that at that time the open space as described, which is the
Arroyo Hondo floodplain and lands south, would be dedicated to Santa Fe County as open
space.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. And I think that’s what Commissioner Anaya said.

MS. JENKINS: Thank you for that opportunity. Thank you.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: I will second.

CHAIR VIGIL: Okay. I have a motion and a second. Is there any further
discussion?

The motion passed by majority 4-1 voice vote with Commissioner Holian casting
the nay vote.
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XIV. ADJOURNMENT

Having completed the agenda and with no further business to come before this body,
Chairwoman Vigil declared this meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m.
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“County College is a great opportunity for
County Officials and employees to advance
their skills and knowledge in areas that
pertain to County Government, while

Cooperative Extension Service &
NM Association of Counties
are proud partners in

The New Mexico

EDGE

proudly presents

obtaining a certification. | strongly
encourage all counties to support and allow
their officials and employees to participate in this
excellent certification program.
The minimal cost is funds very well spent!”

-Lance A. Pyle, Curry County Manager

“I believe participating in County College certification is a
benefit to all Elected Officials and staff to understand the
law, rules, and regulations of our offices, to better serve
our taxpayers.”

-Alfred Sedillo, Grant County Treasurer
& Chair of the NMAC County Treasurers Affiliate

“For each and every class that | have taken | have brought
back the information that | have learned and have been
able to put it to use within my job.”

-Tim Spinks, CPS, McKinley County Risk Manager

“As a candidate for public office, | like to use the
credentials County College has given me to persuade the
voters’ that I have the expertise needed for the job.”

-Coni Jo Lyman, CPQ, Curry County Clerk

“The CPM program has equipped me with a

management toolbox full of practical, directly applicable,
techniques that help me to be an organized and effective
manager.”

-Will Ticknor, CPM
Director of Museums, City of Las Cruces

The NM EDGE

Bringing you the
The NM
Certified Public Manager® Program
&

County College

In collaboration with NMSU’s
Department of Government

The NM EDGE
4001 Office Court Drive, Ste. 308
Santa Fe, NM 87507

505-424-0744 (Santa Fe)
575-646-5424 (Las Cruces)

Website:
nmedge.nmsu.edu

New Mexico State University is an equal
opportunity/affirmative action employer and educator.
NMSU and the U.S. Department of Agriculture
cooperating .

New Mexico
Certified Public Manager®
Program

“Better Government Through Education”



The NM EDGE

Education Designed to Generate
Excellence
in the Public Sector

The Certified Public Manager® Program
(CPM) is the feature program of the NM
EDGE. Other programs include the NM
Certified Public Official Program (CPO) and
the NM Certified Public Supervisor
Program (CPS). Each of these programs
offer classes from the core CPM curriculum
and each builds on the previous level
towards completion of the CPM.

Additionally, NM EDGE’s County College
Program offers certification programs
specific to NM County Assessors (CPAO}), NM
County Treasurers (TO), and NM County
Health Professionals (NMCCHCO) and other
county offices such as the County Clerk,
County Commissioners, detention officials
and GIS specialists. The CPM curriculum is a
natural fit for NM Public Managers wanting
to pursue continuing education that includes
national recognition.

National Recognition

The Certified Public Manager® Program
(CPM) is a nationally recognized
professional development program for
public sector employees, supervisors, and
managers.

The National CPM Consortium establishes
accreditation standards and monitors
member programs. Only accredited
programs are authorized to award the CPM
designation. The NM EDGE offers the only
CPM program in New Mexico .
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Curriculum ~MA"

Each class is 3 hours and provides measurable
learning results through pre- and post testing.
Education is divided into seven areas of study
called tracks. These seven tracks are:

e Trackl: Knowing Your Government
e Trackll: Management & Leadership
e Tracklll:  Human Resources

e TracklV: Budgeting

e TrackV: Communication

e TrackVIl: Information Technology
e Track VII: Conducting Research

Return on your investment

The NM CPM program offers many benefits to
participants, their organization, department, and
their public constituents.

These include:

e Enhanced personal leadership strengths.

e Increased efficiency and effectiveness in
intergovernmental networks and
communication.

e Increased personal effectiveness and
innovative problem solving

e Heightened quality in public service.

e  Eligibility for membership in the American
Academy of Certified Public Managers.

e CPM credits may eventually be applied
toward undergraduate/ graduate degrees

What Your Peers Have to Say

“County College has added a whole new
avenue to me to obtain training for myself
and my staff that is offered nowhere else! “

-Grace Gonzales, Otero County Treasurer

“This is an exceptional program, bringing
practical knowledge to the County Officials
and the employees that serve them through-
out their working experience for the benefit
of each community.”

-Sheryl Nichols, CPO, Los Alamos County
Chief Deputy Clerk & Chair of the NMAC
Clerks Affiliate

“I benefit from the classes by extending my
knowledge base and by learning how others
deal with similar issues. | continue to learn
new methods of dealing with county issues,
and | have been in government for 28 years.
The County College classes are excellent and
my time is well spent attending them.”

-Les Montoya, San Miguel County Manager

“Education keeps our office
involved in learning new and
improved ways to serve our
customers. Learning and
understanding what our
government is about is what will
make a successful government.”

-Karen Robinson, Eddy County Assessor




Honing Your NM EDGE- September Class Scheduting Geit andFRoadhapto Certification” - -
Classes during this week are offered at the NMSU ABQ Center at 4501 Indian Schoo! Road. Discounted Hotel Rooms at ABQ Hilton ($65 for NI
Class Schedule, Student Services and Class Enroliment at www.nmedge.nmsu.edu or for assistance call 505 424 0744 or 575 646 5424

EXHIBIT

AS=Assessors, CES=Cooperative Extension, CL=Clerks, CO=Commissioners, GIS=GIS, HC=Healthcare, JP=Iail Specialist/Professional, PE=CAPE class, TO=Treasure , € =elective
Affiliate
Honing Your | Session Session 3 : A Affiliate Classes: | Affiliate Classes:
& : . CPO Classes CPS Classes CPM Classes .- Classes: d
NM EDGE Number Times ; . L County Clerks GIS
Jail Specialist
: 2
CPM 139 CPM 241 KnovaiF;MthilLawl JpP 104
Monday 1 1-4 pm Creéating an Ethical Culture Budgeting | (gCO) - Crisis Intervention
P, PE ol Training |
Sept_ 12 (GIS, JP, PE, TR) (CL, TR) & CPM 225 Team (era)mmg
Being a Leader-
CPM 223
CPM 125 BEZQAﬂi?gZﬂ Remviggz)g Govt
5:30~8:3 ing Pro. W : 2
2 8:30 pm Developlng(CrEl;) orkplace (CL, TR) And CPM 231
Workers Comp & ADA
{JP)
Tuesday 330 -11:30 CPM 1{}2‘ CPM 221 . CPM 213 - . Jl_’ 105 7 CL 113 :
3 Ethics & Public Funds Leading Others Policy: Development institutional Safety Electronic Filing
Sept. 13 am (CES, CO,JP, PE, TR) . (CESe, JPe) (AS, CO, HC) e (cL)
CPM 144 CPM 137 CPM 146
4 14 Risk Management Discipline & Termination Creating Public Wealth
“4pm (CL, CO,GIS, IR, TR) Py {HC, TR)
CPM 131 Eclm 15’”29 CPM 152 P 106
5 5:30-8:30 pm ~ General HR Law DisclrimiiatiZn Conflict Resolution Special Populations i
(CL, G?S,tHC, JP, TRY. (CES, CL, TR, IPe) (CES, GIS, HC, CQe) .. (JP)
CPM 158
Wednesday | 8:30 - 11:30 ; P24, ) CPM 222 . Managing Your
Sept. 14 6 am * Knowing Your Government Project Management Public Image -
ep . 3 T 2o
(CES, CL, CO, HC, TR, JPe) {CO, TR, CESe) (CES, ASe, CO®) L
: CPM 136 CL 105
CPM'156 EAPM 1'1213 Rgtenti0|1 . Third Pva&iies,
7 1-4 pm improving Writing Oreaniz i:?ngall (gihan . . UPe). Political Parties
(CES, GIS, COe, HCe, JPe) s e Coe ey And CPM 262 & Special Elections
: B ! " Using Te_chnology ey
: M 27 2
. e coM 261 Sl e e 107 st s
8 5:30 - 8:30 pm 1 . Current Issues in IT b 'a. v c Special Populations |1 niegrating o
& Professionalism - (CESe, COe) for Decision Making ) 1 Manipulating Data
(CES, CL, CO, JP, PE) : | ‘ Sets (GIS)
FRES =l SRR | %= bt S = =g S OEALILIS
CPM 153
CPM 122 Public Meetings/Hearings CPM 272 GIS 166
Thursday 9 8:30-11:30 Congratulations»! (CO, PEe) Research Tools for GPS in the Field
Sept. 15 am You're a Leader And CPM 236 Decision Making (15)
{ : L {CES, CL, HG, JPe) Successful Supervision j
e - iR S | ol TR _UP) e Ryl




Friday
Sept. 16

: 1'_0

1-4 pm

5:30 - 8:30 pm

CPM154
“Effective Meetings by Design
(CES, GIS)

cPM 112
Answering the
Call to Public Service
(CO;PE, CES €, IP e)

8:30-11:30
am

CPM 151
Foundations far.
Communications

(CES, GIS, HC, IP, COe),

CPM 124

Grant Writing |
{CES e, HC &)

CPM 224

Grant Writing 11
(CES e, HC e)

CPM274
Evaluating Public -
Programs .

CPM 155
Improving Presentations
(CES, HC, IPe)

CPM 233
Employee Relations:

And CPM 212
Federalism

GIS 262
Organizing GIS Data
(GIS)

1P 108
Inmate Classification
System
{IP)




USDA Forest Service
Southwestern Region

v oo Briefing Rapers

EXHIBIT

August 5", 2011

Forest Service 2011 Fire Season Summary, Significant Fires, and Emergency Response

Efforts

‘Weather and Climate Conditions: One of the strongest La Nifia events in the past 60 years set the stage
for the extreme fire conditions the Southwest has experienced this spring and summer. In the Southwest, the
La Nina event brought little or no precipitation in the final months of 2010, followed by windy, hot, and
record setting dry conditions in the spring and summer of 2011. In fact, New Mexico experienced the driest
January to May period in the past 117 years since official record-keeping began.

Fire Preparedness: The Southwestern Region and interagency partners brought in fire resources a month
earlier than normal in response to the extreme conditions. Thanks to little or no fire activity and abundant
snowpack, northern forests in the region were ableto sharetherresources with southern-tier forests. The
region has also drawn on resources from the Northern Region of the Forest Service, thanks to a 5-year

cooperative agreement for sharing firefighting resources.

Large Kires to Date on National Forest System Lands:

e  White Fire: Started April 9" 10,384 acres. Lincoln National Forest near Ruidoso Downs, NM.

o Jast Chance Fire: Started April 24”‘; 53,342 acres. Lincoln National Forest near Queen, NM.

e Miller Fire: Started April 28”1; 88,835 acres. Gila National Forest, started in the Gila Wilderness.

s Mayhill Fire: Started May 9"; 31,861 acres. Lincoln National Forest, near Mayhill, NM.

»  Wallow Fire: Started May 29™; 538,049 acres — Apache-Sitgreaves National Forests, eastern
Arizona and parts of western New Mexico near Alpine, Nutrioso, and Springerville.

th,

Pacheco Fire: Started June 187; 10,250 acres — 90% Contained. Santa Fe National Forest, 2 miles

north of Santa Fe Ski Basin.

Las Conchas Fire: Started June 26", 156,593 Acres — 100% Contained. Santa Fe National Forest,

12 miles southwest of LLos Alamos.

Lookout Complex: Started July 20"; 22,687 Acres - 99% Contained. Lincoln National Forest,

about 35 miles southwest of Carlsbad, NM.

New Mexico 2011 Year-to-Date Fires & Acres by Ownership (as of August 3"%):

Agency # of Wildfires | Acres
Bureau of Indian Affairs 242 3,794
BILM 142 100,375
US Fish & Wildlife Service 4 101
National Park Service 5 29,079
NM State Forestry (State & Private Lands) 646 552,870
US Forest Service B 382 291,159
I _Other . . i 2 BT O" RTART ] 1 8 . ‘
"TOTAL 1,421 977,496




Burned Area Emergency Response (BAER): Heavy rains pose a threat to communities and critical

infrastructure downstream from burned areas. BAER teams have been working quickly to stabilize burnt

slopes; remove hazasditrees; and repaifs zoads and. culyerts 0. m"»buu floodinzinonacts. Over$23 Faifivn st
has been approved for Southwestern Region BAER treatments. In addition, a request was subsiiitted on

August 4" for BAER work on the New Mexico side of the Wallow Fire.

Summary of Forest Service BAER Work in New Mexico as of 8/4/2011

Forest Name Approved Status as of 8/4/2011
Funding
Carson Osha (6/22/2011) $304,125 | Completed e
Gila’ Miller (6/14/2011) $33,000 | Completed i
Pine Lawn $9,000 | Request approved 7/22
(7/22/2011)
Lincoln White (5/5/2011) $1,967,000 | Completed
Last Chance (5/18/2011) $127,000 | Completed
Mayhill (6/3/2011) $396,000 | Completed
Queen (6/14/2011) $5,000 | Completed
Santa Fe Virgin Canyon $29,000 | Completed
Rio (6/3/2011) $6,900 | Completed
Pacheco (7/15/2011) $1,649,300 | Contracts awarded 7/29. Placement of
material will begin 8/5. Trail work
completed
Las Conchas (7/13/2011) $488,850 | Underway
Las Conchas Int. #2 (7/19/2011) $1,597,600 | Contracts being prepared
Las Conchas Int. #3 (7/22/2011) $190,000 | Culvert to remain in place. Trash
racks & channel stabilization work
will be done.
Las Conchas Int. #4 (7/22/2011) $279.250 | Funding approved 8/4.
e ———

Hazardous Fuels Treatments & Assistance to States: The Southwestern Region has focused on reducing
fire risk around comumunities in collaboration with local, state, and federal partners.

l<0rest Service Southwestern Region Hazardous Fuels Accomplishments on NFS Lands

2006 2007 2008 2009 | 2010
Acres of Non-WUI fuels
‘ treatments 92,626 | 173,771 | 146,381 | 303,904 | 133,023
\ Acres of WUI fuels
treatments 84,973 94,165 | 100,627 | 138,963 | 127,172
‘__ TOTAL 179,605 | 269,943 | 249,016 | 445,876 262,205

Collaborative Forest Restoration Program — The purpose of the CFRP program is to promote healthy
watersheds and reduce the threat of large, high intensity wildfires in the forests in New Mexico. Over 10
years, 23,744 acres have been treated through the CFRP program. Over 450 diverse stakeholders are
involved in implementing the projects. CFRP projects have created over 590 permanent, seasonal and |
part time forest related jobs in New Mexico.

State Fire Assistance Program: The Forest Service State Fire Assistance Program provides financial
and technical support directly to the states, to enhance firefighting capacity, support community-based
hazard mitigation, and expand outreach and education to homeowners and communities concerning fire
prevention.




Harry B. Montoya
Commissioner, District |

Virginia Vigil
Commissioner, District 2

Michael D. Anaya
Commission

Date:
To:
Via:
From:

Re:
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Liz Stefanics
Commissioner, District 5

Roman Abeyta
County Manager

Santa Fe County Fire Department
Memorandum

August §, 2011

Santa Fe County Board of Commissioners
Katherine Miller, County Manager g,n/
David Sperling, Interim Fire Chiet\¥?

August 8, 2011 BCC Caption Overview

The Fire Department is requesting BCC approval for an increase to the Fire
Operations Fund 244 to budget $175,000 in cash carryover for utilities surveying and
installation work, road work to include deceleration lanes on Rancho Viejo
Boulevard, and water line installation to complete the Rancho Viejo Fire Station
construction project. During the original budget preparation we did not have firm
costs established for these parts of the overall fire station project.

102 Grant Avenue

P.O. Box 276 Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-1985 www.santafecounty.org



SANTA FE COUNTY

Page 1 of 4
RESOLUTION 2011 - T

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING AUTHORIZATION TO MAKE THE BUDGET ADJUSTMENT DETAILED ON THIS FORM
Whereas, the Board of County Commissioners meeting in regular session on August 9, 2011, did request the following budget adjustment:

Department / Division: __Fire Department / Administration Fire Operations Fund (244)

Fund Name:

Budget Adjustment Type: __Budget Increase Fiscal Year: _2012 (July 1,2011 - June 30, 2012)

BUDGETED REVENUES: (use continuation sheet, if necessary)

FUND DEPARTMENT/ ACTIVITY ELEMENT/

CODE DIVISION BASIC/SUB OBJECT REVENUE INCREASE DECREASE
XXX XXXX XXX XXX NAME AMOUNT AMOUNT
244 0000 385 0200 Budgeted Cash $175,000

TOTAL (f SUBTOTAL, check here ) $175,000
BUDGETED EXPENDITURES: (use continuation sheet, if necessary)

FUND DEPARTMENT/ ACTIVITY ELEMENT/

CODE DIVISION BASIC/SUB OBJECT CATEGORY / LINE ITEM JINCREASE DECREASE
XXX XXX XXX XXXX NAME AMOUNT AMOUNT
244 3004 421 8010 Capital / Buildings & Structures $175,000

TOTAL (if SUBTOTAL, check here .$175,000

, //ﬂm mneMA fn Chisy oute 5527
',‘;_,L/L( // ’PL/Date(yl//L

County Manager Approval: Date:

Requesting Department Approval:

17
{ Entered by: ) Date:

Finance Department Approval:

Updated by: Date:




SANTA FE COUNTY

Page 2 of 4
RESOLUTION 2011 -
ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY.
DEPARTMENT CONTACT: Name:__Steve Moya Dept/Div:__ Fire / Administration Phone No.:___ 992-3083

DETAILED JUSTIFICATION FOR REQUESTING BUDGET ADJUSTMENT (If applicable, cite the following authority: State Statute, grant name and award
date, other laws, regulations, etc.):

e 1) Please summarize the request and its purpose. Utilities surveying and installation work, road work to include deceleration lanes on
Rancho Viejo Boulevard, and water line installation.

a) Employee Actions

Line Item Action (Add/Delete Position, Reclass, Overtime) k Position Type (permanent, term) | Position Title

b) Professional Services (50-xx) and Capital Category (80-xx) detail:

Line Item Detail (what specific things, contracts, or services are being added or deleted) Amount
8010 Utilities surveying and installation work, road work to include deceleration ianes on Rancho Viejo Boulevard, and | $175,000
water line installation.

s 2) Isthe budgetaction for RECURRING expense or for NON-RECURRING (one-time only) expense X




SANTA FE COUNTY

Page 3 of 4

RESOLUTION 2011 -
ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY.
DEPARTMENT CONTACT:
Name:  Steve Moya Dept/Div:__Fire / Administration Phone No.: 992-3083

DETAILED JUSTIFICATION FOR REQUESTING BUDGET ADJUSTMENT (If applicable, cite the following authority: State Statute, grant name and award
date, other laws, regulations, etc.):

e 3) Does this request impact a revenue source? If so, please identify (i.e. General Fund, state funds, federal funds, etc.), and address the following:
e a) Ifthisis a state special appropriation, YES NO X
If YES, cite statute and attach a copy.

e b) Does this include state or federal funds? YES NO X

If YES, please cite and attach a copy of statute, if a special appropriation, or include grant name, number, award date and amount, and attach a copy of a
award letter and proposed budget.

e ) Is this request is a result of Commission action? YES NO_X
If YES, please cite and attach a copy of supporting documentation (i.e. Minutes, Resolution, Ordinance, etc.).

e d) Please identify other funding sources used to match this request. None
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SANTA FE COUNTY
RESOLUTION 2011 -

Page 4 of 4

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of Santa Fe County that the Local Government
Division of the Department of Finance and Administration is hereby requested to grant authority to adjust budgets as detailed above.

Approved, Adopted, and Passed This 9th Day of August, 2011.

Santa Fe Board of County Commissioners

Virginia Vigil, Chairperson

ATTEST:

Valerie Espinoza, County Clerk



Santa Fe County FY 2013 - 2017 Infrastructure and Capital Improvements Plan (ICIP)
Preliminary Draft - First Public Hearing - 9 August 2011

List of Potential Projects

District 1
Project Description Estimated Com_mis.sion
Project Cost District
Acequia de Baranco Blanco -Jacona- Improve Diversion $50,000 1
Agricultural Revitalization Institute Community Farm Center Proposal $1,000,000 1
Chupadero Substation/Tesuque Volunteer Fire Dept - install fire hydrant $50,000 1
Chupadero Water System - Install additional 20,000 gal. storage tank, refurbish existing tank $59,566 1
County Road 101 B - resurface $150,000 1
County Road 115 low-water crossing $300,000 1
County Road 78 improvements-resurface $200,000 1
County Road 84 - speed bumps $20,000 1
County Road 98 - Construction $1,550,000 1
CR 84- Tesuque Creek Crossing- Drainage Improvements $25,000 1
CR 89 - improvements (parking) $50,000 1
CR 89E - Bridge to Jose Rincon-flood control/berming bridge to North 300-500ft $25,000 1
CR 113 - improvements (river crossing) $250,000 1
Cuatro Villas Transmission Line for Sombrillo Elementary School $500,000 1
Cuatro Villas/Greater Chimayo - water system interconnection $250,000 1
Greater Chimayo Water System Improvements Water Storage Tank $250,000 1
NM 592 - Safety improvements - Separation of traffic lanes $50,000 1
North County Area - community wellness center $1,500,000 1
Pojoaque Valley Regional Wastewater System - interconnection to non-tribal areas $1,500,000 1
Sombrillo/Arroyo Seco - wastewater collection line/lift station $10,500,000 1
Tesugue MDWA - water system improvements $1,587,810 1
All Projects - District 1 $19,867,376
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District 2
Project Description Estimated Commission
Project Cost District
ADD area - feasibility study - sewer system $100,000 2
Agua Fria - connect community to municipal sewer $1,000,000 2
Agua Fria - connect community water system to Buckman direct diversion $1,000,000 2
Agua Fria - Drainage Plan to include catchment ponds versus storm drains $25,000 2
Agua Fria - Green recycling facility. in-Village $250,000 2
Agua Fria - River Improvements-Bank Stabilization- Sewer Line Protection $250,000 2
Agua Fria - Roundabout-Prairie Dog Loop and CR64 $250,000 2
Agua Fria Children's Zone $2,500,000 2
Agua Fria Community Garden and Flood Control Project $100,000 2
Agua Fria Park $1,000,000 2
Agua Fria Road - shelters at bus stops $150,000 2
Agua Fria Road - extension and roundabout at Henry Lynch Rd $200,000 2
Agua Fria Senior Center $1,500,000 2
Agua Fria Utility Corridor study/engineering plan $300,000 2
Agua Fria Water Systems Upgrades and water rights $1,500,000 2
Camino La Tierra - Chip Seal/Slurry Seal $125,000 2
Camino La Tierra - mailbox turnout/extend lane taper $50,000 2
CR 104 - Chip Seal $60,000 2
CR 62 - Chip Seal $210,000 2
Food Depot - new warehouse/facilities $3,652,197 2
La Junta del Alamo - paving $50,000 2
Las Campanas area - water transmission line $4,000,000 2
Lopez Lane sewer feasibility study $50,000 2
Lopez Lane/Rufina - R-O-W acquisition $100,000 2
Pinon Hills - chip seal $325,000 2
Puesta del Sol - chip seal $200,000 2
Siler Road - noise barrier with tree planting $65,000 2
South Meadows Road - water and sewer lines extensions to CR # 62 $625,000 2
All Projects - District 2 $19,637,197
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District 3

Project Description Estimated Commission
Project Cost District

Calle Victoriano - base course (5.0 mi.) $276,276 3
Camino Capilla Vieja - clear and fence staging area $25,000 3
Camino La Capilla Vieja - drainage improvements (1mile) $250,000 3
Camino San Jose - road improvements $500,000 3
County Road 12 B - improvements-chip seal $600,000 3
County Road 42 - Galisteo from rr to village -- traffic calming $30,000 3
County Road 50/50F - reclaim/pave $450,000 3
County Road 50A - Asphalt paving $149,803 3
County Road 50F - Asphalt Overlay $127,137 3
County Road 52 - Las Estrellas -- reclaim/pave $400,000 3
County Road 55 A - improvements-repair & drainage $2,800,000 3
CR 16A Jaymar Road - chip seal (4.45 mi.) $326,010 3
CR 20B - Base Course $560,000 3
CR 26 Simmons Road - Base Course $550,000 3
CR 2B - Asphalt Paving $109,000 3
Edgewood WWTP/Collection system $100,000 3
Entrada Cienega - guard rail, bank stabilization, repairing, and drainage $250,000 3
Galisteo - regional trail network development $2,000,000 3
La Cienega - supplemental well upgrades $100,000 3
La Cienega - W. Frontage and Las Estrellas - repair intersection $50,000 3
La Cienega - wastewater feasibility study $75,000 3
La Cienega Community Center - land acquisition $100,000 3
Los Pinos Road - Drainage Improvements $250,000 3
Madrid - wastewater system (study) $50,000 3
Madrid MDWA - additional water rights (study) $50,000 3
Mutt Nelson Road - Chip Seal $100,000 3
North La Cienega - Water Improvements/Water line Improvements [-25 and CR # 54 $1,731,000 3
Paseo C'de Baca - extend water line $500,000 3
Stanley Fire Station - equipment & improvements $250,000 3
Upper La Cienega -extension of wastewater collection system (Valle Vista to 599 commercial district) $1,500,000 3
Upper La Cienega - PER /feasibility study $75,000 3
Upper La Cienega - water-line extension and loop system $1,500,000 3
Water Line Improvements - 1-25 and CR # 54 $800,000 3
All Projects - District 3 $16,634,226
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District 4

Project Description Estimated Commission
Project Cost District
Arroyo Hondo Trail $1,000,000 4
Arroyo Hondo Trail - bridge $1,000,000 4
Avenida Ponderosa - chip seal $150,000 4
Camino Pacifico - chip seal $100,000 4
Camino Sudeste - chip seal $75,000 4
Camino Tetzcoco - chip seal $75,000 4
Camp Stoney Road - Asphalt Paving $500,000 4
Canoncito Water System Project $5,510,000 4
Cerros Cantando Sub - road improvements $340,000 4
County Road 51 - road improvements (1st mile, chip seal; 2nd/3rd miles, gravel) $600,000 4
County Road 60 - road improvements-repair $200,000 4
County Road 63 - grading and base course $100,000 4
CR 63C - Chip Seal $15,000 4
Glorieta - sewer system interconnection - Baptist Center, Village and Estates $100,000 4
Glorieta Area - tank upgrade $200,000 4
Glorieta Area - Regional Water System Planning (includes Glorieta Village, Glorieta Estates, Glorieta East and
surrounding area) $100,000 4
Glorieta Estates - acquire/improve fire station road and road to church (0.5 mi.) $1,000,000 4
Glorieta Estates - Road improvements (Ponderosa, Pine Have Drive, Raven Tree Road and Pop Challee) $500,000 4
Glorieta Estates - Road widening/R-O-W acquisition (Fire Station Rd. to Church) $500,000 4
Glorieta Estates - water system improvements $96,000 4
Glorieta Village - MDWCA - planning funds for wastewater solution $75,000 4
La Barbaria - Road improvements-Grading and Road widening $360,000 4
Old Santa Fe Trail - road improvements / ROW acquisition $350,000 4
Paseo del Pinon - Chip Seal , $108,000 4
Puye Road - chip seal (0.69 mi.) $69,000 4
Toltec Road - chip seal (0.3 mi.) $30,000 4
Vista Redonda County Roads - base course repair $500,000 4
All Projects - District 4 $13,653,000
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District 5

Project Description Estimated Commission
Project Cost District

Avenida Azul - bike path (approx. 1.7mi) $550,000 5
Avenida Buena Ventura - paving and drainage (0.23 mi) $67,619 5
Avenida de Amistad - asphalt (0.5 mi.) $144,059 5
Avenida De Amistad - paved bike path $45,000 5
Avenida Eldorado - bike path extension (aprox. 0.8 mi.) $80,000 5
Balsa Road - chip seal $120,000 5
Bike access from Hwy 14 to Railrunner $500,000 5
Cedar, Willow, Oak, N. Pinon, Juniper - base course and culverts $500,000 5
Cochiti East Road and Cochiti West Road - improvements (1 mi.) $125,000 5
County Road 33 - improvements-resurface $350,000 5
Eldorado Area Teen center - plan, design, construct, and equip $1,500,000 5
Eldorado Water and Sanitation District - maintenance and well building $1,000,000 5
Eldorado Water and Sanitation District - water storage tank upgrades $300,000 5
Encantado Road - chip seal (2.11 mi.) $219,010 5
Fonda Road - chip seal (0.4 mi.) $40,000 5
Frasco Road - chip seal $43,000 5
Herrada Road - asphalt surface (1.91 mi.) $561,531 5
Hidalgo Court - road improvements $100,000 5
I-25 and Rabbit Road area - wastewater service extension study $75,000 5
1-25 and Rabbit Road area - wastewater service extension $250,000 5
I-25 and Rabbit Road area - water and wastewater service extension study $75,000 5
1-25 and Rabbit Road area - water service extension $200,000 5
Ken & Patty Adams Senior Center - expansion $520,000 5
North Fork Road - paving (0.25 mi.) $75,000 5
Richards Avenue - Bike Lanes & Lighting Improvements $500,000 5
Richards Avenue - Expansion to Four Lanes $2,000,000 5
Richards Avenue - Remove Signal & Install Roundabout $500,000 5
San Marcos - study to evaluate roads-upgrade/maintain $100,000 5
Sandia Road - easement (0.05 mi.) $50,000 5
Southeast Connector - phase | (East Chili line to Rabbit Road) $2,500,000 5
Spruce - chip seal $100,000 5
SR 14 - Public Safety Complex to NM 599 - road improvements $1,500,000 5
Sunset Trail East and Sunset Trail West - base course and easements $200,000 5
Torcido Loop - drainage and road improvements $250,000 5
Verano Loop - reclaim and chip seal (2.0 mi.) $180,418 5
All Projects - District 5 $15,320,637
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Countywide/County Facility Projects

Project Description Estimated Commission
. Project Cost District

Santa Fe County - Additional Vehicles for Solid Waste $800,000 all
Santa Fe County - Animal control vehicles ($40,000/each x 2) $80,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - enhance and repair security and fencing $500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - mental health unit -- renovate fencing, railings $250,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - relocate/renovate it server room and add equipment for all facility
controls $1,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - remodel office & public space for bails bonds & electronic monitoring

. $500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - renovation of cells at adult medical facility, replace sliders $1,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - repair & upgrade perimeter lighting $1,250,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - replace boilers in facility(4) $300,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Adult - replace control panel doors & camera $700,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - perimeter lighting $750,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - repair and upgrade plumbing at youth facility $1,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - repair control panel $600,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - replace single-sink commodes related to plumbing $800,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - safety improvements to recreation yard -- landscaping/paving $1,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - slider repair $200,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - upgrade and repair perimeter fencing at youth facility $500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Corrections - Youth - upgrade youth kitchen facility phase 1 $100,000 all
Santa Fe County - Countywide Facilities Improvements for Energy and Water efficiency $6,090,000 all
Santa Fe County - EOC - county mobile command unit (on-site incident management) county wide $500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Fire - countywide self contained breathing apparatus/personal protection equip/defib o _
replacement $3,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Fire - equipment (engines, ambulances, pumpers, water haulers, grass vehicles, rescue)
county wide $5,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Jacona Transfer Station - road construction $675,000 all
Santa Fe County - Media district improvement on Hwy 14 including water and sewer $2,630,000 all
Santa Fe County - Office space and storage -~ operations and clerk/elections (20,000 sq. ft. ) $3,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Public Housing Sites Improvements ‘ $1,500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Public Works - acquire 2 acres of land in Eldorado area for office/staff fencing, road paving,
and storage $1,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Public Works - City/County S-1 transmission line (County portion) $360,000 all
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Continued from previous page: Countywide/County Facility Projects

Project Description Estimated Commission
Project Cost District
Santa Fe County - Public Works - equipment (water trucks, graders, loaders, backhoes, dump trucks) $3,500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Public Works - Equipment Yard for Community College Area $500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Public Works - solid waste upgrade transfer station - Jacona $750,000 all
Santa Fe County - Public Works - heavy vehicles ($200,000 x 4) $800,000 ail
Santa Fe County - RECC - addition to existing space (6,000sq/ft) and equipment $2,750,000 all
Santa Fe County - Renovate county buildings and old court house $15,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - Santa Fe Rail Trail $1,700,000 all
Santa Fe County - Santa Fe Regional Broadband Infrastructure - greater metro area $8,795,000 all
Santa Fe County - Santa Fe River - 8 mile trail (acquisition, trail construction, restoration) $21,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - SCADA system for Booster stations, Storage tanks/wells $180,000 all
Santa Fe County - Sheriff - equipment $100,000 all
Santa Fe County - Sheriff - new vehicles (20/year x $40,000 x 5 years) $4,000,000 all
Santa Fe County - South Meadows open space (22 acres) $440,000 all
Santa Fe County - Supplemental Wells x 3 sites $4,500,000 all
Santa Fe County - Thornton Ranch open space $700,000 all
Santa Fe County - transmission line for CCD area tank $400,000 all
Santa Fe County - Updated orthophotography - Countywide $385,000 all
Santa Fe County - Utility Rate Study $75,000 all
Santa Fe County - Valle Vista Water System upgrades $1,500,000 all

All Projects - Countywide and County facilities

Total: All Requests - FY 2012

$102,160,000

$187,272,436
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Vicki Lucero

From: Sam Hitt [sam@wildwatershed.org]

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2011 10:56 AM
To: Vicki Lucero; Jack Kolkmeyer

Cc: Kathy Holian

Subject: Request to Table Joya de Hondo Variance
Hello Vicki,

The Old Galisteo Way Road Association requests that the Joya de Hondo variance CDRC Case # V 11-
5070 be tabled until such time as a traffic study is complete.

This case is currently scheduled to be heard at the August 9 BCC meeting.

Members of the Old Galisteo Way Road Association are currently collecting data on vehicles entering
and exiting Old Galisteo way during peak traffic hours. This data is being will collected in compliance
with Institute of Transportation Engineers standards.

Currently no traffic data exists for Old Galisteo Way.

Thank you for your consideration.

Best,
Sam
:
]
G
Sam Hitt, President g&‘l
Old Galisteo Way Road Association 'y
48 Old Galisteo Way ¢
Santa Fe, NM 87508 -
505-438-1057 &
sam@wildwatershed.org ’l'j%
i
w
N
L2




Vicki Lucero

From: evil242@gmail.com on behalf of Damion Terrell [GrayHall.llc@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2011 10:43 AM

To: Virginia Vigil;, Liz Stefanics; Daniel Mayfield; Robert A. Anaya; Kathy S. Holian

Cc: Vicki Lucero; Jennifer Jenkins; colleen@jenkinsgavin.com; Ken Cassutt; Gary Friedman
Subject: Objection to request to table CDRC Case # V 11-5070

Distinguished members of the Board of County Commissioners,

My case, CDRC Case #V 11-5070, Joya De Hondo request for Variance, is second (2nd) on the agenda for
public hearing under the topic of Growth Management. My agent, Jennifer Jenkins, has in her possession a
letter reporting on the Trip Generation Data collected by Morey Walker of Walker Engineering which will be
presented for your review at tonight's hearing.

My Case received approval from the CDRC on April 21st, 2011. In the months following the CDRC approval,
no request was made by Mr. Hitt or the Old Galisteo Way Users Association for tabling my case at the previous
BCC public hearings. Conversely, I did acquiesce and request my Case be tabled to relieve its burden during a
time when you had a much heavier decision to be made. Mr. Hitt has had more then enough time in these past
four months to have collected additional traffic data in comparison to Mr. Walker's Data Analysis.

I formally request that my case be publicly heard before the Board of County Commissioners at tonight's, the
August 9th, 2011, meeting

Sincerely, - ‘ﬂ

1
Jeremy Damion Terrell e
owner Gray-Hall, LLC. “;l’

—————————— Forwarded message ---------- i’ﬂ
From: Sam Hitt <sam(owildwatershed.org> cﬂ
Date: Tue, Aug 9, 2011 at 7:23 AM ﬁ
Subject: Request to table CDRC Case # V 11-5070 ﬁ%
To: vviglosantafecounty.org, Istefanics@santafecounty.org, dmavfield@santafecounty.org, £
ranava(@santafecounty.org, kholian@santafecounty.org )
Cc: Damion Terrell <grayhall.llc@gmail.com> w

s

L
Dear Commissioners, ' m

o
Joya de Hondo variance CDRC Case # V 11-5070 is the last item at tonight's BCC meeting. et

The Old Galisteo Way Road Association requests it be tabled.

Members of the Old Galisteo Way Road Association are currently collecting data on vehicles entering
and exiting Old Galisteo Way during peak traffic hours. This data is being collected in compliance with
Institute of Transportation Engineers standards.




>

Approximately 3 to 4 weeks are needed to collect and analyze this critical data.

We would be happy to work with staff to ensure that the data is accurate and the study well designed.
Currently no traffic data exists for Old Galisteo Way.

Thank you for your consideration.

Best,

Sam

Sam ity President

(st Galisteo Wayv Road Association
48 Old Galisteo Way

Ranta Fe, WM 87508

505-438-1057
sam{@wildwatershed.org
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EXHIBIT

e

tabbles

Summary of Trip Generation Calculation
For 3 Dwelling Units of Single Family Detached Housing
August 04, 2011

Average Standard Adjustment Driveway
Rate Deviation Factor Volume

Avg. Weekday 2-Way Volume 9.57 3.69 1.00 29
7-9 AM Peak Hour Enter 0.19 0.00 1.00 1
7-9 AM Peak Hour Exit 0.56 0.00 1.00 2
7-9 AM Peak Hour Total 0.75 0.90 1.00 2
4-6 PM Peak Hour Enter 0.64 0.00 1.00 2
4-6 PM Peak Hour Exit 0.37 0.00 1.00 1
4-6 PM Peak Hour Total 1.01 1.05 1.00 3
Saturday 2-Way Volume 10.08 3.68 1.00 30
Saturday Peak Hour Enter 0.49 0.00 1.00 1
Saturday Peak Hour Exit 0.44 0.00 1.00 1
Saturday Peak Hour Total 0.93 0.99 1.00 3

Note: A zero indicates no data available.
Source: Institute of Transportation Engineers
Trip Generation, 8th Edition, 2008.

TRIP GENERATION BY MICROTRANS




EXHIBIT

Harry B. Montoya
Commissioner, District 1

Virginia Vigil
Cormmissioner, District 2

Michael D. Anaya
Commissioner, District 3

Katherine Miller
County Manager

December 16, 2010

Damion Terrell

c/o Jenkins/Gavin Design & Development Inc.
130 Grant Ave., Ste 101

Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re: Case # 09-3060 Joya de Hondo (4-Lot Summary Review Subdivision)
Dear Mr. Terrell:

On April 14, 2009, you submitted an application for a Summary Review Subdivision to
divide 43.807 acres nto four lots. On December 10, 2009, the Land Use Administrator
granted approval of the proposed Subdivision and notified the neighboring property
owners of the decision. On December 17, 2009, two separate appeals were filed
appealing the Land Use Admuinistrator’s decision.

The appeal submitted by the Tapia family was based on the grounds that inadequate
easement exists for Old Galistco Way to permit improvements required by the Land
Development Code and County road standards. This appears to be a correct assertion.
After further review of the documentation submitted by the Tapias and documents from
the Iitigation regarding the road, it 1s apparent that adequate easement does not exist (o
permit Old Galisteo Way to be improved to County standards, which 1s a requirement for
Subdivision approval.

You have proposed several solutions to the easement issue. You suggested that the
County should approve the application with inadequate easement. You have also
suggested that the County take responsibility for this road and condemn additional
eascment.  You have suggested that the County should mterpret the Court order as
permitting the use of a twenty foot easement, and litigate against the Tapias to defend that
position should that become necessary.

The County is unwilling at this time to revisit the Court order to clarify the amount of
casement 1n the vicinity. The Court order 1s contradictory on the issue of whether a
sixteen foot or twenty foot easement was created; the County 1s unwilling to take the
burden at this time of reopening the litigation and gaining clarification, and the County 1s
unwilling to interpret the order n such a way as will certainly lead to litigation with the
Tapias. You have also requested, altematively, that the County consider condemning
additional easement necessary to construct the road to County standards, but the County
is also unwilling to take such a drastic step at this time --- a comprehensive plan will
eventually be developed to address transportation problems in the vicinity and propose

102 Grant Avenue P.O. Box 276 Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-1983 www.santafecounty.org




Damion Terrell
Page 2
December 16, 2010

solutions. Condemnation may eventually be considered, as necessary, but the County
generally engages in condemnation only as a last resort and when all other options have
been thoroughly explored.

Without adequate road infrastructure, County staff will not support creation of any new
lots 1n the area. Therefore, Santa Fe County revokes its prior approval of a Summary
Review Subdivision for Joya de Hondo; now that staff is in possession of all the facts
concermning the easement, it 1s apparent that the application should not have been
approved 1n the first instance, and approval was made in error. This decision renders the
present appeals moot.

You may consider requesting a variance of the county road standards. In order to apply
for a variance, you must fill out a Development Permit Application, pay an application
fee of $300.00, and provide a letter of request stating the reason for the requested
variance. The variance request would be subject to two public hearings; one before the
CDRC and one before the Board of County Commissioners. You must take care of the
public notice for each of the public hearings which will consist of placing an ad in a
newspaper of general circulation, sending certified letters to all property owners within
100 feet of the subject property boundary, and posting notice on public notice board(s).
County staff will prepare the legal advertisement, the letters, and the public notice boards
and notify your office of the deadlines for the public noticing. In supporting a variance,
you will be required to plead and prove that unnecessary hardship results from the
application of the Code criteria in question. Given what stall knows about the situation,
you can expect staff to recommend against approval.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me at
986-6225.

Sincerely,

Jack KOIIW

Land Use Administrator

cc. Appellants in Case No. 09-3060
Stephen C. Ross, County Attorney
Shelly Cobau, Building and Development Services Manager
V10k1 Lucero, Development Review Team Leader
David Sperling, County Fire Marshal




EXHIBIT

SAVE THI
ARROYO H()N])()
CORRIDOR

Neighbors, naturalists, sustainable This would preserve one of the last

farming advocates and hiking, remaining areas of the rural
equestrian, archeological and landscape on the eastern edge of
conservation groups are working  the Community College District
to see that 51 acres of the and help achieve the goal of
Arroyo Hondo Corridor be protecting 8500 acres of open

protected as County Open Space. space on Santa Fe’s urban fringe.



RESOURCES TO PROTECT

The forces of growth are bearing down upon the Santa Fe Community College
District with 8000 new dwellings being planned in the next twenty years. In
response the local community and land conservation groups have come together to
preserve one of the last remaining large plots of the traditional rural landscape on
the eastern edge of the District.

The Arroyo Hondo Corridor has significant natural, cultural, historic, traditional
and recreational resources deserving protection. The broad width of the Arroyo
Hondo links habitats used by migrating wildlife and provides important refuge for
a large number of plant and animal species. The Arroyo Hondo drainage is a
strategic water recharge area for downstream communities, sustaining and
cleansing subsurface water tables and maintaining downstream surface flows. The
long planned Arroyo Hondo Trail is a major east-west connector that runs through
the property, linking 1solated pockets of protected land as well as providing
unparalleled opportunity for low-impact recreation.

Native American, Hispano and Anglo cultures have left a 11,000 year record of
settlement and use in the Arroyo Hondo. There are large Ancient Puebloan
residential sites dating from the 12th and 13th centuries as well as important
smaller sites, isolated structures, agricultural features and petroglyphs. In addition,
there are Hispanic homesteads, wagon routes and an early 20% century railroad bed
nearby. An interpretive trail is proposed linking these sites and reconnecting
citizens to their heritage.

The deep, fertile soils of the Arroyo Hondo have been farmed for over a thousand
years. Only 0.2 percent of Santa Fe County has similar solil. Instead of losing this
resource to sprawling development, we propose leasing small plots to skilled
young farmers that cannot afford land in Santa Fe County to raise vegetables,
fruits, herbs, cut flowers and other high value crops for the Farmer’s Market, local
restaurants, school lunch programs and retail outlets. There 1s also the potential to
collect and store rainwater from and for use in greenhouses, hoop houses, sheds
and other plant protection structures where a succession of high value, quick
growing crops could be grown out of season.

In addition, community gardens could be established in some of the area’s best
agricultural soils for use by local residents and a program in sustainable urban
agriculture developed in conjunction with the Santa IF'e Community College’s
Sustainable Technology Center to provide training in small scale agricultural
production. The proposed open space 1s endorsed by the Santa Fe Farmer’s
Market, New Mexico Land Conservancy, Santa e Conservation Trust and over
one hundred citizens of Santa Fe.




ARROYO HONDO CORRIDOR

OPEN SPACE
PRE-APPLICATION
TO THE WILDLIFE, MOUNTAINS,TRAILS

AND HISTORIC PLACES PROGRAM
SANTA FE COUNTY
NEW MEXICO

February 17, 2010

Respectfully submitted

on behalf of Santa Fe County Residents
by Old Galisteo Way Road Association,
Neighbors, Community Groups,
Professionals, Not-for-Profit
Organizations and others

To: Santa Fe County

Open Space and Trails Division
Attention: Colleen Baker

102 Grant Avenue

P.O. Box 276

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Neighbors, naturalists, sustainable farming advocates and hiking, equestrian,
archeological and conservation groups respectfully request that 51 acres of the Arroyo
Hondo Corridor be protected as County Open Space. This would preserve one of the
last remaining areas of the rural landscape on the eastern edge of the Community College
District and help achieve the goal of protecting 8500 acres of open space in the rapidly
growing urban fringe.

The Arroyo Hondo Corridor has significant natural, cultural, historic, traditional and
recreational resources deserving protection. The broad width of the Arroyo Hondo links
habitats used by migrating wildlife and provides important refuge for a large number of
plant and animal species. The Arroyo Hondo drainage is a strategic water recharge
area for downstream communities, sustaining and cleansing subsurface water tables and
maintaining downstream surface flows. The long planned Arroyo Hondo Trail is a
major east-west connector that runs through the property, linking isolated pockets of
protected land as well as providing unparalleled opportunity for low-impact recreation.

Native American, Hispano and Anglo cultures have left a 11,000 year record of
settlement and use in the Arroyo Hondo. There are large Ancient Puebloan residential
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sites dating from the 12th and 13th centuries as well as important smaller sites, isolated
structures, agricultural features and petroglyphs. In addition, there are Hispanic
homesteads, wagon routes and an early 20™ century railroad bed nearby. An interpretive
trail is proposed linking these sites and reconnecting citizens to their heritage.

The deep, fertile soils of the Arroyo Hondo have been farmed for over a thousand years.
Only 0.2 percent of Santa Fe County has similar soil. Instead of losing this resource to
sprawling development, we propose leasing small plots to young farmers to grow high
value crops, creating skilled jobs close to markets to meet a growing demand for local
produce. In addition, community gardens could be established and a program in urban
agriculture developed in conjunction with the Community College’s Sustainable
Technology Center.

INTRODUCTION

The discussion below follows the format outlined in the Santa Fe County Wildlife,
Mountains, Trails and Historic Places Program Pre-Application Packet (“pre-
application packet”). At key points the pre-application packet refers to the County Open
Land and Trails Planning and Advisory Committee (“COLTPAC”) Criteria for
Evaluating Projects to provide a more detailed discussion. Any repetition of themes in
the discussion below is based on the overlapping requirements of these two documents. A
complete listing of neighbors, community groups, professionals, not-for-profit
organizations and Santa Fe County residents (“applicants”) is at the end.

PROPERTY DETAILS:

* Fair Market Value: The two properties have not been appraised by a County
certified appraiser. However, a market analysis performed by Mike Baker of
Sotheby’s International for owner Gray Hall LLC. in 2008 estimated the 43.8 acre
parcel to have a potential value of $2,500,000 based on the current 2.5 acre/lot
zoning (Appendix A). No fair market value estimates have been made for the 7.5
acre parcel.

* Funding Request: We are considering all available options based on full and fair
market value.

* Acreage: The two parcels are 43.811 acres and 7.586 acres for a total acreage of
approximately 51.3.

* Legal Description: The legal description for the 43.8 acre parcel is Tract 4-A,
Township 16 North, Range 9 East, Section 15. The adjacent 7.5 acre parcel is
Tract 4-B, Township 16 North, Range 9 East, Section 15.

* Property Taxes: Property taxes are paid in full for both parcels.




*  Existing Structures: There are two mobile storage unit$ on the 43.8 acre parcel
that the owner has agreed to remove. There is a unfinished single residential
structure on the 7.5 acre parcel.

* Listing Information: The 43.8 acre parcel is currently not on the market but has
been approved for administrative lot split. That decision is currently under appeal.
The 7.5 acre parcel is also not on the market.

NEGOTIATION STATUS:

Jeremy Damion Terrell is the owner of the 43.8 acre parcel. Mr. Terrell is willing to
negotiate to sell a portion of his property to the County to preserve for open space. He is
also discussing options with Santa Fe Conservation Trust to preserve the remainder
(Appendix A).

Brother Brian Dybowski (Sebastian A. Dybowski) is the personal representative of
deceased Father Serafino Bortolotti who until his death in March of last year owned the
7.5 acre parcel. Brother Brian is willing to negotiate an agreement to sell Father
Bortolotti’s estate property to Santa Fe County (Appendix B).

In a related matter, Manuel Pefia et. al and Sam Hitt et al. filed timely appeals on
December 16, 2009 of the County’s administrative approval of a summary subdivision on
the 43.8 acre parcel (Joya de Hondo subdivision). These appeals were assigned case
numbers 09-3060 and 09-5530 respectively. Both were filed under the Santa Fe County
Land and Development Code Section 2.3.1. A hearing before the County Development
and Review Committee on both appeals is currently tabled pending the outcome of this
open space application.

SITE MAP:

Please see attached Site Map Arroyo Hondo Corridor (Appendix C). This map shows
both the 43.8 parcel (Tract 4-A) and the 7.5 acre parcel (Tract 4-B) with all roads,
easements, improvements, drainages, boundaries and rights of way.

AREA MAP:

Please see attached Area Map Arroyo Hondo Corridor (Appendix D). This map shows
residential development and access roads in the project’s vicinity, the FEMA designated
floodplain, existing and proposed trails, nearby open space and properties currently
protected by conservation easements.

WATER RIGHTS:

There is an existing well on the 43.8 acre parcel but a permit for that well has not been
obtained. Recent hydrological tests from that well showed water was in good supply
(Appendix A).
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MINERAL RIGHTS:

All mineral rights are in the possession of the current owners (Appendix A). They have
not been severed from the property.

LAND USES:

The land is currently open and undeveloped with the exception of the unfinished dwelling
on the 7.5 acre parcel. Both parcels were used to pasture horses in recent decades
(Appendix A). There is an informal hiking trail in the arroyo portion of the 43.8 acre
parcel.

ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS:

Both parcels have been intermittently used for pasturing domesticated animals during
historic times. However, no grazing has occurred on either parcel since the late 1980s
(Appendix A) allowing the grasses and other vegetation to recover. There is no evidence
of industrial or mineral activity on either parcel and therefore a low possibility of the
presence of hazardous materials. No hazardous materials surveys or formal
environmental assessments have been done for either parcel.

ENCUMBRANCES:

The Los Alamos National Bank has a lien on the 43.8 acre parcel for a construction loan
Mr. Terrell took out to develop the property and pay legal fees (Appendix A).

CONTRACTS:

There are no other contracts, including verbal and unrecorded contracts, affecting either
parcel (Appendix A).

ADVERSE POSSESSION:

No one has made an adverse possession claim for any portion of either property
(Appendix A).

ACCESS:

There is legal access from Old Galisteo Way. However, the neighbors desire that traffic
not increase and the road not be widened. In particular, the Tapia family support this
open space proposal only under these conditions (Appendix K, Appendix L and
Appendix O).




EASEMENTS:

There is an easement through the 43.8 acre parcel to access the 7.5 acre parcel and an
approximately 12 acre parcel to the north (Appendix A). See Site Map for all other
documented easements (Appendix C).

LEASES:

There are no recorded, unrecorded or oral leases that affect either parcel.

PROPOSED USES:

Applicants propose trails, small-scale sustainable agriculture development and
interpretive education as primary uses. These uses are compatible with public access and
would be implemented to protect and conserve soil, water, wildlife habitat and other
resources. The proposed uses are described in detail below:

Trails: The 43.8 acre parcel includes a portion of the County’s long planned
Arroyo Hondo Trail, a major east-west connector that will eventually run from
the arroyo headwaters to La Cienaga. This trail is designed for low-impact
pedestrian, bicycle and equestrian use, providing access to open space, connecting
upstream and downstream neighbors with the Community College and helping to
reduce vehicle dependence in the Community College District. The Arroyo
Hondo trail also offers unparalleled recreational opportunities including
birdwatching, wildlife viewing and cross-country skiing in winter.

Small-Scale Sustainable Agriculture: Applicants propose a program that would:
1) Lease small plots (less than one acre) on deep, fertile soil outside the
floodplain to skilled young farmers that cannot afford land in Santa Fe County to
raise vegetables, fruits, herbs, cut flowers and other high value crops for the
Farmer’s Market, local restaurants, school lunch programs and retail outlets. It is
possible with efficient management, intelligent marketing and hard work to gross
$80,000/acre using unheated hoop houses and other structures to harvest a
succession of high value, quick growing crops out of season. There is a
productive well on the 43.8 acre parcel suitable for use in highly efficient
irrigation systems. There is also the potential to collect and store rainwater from
and for use in greenhouses, hoop houses, sheds and other plant protection
structures; 2) Develop an urban agriculture program in conjunction with the
Sustainable Technology Center at the nearby Santa Fe Community College to
provide training in small scale agricultural production; and 3) Establish
community gardens in some of the area’s best agricultural soils for use by
County residents. The proposed open space is endorsed by the Santa Fe Farmer’s
Market.

Interpretive Education: Applicants propose a program of educational displays and
interpretation focusing on the Arroyo Hondo’s rich cultural history from the




Paleoindian era through settlement by Ancient Puebloans and traditional Hispano
homesteads to railroad development early in the last century. The extraordinary
record of human use of this arid environment has great educational and
interpretive value as the County charts a course toward a more sustainable future.

VALUES:

Both parcels have significant natural, cultural, historic, traditional and recreational
resources deserving of protection. These values are described below. The following
discussion is based on the List of Significant Resources and Definitions in the
COLTPAC’s Criteria for Evaluating Projects. Also, see attached photos and maps.

¢ Natural Resources: The broad width of the Arroyo Hondo makes its ephemeral
riparian habitat particularly important in providing essential habitat links between
upland and lowland areas used by migrating wildlife. In addition, Arroyo Hondo
and adjacent lands are rich in biological diversity, providing important habitat for
a large number of plant and animal species.

o Community Types: The Arroyo Hondo is an intact, wide ephemeral
riparian community that links the Sangre de Cristo mountains to
lower elevation pinyon/juniper woodlands (Appendix E).

o Ecological Features: The broad Arroyo Hondo is one of the few
remaining functional migratory corridors in the Santa Fe area.
Other major drainages, such the Santa Fe River, are severely
degraded by urbanization. The mix of wooded hillside with open,
level areas also provides habitat for a diversity of species,
including the short-horned lizard and ghost larkspur, both of which
are declining in population and negatively affected by development
(Appendix E).

o Underrepresented Ecosystem: Intact habitat linkages have not been
a focus of open space protection in the past and therefore are
underrepresented.

o Geological Features: The Arroyo Hondo drainage is a strategic
water recharge area for the downstream community of La Cienega.
The master plan for the Community College District calls for
protecting all arroyos and existing drainages (Appendix F:10)

o Rare or Endangered Species: Surveys have not been done to
determine if State or Federally listed species occur in this area.

o Riparian Areas: The Arroyo Hondo is a unique riparian
community because of its broad width (Appendix F:20). Its
ephemeral flows during summer monsoons and spring runoff
recharge and cleanse subsurface water tables and sustain
vegetation and wildlife habitat.

o Watersheds, Waterways and Under-Represented Ecosystems: The
Arroyo Hondo drainage contributes flows to the watershed
supplying to La Cienega, the Santa Fe River and eventually the Rio




Grande. As a major waterway to these important watersheds, the
Arroyo Hondo and its riparian habitat is an ecosystem under-
represented in the County’s open space system.

* Cultural and Historic Resources: The property and nearby areas contain
numerous cultural resources, including large pre-Columbian residential
sites dating from the 12th and 13th centuries as well as important smaller
sites, isolated structures, agricultural features and petroglyphs. There are
also historic Hispano homesteads and a railroad bed nearby (Appendix G
and Appendix H).

o Sacred Places: There are petroglyphs and potential human burials
on both parcels. These sacred places, together with smaller
habitation sites, work locations, agricultural features are
indispensable to a full understanding of the long record of
prehistoric life in the Arroyo Hondo (Appendix H)

o Cultural and Historic Lifeways: The Arroyo Hondo has been
farmed for over a thousand years, first by the Ancient Puebloans,
then Hispano colonists. There is also a centuries old tradition of
grazing cows, horses, donkeys, mules and goats in the arroyo and
adjacent woodlands. The New Mexico Central Railroad was active
between 1902 and the 1940s, crossing the Arroyo Hondo just west
of the parcels. Old Galisteo Way that runs adjacent to the parcels is
one of several alignments of the historic Old Galisteo/Agua Fria
Road that linked Santa Fe and the village of Galisteo (Appendix
Q).

o Archeological and Historic Sites: Twenty-six archeological and
historic investigations have been undertaken within one mile of the
parcels. In addition, a detailed archeological report was prepared
for the proposed Joya de Hondo subdivision. These studies
document an 11,000 year legacy of human occupation and land use
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o FExisting Historical Trails: Aerial photos show Old Galisteo Way
that borders the land on the east as one of the multiple alignments
of the historic Galisteo/Agua Fria Road that once linked Santa Fe
and the village of Galisteo. As typical of other historic trails,
erosion and development have obscured the alignment as it enter
and exits the Arroyo Hondo (Appendix G).

o Recreation and Community Definition: The arroyo is the center of
our community life as residents often socialize in its open sandy
bottom while walking their dogs, viewing sunsets or taking a stroll.
In addition to the pleasures of hiking, horseback riding and
mountain biking, the land also offers many recreational
opportunities to the community including birdwatching, wildlife
viewing, botanizing, rock collecting and cross-country skiing in
winter.

o County Trail System: The planned Arroyo Hondo Trail is a major
east-west connector that runs through the property. It is designed
for low-impact pedestrian, bicycle and equestrian use, providing
access to open space, connecting upstream and downstream
neighbors with the Community College and helping to reduce
vehicle dependence in the Community College District. The
County has acquired trail easements on 240 acres downstream that
would connect with this segment.

AESTHETIC QUALITY: The Arroyo Hondo Corridor offers unparalleled views of the
Sangre de Cristo, Jemez and Sandia mountains. Tetilla Peak in the foreground of the
Jemez mountains frames the view to the west, the Sandias to the south and Lake Peak and
Mt. Baldy to the north and east. The arroyo itself is a broad ribbon of alluvium bordered
by ancient stands of Chamisa (Chrysothamnus nauseosus), Apache Plume (Fallugia
paradoxa), One-Seed Juniper (Juniperus monosperma) and a host of wildflowers and the
decorative seed heads of warm season grasses. Visual interest is created by seasonal
changes from winter snows, spring and fall wildflowers, to a raging river during the
summer monsoons. Sunsets are spectacular any time of year. The attached photos capture
some of the arroyo’s intrinsic beauty.

CULTURAL AND HISTORIC: The Arroyo Hondo Corridor is a rich repository of
cultural and historic resources. These resources have been comprehensively documented
in twenty-six investigations within one mile of the proposed open space. A 2006
archeological and historic report prepared by Dr. Alysia L. Abbott specifically
documented archeological sites in the proposed Joya de Hondo subdivision that includes
both parcels (Appendix G). Photos and maps from this report are attached. The following
discussion is based on the List of Significant Resources and Definitions in the
COLTPAC’s Criteria for Evaluating Projects.

* Historic Open Space Patterns: The Arroyo Hondo Corridor is a largely
undeveloped buffer on Santa Fe’s southern flank that historically has been used
for grazing domesticated animals and for rain-fed agriculture (dry land pinto




beans in historic times). These activities occurred within the context of an 11,000
year legacy of human occupation and land use by pre-Columbian hunter-gatherer
cultures and Ancient Puebloans (Appendix G).

Multiple Cultural-Historic Resources: The property and areas nearby contain
numerous cultural resources, including large Ancient Puebloan residential sites
dating from the 12th and 13th centuries as well as important smaller sites, isolated
structures, agricultural features and petroglyphs. In addition, there are five historic
sites nearby documenting Hispanic settlement and agricultural use. The New
Mexico Central Railroad alignment from the early 20" Century and the wagon
route connecting Galisteo village and Santa Fe running adjacent to the parcels are
records of early transportation history. A professional archaeological investigation
was conducted on both parcels in 2006.

Community Identity, History and Culture: The forces of growth are bearing down
upon the Community College District with 8000 new dwellings being planned in
the next twenty years (Appendix F:15). In response the local community and land
conservation groups have come together to preserve one of the last remaining
large plots of the traditional rural landscape on the eastern edge of the district.
Without a central plaza, school or stores, this open space defines our community.
It’s where we socialize, recreate and take pleasure in the sound of birdsong in
spring, rushing water after a summer rain, yellow chamisa and purple aster in fall
and a land transformed by snow in winter.

Preserves a Lifeway: The nearly level Ohke sandy loam soils in the Arroyo
Hondo are more than 80 inches deep and comprise only 0.2 percent of the
County’s soils (Appendix I). Sustainable small-scale agriculture would continue
an ancient tradition on these deep, productive soils. Skilled market gardeners
using collected rainwater in efficient irrigation systems and low-cost climate
control structures would continuously crop high value fresh fruits, vegetables,
herbs, grains and flowers to meet growing local consumer demand for local
produce and create jobs.

Historic Development, Cultural Character and Educational Values: The multi-
cultural heritage of Santa Fe County is evident in the Arroyo Hondo with a record
of occupancy from the Paleoindian period (10,000 B.C. to 5500 B.C.) to the
present (Appendix G). As noted above, Native American, Hispano and Anglo
cultures have all left a record of settlement and use of the arroyo’s fertile soils.
There is great potential to tell stories of the interaction in this area between land,
water and culture as part of a comprehensive educational and interpretive program
in conjunction with Santa Fe Community College.

Specific Archeological Sites: As noted above, there have been twenty-six
archeological and historic investigations in the area. In addition, a professional
archaeological investigation was conducted on both parcels in 2006 pursuant to
County Code Section 3.4.3(a) and in accordance with the standards and criteria of
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Section 3.4.3(c). These reports documented eleven cultural resource locations
within one mile of proposed open space. One site, LA 10614, is partially on the
43.8 acre parcel. LA 10614, is a pre-Columbian habitation with subsurface
features, including potential intact cultural deposits, structural mounds, pit-
structures, thermal features, storage features and potentially human burials. LA
10614 qualifies as a “significant” cultural resource under the County Code
Section 3.2.13. It is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
and possible inclusion under the Galisteo Basin Archeological Sites Protection
Act of 2004 (Appendix H). The owner is willing to protect the site under a
conservation easement to preserve its educational and interpretive value.

NATURAL AREAS: The Arroyo Hondo is one of the County’s most important natural
areas. The arroyo recharges the aquifer for wildlife and human uses, maintains ground
water quality, serves as a unique intact wildlife corridor as well as providing undisturbed
habitat for a diversity of species. See the attached maps and description below for details.

Water Supply and Quality: During summer monsoons and spring runoff
thousands of acre feet of water fill the Arroyo Hondo, recharging and cleansing
subsurface water tables and depositing a layer of rich alluvium over a wide area
that sustains vegetation and maintains long-term productivity.

Disruption: The Arroyo Hondo is relatively undisturbed despite centuries of
agricultural use, livestock grazing and, more recently housing development, roads
and motorized recreation. Decades of rest from trampling and grazing by
livestock have allowed the grasses to recover. Many pinyons died in recent years
from drought and bark beetles but junipers are thriving on the hillsides from
reduced competition. Dirt bikes, ATVs and an occasional pickup truck are
annoying recent intrusions on the peace and serenity enjoyed by quiet
recreationists. However, the damage they have afflicted on soils, vegetation and
habitat is still relatively minor. To date there are few invasive plant species, a sign
the soils are relatively undisturbed.

Connection: The proposed open space is approximately half-way between two
protected properties. Upstream is the 87 acre Arroyo Hondo Open Space parcel
bordered by the Old Las Vegas Highway and County Road #58. This open space
is near the headwaters of Arroyo Hondo. Downstream west of the Oshara Village
property is the 240 acre Petchesky ranch now managed by the New Mexico Land
Conservancy under a conservation easement. New Mexico Land Conservancy,
Santa Fe Conservation Trust and Oshara Village strongly supports this open space
proposal (Appendix J, Appendix M and Appendix N). As noted above, the Arroyo
Hondo is a keystone habitat link used by migrating wildlife to travel between
upland and lowland areas (Appendix E).

Geologic Features: As noted above, the Arroyo Hondo drainage is a strategic
water recharge area for important wetland habitat and human use in La Cienega
and areas further downstream.
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* Species Diversity: The mix of wooded hillsides with open, level areas of the
arroyo provide a high degree of natural diversity. Local naturalists have observed
well over a 100 birds species in the Arroyo Hondo drainage and nearby, including
Scaled Quail, Black-throated Gray Warblers, Pinyon Jays and a great variety of
raptors. These bird species are declining in population regionally, require large
areas of minimally disturbed habitat for successful breeding and do not adapt well
to urbanization. The Arroyo Hondo corridor also functions as keystone habitat for
passage of mammals not usually found in this area like porcupine, mule deer and
mountain lion as well as relatively common species such as raccoon, skunk,
coyote and bobcat. The presence of porcupine demonstrates the importance of the
Arroyo Hondo as an active link between patches of woodland. The presence of
the Kangaroo Rat, a keystone rodent species that promotes biodiversity, is
significant. There is also suitable habitat for rare and declining species such as the
Short-horned Lizard and a plant, Delphinium wootonii (Ghost Larkspur).

RECREATION AND TRAILS: The Arroyo Hondo Corridor open space includes
portions of the long planned Arroyo Hondo Trail. This trail serves the recreational needs
of the community by linking existing open space and property protected by conservation
easements, increasing the connectivity of trails in the Community College District and
enhancing Santa Fe County’s overall regional trail system. Details are provided below.

* Community Recreational Needs: This open space would be a significant step in
building the long planned Arroyo Hondo Trail. The Arroyo Hondo Trail would
connect to the Rail Trail and provide a major arterial pedestrian pathway through
the rapidly growing Community College District (Appendix J).

* Access, Historic Trails and Natural Setting: The ancient arroyo trail is seamlessly
integrated into the adjacent woodland environment, providing access upstream to
existing County open space and downstream to the Arroyo Hondo trail being
developed through Oshara Village and connecting across Richards Avenue to
New Mexico Land Conservancy property where the County has trail easements.

PROTECTED AREAS: The proposed open space is downstream from the existing
Arroyo Hondo Open Space and upstream from New Mexico Land Conservancy property
protected by conservation easements described above.

OPEN SPACE AND TRAILS PLAN: The proposed open space is consistent with
County Open Space and Trails Plan to construct the Arroyo Hondo Trail through the
property. The proposal is also consistent with the Community College District Plan
which envisions a future landscape of compact villages separated by large areas of open
space. Finally, this open space proposal is consistent with the principle of sustainability —
meeting the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations
to meet their own needs — that guides Santa Fe County’s long-term planning efforts
(Appendix F:8).
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APPLICANTS
CITIZENS

Ian and Lois Alsop
38 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-473-4299

ian.alsop(@asianart.com

Robert and Valerie Arber
82 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-473-3702
arbermarta@yahoo.com

Z. Babankova
692 Coyote Ridge Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507

Bill Baillargeon

5 M.1. Tapia Drive
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-471-1168
jezosabi{@gmail.com

Marcela Barrionuevo
P.O.Box 816
Abiguiu, NM 87510

macasaus@gmail.com

Dee Blanco

PO Box 5865

Santa Fe, NM, 87502
(505) 986-3434

John Breen

Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
1eb0269@msn.com

Juliet Cababi

102 Jornada Loop
Santa Fe, NM 98508
julietc(@att.net

Charlotte Cooke
10 Chusco Road
Santa Fe, NM 87508

Christian Cooke

18 Saks Lane

Canada de los Alamos, NM 87505
harmonvdesign.cooke(@amail.com

Gaewyn and Ed Cooper
P.O. Box 99

Embudo, NM 87531
gawwyncooper{@gmail.com

Zia Cross
2730 Calle Anna Jean
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Senator Dede Feldman (D)
1821 Meadow View NW
Albuquerque, NM 87104
(505) 242-1997
dedefeld@comcast.com

Alex Fischer

3094 Agua Fria Street
Santa Fe, NM 87507
paperfold@gmail.com

Bill Goebel

RR 1 Box 41

Maxwell, NM
bgoebel{@bacavalley.com

David Groeneveld
1220 Cerro Gordo
Santa Fe, NM 87501
david@hydrobio.org

Bruce and Miranda Gray
265 County Road 84




Santa Fe, 87506
mandzgray(@earthlink.net

Wendy and Sam Hitt (contact)

48 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-438-1057
sam{@wildwatershe.org

Iska
283 Los Pinos Road
Santa Fe, NM 87501

"""""

iska(@cybermesa.com

Carol J Johnson

226 La Cueva Rd.
Glorieta, NM, 87535
(505) 757-2988
caroli@cybermesa.com

Michael Kadisak

6535 Tahawash

Cochiti Lake, NM 87083
(505) 465-0217
smnm93hotmail.com

Cynthia Knudson
369 Montezuma
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Maggie Lee
524 Calle Corvo
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Dr. Renny and Maria Levy
103 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508

Barbara and Javier Lopez
25A Ortiz Road

Santa Fe, NM 87505
barbaraul@aol.com

Deborah Madison
2 Marcellina Lane
Galisteo, NM 87540

505-466-0850
deborahmadison{@earthlink.net

Patrick McFarland
115 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-983-8551
oil@newmexico.com

Keith Melton and Carol Robinson
54 Old Galisteo Way

Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-471-4142
csrkem{@earthlink.net

Chuck Mitchell

HC 65 Box 73

Ojo Sarco, NM 87521
emitchelli@kitcarson.net

Jim Mokres and Holly Beaumont
Old Galisteo Way

Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-471-2962
jamokres@icvbermesa.com

Tracy Neal

526 Lolita Street

Santa Fe, NM 87501
505-989-1690
tracy(@greenforward.com

Bill Neuwirth

417 San Pasqual
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-982-2586
neuwirth@mail.com

Fran Nichelson
13 Lime Kiln Road
Lamy, NM 87540

Diana Pacheco
21 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-471-5659
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d.k.pacheco(@hotmail.com

Amy Pilling

605 Baca Street

Santa Fe, NM 87505
apilling(@earthlink.net

Michael Scialdone

816 Kentucky St. SE
Albuquerque NM, 87108
(505) 480-2906
rioscial(@email.com

Martha Simons

123 Alamo Drive
Santa Fe, NM 87501
martakjs@yahoo.com

Betty and Norbert Sperlich
72A Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
b.sperlich(@cybermesa.com

Suzanne Tiethje

P.O. Box 541

Tesuque, NM 87574
suzannetietje@dyahoo.com

Pia Tobin

1155 B Camino Delora
Santa Fe, NM 87501
tobeornottobin{@gmail.com

Jim and Holly Victor
64 Old Galisteo Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-471-5808
jimvictorl @yahoo.com

Kevin Stillman
4080 Forest Road 268
Jemez Springs N.M. 87025

(505) 412-1936
kevinscm(@starband.net

Carl Tapia, Sr. and Carl Tapia, Jr.

26A Los Tapias Lane
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-471-3109

Carl. Tapia@@state. nm.us

Gregorio X. Tapia
Los Tapias Lane
Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-469-0747
shotgun717@aol.com

Damion Terrell (contact)
806 Carlisle Blvd SE
Albuquerque, NM 87106
505-220-9649
grayhall.llc(@gmail.com

Steve Vollstedt
692 Coyote Ridge Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507

Rep. Jeanette Wallace (R)
1913 Spruce

Los Alamos, NM 87544
(505) 661-2575
Wallace(@losalamos.com

Kate Whealen

1204 Galisteo Parkway
Santa Fe, NM 87501
beto1234(@earthlink.net

Roger Williams

Old Galisteo Way

Santa Fe, NM 87508
505-473-9852

rwilliams2 1 8@yahoo.com
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ORGANIZATIONS

Great Old Broads for Wilderness
P. O. Box 2924

Durango, CO 81302
970-385-9577
ronni@greatoldbroads.org

National Wild Turkey Federation
Santa Fe Chapter

770 Augusta Road

Edgefield, SC 29824

New Mexico Wilderness Alliance
142 Truman NE, Suite B1
Albuquerque, NM, 87108
505-843-0274

Sangre de Cristo Beekeepers
Kate Whelan, Coordinator
1204 Galisteo Parkway
Santa Fe, NM 87501
505-983-4098
beto1234wearthlink.net

Santa Fe Conservation Trust
Charlie O'Leary
Conservation Coordinator
505-989-7019
Charlie(@sfct.org
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Santa Fe Farmer’s Market
Tim Voss, Executive Director
1607 Paseo de Peralta

Santa Fe, NM 87501
505-983-4098

Sierra Club, Santa Fe Group
802 Early Street

Santa Fe, NM 87501
505-983-2703

WildEarth Guardians

Bryan Bird, Wild Places Coordinator
312 Montezuma, Suite A

Santa Fe, NM 87501

(505) 988-9126 x 1157
bbird@wildearthguardians.org

Wild Watershed

Sam Hitt, Founder (contact person)
P.O. Box 1943

Santa Fe, N.M. 87504

(505) 438-1057
sam(@wildwatershed.org
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Harry B. Montoya
Comynissioner, District 1
Virginia Vigil
Commissioner, District 2

Michael D. Anaya

oman Abeyta
Commissioner, District 3

County Manager

September 4, 2007

Dr. Renny Levy, President Michael Tapia
Old Galisteo Way Road Association 34 Los Tapias Lane
103 Old Galisteo Way Santa Fe, NM 87508

Santa Fe, NM 87508
Re: Development Permit to Maintain Old Galisteo Way
Dear Dr. Levy and Mr. Tapia:

As you are both well aware, we have had numerous meetings regarding the issuance and
terms of a permit to maintain the public road known as Old Galisteo Way. We have since
reviewed the Land Development Code and consulted with our legal staff regarding
issuance of permits for maintenance of roads. Consequently, we have determined that the
Code does not require the County to issue permits for maintenance of private driveways
or public roads which are not County Roads. The Code merely requires that residents
obtain development permits for the construction of roads, streets and driveways.
Therefore, after careful consideration, no further permits will be issued or required for the W
ongoing maintenance of Old Galisteo Way. Cy

—

Any disputes which exist or which may arise between the Road Association and any land I':i
owner whose property abuts Old Galisteo Way pertaining to maintenance of that road, ;y
should be addressed between the Association and the land owner in the First Judicial - 'v
District Court or such other Court as may have jurisdiction over the dispute. m

e

We hope that the community is able to amicably resolve existing questions regarding
maintenance rights and responsibilities and we will keep you all apprised of any plans the
County may develop pertaining to Old Galisteo Way and other roads in your
neighborhood area that are part of the Community College District .

RN

P LI

Sincerely, u“
ek

{-:W

es Lujan, Director/Growth Management Department gﬁ

fot

Xc: Roman Abeyta, County Manager -

Rachel Brown, Assistant County Attorney
Jack Kolkmeyer, Land Use Administrator/Growth Management Department

102 Grant Avenue ® P.QO.Box 276 e SantaFe, New Mexico 87504-0276 @ 505-986-6225 e Fax: 505-986-6389
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FDR SHARED WELL EASEWENT AND WATER OISTRIBUTION LINES
N/F
B Potes TERRELL

N 89°59'57" &

BK.1880- PG.573
UPC§1-D52-094-105-218

LEGEND AND NOTES

<

DENOTES POINT FOUNO 11011 CAP OR AS NOTEO
DENOTES POINT CALCULATEO
DENOTES POINT TQ BE SET 11011 CAP

DENOTES EOGE OF EASEMENT

SHADE OENOTES 2000 SQ.FT. OR GREATER BUIDABLE AREA
SLOPE OF LESS THAN 15%,
OTHER TRAN THDSE SHOWN AS DRAINAGE EASEME!

ANO NO NATURAL DRN?‘SMEWAVS

DENOTES OPEN SPACE FROM PLAT NOTE §1

BASIS OF BEARING IS FROM PLAT ENTITLED “LANO DMSION ANO LOT LINE

ADJUSTMENT FOR STEWART AN

IO BARBARA

PECKHAM AND BOYD K. ANO

NANCY E. MOCK

0OF 86.51 ACRES" BY RICK CHATROOP MMLS §11011, DATED JUNE 1ST, 1997. AS FILED
N THE OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK IN BK 366, PG Dt2.

2. THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT TO ANY EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS AND COVENANTS OF
RECORD.

50' OPEN SPACE
PL.BK.366,PG.012

*3.07 ACS -

2 OL({;:{I?ED’WI
A

[

660.00
Y, e
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e
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E
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W

SPECIAL NOTES AND BUILDING PERMIT CONDITIONS

1. BUILDINGS ON THESE LOTS AREA SUBJECT TO THE
URBAN WILDLAND INTERFACE CODE

2. THE FIRE AFFIDAVIT IS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF
THE COUNTY CLERK AS DOCUMENT#_4 9 26 47

ADRID
BK.2537 PG.350
4 upc§1-052-084-21D-255
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N/F v
VALENTINE !(1
00C#1338892 H
UPCI|-052-094—1\|—\EZ i

10 U\‘IUI'; Ess'g)c
GRANTED THi 3
TYPICAL

REVIEWED BY CITY OF SANTA FE:

REVIEWED BY _ K\

REVIEWED BY

=X

N BS'27'54" W
142.94

S 87:35°098"
188.03

It OLD GALISTEO WAY

1
H N
P

CENTERED 38 ACCESS
D UTILTY EME!
CONTAINS EXIST. RD.

i PL.BK.386,PG.012

N

"RESIDENCE & STUOIO

W

TRACT C-1
? =y 13.70 AC.

#82 OLD GALISTED WAY

25" OPEN SPACE

S 6638°45" W
128.77

S 663845 W
28.50

N/F
SPERLICH

8x.2336 PG.604
UPC#1-D52-084~213-224

—V‘\"ﬁA \

N/F
LAWRENCE

BK.1553 PG.371
UPC#1-052-094~217-197

’K_\_”K_‘)\_

_fT_\_

%

CENTEREQ 38' ACCESS

{ AND UTILITY EASEMENT
/ PL.BK.386,PG.012
! N/F
v GIACCHETTI
I DOC§1371288
. UPC#1~052-084-209~152

\31'%09

v

04T

/2" Rew, 5 8937017

CITY SUBOMSION ENG.

FL BK.366,PG.012

. N/F
“u’fv‘mm‘; IMUS

BK.1319  PG.438

UPC§1-052—-004~189-089
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UTILITY APPROVALS:

OWEST COMML

"%/{/ﬁ«i*

RSON

2 e 5%

TY LAND U

DS 4280
ZLORMENT PCRWT MO.

/
oare S2SH 2007

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL:

Tzfsz _s/08/08
WEETING DATE

o Yosbz

“AONINISTRATOR DATE

inst# 149 Ze4S
COUNTY OF SANTA FE SS
STATE OF NEW MEXICO

{ hereby certify Lhot this_instrument wu! hlsd
_Iu g

for record on tha _2_5__ d
20_07 ot

SANTA FE COUNTY NOTES AND CONDITIONS: 360

1. MAINTENANCE OF ACCESS ROADS AND UTILITY EASEMENTS TO 8E
RESPONSIBILITY OF LAND OWNERS/USERS UNLESS CURRENTLY MAINTAINED BY
SANTA FE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

2. THIS PARCEL LIES WITHIN ZONE X AREAS OUTSIDE 500 YR.
FLOOD PLAIN AS SHOWN ON F.L.R.M. PANEL#3S0069 02338 DATED 11/D4/88.

3. WATER USE/WELL WITHDRAWAL ON THESE LOTS RESTRICTED BY COVENANTS FILEO
IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK DOCUMENT NO.J4 92 (& o
4. PURSUANT TQ THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, THE SOIL
RATING ON THIS PROPERTY iS DESIGNATED AS BEING MODERATE TO SEVERE
REGARDING LIMITATIONS TO SEPTIC TANKS. POTENTIAL BUYERS/SELLERS OF THIS
PROPE SHOULD INQUIRE WATH THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENT QEPARTMENT
THER THESE SOILS ARE SUITABLE FOR CONVENTIONAL SEPTIC SYSTEM OR IF AN
AL!'ERNATIVE SYSTEM IS REOUIRED.
5 SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT QoS NaT INCLUOE THE
ONSTRUCTION OF THE PRIVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS A! PRIOR TO THE
CONSTRUC“DN OF SAID_PRIVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS, IT IS RF_OUIRED THAT AN
ADDIMONAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT BE APPLIED FOR AND THEN APPROVED BY THE
SANTA FE COUNTY LAND USE AOMINISTRATOR.

B. NEW DRIVEWAY/ROAD ACCESS FROM OLD GALUSTEQ WAY
THE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTH OR THE 'RECTUI SHALI.

VERT AS PERMITTEI
SANTA FE COUNTY PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT FOR CDNST'RUCT’ON

7. THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE APPROVAL OF ANY
FURTHER DEVELDPMENT INCLUDING BUILDING PERMITS,

B. ON SITE SANITARY SEWER SERVICE SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE LOT
OWNERS, AND MUST BE PERMITTED AND APPROVED BY NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL
DEPARTMENT.

9. WATER SUPPLY ON THESE LDTs ARE GOVERNED BY THE EXTRATERRITORIAL
ZONING ORDINANCE, SECTION 10. 3
i G-,

G-2
0. ONLY ONE WELL SHALL BE PERMITTED TO SERVE m THIS WELL SHALL
BE SUBJECT TO A SHARED WELL AGREEMENT.

11. DRILLING OF ANY NEW DOMESTIC wt:u Is PROHIBITED IF REGIONAL WATER 1S
AVAILABLE WITHIN 200 FEET OF THESE Lf

12. IF REGIONAL WATER BECOMES AVAILABLE, THESE LOTS SHALL CONNECT TO THE
REGIONAL WATER SYSTEM AND DOMESTIC WELL USE SHALL CEASE WITHIN 9D DAYS
DF SUCH CONNECTION.

13, ALL WELLS ORILLED ON IHESE LOTS POST JAM. 1, 2000 MUST BE CONSTRUCTEQ
PER E20 STANDARDS LISTED IN SECTION 10.1A.3, PROGF QF PROPER CONSTRUCTION
MUST BE SUBMITTED AT THE TIME OF DEVELOPMENT PERMIT REQUEST OR UPON
OEMAND BY THE COUNTY LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.

14. THE PARCELS AS PLATTED HEREON ARE SUBJECT TO SECTION 12.1 OF THE EZ0,
TERRAIN MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS AT THE TIME OF ANY DEVELOPMENT.

15. EXISTING NATURAL DRAINAGEWAYS WILL NOT BE MODIFIEC OR IMPEDED
WITHOUT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE  ADMINISTRATOR OR COUNTY

HYDROLOGIST. DEVELDPNENT SHALL NOT IMPEDE HISTORIC FLOW RATES OR PATTERNS
TO OR FROM THESE LOTS.

18, ACCESS ROADS, WHETHER PUBLIC OR PRIVATE. SHALL BE DEVELOPED IN
COMPLIANCE WATH SECTION 3.5.3 OF THE ESR.

17. THE_ SUBDIVISION DISCLDSURE STATEMENT REGARDING THESE TRACTS 1S FILED IN
THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK AND RECORDED IN DOC.HLYG2 (YT

18. THE LANOS SHOWN HEREON LIE WITHIN THE PLANNING AND PLATTING
JURISDICTION OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SANTA

15, THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO SANTA FE COUNTY FIRE ANO RESCUE IMPACT
FEES AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMI

20. ALL OEVELOPMENT SHALL OCCUR WITHIN BUNDABLE AREAS SHOWN IN
ACCOROANCE WITH THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE.

21. SANITARY SEWER SERVICE 1S NOT AVAILABLE TO THE SUBJECT PROPERTY.

22. A SHAREOD WELL AGREEMENT MUST BE APPROVED AND EXECUTED PRIOR TO
PLAT RECOROATION. THE PLAT MUST INDICATE SHARED WELL EASEMENTS,

23 THE SMARED WELL AGREEMENT FOR THESE TRACTS IS FILED IN THE
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AS DOCUMENT §14% Z( X

24. THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO A 3DX OPEN SPACE REOUIREMENT NO
DEVELDPMENT MAY OCCUR WITHIN THE OESIGNATED OPEN SPACE.

25. A RETENTION POND MUST BE INSTALLED ON EACH LDT AT THE TIME
OF DEVELOPMENT.

BT TR B R AR AR
LAND DIVISION FOR
ROBERT and VALERIE ARBER
OF
JRACTC

PURPOSE: TO CREATE TWO RESIDENTIAL LOTS

and wos duly recorded in bnok
poge_____ QTN

Witness my Hond ond Seol of Offica
Veleris Espinozo
County Clerk, Sonto Fe County,N.

TP urten bl

-GO—
" of the records of
Sonta Fa Counly.

3 ORIGINAL TRACT C IS FROM "LAND DIVISION and LOT
LINE ADJUSTMENT FOR STEWART and BARBARA
PECKHAM and BOYD K. and NANCY E. MOCK of 86.51
ACRES" FILED IN PLAT BK. 366, PG. 12.

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N., RSE., NM.PM.,
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.,

Deputy

RICK CHATROOP
PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR

NEFW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011
(505) 470-0037 110 WAGON TRALL ROAD  CERRILLOS. NM. 87010

INDEXING INFORMATION FOR THE COUNTY CLERK
OWNER:  ARBER

ORIGINAL UPC# 1-052--D94~164-203
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NS SHOMN ARE APPROXIMATE

OEMOTES FOUND POINT (A9 NDTED)

OENOTES POINT SET (1/2° RBR. W/CAP L.S.
DENOTES TELEFHONE PEDESTAL

OEMOTES ELECTRIC METER

DENOTES ELECTRIC TRANSFORMER

OEMOTES FENCE LIME

10277)

DENOTES ﬁClM. FLOOD HAZARD AREAS
\TED BY 100-TEAR FLDOOD ZUNE AE

Yicngrye

OEMOTES  500-YEAR FLOOD ZONE X
DEMOTES OPEN SPACE OEDICATEO OM PLAT
REFERENCED IN NOTE No. 1.

DENOTES BUILOABLE AREA NITH SLOPES LESS THAW 153 250

SCALE ¢ 1° = 100" &

LA CIENEGA WATERSHED CONDITIONS

COMNECTION TO COUNTT WAYER UTILTIY. LOT OWERS THER SUCCESSORS
ASSIBNEES SWALL AGREE Ti THE COUNTY WATER UTILITY
F THE PROPERTY LINE OF THE
RED ALONG PLATTED
SUCC!

IPERTY LIME, THE LANDOI
GNEES AGREE MAT vn uwuss THE CREATION OF N I
NHSA

200 Fi E
RESULATIONS AND YARIFFS OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY WATER COMPANY.

2 m Fm wmen O THE GREATEST EAVENT r:nsxu
T DWHERS SHi 3 S\unm WELLS TO MININIZE EXPENSES RELATED
I TH xnmln WATER SUPPLIES.

3) DESIGN AND CONSTRUCYION. AT THE TIME A LINE EXTENSION 1S WA
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 1 ABOVE, TME DISTAIBUTION SYRTEW l“nll THE
LAMD OIVIDED SHALL BE DESIGNED YO MEET THE NINIMM FIRE FLOI
REDUTREMENTS OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY WATER UTILITY, EXCLUSIVE OF ANY
RESERVOIA CAPACITT.

4)  OISCOMNECTION FROM OOMESTIC WELLS. AT THE TIME THE cumecnnn s

SANTA FE WATER UTILITY, LOT OMMERS, THEIA

SUCCESSORS, AND JSSTOELS, ASAER To GISCOMMECLT ANY
WELLE SECTION 72-12~1 WNSA 1978 us!r REPL.

PANP.) AND T0 DISCONTINUE USE OF SATO WELLS EXCEPT IN EMERGENCY

CIRCUMSTANCES.

5 EASCHENTS. LOT OWNERS SHALL OEDTCATE A 15 FODT | lut UTILITY
EAsEuenv ALONG ALL PROPEATY LINE: oF
DERASTRUCTUAE 460 WATER OISTRIBUTION Thes FoR T CONPY UTILITY

wF

CREER ENTERPRISES
MISC BX 435 PG 584

6) WELL DE A 6000 FAITH EFFOAT SHALL BE MADE T ! anu. ALL uﬂ.Ls
s FEE' mvn THE TESUQUE FORMATION AND YD CORSTRUC
BREVENT NIXILO OF WATERS BETWEEW THE TESUGLE M@ mcm rmu 1ans.
A SUGRESTED WELL DEGIGN TS AVAILAHLE FROM THE COUNTY LAND USE
DEPARTHENT .
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LAND DIVISION ;509
OF TRACT A
FOR RENNY AND MARIA LEVY

WITHIN SW 1/4, SECTION 15 T.16N., R.9E., NMP.M.
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

PURPOSE: THIS PLAT CREATES FOUR RESIDENTIAL PARCELS

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

CEATAIN TRACTS OF LAND HERESY OESIGNATED AS TRACTS

A-2, A-3, A-4". LYING WITHIN THE W1/2 HX1/4 5W1/4 EEEVION 15,
TOWNSHIP 18 NORTH, RAMGE 9 EAST, N.N.R.N., COUNTY DF SANTA
FE. NEW MEXICO.

TRACT *A-1" CONTAIMING 5.002 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.
TRACT -A-2° CONTAINING 5.002 ACAES, MORE OR LESS.

* CONTAINING 6,208 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

* CONTAINING 3.924 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

YOTAL OF TAACTS CONTAINING 20.214 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

OWNERS CONSENT

THE_UNOERSIGNED ni»cns I TMIS LAND 00 HERERY CONSENT TO THE PLATTING

OF TMESE LANDS SHO) THIS LAND DIVISION IS MACE WITH THEIR FREE C

AND AND ls ™ Accnmnm:s inn THEIA nEsmEs o THE 38" ACCESS AND UTILIH
EASEMENT SHONN HEREON TS HEREBT GRANTED TO BENEFIT THE TRACTS AS SHOMN,

15* WIOE uvn.uv EASEIEN' ALONG ALL Fmpeﬂh LINES 1S HERERY GAANTED FOR YNE

PURFOSE OF INSTALLING UTILITIES, [NCLUDING FUTURE WATER DISTRIBUTION LINES.
EASEWEAT T WENES GOANTED. FOR XLL ESYGTING UTTL FTIRG. THESE LNDS LIE NTTHIN THE
PLANNING AND ALATTING JURISOICTION OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICD.
” PP v A T

RIS TR A
RERNY LEVY - Th LEVY B
STATE OF WEW WEXICO ) 55
COUNTY OF SANTA FE )

THE FOREGOING TNSTRUMENT NAS ACKNOMLEDGED BEFOPE ME THIS oar

oF ‘ L2003, BY 1.y e cp . gmao

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES . - ° .. [

VRSP

EREA
NOTARY PUSLIC

NOTES

1) BaSIS OF HEARINSS IS TAKEN FROM A PLA' ENTITLED 'Ll)iﬂ DIVXSIDN AN
PECKHA!

Lot LD | Anuus uznv FOR STEWART AMD BARBARA ANO BOYD
NANC! CX_OF B6.51 ACRES™ BY ATCHARD A. tm\vrmnﬂ. .....
931081, Fl\.Eﬂ ANTA FE COUNTY OFFICE B0OK 366 PAGE 012. BT m SINGLE

s
PARENTHESIS | ) IS FROM SAID PLAT

2)  REFER TO WARRANTT OEEO FROM | STEWART AND BAREARA PECKHAN T0
RENNY (EVY AND WARIA LEVY. £ SANTA FE COUNTY CLERXS
OFFICE ON NOV 47. 1898, IN =g 1553. PAGES 689

3)  INPROVEMENTS SHOWM ARE CURRENT AS OF DATE OF SUAVEY 12/10/02,

@ WD UNDERGHOUND UTILITIES WERE LOCATED BY THIS SURVEY,

SURVEYOR"

CERTIFICATE

£ HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE PLAT ) NDTES SHOWN HEREON WERE PREPAREQ
UNDER MY SIRECTION FRON A SUR\ ORMED IN THE FIELG FOR THE PURPOBE
oF SUNTVIOING THIS FouR Lor su!mvxsmN 45 INSTRUCTED BY he owen oF

EST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, ATI LIEF, TRIA
PLATNEETS 6B EXI:EEDS THE AEQUIREHENTS OF WE "MINENUK snmAans FOR
LAND SURVEYING NEW MEX, -

nlcmnn A, MORRIS
W.P.5. Na. 10277

CURRENT U.P.C. CODE 1-052.-084- UJ1-202

IVDEXING [NFORMATION FOR COUNTY CLERK

oweRs | SecTion | Twese. | maee | LocATIoN

ey s WRIA Levr] 15 | 16 NoRTH | 0d EAST [ sanTA FE County

Red
Mountain
Engineers, Inc.

ENGINENRI-SURVYEIVORS

1210 ran

rioray B
ante Fe. MM aunu—-rnn

Phone: (308) <TH-Ta

ORAWN BY: W.E. SCALE: §°= 100 [ cuecxeo e AaN:

NAME; LEVY 20 c. PROPEATY. LOT SPLIT

[raosEcT Mo, 25005-321




DMISION OF LAND
FOR

LESA R, DELIS| AND RANDALL HOLMES
ON TRACT D-3, OF THE LESA DELISI LAND DIVISION,
LOCATED AND LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.16 N, R.9 E. N.MPM, COUNTY OF
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO.

PURPOSE: CREATION OF TWO RESIDENTIAL LOTS

DEDICATION/AFRRIDAVIT

Know off persons by these presents:

Thot tha undersigned awner(s) have caused lands to be dmdad

os shown hereon, lying ond bsing situate in Sonta Fe County and within the Pionning
and Piatting jurisdiction of Sonta Fe Caunty and the Cily af Santo Fe.. ANl thot oppeors

on this plot is with the free consent and in accordonce with the wishes ond desires of the
undersigned  ownar(s).

Easements shawn hersan ore hersby gronted. and eosements ore hereby granled
for pristing utiities.

se 4 T/ faz

R. OELISI (OWHER) DATE

ﬁudu!‘ E Q'M 2 é -63
RANOALL HOLMES (OWNER) DATE

STAIE' OF NEW MEXICO
OUNTY OF SANTA FE J5:

The faregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this [{2‘”‘ doy adMSZDGS
CLP. CrP.
S DO NOT EXCEED 15% GRADE y e Sandha :Qpﬂﬂ&
<
N
g 2 i, 2000
I B Netery Publlc Wy Commiss@p Expires
et WAC’ et
J it
3 |
HIE g 2J9/04
¢ 3
ETIE | 3 Dole
3 | va9'54'23" 665.96" |
Rlore NBI542TE - A cep COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PERMIT No.
oL s “ 3298 | 2 -1%-0%
MR~ B 3 | ol 50 OPEN SPACE 118 RURAL ACDRESSING DIRECTOR
By g 1 S§8 N
§l > JOX OPEN SPACE 2 ol A 1 &
8 9 g - ! o
<] ! 3 I ] ) &
| | & N | | ) e EZC APPROVAL
- ~ | )
| L R N TmmEy TRACT.0-3-2 | I 4-2 03
aalell ! LIS 4 ( C ]7\ 2.53 Ac. | 'i
28| g[\, plwl |- _)J RURAL AGDRESS 74C |
wE ROVBIED [ “ - \ !
mACT ¢ EIN R g s S RETENTION | | nr
swikr peoan S SR | x| 0§ | 2 s POND ] TRACT 4
scxsreor RY) 518y B R .| o SR ber
a8 |
§.b: S| '\ ® | TRACT D—-3-1 \‘ | }s SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
E’! S §\l\ | 2.53 Ac. | | s NOTES AND CONDITIONS:
3 | RURAL ADDRESS 748 \ | 3
| E 1A | | 13 1) Mointenance of private occess eosements is the responsidility of the land owner ond users.
| S Op A | | [ 2) Santa Fe County Approval of this survay plat doss not include the construction of the
I A | § | 18 private eosement(s) ar rood(s) os shown. Priar to the construction of soid privale roads
| A S i X 1 13 or easements, it is required that on odditionol development permit be opplied for ond approved
\ | g | % EMERGENCY TURNARDUND | 3 by the Sonta Fe Caunty Lond Use Admnistrotor.
| ) \ S| HEREBY CREATED. | lg J) Tha approval of this plot does nol constitute the oppravol of ony further development
| 1\ | cusTNG N = | 2 including building parmits.
| | \{ ﬂﬁ/WWAY 3 ! ~ 15 4.) Pursuant to the Sante Fe County Lond Development code, the sail rating of this property
1 & | N ! 3 is designoled os bsing moderote ta severs regarding /imitations ta septic tonks. Potentio
3 ‘ NS Y S el | s buyers and or sellers of this property should inquire with the New Mexica Envictnment
N AN o Deportment whather these soils are Suitable for o conventionf septic system of if an olterndtive
FROM  "LANO OIVISION A LI ) R system s required. ]
RBARA PECKHAM", N T —— 50" 0Pt SPACE o™ 5.) Londs shawn hereon lie outside the 100 year floodpiain in Jone "X occarding to the Federal Flaod
) DISTANCES ¥ () 3 S8 ACCESS & UTLITY EASEMERT: fle Insuronce Rote Mop Ponel No. 350069—02336.
HERESY a::nrp BY TS msmw JJL_O‘E | N 6.) The parcels os platied hereon are subject to Section 12.1 of the EZC (within 2 mile £Z).
iRk X X e e X = TGS T ) 7.) Sonitary sewers ore not ovailable fo subject property. On site sonitory disposal is the responsibiity
56332 9 of the Jond owner. On-site sewer dispasol syslem must be permitted and oppraved b,
New Mexica Environmental Department.
5 &) Oriveway lacation off Oid Galistea Rood is subject to approval from the Sonta Fe County Public Works
1 Oeportment.
o 4 3 N 9.) Private occass raads shol be developed in compiiance with ssction 352 £3 of the ESR. including ageq.ate
K. & radii ot cul
m:/c: , 8K 1175 PG SeS o 10.) Woter use\well Av/Mdrawu/ an these trocts is restricted by covenants filed in the Office of the Courty
SN WS Clerk ond recorded in Book . Poges os a.
8K, 1313, PG 439 NOTES
1%
A) rtpmw MANANGEMENT REGULATIONS SHALL BE COMPLIED WITH TR AT
THE TWE OF BUILDING APPLICATION FOR EACH LOT. L &
8) STy SEWERS ARE NOT AVAILABLE T0 SUBECT PROPERTY
ON SITE SAMITARY DISPOSAL IS THE RESPONSIBIITY OF THE OWNER.
C.) SEWER DISPOSAL SYSTEM MUST BE PERMITTED AN APPROVED
8Y THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL DEPARTMENT.
D.) ACCESS ROADS, WHEATHER PUBLIG OR PRIVATE, SHALL BE DEVELOPED
IN COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 15.3 OF THE ESR. CONFIRM LEGAL ACCESS
TO THE PROPERTY AND LIST THE RECORDED BODK AND PAGE INFORMATION.
£) 'EXISHNG NATURAL DRAINAGE WAYS WILL NOT BE MOOIFIEC OF IMPEDED
THOUT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE ADMIM'STRATOR OR 2
CONTY HYOROLOGIET. " CEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEOE HISTORIC FLOW s
RATES OR PATTERNS TO OR FROM THESE L ¥
J/ERER.
]
Fubly Sernie g, Sas
COUNTY OF SANTA FE 45 |31339G
STATE OF NEW MEXICO )

FIELD CHECKED, AND UPDAJED OECEMBER 1.

2002.
Surveyor in the Stote of
m octusl survey made in

' the Minimum Standards,

contoined hereln is true ?

n and bolief. k@
SEPTEMBER 10, 2000. ’trﬂ’;

P.S. No. 12443

(W T rocanow | somcwison |
Sonta Fa, M. LDELISI  [SEC 715 Tién, R9E] PECKHAM
I— ——

1 hereby certily thof this instrument wos fied for
record an the day of

o'ciock 2 m,,_ong’was duty
. Poge & of the

recorded in Book
records of Sonto Fe County. {UPC. 1052094230195)

Witness my Hond ond Seal of Office AFZ SURVEVING & DRAFTING

REBECCA BUSTAMANTE JIT VILLEROS ST. [ SANTA FE. NM | 982-5536

ounty Cierk, Sonte Fe County, New Mexico
Project No. XYZ2KO37 ,5 -~ "; 3
INDEXING INFORMATION FOR CWNTV CLERK
epuly

—p—
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DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT

AL MEN 8Y THESE PRESENTS THAT THE UNDERSIGNED
OWNER(S) HAVE CAUSED 70 BE DIWVIDED THDSI S SHOW!
HEREDN THIS OMISION IS MADE WITH THE FREE CON ENT AND
N ACCORDANCE WITH THE WISHES AND DESIRES DF SAID OWNER(S).
UTIUTY COMPANIES ARE GRANTED EASEMENTS AS SHOWN AND FOR
EXISTING UTILITIES. OTHER EASEMENTS ARE GRANTED AS SHOWN.

e THIS DIVISIDN CONTAINS 10.85 AC.+~—, ANO LIES WITHIN THE
Al PLAN \'NINE AND PLATTING JURISDICTION' OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF

M s

- . AND N,
N
—————— A
\
STAIE OF o uipco
% COUNTY OF Sdufa J4

THE FOREGDING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEOGED AND
SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME BY BOYD K. ANO NANCY E. MOCK
Tais_ A5 oav OF S qriudee 2000_ 1

NITY MAP

SCRIPTIONS

PARCEL 1A

AND LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N, RGE,
E CDUNTY, NEW MEXICO. AND BEING MORE
CRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE PARCEL
D FROM WHENCE THE 1/4 CORNER CDMMDN
18 AS REFERENCED ABDVE Bl
275.95 DISTANT; THENCE FROM SN

GINNING N 20°35'58" W, 5i

'OINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING.
BNS ACt AND AS MORE FULLY SHOWN AS

PARCEL 1B

AND LYING WITHIN SECTION (5, T16N, ROE,
Y, MEXICO. ANO BEING MORE

ICRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

T THE NDRTHEAST CDRNER OF THE PARCEL
J FROM WHENCE THE |/4 CORNER COWDN
NO 16 AS REFEREN

3 SND PD)NT

E,
: THENCE N 01" |25| W 32355
E. 29598 TO THE POINT AND PLACE

:J ACk AND AS MORE FULLY SHOWN AS

RCEL 1C

0O LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N, R9E,
COUNTY, NEW MEXICD. ANO BEING MORE
IBED AS FOLLOWS:

THE NORTMWESY CORNER OF THE PARCLL

18 REFFREN
96’ DISTANT, THENCE FROM SAID POINT
NING N B'58'67" E, 378,54"; HENCE

St THENCE N 8T59'48 W, 294.5
W, 335.32° TO THE POINT a0 PLAC

ACE AND AS MORE FULLY SHOWN AS

TIFICATE

THE NOTES HEREON

L0 SURVEY COMPLETED
RIL. 15T, 2000, AND ARE
Y KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF,
SIONAL LAND SURVEYORS

iiry .
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES;’}:‘.Q‘J-J'L_LM—NDTARY PUBLIC
DETAIL A -
COMMON ACCESS ROADWAY 2
" ¥4
2
[
B
5
3
€ COMPACTED sn@va EXISTING GR.
BASE COURSE
6" COMPACTEO SUHGRADE ( 95% MAX. DENSITY )
A PLASTICITY INDEX (F'l) OF B% TO 12% IS REQUIRED.
N/F
TR. 4—A CARELTON W s
BK.628 PG.500

AREA HATCHED 1S WITHIN 100 YR. AND 500 YR. FLDOO PLAINS

AS OEFINED BY F..RM. RATE MAP AS REFERENCED IN NOTE #2,
AL STRUCTURES BUILT WITHIN THE FLOOO PLAINS SHALL BE
CONSTRUCTED A MINIMUM DF ONE FODT ABOVE THE MAXIMUM FLOOQ
ELEVATION OF 6683'-6695', THESE ELEVATIONS DATUM SHOULD BE VERIFIED
BY A LICENSED ENGINEER. 10

PG.027.
z DATA IN' ( ) (5 FRO) #1.
| THIS PLAT (S SUBJECT 7O ANY EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIDNS

LEGEND AND NOTES

@  OENOTES PODINT FOUNQ

©  DENOTES 11011 CAPPEQ REBAR SET THIS SURVEY

OENQTES POINT CALCULATED
DENOTES BRASS MONUMENT
DENOTES UTIUTY PDLE

AS NOTEO

AS NOTED

DENDTES EDGE OF EASEMENT

DENOTES QVERHEAD LINES
DENOTES FENCE LINE

OENOTES £DGE OF 100 YR FLOQD PLAIN
DENDTES CENTER OF 10' WIDE DRAINAGE ESMT.

. BASIS QF EEARING Is FRDM PLAY OF SURVEY FOR PECKHAM

BY MITCHEI NDONAN NI
FILED N THE "OFFICE OF TﬂE

LS #6998, AND BEING

BK.128,

AND

M_PLAT OF NOTE
COVENANTS OF RECORD.

N/F
PARCEL 2 GRAY

RECEETION $398,046

DIRT ORNE PARTILY
oN

ENCR \
NORTH BOUNDARY . R

s.,,,,;}L

PAﬁ?gL‘1
460 OLD GALISTED WAY

p
R

SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK IN PLAT

‘,
9°288 I

0¢/9

2 WDE unLity
} 5 EASEMHT

~
W Rksuoomg‘g}, &, 1 ) N/F
1/2° RER 174 RoR. ST g TR. 8 LUJAN
3 / £K3T2 PGAER
1/4 COR SECS. 15 & 16 23 Soun oF e R ORVE e B
T18N, ROE —— e &
REC. BX.247, PC.BBA (3
o i w (({ 1) -
BASIS OF BEARING \ N
N BE'58'57" £ { ‘ N 8958'SY € N BU59'57 E o w cone
- Z T S’ T % D128
1960.00 ((&%W) . e IRON PIPE g D"uﬁflnr £
} -/ PRIVATE
1 }7 CENTERED 38° AcCESS / & D9'51°268" W
50° OPEM SPACE % % }’"-‘;"‘a‘gi“‘n%“\ 5 2 0
”/&\ w a
= PARCEL ‘i Bis
N/ 1 f PARGEL 1G A
ely ,vb7ou> GALIS\'EO WaY, " > ﬂ.qu m WAY i
Al
TRACT C ARBER B 7N :"\m me "
PUT BK.368 PG.O12 S Ny p /1., /Y X ! E
R LOT LIKE i’\/ \ :.?\
23 :
- :
S 873508 W o /31700 188 sex ) 29457
wIE e 183.57 5715 /Z/ N 875948 W
7 [ e it
- L
—\ - 50° OPEN SPACE —*| fme——
PRIVATE —_— e
CENTERED 38" ACCESS S 663845 W
AND UTILI jal . 128.77 N/F
TRACT A PECKHAM //4,% g7
/22400 PLAT BX.386 PG.DI2
> g UNTY OF SANTA FE
G BUBDVISION ENG. o ,sme o s ’
REVIEWED BY (. - heraby corti in ment wa
. TV PUBLE JRECTOR TS for ragqrd an the 5’5"
REVIEWED @Y %3‘,@) _ and wor duy T hook -
g TE /5. Wes Communications, lnc., Qisclaimar. 807, li? dmc!(u 0;: ac‘;riq; of
{00’ - TRSEETA OIS pUPSE T yitness my Hond nd Sedl of CHfine
SCALE 1"-100 m.......ummwmmn-m o, et Busomante
V77 doo 1 T -‘*‘ ount ter) onta Fa unty, V.|
A SANTA FE CO. WATER CO jh:&_&é:@x__ owiE 202230

T T RF

Oeputy

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
NOTES AND CONDITIONS:

7""%'_& ’% Z,L% gﬁlﬂﬂe_.
E.Z.C. CHAR, MEETING OATE

g@ /22000
,g,caunw (v

ADMINISTRATOR DATE
__00-4370
DEVELOPUENT PERMIT NO.
/~Se —eO

COUNTY RURAL ADDRESSING

MAINTENANCE OF PRIVATE ACCESS EASEMENTS TO BE
RESPONSIBILITY OF TRACT OWNER!
2 T)-ns PAR\:EL LES wn’mN ZONE X AREAS OlITSIDE 500 YR.
FLOOL AS SHOWN ON F.LRM. EL §350069 2338
DATED 11/04/55 UNLESS DTHERmss NOTED
3. WATER WELL WITHORAWAL ON THESE LOTS RESIRICTEQ BY
COVENANTS FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK

wsook__IBHY e 51451
pocumenr no___ 142 =Y 54

4. PURSUANT TO THE SANTA FE COUNTY LaND DEVELOPMENT COOE,
THE SOIL RATING ON THIS PROPERTY IS D:SIGNATEO ;'S BEING
L

SEVER
TANKS, OTENTW. BUYERS/SELLERS OF THIS FRDPERTY SHOULD
INQUIRE WITH THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT
WHETHER THESE SOWS ARE SUMABLE FOR CONVENTIONAL
SEPTIC SYSTEM OR IF AN ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM (S REDUIRED

5. SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT DOES NOT
INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE PRNATE EASEMENTS O ROADS
AS SHOWN. PRIOR TQ THE INSTRL OF SAIC PRWATE EASEMENTS
OR ROADS, IT IS REQUIRED THAT AN ADDmONAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
BE APPLIED FOR AND THEN APPROVED 8Y THE SANTA FE COUNTY
LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.
6. NEW DRIVEWAY/ROAD ACCESS FROM OLO GAUSTED WAY IS SUBJECT
TD APF'RDVAL FOR LOCATION AND INSTALLATION OF A CULVERT
ITTED BY SANTA FE COUNTY PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A
PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTION.
7. THE_APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES NOT CONSTTUTE THE
APPROVAL OF ANY FURTHER OEVELOPMENT INCLUQING
BUILDING PERMITS.
8. ON SATE SAMTARY SEWER SERVICE SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBIUTY
OF THE LOT OWNERS, AND MUST BE PERIITTED ANO APPROVED
BY NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL OEPARTMENT.
9. ONLY ONE WELL SHAU. BE PERMITTED TO SERVE THESE LOTS.
THIS WELL SHALL BE SUBJEGT TO A SHARED WELL AGREEMENT.
1D. THE PARCELS AS PLATTED HEREON ARE SUBJECT TO SECTION 12.1 OF THE
£20, TERRAIN MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS AT THE TIME OF ANY DEVELOPMENT
11, ALL WEULS ORILLED ON THESE LOTS MUST BE CONSTRUCTED PER EZ0
STANCARDS LISTEQ IN SECTION 1D.1A.3. PROOF OF PROPER CONSTRUCTION
MUST BE SUB

N
MITTED AT THE TIME OF OEVELOPMENT PERMIT REQUEST
OR UPON DEMAND BY THE COUNTY LAND USE AOMINISTRATOR.

12, EX?STING NATURAL ORAJNAGEWAYS WILL NOT BE MODIFIED OR IMPEDED
THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR
OR COUNTY NVDROLOGIST OEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEOE HISTORIC
FLOW RATES OR PATTERNS TO OR FROM THESE LOTS,

13, THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO A 30% OPEN SPACE REQUIREMENT
NO DEVELOPMENT MAY OCCUR WITHIN THE DESIGNATED OPEN SPACE.

14, DRILUNG OF ANY NEW DOMESTIC WELL (S PRDHIBI’TED IF REGIONAL
WATER IS AYAILABLE WITHIN 200 FEET OF THESE LOTS,

15. If REGIONAL WATER BECOMES AVALARLE, THESE LOTS SHALL CONNECT

TO THE REGIONAL WATER SYSTEM AND DOMESTIC WELL USE SHALL CEASE
WITHIN 90 DAYS OF SUCH CONNECTION..

16. ACCESS ROADS, WHETHER PUBLIC OR PRNATE SHALL BE DEVELOPED
IN COMPUANCE WITi{ SECTION 3.5.3 OF

LAND DIVISION FOR
BOYD K., AND NANCY E. MOCK

OF
10.85 AC.
PURPOSE: TO CREATE THREE RESIDENTIAL LOTS

(ING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.16N.,
R.9E, NM.P.M., SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

RICK CHATROOP
PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR

NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011

(505) 4700037 2482 MANZANG LP. RIQ RANCHO, NM 87124

NDEXING INFORMATION FOR THE COUNTY CLERK
OWNEF: BOYD K. AND NANCY £ MK




0428050
DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT LEGEND AND NOTES

OWNERLSY. FAVE CAUSED 10 sz%lwnmmrﬁos?mmmmm o DENOTES PONT FOUNO
Wl
RGO s Gl 15 wsu“:s e nesmg ot uwNzR(s) O DENOTES 11011 CAPPED REBAR SET THIS SURVEY
i ol

UTLITY COMPANIES ARE GRANTED EASEMENTS AS SHOWN AN @ DENQTES POINT CALCULATED
EXSTG, UMLTIES, OTHIER FASEWENTS ARE GRANTED A SHOWN. @  OENOTES BRASS MONUMENT
THis NISION CONTAS,20.15 AC.t. AND_ LUES WITHN THE
PLANNING AND P JURISIICTION’ OF THE COUNTY @ omvores umur paie
SANTA FE, NEW A s NoTeD

A
RLLEN GOLDSTEN O 4s NorED

_—— OENOTES EDGE OF EASEMENT

STATE OF CheTviana ———— — — ———  DENOTES OVERHEAD LINES
COUNTY OF cszrvnGe s D —_— OENOTES FENCE LINE
———————— —_— DENOTES EDGE OF 100 YR FLOOD PLAN

& WOE N ST, THE FOREGDING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND
REC. BK.247, 7G.888
DATA S0 W (({ ) SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME BY ALLEN GOLOSTEIN
BASIS OF BEARING IS FROM “PLAT OF SURVEY FOR PECKHAM

THE 227" oAy OF Sunw. 1999 .
BY WITCHEL K. NOONAN NMLS #6998, ANO BEING

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES Tiae 23 ooy NOTARY PUBLIC FILED IN THE omcz OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK IN PLAT
BK128, PG.27

QATA IN' () 1S FROM_PLAT OF NOTE #1.

3. THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT TO ANY EASEWENTS, RESTRICTIONS

AND COVENANTS DF RECORD.

1/2" RBR,
1/4 COR SECS. 15 & 16
TIBN, R9E

TR

TE S BD'SB’ST W,

N 88'50'57" €

N

Qe w_ ATTAGNED

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
NOTES AND CONDITIONS: .

u/:-squ

ITY MAP

.VBDDNTY LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR o
-500

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO.

__ Dudod Pl 22z
f ST W RURAL ADDRESSING APPROVAL TATE

50' OPEN SE&—

LINE DATA CHART

BEARING DISTANCE 3, TP%NANCEHSF PRIVATE ACCESS EASEMENTS TO BE
=0n RESPONSIBILITY OF TRACT OWNERS
N O
4as0g £8.00 4. THS PARCEL LIES WITHIN Z0NE X AREAS OUTSIDE 500 YR.
N 443008 E 117.43 FLOOD PLAN AS SHOWN ON FLRM.  PANEL }350059 2338
DATED 11/0‘/55 UNLESS OTHERWI!
S 63817 E 92.80

5. WATER WELL WITHORAWAL ON THESE LO’TS RESTRICTED 8Y
N 620200" E 53.77 COVENANTS FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK

CoNTIATS S G N 271436 € 0.7 w sook__ {798 race 65D " S5
UTILTY EASEMENT h
CONTAINS EXIST. RD. oocument no_092- 226
6. PURSUANT TO THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND OEVELDPMENT CODE.
THE SOIL RATWG O THS PROFERTY IS DESIGNATED 45 BENG
MODERATE TO SEVERE REGARONG LIITATONS 10 SEPIC
< S, POTENTIAL BUYERS/SELLERS GF THIS PROPERTY SHOULD
. EXICO_ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT
WHEI'HER TSE SIS ANE. SUTABLE FOR- SONENTONE
IC SYSTEM OR fF AN ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM IS REQUIRED.

SANTA FE_COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT DOES NOT
INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE PRIVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS
AS SHOWN. PRIOR TO THE CUNSIRUC“ON OF SAID PRNATE EASEMENTS
RO)DS 1 1S REQUIRED THAT AN ADODITIONAL DEVELOPME)
‘555‘3 BE APPLIED FOR AND THEN AFFROVED BY THE SANTA FE OOU TV
- LANO USE ADMINISTRATOR.

8. THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES NOT CONSTITITE THE
APPROVAL OF ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT INCLUDING
BUILDING PERNITS,

9. THE PARCELS AS Puﬂ'ED HEREON ARE SUBJECT TO SECTION
12.1 OF THE EZO, TERRAIN MAMAGEMENT REGULATIONS AT THE
TIME OF ANY DEVELOPMENT.

% NE > BT TR M SR
Y i D
TRACT C ARBER

PLAT BK.366 PG.012 1" ALL BUILDABLE AREAS SHDWN HAVE SLOPES OF LESS THAN 15X
D THERE ARE NO NA IRAL DRAINAGEWAYS OTHER THAN THOSE
SHOW AS ORAINAGE EASEMENTS.

12 EXIWNG NATURAL DRAINAGEWAYS WILL NOT BE WMODIFIED OR IMPEDED
UT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR OR
CQUNTY HYOROLOGIST. OEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEDE. HISTORIC FLOW
RATES OR PATTERNS TO OR FROM THESE L

25

N/F
TRACT A PECKHAM

PLAT BK.366 PG.OY2

CECEE]

PRIVATE 38" ACCESS —T*
AND UTILITY EASEMENT /

p

NOTE: OPEN SPACE LOST TO
NEW ROAD ESMT. HAS
BEEN_ RELOCATED WITHIN
TRACT B-3

CENTERED

150° OPEN SPACE

%o A oevire su aoorss e
AND M mmw [R.1.YY

53808
801.32

TIFICATE

THE NOTES HEREON , ]
1ELD SURVEY COMPLETED CONTERED 10' WIDE

JNE 1ST, 1999, AND ARE oo ol st ——]
Y KNOWLEOGE AND BELIEF, |

LAND DIVISION FOR
ALLEN GOLDSTEIN
oF

8
A
g p TRACT B
; ,2- ;B;J“‘Z"/"\{"J 'ﬁ; =4 /7 ReR. PURPOSE: TO CREATE THREE RESIDENTIAL LOTS
= clesky R _soss /7 "R

SSIONAL LANO SURVEYQRS

S aI4T W
F11011

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.16N.,
RSE., N.MP.M., SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEX(CO.

DRt
. . NTY OF SANTA 031 - 235
T AR : PRVATE' 38% ACCESS QOUNTY OF SANTA FE ‘)ss |

NOTE: ESAT. OATA N (( )} AND UTUTY EASEWENT 1 hereby cartily that this instrument wog, filed BICK CEATROOP
S TAXDI DIRECTLY FROM . aty » for racord on the of AD.
A . B P05 N/F. N g, i Gt e g PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR
TR, 1-A THOMPSQ Sk 5 e o NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011

FAMILY s{RUS o720 Wit H d Seal of DFfl
AR e T o s o e (505) 470-0087 BT, 1 BOX 504 PECOS, NM 87552

County Clurk, Sara Fa CountyN.M.
. INDEXING NPORMATION FOR THE GOUNTY GLERK

and wos dul racordnd in book
poget B8

Deputy OWMER: ALLEN GOLDSTEN
LOCATION: LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N, ROE, NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY,
NEW LEvIen
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Yiclnity Map
wrs

2_and Copditiogs

% Forarnl 2°/2-9F
UNTY L. ADDRESSING

4 -3028-
EVELOPNENT PERMIT NUMBER

0 YEAR_FLOOD PLAIN. FLDOD
é" N, COMMUNITY

I3
12.1 OF TKE EZ0, TERRAIN

N
ANY" BEVELOPMENT . -bPEN
D OR MODIFIED SUBJECT TO

IVEY PLAT DOES NOT INCLUDE

'NTéS 0A ADAD (S] AS SHOWN.
SEEPE;‘I‘X(T] BDR ROAD (57,

CDUNTV LAND USE EDIINXSTRAYDF-

Y EASEMENTS I
UNLESE C Nl'LV MAINT
Bt lm INTAINED

A3 PERMITTED BY SANTA FE
JONSTRUCTION.

iCTS IS AESTRICTED BY CO!
m RECOROED IN BOOK

No. 12431 UNLESS DTHERNXSE NOTED

m 30K OREN SPACE

NOTES

19

2

l s 78"

BA!X! oF BEARXNS! TAIEN FRON PLAT ENTITLED 'DXVXBXON OF LAND
LESA R IS, I < PREPAI B8Y ALLI

ND 12443, ON OCT. 1998. SAID PLAT WAS RECOROED A

SANTA FE COUNTY CLEH(! OFFICE LNDER !CEPTI(N No. 1031 034
ON 7/16/98. IN PLAT BOOK 391, PASE 003.

OATA IN SINGLE PARENTHESIS ( ) TAKEN FROM THIS PLAT.

REFER TO "LAND DXVXSIII‘ AND LOT LINE ADJUSYDENT FoR
§TEHARTMDBM AA PECKHAM & BOYD K. AND NANCY E. WOCK....-°

AEPARED BY RICHARG A. CHATRQOR, P3 Mo. HUH ONC5/4/87 . SAI0

PLAT WAS EEMED AT THE SAN] OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE UNDI
RECEPTION No. 984, 580 ON 5/30/8"7-E %N PLAT SODK 356, PASE 012.

I0CK
PARCEL 1
BK 441 PG B67

o

§

[EsspmE corymear

L8 e

NOL1R'SIH
|

*12'23°W
. D4.0

Possm F ""&'Sn‘
SHE Loearin
0F SLObE

2.0~
D-1
2.585 ACRES &
URC #4-082-084-230-220

10PEM SPACE = 0.770 Ace)
FURAL ADORESS 72 A

2
Mapeas

334.49 "

500°58'477E

N89°5B°24°E l -
.8 \
3178 50.FT.
s 15 B BN
TNAI 18K
— a5 2.5 —)
23" x 23
FROPOSEDSHARED
WELL EASEMENT.
/_ BRANTED BY THIS INSTRUMENT.

10 Jot llnb\ l

338.37°
30.244

T

7

T

00 °44'53°E
0041 E

X

NP
LIWAN
8K 372 P8 466

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

COUNTY OF SANTA FE

TVE FBRESOXNQ INSTAUMENT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME THIS 1S ‘%
Y OF_JuME _ 4598,

NY COMMISSION ExPIAEs_“/m/aset

BASIS OF BEARING ————

33356 | NOL

ATk

NO4 *42°06°W

——

S85-a%" 132 {
9.42"

53¢ —'

UTILITY EASEMENT
SrunTED o THES TETRMENT

TRACT
D-2
7.669 ACRES +
URC #1-022-034-2M-30%

(OFEN SPACE = 2.300 Ace)
AR ADCVESS 72 B

329.69'
520.50%)

PUSSIALE BUILDING | 3000 50.FT )

BITE LOCATION
OF SC0PES LESS

4 wtrand 'tence

N/F

TRA T ]
BK §75, P6 817

732795 L-25-9F
PHOME) DATE

—b-24-99

(ELEC) OATE

AT AND THE NOTES SHOWN HEREON WERE

ELD SUAYEY WHICH WAS COMPLETED
ORMATION, KNOMLEDSE AND BELIEF,
“WINIMUM STANDARDS FOR LAND

SB9"E3'54°W
589 94°23°W

N/F.
DEL/ISX

TRACT D-3
BX 391, FG 005

DIHECT ON AMD ARE A TRUE Allg

CIMNTY OF SAMTA FE

e o o i = jo82. U

I herady cartify M this inatr it -I filad

1-‘ racord on the E of

P Y T —

and wer Facorded in Pook I
g - ol

Ml FE COUNTY.

ay wend and Sask of Office

it 1t

AT W
/mmm\\‘\

N/E

TRACT 4
89K 441, P8 BE7

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

OF TRACT D—-1 & TRACT D-2

FOR
Joanna Lawrence
LYING & BEING SIT UATE‘ WITHIN

SE'CTION 15 T 18 N, R 9 E NMPM
TY, NEW MEXICO
CONTAIN[NG 10.217 ACRES MORE OR LESS

ohieplat 18 to emend exiating lot bounar
famic ‘tha Sent unty” Lan
Ton and required By LReT eNRCRS oL o Fiok mROrGYRl)

ey
Oopartment wnd

Hi953s

QWNERS CONSENT

HE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS DO HEREBY CONSENT TD THE PLATTING OF LANDS
SHD'N NEEDN. THIS LOT LINE ADJUSTFENT 18 BEING MADE wITH THEIR

AND IS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THEIR OESIFES AND WISHE!

CONS! 3.
TPESE LANDS LIE IXTNIN THE PLA' T'ﬂ'ﬁ ANO PLANNING JRISOICTION OF THE
CX' 'Y AND COUNTY OF SANTA FE, MEW MEXICD. EASEMENTS ARE HEAEBY BAANTED

HERERY gnm‘rzn FOR UTILITIES INIEH MAY

CM‘NTLT EXIST WITHIN THESE LOT!

— A Ire 18 1999
OATET v

JOANNA NCE

!55

Thdded Yol

NOTARY PUBLIC
P

FrL e ia s

HIGH DESERT SURVEYING

PROFESSIONAL SURVEYING

£ \GPRDJEET \ 0003 \R90GE- 1. o0

R R o
'fg,,’é}‘ m—aou FAX: 424-1709

ﬂ". NAME: LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT - JOANNA LAWRENCE !MT Na, 99002
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ROM LAND DIVISION

DIVISION OF LAND
FOR
LESA R DELIS/

ON _TRACT D, OF THE STEWART AND BARBARA PECKHAM LAND DIVISION,
LOCATED AND LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.16 N, R.9 E, NMP.M, COUNTY OF

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO.

PURPOSE: CREATION OF THREE RESIDENTIAL LOTS
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0391005
DEDICATION/AFFRDAVIT

Know off persans by thess presents;

Thot the undersignad awnor(s} hove coused lends fo be divided

o8 shown hereon, lving and being situote i Scnto Fe County end within the Plonning

and Plotting Jrisdiction of Santa Fe County and the City of Santa Fa.. ANl that cppears
on this plot fs with the fres coneent ond in occordance with the wishes ond dasires of the
undersigned orner(s).

Eosernents shor are ors hersby gronted, ond easements are hersby gronted

for existing ufll'flu.\
/;smsgé

LESA R, OELIS) (OWNER)

(. '7'46/ ¢
AT

STATE OF NEW MEXCO
COUNTY OF SANTA FE JSS

e foregoing hstrument was acknowisdged before me this [ doy ot Jul 1998,

D - Barn. 2/ lag

o tory Public Wy Commission Expies

COUNTY APPPOVAL
-1lp-9%
Date

2leloe
og-3r

COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PERMIT No,

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,

NOTES AND CONDITIONS:

+-) Mointencnce of private occess sasomants is the respansibility of the fand owner and users.
2.) Santa Fe County Approval of this survey piat does not inciude the construction of the
private eassmant(s) or rood(s) as shawn. Prior ta the construction of sokt private roads
o easomants, s required thot on odditional development permit be applied for and appravad
by tha Sonta Fe County Land Use Administrator,
3.) The approval of this plot does nof constitute the approvl of any further devslapment
including busiding permits,
#.) Pursuant to the Sento Fe County Lond Development code, the soil roting of this property
i designoted os Leing modsrate ta severe rogording Iimitatisns to septic tanks. Potential
buyers ond or sesiers of this property should inquire with the New Mexico Environment
Department whett er these soils ore suitoble for o conventional septic systam of if an altermative
system /s required.
5.) Lands shown hercon lie outside the 100 Moodplain in Zone "X™ occording ta the Federal flood
Insurance Rote Kap Ponel No. J50069-02335.
6.) Mhe porcels os platted herson are subject to Section 121 of the E20 (within 2 mie £2).
7.) Sanitary sewers aro not avodoble fo subject propertx  On site sanitary dispasal is the responsidity
of the Jand owner. On-site sewor disposal system must ba permitted ond approved by
New Moxico Envinmentol Department,
&) Driveway facation off DId Golisteo Rood is subject fo approval from the Sonto Fe County Public Works
Department,
9.) Prvate occess roads sholl be developad in complionce with section 3.5.2 F of the ES.R. including adequate
odii ot cul~da-sacs.
10.) Woter use\well withdramal on these tracts is restric

ted By covenants fled in the Office of the County
Clerk ond recorded in Gook . Pages os O No. }
10 33-05%

COUNTY OF SANTA FE j,,
STATE OF NEW
1 harsty certity ot
re e oy of e i,

o 2ock 3 wos chty SRONTY 72,
rocarded in Book . Fo of the S Lo
recards of Sents Fe Countx

LP.C._10520942.301!
Winess my Wand ond Seol of Office A2 SURVEYING & DRAFTING
BUSTAMANTE

County Clark, Somia Fa County, New Mexico

e
ity W

i




DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT

e s

3]

S

THIS DMIRON AND ADJUSTMENT CONTAINS 84.51 AC.+~, AND UES WITHIN THE
n.»m‘:&mumwmormteou

THE FOREQOING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND
SUBSCRIBED BEFORE NE BY,

a1t
)‘L . d BARBAGA PECKMAM
%; : % i Es_,«.ﬁfh; NOTARY Pﬁ;

VICINITY MAP

1=200
O
LISLIEIII.

'ERTIFICATE

T AND THE NOTES HEREON

F A FIELO SURVEY COMPLETED
ON JUNE 15T, 1997, AND ARE
OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF,

'ROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS

E ; ;.M.P.LS.#‘ fon

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND

CONSTRUCTED A MIN| ABOVE THE
FLEVATION OF MJ‘SG"-!720‘, THESE ELEVATIONS DAVW SI‘DLLD BE VEIF'ED

g

N ormr v

« oroty)

BK AND PO NOT AVALABLE IN CO.

1322.70

(1asene

133457

LEGEND AND NOTES

®  DENOTES POINT FOUND

DENOTES 11D11 CAPPED REBAR SET THIS SURVEY

©  DENOTES PONT CALCIKATED
®  DENGTES BRASS MONUMENT
@ oeuoTes unUTY PoLE

A AS NoTeD

O s roren

DENOTES EDGE OF EASEMENT
DENOTES QVERHEAD LINES
DENOTES FENCE LINE

DENOTES FLOOD PLAIN ELEVATION

BASIS OF BEARING IS F'RDM 'PLAT OF SURVEY FOR PECKHAM™
BY MITCHEL K. NOONAN Ni BB08, AND BEING
FULED IN THE OFFICE DFWE A FE CDUNTY CLERK IN PLAY
BK.129, P8.027,

. DATA IN ?ISFﬂOM PlATDFNOTE
THS IS SUBJECT TO ANY EH , RESTRICTIONS
AND COVENANTS OF RECORD,

N/F
PARCEL 2 GRAY

RECEPTION {309,048

N/F
TR. B LUJAN

BK.372 PG.486

TRACT 1 N/F
16.27 AC. LA TR. 1 DAY
[ I BKSTS PG.E1T
A
[-—25' OPEN SPACE Q
% s TR. N4/ FDAY
o« nrlsu PAcE Eg BK.441  PG.8A7

3734 W I 66327 T ™

an8.98)

N/F

TR. 2 WOODWARD

BK.1113  PG.545

COUNTY OF SANTA FE gss q3% j‘ﬁa

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

I harsby carity that strment weq flag .
s e . LN
- 7Y

nnd wos d) corded In book
5%3 of the reconts of
Santa Fo County.
Witness my_Hand nnd sod of D’ﬂcu
Rebecca 8

County Clerk, Sonta Fl Coun!y,NH

DENQTES EDGE OF 100 YR FLOOD PLAN

036elI2

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
NOTES AND CONDITIONS:

- 3199

DEVELOPMENT PERUIT NO.

Q&‘Hﬁdwaw b-30-93
t COUNTY D USE ADMINISTRATOR™ UTE
-39 00 0@

3. I‘NNTBMNCE OF FRNATEm EASEND‘TS 0 BE

PARCEL U- MTHI MEAS
R 20 PLAN AS sm Oﬂ FLRM, PANB. ‘.‘ml' zua
DATED 11/04/!! OTHERWISE N
6. WATER WELL WITHI ON THESE mm
COVENANTS FILED N TNE OFFICE DF THE COUNTY CLERK
RECORDED IN soo&_%_ PAGE
ND,

8, PURSUANT T0 THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,

THE SOIL RATING ON THIS Pl DESIGNATED AS BEING
E REGARDING LIMITATIDNS SEPTIC
TAN BUYERS, ol PROPERTY SHOULD

'SELLERS IS
INQUIRE WITH THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENT DEPARTWENT
ESE SOll.S ARE SUITABLZ FOR_CONVENTIONAL

EPDC SYSTEM OR \TVE SYSTEM IS REQUIRED,
7. FE_COUNTY'S APPRWAL OF THIS SURVP( PLAT OOES NOT
MWDENEMMONNTNEP ATE_EASEM| OR ROADS
OWN. PRICI TO THE CONSTRUCTION OF 8AID PRNATE EASEMENTS
mis EDUIRED THAT AN ADDIMONAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
EE APPUEB FOR AND THEN APPROVED BY. THE SANTA fE COUNTY
LAND USE ADMIN! FRAYOR.

8. NEW ORVEWAY/ROAD ACCESS FROW OLD GAUSTED RD. 15 BUBMECT
O APPROV) LOCATION AND INSTALLATION OF A CULVERT
AS PERNITIED B Shah £E GOUNTY FRIOR 10 SSUMGE oF A
PERMIT FOR CONSTRUGTION.
8. THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE
APPROVAL OF ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT INCLUDING
BUILDING PERMITS.
10, THE PARCELS AS PLATIED HEREON MAY BE SUBJECT
FUTURE TERRAIN WMANAGEMENT REGULATIONS
1S RO0PTED BY ShTa FE GO

||.TNELMSARZSUNCTTDSANT FE_COUNTY
FIRE AND RESCUE IMPACT AT THE TIME OF
APRLICATION FOR BUILDING Eﬂl

LAND DIVISION AND LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT FOR
STEWART AND BARBARA PECKHAM

AND
BOYD K. AND bg:NCY E. MOCK
86.51 ACRES

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.10N,,
RBE., N.MPM., SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

RICK CHATROOP
PROYESSIONAL LAND SURVIYOR

NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO, 11011
(803) 4vo-0087 R, 1 BoX 504 PECOS, NV 87652

/47

Ouputy

NDENG WFORMATION FOR THIE DOUNTY CLIRK

OWNER STEWART AND BARBARA PECKHAM

LOCATION: LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, TI6N, RGE, NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY,
NEW MEXICO.
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“fwm AND APPROVE BY

N ) AT Y
Y
CHAIR)'QV

SCALE 1"=50°

Sanfa Fe Counly Approvadl

/E EXTRA TERRITORIAL ZOMNG COMMISSION

o/, Kot/ )

SECRETARY

g le-5RD
G LIS

i T

%
oy 30 100 AT,

SANTA FE COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PERMIT Nn.M_

TOTAL AREA
2.0458 Ac. =

NOTES

THE MAINTENANCE DF THE PRIVATE ROAD EASEMENT 1S TO BF THE
RESPONSIILITY OF THE LANG OWNERS.

SANITARY SEWER SERVICE IS TD BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE LAND OWNERS.

& 10 AUD FLOOR INSURANCI
T OF THFSE LONCS ' (F

3TE MAP No 350069 0250
N ZNY DESIGNATED FLOOD

e

=z

z4&
»

AN EASFVENT IS HEREBY GRANTED FOR ALL EXISTING UTILITIES
= TRaCT 15 SUBUECT “Q ALL APPURTENANT EASEMENTS OF RECORD

Legend

BEARINGS BASED ON' A PLAT OF SURVEY BY RICHARD E. SMITH,
ll.l(.P.S‘ No. 5837, TITLED, "LOT SPLIT OF LANDS PREPARED FOR
AMAND; . TZRD.ELL O? mus HITRIH m N.W. 1/4 CF SECTIOR
15, ’l‘ 16 R. E., N.M.P.M JANTA FE COUNTY, NEW
HEXICO," DA'IED HARCH 1959 AND FILKD FDR RECORD IN THE OFFICE
OF THE SANTAR FE COUNTY CLERK AS RECEPTION No. 673,845 ON
MARCH 24, 1983, IN BOOX 196, PAGE 044.

INDICATES POINT FOUND, CAPPED REBAR BEARING L.S. No.
® 5188, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

© INDICATES SMITH AND WILLIAMSON CAPPED REBAR SET.

INOICATES CALCULATED POINT.

—P—0— INDICATES UTILITY POLE, WITH OVERHEAD UTILITY LINES.
——4#— INDICATES FENCE LINE.

ficate

AT AND THE SURVEY ON WHILh IT WAS SASED WAS MADE

URCLTION ANC CONTROL DURING THE MONTH OF MAY, 199(
TRUE AND CORRELT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLFDGE. ANO
AT THIS SJRVFY MECTS OR CXCEEDS THE MINIMUM
205 FON LAND SURVEYS IN NEW MEXICO AS ADOPYED BY
) oF FOR ang

CAMPED RESAR
L. 40, 3013

wzX

Note

PURSUANT T THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND DEVELDPHENT CODE

THE SO RATING ON THIS PROPERTY |S DESIGNATED AS

MODERATE, TQ SEVERE EEGARDNE LIKITATIONS TQ SEFT\C YMKS.

POTENTIAL 'SELLERS OF PROPERTY SHOULD INGUIRE

umcu EMVNWT DEP‘RTIENT \\Hm THE‘E
CONVENTIONAL SEPTIC

WITH THE NEW

UNTT LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR

/2 TeR
ousk
o cone,

SUIJMEW[TABL FOR A
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. E
: A
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. 13 - Dedication / Affidavit o
-~ s ([[f@ . -23711‘10‘
: KNOW ALL PERSONS BY MMESE PRESENTS: . hadt/
- Tract 2-A-1 § ; THAT [HE UNDERSIGNED OWNER'S AND FROPRIE TORS HAVE CAUSEO TD BE REPLATTED THE LANDS
‘ racl z-A- 3 (2 SHOWN HEREON, LYING AND BEING STUATE WITHIN THE COUNTY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICQ ALL .
6,5457 Acres * IS THAT ARPEARS ON Tois PLAT 1S MADE WITH THE FRCE CONSENT 40D W ACCCROANCE NITH ThE
- & |8 g DESRES OF UIDERSIHED. OWNERS 4ND) PROPRETCRS. THESE LANDS LE Wi e
N E PLANKNG AND PLATTING JURISDICTION OF OF SANTA FE, HEW MEXCO.THE
5 i . mrzmo‘ntusmnnummsmmm!nc RESPONSERLTY O TF LD,
g 3
- . §
N x
DATE i < L; .
: il @
) - PPE ‘ ‘ ATTEST BT NDTARY PUBLIC
E E : .
ass- i
2§ g/ W X 3 /'?f
gd » & S0P 4 : 7
3 . 8 g . '
o ~ . ONCRE" k4
& WITHESS CORNER EhETE '! “'E\ oZ' Lo~ 95
B - e § ]
N
N :
N Ne. & -
oA
oo
SHED
s
aeo noux
8 w_RESAR E: N SELLna
e camven SIEME :ic? [:7 0
* )
9';;" ﬂ aT BASE OF
[de0] Properly Descriplen
atoue. . A CERTAIN TRACT OF LAND LYING AND BEING sxruus WITHIN |,
T T~ a2 THE N.W.'i/e oF SECTION 15 T. 16 N., R. 9 E, WH.EN.,.
P N SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW WEXICO, AND BEING MORE PARTL
Pots N F ¢/ DESCRIBED BY METES AMD BOUNDS AS FOLLOWS, s
-~ i ;
‘i BECINUNG AT A WORTMESISRLY CORNER OF IuE PROPERFY, A i -
\
\ %50 . CALCULATED POINT, FROM WHENCE A T RAIL RIGHT OF Wi
l ) S0 [ & STATION 741 + 60.33 BEING THE N.W. CORNER OF szcﬂou 1s, T
Ly P % 16 N., R. 9 E., N.M.P,N. BEARS THE FOLLOWING COURSES v
\ I DISTANCES; Ma9-3371inW 735.50 FEET 20.% CAPPED REBAR,- L.8; .
\t g £338,; THENCE, ;
H x 134 B
it ND0*1042°W 979.00 PEET T0 A CALCULATED POINT;, THENCE, .
Y .
Vi 52652 3 HE9%16/34"¥ 1995.08 FERT; THENCE FROM THE POINT AND PLAGE
) €52 - Fy BEGINNING,
29652
) —— N 589°33711"E 36.00 FEET 70 A CAF. RBR. L.S. Mo. 5)38; TMENCI
- - N N13°17747"E 60,76 FEET TO A CAP. RBR. L.S. No. 5338; THEN
H $8324736"E 374.25 FEET TO A CAP. WBR. L.8. Wo. 5338; THENCE)
- 500°04/I9“E 784.64 FEET TO A Ko, 4 REBAR; THENCE, -
. S89°53745"W $53.90 FEET 70 A CALCULATED POINT; THENCE, v
Tract 2-A- 2 ND7°39/26"E 366.62 FEET TO A CALCULATED POINT; THENCE,
25001 A . N17:18:017E 106.59 FEET T0 A CALCULATED POINT) THENCE,
cros & NO8*52743"E 254.90 FEET TO A CALCULATED POINT; THEN
W21°12¢3378 55.32 FEEF TO THE FDINT AND PLACE OF uunmm -
2 CONTAINING 9.0458 ACRES MORE OR LESS.
N \( wooo & b
\ = AN
\ . T COUNTY Of TAFE )55
\ 14 STATE GF NEW WEXICO
\ ; {haraby carty ol R lrunant ws fhud
S I e o 5B
4 was & —hm_azj_
R FRME s WG Conmal, g » g of The records of
B Santa Fa Caunty,

Witnass oy hand and Seol of Office

Jons G. Armijo
ey Counly Clark, Saato Fu Coynby, NM.
Oeputy

CAPPED RERAY 10" WOE YTUITY EASEMENT

1172 free
sk
o come,

N N/F KEITH MELTON

LOT SPUT PLAT PREPARED FOR.

WATER WELL WITHDRAWAL ON THESE TRACTS IS ALSOP AND
N RESTRICTED 8Y COVENANTS FILED IN THE
B THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK AS REC. Nn%

AT PAGE = N

HTT

OF LANDS LYING WITHIN THE NW 1/4 !ECHMIJ
T.I6 N, R, 9 E, NMPM.
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO,

£ E%Red = ISEATE: Thave: Teazwn aw:?



AMENDED OCTOBER 23,1980 TO CHANGE THE
TITLE,

;MMES 72 MyéﬁAbNo R.PL.S No. 52I7

/ £ oF a0 wiDE ARROYO

veripE { NOFPLIE ) 1 569. rs‘f) 2"
NESOR2IE5'E : ,
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Vil °
e 8e
N w TRACT I

Iy
I P 2.TPE AL
o Y 2oy
|t‘.'\:il h (43‘.“? ""” el
4 } | 434.52 559"284/ w_,l

i""/vas%aa/ "E 434.52

. !
i 33
I 2lh TRACT ¥ N
3 S8R zrzeac: 28y
T
¢ x é
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e 868.95
iy VEPPET 05975 25.0' WIDE ENTRANCE [
1 T w0 exir
ih
§]
I3
b ‘
h
. LECEND
' ®  INDICATES POINT FOUND AS SHOWN.,
O  No4 (L/2") REBAR SET THIS SURVEY.
O INDICATES HIGHWAY RIGHT - OF - WAY MARKER.
yo b  INDICATES WITNESS CORNER SET.
Y. b ‘ ‘
’ " . -

/
. LANDS SURVEYED FOR

v. ABC PARTNERS

WITHIN THE 8ISHOP JOHN LAMY GRANT
T./[5N,R.ICE NH.PH.,WTA FE COUNTY, -
NEW M’EX/CO

TP e e e

© OF SANTA FE )

 NEW MEXICO s;(’é?@og‘ i) -

certify that Hm instrumm

i on fhe.. d"y"fw.;\ ) . ‘ i S L )

CERTIFICATE 9% ., 2:08 i

/ HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAT IS AN ACCURATE 9!V recorded in baok.. - ' 0
DELINEATION OF A SURVEY DONE BY ME ON 17 OCTOBER, of th Sonta & ’
DL . 2 16.91ds of Santa Se County. a
_LANDNARE SSRVEYS Voosess my Fand and Seal of DS . N
CAROLINA R, SONZALFS

Vs - .:Ou'lly Cink o .2 Fa GCou e
Sle'_:me_ o P D e ,
WA AR S PEORANG wALE N 2277, . ol \.K :

850-10%
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BY HORTON FAMILY MAPS 473~2853

OTHER ACCESS AND LTILTY
EASEMENT-

- I
4 10' UNUTY ESMT. ON
l Pt N AL ROAD FRONTAGE |
g Pasan RICAL y s
| w gl g | e
ON ALl 1
%' \\ EXCEPT WHERE 1 LOT gcog : UTILITY ESMT.
| i s [ | 000 AC% i qumen LT hes
5 e ———— J ACH 1
| ,/ et ] CCUR J :
1 7 N Y Retetieiets :
L2 Pergs - —SK__~
llvc e - TYPICAL EASEMENT DETAL
{6 [ y (NTS)
I Fama /\ FOR SHAREQ WELL EASEMENT ANO WATER OISTRIBUTION LINES
I v /o
|
| ( ‘l /; £ 8° WIDE PNM ESWT. TERNR/EFLL
- 6 S0 QPEN SPACE
r\lxl'"'“ [ \/§ // REG w247, Posee 8K16B0- PG.573 eLBK. xsa #6012
~052-094-105-318
l / | A\ N agsesr g UM 660.00
A He Hondu\ ! A\ 4 ,‘— —"
Cars Pigge Fia. | i ;
/ | 18 ',fl ; |
! 1o | e
A — S— e R he
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Al ¥ . !
el * TRACT C- 2' vl '50 oPEN Spce | | A
CINITY MAP 5o open sPace | bt e AC Se CCENTERED: 3 M’
vor TO see o LR 3.07 LR < ;
ON LOT LINE : f\g‘;‘m{iﬁ”s*m whee, \55‘ b
f
PLBKIsEPEDIZ g
{ T -1
Vi ,;
O
T THE UNOERSIGNED
OSE LANOS SHOWN N/F /4’ -
REE CONSENT AND MILLER A

IRES OF SAi0 OWNEI"S)
S AS SHOWN AND Ft
GRANTED AS SHOWN

AND LIES WITHIN THE
HE CITY AND COUNTY OF

ACKNOWLEDGED AND
VALERIE ARBER

41L___NOTARY PUBUC
A

\TE

SIONAL SURVEYOR
,AT ANO THE M:TUAL

ME O
'ESPDNS'BLE FOR

\RDS FOR SURVEYINC
JEST OF MY

BK.171B  PG.9D4
UPC#1-052-094-097- 228

§ 853358" 1
6.87 i DLD GALISTEO WAY
H v CENTEREQ 38’ ACCESS
i 0 uTuTY EASEMENT
L CONTANS EXIST.
! | i PL.BK.366,PG. ou |
Xt |

N/F
VALENTINE
00C#1336892
UPCA1-052-094~111-167

10" UTILITY ESNT.
GRANTED THIS 00C. __{
SEE TYPICAL

REVIEWED BY CITY OF SANTA FE:

REVIEWED BY

. o INB527'54 W
S 850830° W S mE2Eas” W " D14344
170.57 126.47

TRACT C-1

ii/\/ 13.70 AC, |

CENTERED . » #82 OLD GALISTED WAY

K
ol - 1 i
e, B
150° OPEN SPACE .
~ PL.BK.386,,G.012 X r
e
o 5

PARKING & EXIST. DRIYE .-

\

RESIDENCE & STUOIC

W

TEL,RIS & WELL

25 OPEN SPACE |
|
PL.BK.388.PG.D12 |

25° OPEN SPACE

S 6638457 W
[ £

¢

LEGEND AND NOTES

®  DENOTES POINT FOUND 11011 CAP OR AS NOTED
e DENOTES POINT CALCULATED
o DENOTES POINT TO BE SET 11013 CAP

OENOTES EDGE OF EASEMENT

SHADE DENOTES 2000 SO.FT. OR GREATER BUILDABLE AREA
SLOPE OF LESS THAN 15%, AND NO NATURAL DRAINAGEWAYS
OTHER THAN THOSE SHOWN AS DRAINAGE EASEMENTS,

DENDTES OPEN SPACE FROM PLAT NOTE #1

1,,8a515 OF BEARNG 1S FROM PLAT ENTITLED
ADJUSTMENT FOR STEWART ANI PECK
OF 86,53 ACRES™ BY RICK CHATRODP NMLS Juon, uncn JUNE 18T,
IN THE OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK IN'BK 358, PG D12.

MND DIVISIDN AND LOT LINE
HAM Al K.

2. THIS PLAT iS SUBJECT TQ ANY EASEMENTS, RESTRICTIONS AND COVENANTS OF

AND NANCY E. MOCK
1997, AS FILED

RECORD.
SPECIAL NOTES AND BUILDING PERMIT CONDITIONS
1. BUILDINGS ON THESE LOTS AREA SUBJECT TO THE
URBAN WILDLAND iINTERFACE CODE
2. THE FIRE AFFIDAVIT IS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF
N/F THE COUNTY CLERK AS DOCUMENT#_j4a 2 4T
MADRID

BK.2537 PG.350

UPCH1-052~D84-210-255

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL:

__Yzbz

D Mt Fa0nrgfed sy _syoes
EZ.C. )'ERSON MEETING DATE

e 20

0f MENT PERMIT NO.

ADMINISTRATOR DATE

S 66°38'45" W
12877

j///)?

Y- -
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SANTA FE COUNTY NOTES AND CONDITIONS:

). MAINTENANGE OF ACCESS ROAOS ANO UTILITY EASEMENTS TO BE
RESPONSIBILITY OF LANO OWNERS/USERS UNLESS CURRENTLY MAINTAINED BY THE
SANTA FE COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

460 038

2. THIS PARCEL LIES WITHIN ZONE X AREAS OUTSIOE 500 YR.
FLODD PLAIN AS SHOWN ON F.LR.M. PANEL#3S006% 02338 DATEQ 11/04/88.

3. WATER USE/WELL WTHORAWAL ON THESE LOTS REsmtcrm BY COVENANTS FUED
IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK DOCUMENT NO. 44 92 G d o

4. PURSUANT TO THE SANTA FE COUNTY LANO OEVELOPMENT CODE THE SOIL
RATING ON THIS PROPERTY S OESIGNATED AS BEING MODERATE TO SEVERf

REGARDING LWITATIONS TO SEP\'\C TANKS. POTENTIAL BUYERS/SELLERS OF "H!S
PROPERTY SHOULD INQUIR| TH THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENT OEPARTMENT
WHETHER THESE SOILS ARE SUITAELE FOR CONVENTIONAL SEPTIC SYSTEM OR (F AN
ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM IS REOUIRED.

5. SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT QOES NOT INCLUDE THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PRIVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS AS SHO!

CONSTRUCTION OF SAID PRIVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS, IT is REDL’lREO 'VHAT AN
ADDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT BE APPLED FOR ANO THEN APPROVED BY THE
SANTA FE COUNTY LAND USE AGHINISTRATOR.

8. NEW ORIVEWAY/ROAD ACCESS FROM OLD CALISTEQ WAY

IS SUBJECT TO APPROVAL 8Y THE PUBLIC WORKS OIRECTOR. THE DIRECTOR SHALL
APPROVE THE LOCATION AND INSTALLATION OF A CULVERT AS PERMITTED BY
SANTA FE COUNTY PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTIDN,

7. THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT OOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE APPROVAL OF ANY
FURTHER DEVELOPMENT INCLUDING BUILDINC PERMITS.

B. ON SITE SANITARY SEWER SERVICE SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE LOT
OWNERS, ANO MUST BE PERMITTEO AND APPROVEO BY NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL
DEPARTMENT.

8, WATER SUPPLY ON THESE LDTS ARE GOVERNED BY THE EXTRATERRITORIAL
ZONING ORDINANCE, SECTION 10.1

c-3
10. ONLY ONE WELL SHALL BE PERMITTED TO sERvE M THIS WELL SHALL
BE SUBJKCT TO A SHARED WELL AGREEMENT.

DRILLING OF ANY NEW DOMESTIC wELL |s PROHIB! TED I REGIONAL WATER IS
AVAILAELE WITHIN 200 FEET OF THESE L(

12. IF REGIONAL WATER BECOMES AVAILABLE, THESE LOTS SHALL CONNECT TD THE
REGIONAL WATER SYSTEM ANO DOMESTIC WELL USE SHALL CEASE WITHIN 90 DAYS
OF SUCH CONNECTION.

33, ALL WELLS ORILLED ON IHESE LDTS PDST JAN. 3, 2DD0 MUST BE CONSTRUCTED
PER EZ0 STANDAROS LISTED IN SECTION 10.1A.3. PROOF OF PROPER CONSTRUCTION
MUST BE SUBMITTEQ AT THE TIME OF DEVELOPMENT PERMIT REQUEST OR UPON
DEMANO BY THE COUNTY LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.

14. THE PARCELS AS PLATTED HEREON ARE SUBJECT TO SECTION 12.1 OF THE EZ0,
TERRAIN MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS AT THE TIME OF ANY DEVELOPMENT.

15, EXISTING NATURAL DRAINAGEWAYS WLL NOT BE MODIFEED OR IMPEDEO

WATHOUT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR OR COUNTY
HYDROLOGIST. DEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEDE HISTORIC FLOW RATES OR PATTERNS
TO OR FROM THESE LOTS.

18. ACCESS ROAOS, WHETHER PUBLIC OR PRIVATE, SHALL BE DEVELOPEO IN
COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 3.5.3 OF THE ESR.

|7 TNE SLIEUIVISION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT RECARDING THESE T

ACTS IS FILED N
CE OF THE COUNTY CLERK ANO RECOROED IN ODC.4./Y422.(a "

18. THE LANDS SHOWN HEREON LIE WITHIN THE PLANNING AND PLATTING
JURISDICTION OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SANTA FI

16. THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TQ SANTA FE CDUNTY FIRE AND RESCUE IMPACT
FEES AT THE TWME OF APPLICATION FOR BULONG PERMIT.

20. ALL DEVELOPMENT SHALL OCCUR WITHIN BUILDABLE AREAS SHOWN IN
ACCORDANCE WTH THE SANTA FE COUNTY LANO DEVELOPMENT CODE.

21. SANITARY SEWER SERVICE 1S NOT AVAILABLE TO THE SUBJECT PROPERTY.

22. A SHARED WELL AGREEMENT MUST BE APPROVED AND EXECUTED PRIOR TD
PLAT RECORDATION. THE PLAT MUST INOICATE SHARED WELL EASEMENTS.

23. THE SHAREO WELL AGREEMENT FOR THESE TRACTS IS FILED IN THE
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AS DOCUMENT 445 Z¢ 49X

24. THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO A 3DX OPEN SPACE REQUIREMENT NO
OEVELOPMENT MAY OCCUR WATHIN THE DESIGNATED OPEN SPACE.

25. A RETENTION POND MUST BE INSTALLED ON EACH LOT AT THE TIME
OF DEVELOPMENT.

26. A TEN(10) FOOT WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT ALONG ALL PROPERTY UINES MUST BE
DEDICATED ANO SHOWN ON THE PLAT FOR POTENTIAL WATER DISTRIBUTION LINES.

LAND DIVISION FOR
ROBERT and VALERIE ARBER

OF
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PURPOSE: TO CREATE TWC RESIDENTIAL LOTS

ORIGINAL TRACT C IS FROM "LAND DIVISION and LOT
LINE ADJUSTMENT FOR STEWART and BARBARA
PECKHAM and BOYD K. and NANCY E. MOCK of 86.51
ACRES" FILED IN PLAT BK. 366 , PG. 12.

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N., RBE., NM.P.M.,
SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.
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NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011
(505) 470-0037 110 WAGON TRAIL ROAD  CERRILLOS, NM. 87010

INDEXING INFORMATION FOR THE CQUNTY CLERK

OWNER:  ARBER ORIGINAL UPC§ 1-D52-094~164—203

LOCATION:  LYING WITHIN SEC. 1S, T16N, R9E, NMPM, SANTA FE CO., N.M.
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DEHOTES SPECIAL FLOGD HAZARD AREAS I
IMNOATED BY 100-YEAR FLOOO ZONE AE &
g a}i» PURPOSE: THIS PLAT CREATES FOUR RESIDENTIAL PARCELS
3
DEMOTES  500-VEAR FLOOD ZOME X x
DENOTES OPEM SPACE OEDICATED ON PLAT _LEGAL DESCRIPTION
bd I NITE o 1. CERTAIN TRACTS OF LAND HEREBY DESIGNATED AS THACTS “a-1,
1o 89 o8 4=2, A-3, A-d". LYING WITHIN THE ¥1/2 NN1/4 SN1/4 SECTION 18,
DENOTES BUILDABLE AREA WITH SLOPES LESS THAN 153 TOWNSHIP 16 NORTH, FANGE § EAST, N.M.P.N.. COUNTT OF SANTA
FE. NEW MEXICO.
SCALE @ 1" = 100 TRACT "A-17 CONTAINTG $.002 ACAES. MORE OR LESE.
- TRACT 'A-2 CONTATNING 5,002 ACRES.
> TRACT B-1 3 CNTAINDIS 5298 Aches. monE on Lese:
N/F RIMA MILLER vmcv cmnmmn 3.924 ACHES, MORE OR LESS.
BX. 428 P§ 080l
TOTAL OF TRACTS CONTAINING 20,214 ACRES, WORE OR LESS.
LA CIENEGA WATERSHED CONDITIONS 5.002 AC.2 o zisé:gnv OWNERS CONSENT
103C OLD GALISTEO WAY unn -
COMNE( OUNT IMERE ESEOF THE UNGERSIGNEQ OWMERS OF THIS LAND 0Q HEREBT CONSENT TD THE PLATTING
ur D ASSIOCES Sl ABAE TO COMGET T0 TE DONTY NATER GYILITY SouIog Ut LY -— OF THESE LANDS SHONN VEREOK. TWLS LaND OTVISION IS MAOE WITH TWELR FREE CONSENT
WHEN SERVICE IS BLE NI'THIN 200 FEET OF THE PROPERTY LINE OF THE . ESMT. GRAN e AND AND IS IN ACCDNIMEE MLTN THELR OESIRES THE 38' ACCESS ANQ TILITY
LN SETNG GIVIOED. SATEH 300 FEET SHALL BE MEAGURED SLONEPLATTED 507 OPEN S SV TS Ak “NEsT3'SBE grp GALSTEQ WAY EAGENENT AN EREDN 15 WEPEEY GAANTER 10 BENGFLT THE TRACTS AS' GHORN, THE
OATE EASEMENTE To T WEATLST FAOPERTY LINE-THE LaNDOERS, SUCCESSIRG. — 15' NIDE UTILITY EASENENT ALONG ALL PROPERTT LINES IS HEREBY GRANTED ruu TR
AND ASSIBNEES AGREE NOT TO GPPOSE THE CREATT eNT 71" PLEPOSE 0f INSTALLING UTILITIES, INCLUDING FUTURE WATER OTSTAIBUTION
DISTRICT PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 4-55a-1 ET. SEQ. NWSA 1878 (1997 REFL. VSN 1o WEREDY CoAMTED OB ILL EXTATING UTTLTYES. THESE LAGS. LIE NITAN THE
PR, THOSE SECTIONS WaY OE APPROCRLATE. ALTERMATIVELT, THIS - PLANNING AND PLATTING JURISOICTION OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
OATE CONDITION DOES NOY PRECLUDE ANT LOT OWER FoH o
THE COUNTY WATER UTTLITY UTILIZTNG DTHER WEANS GF NG THa 38° PATVATE acEess
THE IMPROVEMENT DTSTRICT NETHOO. THE LINE EXYENS!!N IIIHIN Sllﬂ - & UTILITY ESHT. L
° 200 FEET SHALL BE DONE TN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICA A e P . i
L4 e REGULATTONS AND TARIFFE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY NATEA COMPANT- = E ' ne AIRE k .
. n - H
2 ENCOURAGERENT FOR SHARED WELLS. THE GREATEST EXTEMT FEASIBLE, U R e L g ] AR YT NARTA LEVT
LOT OAERS SIOILD USE SHAED N YELLS' T TNINLZE EXPENSES FEn4TE | By THIS PLAT 3.
0 THE INTERIM WATEA SUPPLIES u S
D CESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION. AT THE TIME A LINE EXTENSION IS MAOE 22 & = 72
AGRAPH 1 ABOVE, THE OIGTAIUTION SYSTEN NITHIN THE Pe 3 T 7 23
LANG DIVIOEQ SHALL BE DEBIGNED TO MEET THE MINIMM FIRE g2 8 ines . i
Z S OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY WATER UTILITY, EXCLUSIVE OF ANY Ee [ 38° PAIVATE 1
YE RESERVOIA CAPACITY. ;tx-g ) Al STATE OF NEW NEXICO ) S8
M UTILITY ESMT, COUNTY OF SANTA FE
4 QISCOMECTION reou OMESTIC MELLS. uT TNE TINE THE COMECTLON 15 bt ] SRANTED BY ;
4 FE WATER UTILITY, LOT OWMERR, THEIR HEI 8, 3 ' THIS PLAT THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS ACKNOWLEOGED BEFORE ME THIS oAy
SICTERS0RS, AND ASOTGHEES, AGREE T) DYSCOMECT oMY ODMETIC g 3 \ .
e ‘LLE CREATED UWOER NMSA SECTTON 72-12-1 MWSA 1378 (1997 AEPL. ex EXISTING. OF. o 3 . 2003, 8y n . A Tl
o 447.) AMO TO QISCONTINUE USE OF SAI0 WELLS EXCEPT TN EMERGENCY TRACT RES LOENCE] -+ 7
CiRoibsTANCES. s E
5) EASEMENTS. LOT OWNERS suu. ﬂEDlﬂ'E l 15 FOOT NIDE UTILITY
EASBUENT ALONG ALLPRIFEATY LINES FOR TiE MSTALLATION OF — 15, wige urrLoTe xwadf:su AC.2 o Ay . ~ o .
ARASTRUCTURE ARG MevEH OYSTATBUTION LINER FUA- TAR Loy UTILITY AL . ALISTE e | T COMATSSION EXPIRES , . - L
TS IS THE AESPONSIGILY
NED BY THE SAwTa FE GOy S NELL OESIGN. A 6000 FAITH EFFORT Srall. 6E MADE 10 ORILL ALL WELLS
50 FEET INTO THE TESUGUE FORMATION AND TO CONSTRUCT A SEAL TO . l L3
PREVENT KIXING OF MATERS GETWEEN THE TESUME AND ANCHA FORMATIONS. NGTARY PUBLIC
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F.L.AN. COMUNITY PANEL «,_
TRACT B-3
1ED GA IWPEDED W
108 08 Coumrs HVGRGLUGIST. H 9 N/F DERRICK MCFARLIN
S OR PATTERNS TO OR FROM WCA. UA- @w‘é' Z33% 56 WIGE UTILTIY BK. 1804 PG.E60-SE1 S A I A L N ““IS;“: AND
—a\g‘ ESMT. GRANTED ANG NANCY E, MOCX OF SE.S1 ACRES® EV CNIFD A, CHA'IWU , N.M.P.L.S.
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- o
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.F’,s, 1T 13 fEwIeD ™ 119 OLD GALSTED WAY H FFICE ON MDY 17, 1988, T NISC. BOOK 1305 PAGES 695
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e .70, 200%
UN 15X AND THERE ARE NO NATURAL RICHARD A, WORRIS /
EASEMENTS. . N.H.P.5. No. 10277
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DIVISION OF LAND
FOR
LESA R DELISI AND RANDALL HOLMES

ON TRACT D=3, OF THE LESA DELISI LAND DIVISION,

LOCATED AND LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.16 N., R.9 E, NMP.M, COUNTY OF

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO.

PURPQSE: CREATION OF TWO RESIDENTIAL LOTS

DEDICATION/AFRDAVIT

Know afl persons by these presents:

Thot the undersigned owner(s) hove coused londs o be dmdsd

os shown hereon, lying ond being situote in Sonto Fe Counly ond within the Planning

and Plotting jurisdiction of Sonto Fe County ond the City of Sonta Fe. All thot oppeors
on_this plat is with the free consent ond in accordance with the wishes ond desires of the
undersigned  owner(s).

Eosements shown hereon ore hersby granted, ond eosements ore heraby gronted

for paisting wlilities.

se £, 1fitfaz

R DELISY (OMHER) DATE i oo
MQM
RANDALL HOLMES (amv:ﬁ) DATE

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
COUNTY OF SANTA FE fSS

The foregaing instrument wos ocknowledged before me this [T doy ardwgzaaa
CLP. CLp,
5 DO NOT EXCEED 158 GRADE N o Sandia. Hempro
&l o Al
g H 7 I, 2006
R
N * Nolory Pablic iy Commiss 7.7
JRAGT D=2 - 4
SRS
| H | | ) C Y APPROV:
o 8
HE R § 2904
33 | & (e /vry LAND u AOMETRATOR Dote
gl % | 1 &
2l ! - . t ‘
8 |owel | NOITIITE 662.96'  _4cie oo onﬂw:w PERMIT, No.
S| L ___3mes | _Fum EwT g J32.95 i % -(3—oax
MR 3l s 50" GPEN SPACE 118 RURAL AODRESSING DIRECTOR  ©
RS I | S [N
. N
HES I JOX DPEN SPACE i IS VT8
1y ! : I aRL
I‘\ | E | Q‘t | | B EZ.C. APPROVAL
} {1 SO TN ! I RLorg Y203
| | 14 |
NELK ) ! |3 gl ! |
8 3 [ T !
wr ?:' gls! )i Vgl g1 ! |
mACr o §8' 51 8 N B RETENTION 1 i o
srewaer o S S| R -l B ) Il ! pOND { ! PESER oAy
sxeaor RIANRL F e R | ot o8 a7
X
59: Sla "\ Q! TRACT D—3~1 Ly Kj :a SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
I '\ | 253 Ac. |13 | < NOTES AND CONDITIONS:
ol 2 Al | RURAL ADDRESS 748 | 15 | lg
t gy | |§ | 13 1.) Molntenance of privata cecess easaments is the responsiviiity of the jand owner ond usars.
| N AN | NS 12 2) Santa Fe County Approval of this survey plot does not include the canstruction of the
I \,\ vy | =3 : 18 private eosement(s) or rood(s) os shawn. Prior ta the construction of soid privole roods
\ S or easements, it is required thot on odoitionol development permil be cpplied for ond dpproved
= ! \\ | il [ 50" EMERGENCY. WENMWND '% by the Sonta Fe County Lond Use Administrotor.
| \ P HEREBY CREA lg 3) The opproval of this plot does not constilute the opproval of any further development
| | | ISTING LSRN E-NIR B < i including building permits.
1 \ P < 1§ 4,) Pursuont o the Santo Fe County Lond Development cade, the soi roting of this propert,
DRIVEWAY | 1& = Y 3 g property
gl N & I is designoted os being moderote (o severe regording limitotions to septic lonks. Potential
P 3 | N [ l L e - 15 buyers and or sallers of this property should inquire with tha New Mexico Envirenment
2 Lz 3k, Department whether these soils ore sultoble for o conventionol seplic system of if on olternotive
N A ST : ° i
FROM "LAND DIVISION A& L 5\ | N Systam is required.
SARA PECKHAM”, = = - 50" OPEW SPACE o 5.) Londs shown hereon fie autside the 100 weor floodplain in Zone X" according to the Faderol Flaod
) DISTANCES N () 18 ACCESS & UTLITY EASENERT — — TREAY 1-- {L2 Insuronce Rote Mop Panel No. I50069—(02338.
HEREGY CREATED 8Y TS msmr 3 3}_55 ————— - / . 6.) The porcels os platted hereon are subject {o Saction 12.1 of the EZO (within 2 mile EZ).
Gipl =X X e s DX e i e K S T ) 2.) Sonitary sewers ore not availoble to subject property. On site sanilory disposol is the responsibility
663.32 58! of the lond owner. On-site sewer disposal system must be permitted ond opproved by
New Mexico Enviranmentof Department.
o~ g 8) Driveway locotion off Ol Gofisteo Rood is subject ta approval from the Santo Fe County Public Works
” Deportment.
macT 2 S 9.) Private occess roods sholl be deveioped i complionce with section 3.5.2 F3 of the ESR. iocludiog aoequote
RICK & B.K. WOODARD gla rodii ot cul-de—s:
R
m*:/;; , B 1115, PG 545 E 10) Woter use\well mmdmm on these tracts is restricted by cowenants filed in m; Office of the r:ounz_y
SN RS Clerk ond recorded in Bock . Pages os
K. 1318, PG 439 NOTES
r
A) TERRAN MANANGEMENT REGULATONS SHALL B€ COUPLIED WTH o IR P
THE TME OF BUILDING APPLICATION FOR EACH LOT. — g
8.) SANITARY SEWERS ARE NOT AVAILABLE TO SUBJECT PROPERTY.
ON SITE SANITARY DISPOSAL IS THE RESFONSIBILITY OF THE OWNER.
C.) SEWER DISPOSAL SYSTEM MUST BE PERMITTED AND APPROVED UTILITY COMPANIES
BY THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL DEPARTMENT.
D.) ACCESS ROADS, WHEATHER PUBLIC OR PRIVATE, SHALL BE DEVELOPED
IN_COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 5.5.3 OF THE ESR. CONFIRM LEGAL ACCESS bl M =
TO THE PROPERTY AND LIST THE RECORDED BDOK AND PAGE INFORMA TION. i SV
£) EXISTING NATURAL DRAINAGE WAYS WHLL NOT BE MODIFIED OF IMPEDED SANTA ¥E CO. WATER CO.
THOUT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR OR 2
COUNTY HYDROLOGIST. DEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEDE HISTORIC FLOW 8
RATES OR PATTERNS TO OR FROM THESE LOTS. 8
I8 RER.
Pulle Seruie Co, Sas
COUNTY OF SANTA FE Js 1313299
“STATE OF NEW MEXICO )

FIELD CHECKED AND UPDATED DECEMBER 17, 2002.
Surveyor in the State of
w acluol survey mode in

the Minimum Stondords, ‘p’
cantainad harein is true

n ond belial. @
SEPTEMBER 10, 2000, 'usf’;
P.S No. 12443

Santa Fa, NM.

1 hereby certily that this mstrument was fied for

day of E_ghmzc,( 40,
olock B m, ona’wes auly

recorded in Book . Poge ORAD  of the
records of Sonta Fe County (UP.C._1052094230195)
Witness my Hond ond Seal of Office ATZ SURVEFING & DRAFTING

REGECCA GUSTAMANTE

JIr VILLEROS ST. | SANTA FE, NM | 982~5556
ICau/vfy Cierk, Sonta Fe County, New Mexrca

Project No. XYZ2K037 h" T
[File: G-X98021 | A
:Z,la,, {d ,L / Gesea®

NDEXING INFORMATION FOR COUNTY Tt

Deputy NAME LOCATION SUBLIVISION.
LOELS  |sEC. 15 TI6N, R9%E] PECKHAM
I
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NITY MAP

3CRIPTIONS

ARCEL 1A

NO LYING WITHVN SECTION 15, TiBN, RaE,
COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. AND BEING MORE
RIBED AS FO‘LL OWS:

" THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE PARCEL
FROM WHENCE THE 1/4 CORNER COMMON

STANT, THENCE FROM SAID PO\NT
INNING N 203559 W, 508.58"; THENCE
,58" THENCE S 0040'35' E, 587. 87"
0.03; ICE 5 89'69°57" W,
INT AND PIACE OF BEGINNING.

5 ACk AND AS MORE FULLY SHOWN AS

ARCEL 1B

ND LYING WlTHiN SECTION 15, T16N, RSE,
UN; MEXIiCO. ANO BEING MORE

RIBED AS FOLLOWS:

THE NORTHEAST CORNER DF THE PARCEL

FROM AV;HENCE THE 1/4 CORNER COMMON

]35.32'; THENCE
00 THENCE N D| 1257 W, 323.85";
E, 295.98' TO THE POINT AMD PLACE

ACk AND A5 MORE FULLY SHOWN AS

WEL 1C

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N, RSE,
DUNTY, NEW MEXICO. AND BEING MORE
D AS FOLLOWS:
2E NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE PARCEL
IOM WHENCE ;HE 1/4 CORNER COMMON

REFFREN:

IB‘ ulsnw?, THENCE rROM SAID PO!NT

ING N 859'57 375 ENCE
'+ TH ENCE ag: 9'45'
' 335.32° TO THE POINT AND PLACE

34 ANO AS MORE FULLY SHOWN AS

IFICATE

HE NOTES HEREON

L0 SURVEY COMPLETED
IL. 1ST, 2000, AND ARE
KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF,
IONAL LAND SURVEYORS

DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT-

KNOW ALL MEN 8Y THESE PRESENTS THAT THE UNDERSIGNED
OWNER(S), HAVE CAUSED TO BE DVIOED THOSE LANDS SHOWN
HEREQN. THIS DMSION IS WMADE WITH THE FREE CONSENT AND

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE WISHES ANO DESIRES OF SAI0 OWNER(S)
UTlUTY COMPANIES ARE GRANTED EASEMENTS AS SHOWN AND FOR

EXISTING UTIUTIES. QTHER EASEMENTS ARE GRANTEQ AS SHOWN,
, AND LIES WITHIN THE

i3 DIVISION CONTAINS 10.85 AC.+-

STATE OF “{aw “uegns

COUNTY OF Sauta ¢

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND
SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME BY BOYD K. AND NANCY E. MOCK

Teis__AS™ __ pav oF Zegradse 2000, ~Hthera L Lok -
MY Expum'\u (24, 2e8% NOTARY PUBLIC
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BASE COURSE

6" COMPACTED SUBGRADE ( 95% MAX. DENSITY )
A PLASTICITY INDEX {PI) OF 8% TO 12% IS REQUIRED.

N/F
TR. 4—A CARELTON

8K.529 PG.500

AREA MATCHED (S WITHIN 100 YR. AND 500 YR. FLOQD PLAINS

AS DEFINEOQ 8Y F.LRM. RATE MAP AS REFERENCED IN NOTE §2,
ALL STIRUCTURES BUILT WITHIN THE FLOOD PLAINS SHALL BE
CONSTRUCTED A MINIMUM OF ONE FOOT ABOVE THE MAXIMUM FLOOD

BY A LICENSED EWNGINEER.

ELEVATION OF 688¥—6695', THESE ELEVATIONS OATUM SHOULD BE VERIFIED PRIVATE )
g M

FOR OLD GALISTEO WAY
CENTERED QN BROPERTY LINE

1/2° RBR. w
1/4 COR SECS, 15 & 16
TIEN, R9E 5 e o e
REC. BK,
DATA sumvn |~ ((( m

OIRT AGADWAY
WTHIN FENCES

& ADDTIONAL ESMT.
TO MEET €O, STD.

23 Sobm oF une

BASIS OF BEARING

LEGEND AND NOTES

BASIS OF BEARING

Y MITCHEL KK, NOONAN NMLS
FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE CDUNTY CLERK IN PLAT
BK,129, PG.027.

DATA IN
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@ oenotes uTLAY POLE
A
[m]

DENDTES POINT FOUNO
DENOTES 11091 CAPPED REBAR SET THIS SURVEY

DENOTES POINT CALCULATED
DENOTES BRASS MONUMENT

AS NOTED
AS NOTED

DENQOTES E0GE OF EASEMENT

OENOTES QVERHEAD UNES

DENDTES ‘FENCE LINE

QENOTES EDGE OF 100 YR FLOOD PLAN
DENDTES CENTER OF 10' WIDE DRANAGE ESMT.

1S FROM "PLAT OF SUAVEY FOR PECKHAM"

#6998, AND BEING

( ) IS FROM PLAT OF NOTE #1.
THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT 70 ANY EASEMENTS. RESTRICTIONS

AND COVENANTS QF RECQORD.

PARCEL 2 GRAY

OIRT DANVE PARTIALY
ENCROACHING ON

N/F
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- 78,53, 4 "
1980.00 /V((N [—_ 7 7 == oz o €
’ CENTERED 0 38" ACCESS / § 09'51'26" W
50° OPEN SPACE AND UTILIY EASEENT £ / 1 v
o 5|8
PARCEL 157/ /> PARCEL 10 | &
2 G
N/F N, /ﬂ g
; #H of a0 war
TRACT C ARBER / lLDm‘.‘ i "
80" OFEN SPACE i
PLAT BK.366 PGO12 el ! _\;
-
A
-
s 8735'08" W 2. 83 | 20457
18337 ﬂlsl//{ 7 N BOST4E W
/ -~
——N - — 50 QPEN SPACE ~— e
PRIVAT —_—
caﬁ\zk:zo 38 HCCESS S 683845 W
AND UTILITY EASEMENT 128.77
COMTAINS €XIST, RD. N/F
P
pestn TRACT A PECKHAM pan §12
PLAT BK.366 PG.O12
REVIEWED 8Y A COUNTY OF SANTA FE 133
BUBDMISION ENG. [ STaT &
/ n [ Tarey carly ek i sgimen v
REVIEWED BY
EWED 8 CITY PUBLIC JRECTOR '°f record on m 5 duy ef L
REVIEWED BY rmd was duly rago) in book ___.
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O 007 37227772
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L—~ TE sWnsl Communicatioss, Inc., Disclaimer.
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abeceo Bustomonts:
County Clec, Soma 75 County, M. ,

of the recorda of
nta Fe County.

Witness my Hand ond Seal of ’H’w

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
NOTES AND CONDITIONS: -

/ {
EZC. CHARIN (] MEETING DATE ';"ML
227 (2-20-00
,Q;.ourm UAND-GSF AOMINISTRATOR DATE
00-4370

DEVELOPMENT PERM(

B TD
COUNTY RURAL ADDRESSING

INTENANCE OF PRIVATE ‘CCESS EASEMENT‘S o BE
RESPDNSIB!UTY OF TRACT OWNER!

2. THIS PARCEL LIES WITHIN ZONE X AREAS OUTSIOE 500 YR,
FLo00 rOWN ON F.LR.M, PANEL §350069 2338
DATEQ H/UA/SB UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

3. WATER WELL WITHORAWAL ON THESE LOTS RESTRICTED BY
COVENANTS FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK

Recoroe N ook 1B FY  pace 514 -51f
oocuent no___ /2 -Y T

4. PURSUANT TO THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND DEVELOPWMENT CDOE,
THE SOIL RATING ON THIS PROPERTY IS DESIGNATEQ AS BEING
MOOE] TD SEVERE REGARDING LIMITATIONS TO SEPTIC
TANKS. POTENTIAL BUYERS/SELLERS OF THIS PROPERTY SHOULO
INQUIRE WITH THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRDNMENT DEPARTMEN
WHETHER THESE SOMS ARE SUMTABLE F
SEPTIC SYSTEM OR IF AN ALTERNATIVE SVSTEM IS REDUlRED

5. SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT OQES NOT
INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE PRIVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS
AS SHOWN. PRIOR TO THE CONSTRUCTION OF SAD PRIVATE EASEMENTS
OoR RUADS, IT IS REQUIRED THAT AN AQDITIONAL OEVELOPMENT PERMIT
BE APPLED FOR AND THEN APPROVED BY THE SANTA FE COUNTY
LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.
6. NEW DRIVEWAY/ROAD ACCESS FROM OLD CALISTED WAY iS SUBJECT
TQ APPROVAL FOR LOCATION AND INSTALLATION OF A CULVERT
AS PERMITTED BY SANTA FE COUNTY PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A
PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTION.
7. THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT 0QES NOT CONSTTUTE THE
ROVAL OF ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT INCLUDING
BUILDING PERMITS.
8, ON SITE SAMTARY SEWER SERWVICE SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILTY
OF THE LOT OWNERS, AND MUST BE PERMITTED ANO APPRQOVED
BY NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENTAL OEPARTMENT.
9. ONLY ONE WELL SHALL BE PERMITTED TO SERVE THESE LOTS.
THIS WELL SHALL BE SUBJECT TO A SHARED WELL AGREEMENT.
10. THE PARCELS AS PLATTED HEREDN ARE SUBJECT TO SECTION 12.1 OF THE
€20, TERRAIN MANACENENT REGULATIONS AT THE TIME OF ANY DEVELOPMENT
11, ALL WELLS DRULED OM THESE LOTS MUST BE CONSTRUCTED PER E20
STANDARDS LISTED IN SECT’IDN 10.1A.3. PROOF OF PROPER CONSTRUCTION
SUBMITTEQ AT THE TIME OF DEVELOPMENT PERMIT REQUEST
DR UPON DEMAND EY THE COUNTY LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.

12, EXISTING NATURAL DRAINAGEWAYS WILL NOT 8E MODIFIED OR IMPEDED
HOUT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LANQ USE ADMINISTRATOR
OR COUNTY HYDROLOGIST. OEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEDE HISTORIC
FLOW RATES OR PATTERNS TO DR FROM THESE LOTS.

13. THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO A 3D% OPEN SPACE REQUIREMENT
NO DEVELOPMENT MAY OCCUR WITHIN THE DESIGNATED OPEN SPACE.

14, DRILLING OF AN NEW DOMESTIC WELL IS PROHIEITED iIF REGIONAL
WATER IS AVAILABLE WITHIN 200 FEET OF THESE LOTS.

15. |F REGIONAL WATER BECOMES AVALABLE, THESE LOTS SHALL CONNECT
Hi

TO THE REGIONAL WATER SYSTEM AND DOMESYIC WELL USE SHALL CEASE
WITHIN 90 DAYS OF SUCH CONNECTION.-

16, ACCESS ROADS, WHETHER PUBLIC OR PRIVATE, SHALL BE DEVELOPED
IN COMPLIANCE WITi{ SECTION 3.5.3 OF THE FESR.

LAND DIVISION FOR
BOYD K. AND NANCY E. MOCK
OF

10.85 AC.
PURPOSE' TO CREATE THREE RESIDENTIAL LOTS

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.16N.,
ROE, NMP.M., SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

RICK CHATROOP
PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR

NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011
(505) 470-0037 2492 MANZANO LP. RI0 RANCHO, NM 87124

Py
oas Mippes o

POEXMG MFCRMATION FOR THE COUNTY GLERK

OWNER BOYD K, AND NANCY E. '‘OCK
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50* OPEN SPACE
N/F z
TRACT A PECKHAM
PLAT BK,366 PG.012
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PRIVATE 38° ACCESS —
AND UTILITY EASEMENT

NOTE: OEFWm SPACE LOST T0
BEEN RBB.OCATED WITHIN

CENTERED

TIFICATE

| THE NOTES HEREON

1ELD SURVEY COMPLETED
JNE 1ST, 1999, AND ARE
MY KNOWLEDGE AND BEULIEF,
SSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS

— sk,
NMP.LSF11011
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DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT

AL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT THE UNDERSIGNED
OWN R(S) HAVE CAUSED TO BE DMDED THOSE LANI N
HEREON. THIS DIVISION IS WMADE WITH THE FREE CON!
IN_ACCORDANCE WITH THE WISHES ANO DESIRB OF SAID WNER(S)
UTILITY COMPANIES ARE ITED EASEMENTS WN AND FOR
EXISTING UTILITIES. OTHER EASEHEN'TS ARE GRANTED AS SHOWN.

THIS DVISION CONT! 20.15 AC.+~, AND UES WITHIN THE
PLANNING AND P JURISDICTION” QF THE COUNTY OF
SANTA FE, NEW

ALLEN GOLOSTEIN

STATE OF CAnTouA

COUNTY OF eazrvion s

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND
SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME BY ALLEN GOLDSTEIN

THIS 22"  gay DF_Sewe  1pag, oz
MY COMMISSIDN EXPIRES_“’\.\LJI.,_ADQ}_NOTARV PUBLIC

s ATTRENED

LINE DATA CHART

KEY  BEARNG DISTANCE
(® | N aes008 € §8.00
N 445008 € 117.43
@ S 693817 E 92.80
@] N szozor € 53.77
[CINE a7

N/F

TRACT C ARBER

PLAT 8K.366 PG.012

SOUNTY OF SNTA FE j)ss 109N - 335
STATE OF NEW MEXIC

I horsby cortty inat i instrument yog, fied .

for record on oy %

18, E(tg_ _ﬂzﬁ_ ‘Clogk m

and was duly recordad In book — 48 ——

page. of the recorda of
Sonta Fa Gounty.

Witnean my Hend and Seal of Offca

scco Bustamants
County ierse Somio B County,N.M,

Aybs Dicnaed

Deputy

blzaasd
LEGEND AND NOTES

@ DENOTES POINT FOUND

O DENOTES 11011 CAPPED REBAR SET THIS SURVEY
°©  DENOTES POINT CALCULATED

®  DENOTES BRASS MONUMENT

@  benores Uty PoLe
A AS NOTED
{0 s NorEo

—_——— —_— — DENOTES EDGE OF EASEMENT

OENOTES OVERHEAD LINES
DENOTES FENCE LINE
OENOTES EDGE OF 100 YR FLOOD PLAIN

1

. EASIS oF EEARING IS FROM FLAY OF SURVEY FOR PECKHAM™
BY MITCHEL K. NOONAN NMLS #8898, AND BEING
PE'I‘I(.ED IN THE OFFICE DF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK IN PLAT
120,
DATA IN ( ) IS FR!JM PLAT OF NOTE
THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT TO ANY EASEMI TS. RESTRICTIONS
D COVENANTS OF REC

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
NOTES AND CONDITIONS:

Q%m (-aimsm&; (slihﬁ -
{7 COUNTY LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR TE

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO.

“n

?_ -ps

RURAL ADDRESSING APPROVAL DATE

3. MAINTENANCE OF PRIVATE ACCESS EASEMEN'TS 70 BE
RESFONSIBILITV OF TRACT OW|
4. THIS PARCEL LIES WITHIN ZONE X AREAS OUTSIOE 50D
AS SHOWN ON F.LRM. PANEL IJSDUGQ ZSJB
DATED 11/04/55 UNLESS OTHERWISE Nt
S. WATER WELL WITHDRAWAL ON THESE LOTS RESTRICTED BY
COVENANTS FILED (N THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK

Reconoen W sook__{703 pace65D " HSS
ocunent o 092-22

B. PURSUANT TO THE SANTA COUNTY LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,

THE SOIL_RATING ON THIS PROPERTY IS DESIGNATED AS BEING
ERATE TO SEVERE REGARDING LIMITATIONS TO SEPTIC
TANKS. POTENTIAL BUYERS/SELLERS OF THIS PROPERTY SHOULD
INQUIRE WITH THE NEW MEXICO ENVIRONMENT OEPARTMENT
WHEI'HER THESE SOILS ARE SUITABLE FOR CONVENTIONAL
EPTIC SYSTEM OR IF AN ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM IS REDUIRED

7. SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT DOES NOT
INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE PRNVATE EASEMENTS OR ROAOS
AS SHOWN. PRIOR TO THE CONSTRUCTION OF SAID PRIVATE EASEMENTS

ED

BE APPUED FOR AND THEN APPROVED BY THE SANTA FE Ci
LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.

8. THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DDES NOT CONSTITUTE THE
APPROVAL DF ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENT INCLUOING
BUILOING PERMITS.

9. THE PARCELS AS PLATTED HEREON ARE SUBJECT TO SECTIDN
121 OF THE EZO, TERRAIN MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS AT THE

TIME DF ANY DEVELOPMENT.

10. THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO A 30X OPEN SPACE_REQUIREMENT.
NO DEVELOPMENT MAY OCCUR WITHIN THE OESIGNATED OPEN SPACE.
11, ALL BUILDABLE AREAS SHOWN HAVE SLOPES OF LESS THAN 15%
AND THERE ARE NO_ NATURAL DRNNAGEWAYS DTHER THAN THOSE
SHOWN AS DRAINAGE EASEMENTS,
12 EXISHNG NATURAL DRAINAGEWAYS WILL NOT BE MODIFIED OR IMPEDED
THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR OR

CDUNTY HYDROLOGIST, DEVELOPMENT SHALL NOT IMPEDE HISTORIC FLOW
RATES OR PATTERNS TO OR FROM THESE LOTS.

LAND DIVISION FOR
ALLEN GOLDSTEIN
OF

TRACT B
PURPOSE: TO GREATE THREE RESIDENTIAL LOTS

LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T.18N.,
RDE., NMPM., SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.

RICK CHATROOP
PROYFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR

NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011
(508) 470-0037 BT. 1 BOX 504 PBCOS, N¥ 87552

POEXMG FFORUATION FOR THE GONTY GLERK
OWNER ALLEN GOLDSTEIN

LOCATION: LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16N, RBE, NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY,
1 NEW MEXICO.
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: E

fooe0 FO FOUND POINT gmfsi OF BEARINGS TAKEN FROM PLAT ENUTLED -nmsmn OF LAND LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

FOR LESA A. DELISI.

~" PREPARED BY ALLEN C.
o SET POINT (1/2° FER. W/CAP Ho 12443, of ocT. 8, idde,  SAID BLAT AAEReCORED AT THE RA - -
Ho. 12451 UMLESS OTHERWISE NOTEC) SANTA FE COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE UMDER RECEPTION No. 1033, 034 OF T CT D 1 & TRACT D 2
ON 7/16/98. IN PLAT BOOK 391, PAGE 003 FOR
. CALCULATED POINT DATA IN SINGLE PARENTHESIS { )} TAKEN FRON THIS PLAT.
PVC PIPE 2 *LAND OIYISION AND LOT LINE ADJUSTHENT FOR
EXISTING OIAT ROAD EEE!EED‘L'% RICEARD A: CraTn00R, o3 Fos 11011 N b/ 1087, &l Ji L
PLAT WAS AECORDED AT THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERKS DFFICE UNOER oanna awrerlnce
FENCELINE RECEPTION No. 988,580 ON 6/30/97. IN PLAT BOOK 356, PAGE 012.
RIA
9
\\\\\\ 303 OPEN SPACE LYING & BEING SITUATE WITHIN
SECTION 15, T 16 N, R 9 E, N.M.P.M.
wE SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
Noge - CONTAINING 10.217 ACRES MORE OR LESS
PAR
BK 441, PG B67 Purpoes This plat 18 to swend wx1ating lnl Boungar 108
. {This pury ywant 10 Flwlfl! by the Santm Fs Caunty Land Uee
Yicinity Map &r.me) /(/ Qopartiunt o3 T8 Len Tron ad required By thair EheCKIist rof ise Mapcovall
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PULAT BX 368, PX 012 \
POSSTALE DRIVENAY 4
LUGAN
(ST e x \ BK 372 PG 456
3178 SO.FT. ' 10: OWNERS CONSENT
Pom e DTN + e
TR Tk e -y THE UNDERSIGHE OWNERS 00 HEREBY CONSENT T0 THE PLATTING OF LANDS
TRACT 0= A9 SHOWN HEREON. THIS LOT LINE AOUSTMENT 19 BEING MADE WITH THEIR
- FAEE CONSENT AND 18 IN ACCOADANCE WITH THEIR OESIRES ANO WISHES.
D-1 THESE LANDS LIE WITHIN THE PLATTING AN PLANWING JURISDICTION OF THE
2.563 ACRES * CITY AND COUNTY OF SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO. EASEMENTS ARE HEREBY GAANTED
AS_SHOWN, AN EASEMENT TS HEREBY GAANTED FOR UTILITIES WHICH MAY
itio o mposcaman { CURRENTLT EXIST WITHIN THESE LOTE.
_and Conditions 3 ! -
e AN, RDDREES 72 A . —— &,.._..._ JMDAITE'\ i“}‘(?
fond Faoarn) 2-13-55 o 150 PG 575 oo s @3 JTAHG %%n:s
NTY RURAL ADORESSING 3 r— o STATE OF NEN MEXICO ]ss
\-3039- ‘ W N COUNTY OF SANTA FE
VELOPHENT PEANLT MOWBER S {8 25 x 29 [UE FORESOING INSTRUNENT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE Me Tnis 1S gt
* h SHARED w IUNE_ 1999
2R \\\ 8 ”glé.‘,"’rﬁxs TTANENT.  36.0¢ 8 RTS8 Mla nerAe ay WY COMMISSION EXPIRES_/W/Znck aed
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EVELOPMENT COOE, THE SOILS CER I w\ vy Eamdlt By 2
» 3
AS BETNG KODERATE/SEVERE A BRANTED BY THIS INSTRUMENT T
BOTENTIAL BUYERS/BELLERS |
HE_NEW_MEXICO ENVIRONMENT
TABLE FOR A CONVENTIONAL
TEM IS HEGUIRED.
N 12.1 OF THE EZ0, TERRAIN TRACT
AN OEVELOPUENT bLER D-2
0 OA MDOIFIED SUBJECT To 7,853 ACRES & e
WPe #1-082-094-230-198 TRACT 4
VEY PLA INCLUDE s
N Tésh 0k5 85 a8 ER - OPEN SPACE - 2.300 dea) BK 873, P6 817
A SEMENT (S} OR ROAD {Si . PRTYATE ACCESS FURAL ADFESS 72 8
LOPUENT PERMLT BE APPLI AT s
COUNTY LANG USE ADMIMISTRATOR. sy ST —
¥ EASEMENTS IS THE
UNLESS cmru WAINTAINED POTSILE BULLOING | 3000 50.FT.|
PARTHEN L
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ASTRUCTION, O SANTA FE i
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X A REcarhEs I 8ok - est k] E
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SITE (OCATION a.a
o1 teEs Len
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PHONE) f g 09 54°23% 666.33° v FoR
o i . 29.08)
bo24-19 ’ TRAEY B2 ) 50 25" 0 s50°
e e s ur ———
TRACT 4 1" =D !
BK 443, PG €87 SCALE : 1" =50
INDDING FOR COUNTY CLERK
:‘:"":ml:; ]. /082 7/@ o AHE . omeRs | SECTION | Twwswe. | RameE | LOCATION
_Surveyors_Certificate I hereby cartity thet this inetr t wew rilas ss’c/T‘n%waf/nzz LANRENCE SECT.15 ] 7 18 M RSE
1 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIB PLAT AND THE NOTES SHOWN HEREON WERE "95'""1-‘ b or 2 wo. 900°29°33°€
PREF| 0R UNDER WY PERSONAL OIRECTION AND ARE A TRUE ANO wH, o 246 o cion 988.53"

HIGH DESERT SURVEYING
PROFESSIONAL SURVEYING

ARED
ACCURATE REPREBENTATION OF A FIELD SURYEY WHICH WAS COMPLETED ON
1/27/99. 7O THE BEST OF MY INFORMATION, KNOWLEDSE ANU BELIEF,
THIS PLAT NEETS DR EXCEEDS THE "MINIMUM STANGARDS FOR LANO
SURVEYING IN NEW MEXICO®.

g ws Fecorded 3n book ‘“9.

Poow _Qgg_n the recards af

RANTA FE COUNTY.

¥itness wy Hend and Seal of Office
tanant,

3012 Com Suﬂl
o r&,oﬁr 435—;094 FAX: 424-1709

£ \PROUELT \SO0U\WR00E-1. 600
Fei. on 1a s

DEAN L. SHRADER  NEW MEXICO PROFESSIONAL SUAVEYOR No. 12451

OWG. NAME: LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT - JOANNA LAWRENCE [mf o, 99002




DIVISION OF LAND
FOR
LESA R DELIS/

ON TRACT D, OF THE STEWART AND BARBARA PECKHAM LAND DIVISION,
LOCATED AND LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T16 N, R.9 E, NM.P.M, COUNTY OF
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO.

PURPOSE: CREATION OF THREE RESIDENTIAL LOTS

NOTE: SLOPES DO NOT EXCEED 15X GRADE
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] TRACT D~-3
{ 5.06 Ac.z

RURAL ADORESS 72€

S893714°W

'4/7

2
RICX & 8K WOOOARD PETER DAY,
4 &x. 678 Pa 577

Bx. 14 Pa 595

8
i

vayor in the Stote of
sctual survey mode in
& Minimum Stondords,
toinod neren is true
nd beilef.

MAY 16, 1998.
P.S No. 12443

0391005
DEDICATION/AFFDAVT

Know off persans by these presents:

Mot the undersigned omner(s) hove coused Jonds to be dividod

og shown hereon, [ying ond being situate in Sonto Fe County and within the Planning

ond Plotting Jirisdiction of Santo Fa County and the Ciy of Sonto Fe.. Al that appeors
on this piat fs 'ﬂh fhﬂ freo consant ond in oceordonce with the wishes and dasies of the
undersigned  orn

Easemenls .nu ore hareby granted, and eosements gre harmby gronted

for oxistingf uthities
Zs@&) 7/0/‘? ¢
BATE

LESA R. DELIS! (OWNER)

STATE: OF NEW MEXTCO
COUNTY OF SANTA FE [55

The faregoing istrument wos ocknowledged befors me this [ doy n/.%{_ 1998,

VD - Barn. 9)ml98

7 Tapires

lofory Public

COUNTY APPPOVAL
#-1-9%

- J_Ll‘ lLb Date

¢ -3t
COUNTY OEVELOPMENT PERMIT No.

NOTES AND

1.) Mointanance of privote occess easements is the responsibility of the land awner ond users.
2.) Sonta Fe County Approval of this survay piot does not include the construction of the
private lusmmt(s) or road(s) os shown. Prior {o the construction of soid privota roods
or aosemants, it is required that an odditional development permit be applied for ond opproved
by the Sonto Fe County Land Use Administrotor.
3.} The opprovel of Ihis plat does nof conslitute the opproval of any further davalapment
inctuding building permits.

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,
CONDITIONS:

4.) Pursuant to tha Senta Fe County Lond Developmant cods, the soil roting of this property
ia designated as (eing moderole fo savare rogording limitatians to septic tonks. Potential
buyers and or satiors of tnis property should inquire with the New Mexico Environment
Dapartmant whett or these soils are suitab/e for o convantional septic system of if on oltemotive
system is requirsd.
5.) Lon own hereon lie oulside the r_flo n e X" oce Federat floo
e Ty e5n Bt 50 {25l 00 g5 oo o o Zene X" according o the ’
6.) The porcels os plotted hernon are subjoct to Saction 12.1 of the EZO (within 2 mie EZ).

2.) Sanitory sewsrs ore not owodatie fo subject property. On site sonitary disposal is the responsibiity
of the fand cwner. On-site sewer disposcf system must be pemittad ond approved by
New Mexico Environmental Depar

8,) Orivaway Jocation off Old Golisteo ﬂaad i subject ta approval fram the Senta Fe County Public Works
Department,

9,) Private accass roads shall be developed in comptionce with section 3.5.2 FJ of tha E.S.R. including odvquote
rodii ot cul—~de-sacs.

10.) Woter use'\weif v/!hdﬂwvl on these tracls is rastricted by cmem:n[: fiad Me Office of the L‘mmly
Clerk ond recorded in 8ook

e
S Cz"};:zo,,

LP.C._10820942301)
AFZ SURVEFING & DRAFTIMNG
X1 VLLEROS 5T. | SANTA FE, W | 982-5558

Witnaas my iHand ond Seat of Office
REBECCA BUSTAMANTE
County Clork, Somte Fa County, New Marico

ot




DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT

LANDS SHOWN
3 MADE WITH THE FREE CONSENT AND
N MMANDDBIRBWMMEF&S)

UTIUTY COMPANIES ARE FASEMENTS AS SHO!

OUSTING UTILITIES. OTHER EASEMENTS ARE GRANTED AS SHOWN.

THIS DMSION AND ADJUSTMENT CONTAMS B0.31 AC.+~, AND UES WITHIN THE
Mmﬁ&mmmorm:wumw

STATE OF NEW WEXICO
COUNTY OF SANTA FE

-~ 3
7, g - 5V
s s
X _'
g S
<
>
A’. PN, i

THE FOREQOING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND

SUSSCRIBED ama: ME Ls AND BWRI PECKHAM
.|“7
/ NOTARY P!

.. TWS__&MYOF
A—-A—/M_

Wmﬂzz
AND NANCY E. NOCK

STATE OF NEW NEXICO
COUNTY OF SANTA FE

VICINITY MAP

ST ST T

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND
SUBSCRIBED &/ ME 8§

\TCHED {6 WITHIN 100 YR, FLOCD PLAN A3 DEFINED
4, AREA DOTTED

FOOT ABOVE THE WAXIMUM FLOOD

AREA CROSSHAI

FLRM, RATE L

5 800 YR, PLAI

mucruuzs Wllil UIWHIN THE

ELEVAHM OF 657!'-6720'. THSE ELEVATIONS DRATUM SHOULD BE VERIFIED
A UCENSED ENGINEER.

AS REFERENCED IN NOTE

N/F

TR, 4—A CARELTON
BK.820 PG.300

ALl

LEGEND AND NOTES

®  DENOTES POINT FOUND
DENDTES 11011 CAPPED REBAR SET THIS SURVEY

DENGTES POINT CALCULATED
OENCTES BRASS MONUMENT
OENGTES UTILTY POLE

AS NOTED

AS NOTED

DENOTES EDGE OF EASEMENT

DENQTES OVERHEAD LINES

OENOTES FENCE LINE

DENGTES EDGE OF 100 YR FLOOD PLAN
DENOTES FLOOD PLAN ELEVATION

. BASIS OF BEARING IS FROM “PLAT OF SURVEY FOR PECKHAM"
MITCH| NOONAN NULS §8998, AND BEING
LED!N'I'NEOFHCEO THE A FE COUNTY CLERK IN PLAT
BK.129, PG.O27.
NTAIN{?SISFRDII PUTOFNUTE!
IBJECT TO ANY EASEM , RESTRICTIONS
AND COVENANTS OF R

!ar-

N/F
PARCEL 2 GRAY
RECEPTION $390,048

SANTA FE COUNTY APPROVAL,

NOTES AND CONDITIONS:

b-30-13

%ﬁ{ﬁﬁ% 2
Q-39 000

A, - 319

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO.

3. MAINTENANCE OF PRNATE ACCESS EASEMENTS TO BE
RESPONSIBILITY OF TRN:V

4. TH. PARCEL UES wrnd X AREAS OUTSIDE 300 A
suam oy Iy PANEL nsoou
i ||/o4/u umums
E. WATER WELL WITHDRAWAL ON TS RESTRCTED 8Y
COVDATS PLED W THE OFRCE-OF The EoUNTY Eaemk
RECORDED IN PAGE
NO,
8. PURSUNT T0 THE SINTA FE COUNTY LAND DEVELOPUENT conE,
THE SOIL_ RATING ON THS 5 DESIGNATED A BEING
MODERATE To SEVERE ARG DMTATIORS 13 B
UYERS, OF PROPERTY WULD

01'EN'|'|AL
NQUIRE WITH THE NEW ENVIRONMENT DEFARTMI
VHETHER THESE SOIIS ARE SUITABLE FOR cnuvnma
EPTIC SYSTEM OR IF AN ALTERNATVE

SYSTEM IS REQUIRED,
SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPROVAL OF THIS SURVEY PLAT DOES NOT

N

PROVED BY THE SANTA FE COUNTY
LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR.

NEW ORIVEWAY, ACCESS FROM OLD GAUSTEQ RD. f§ SUBJECT
TO APPROVAL FOR LOCATION AND INSTALLATION OF A CULVERT

AS MITTED BY SANTA FE COUNTY PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A
PERMIT FOR CONSTRUCTION.

9. TNE APPROVAL 0" THIS PLAT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE .
'ROVAL OF ANY FURTHER CEVELOPMENT INCLUDING 4
BUiLDING PERMITS.

10. THE PARCELS AS PLATTED HEREDN MAY 8E SUBJECT
TO FUTURE TERRAIN MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS
ADOPTED BY SANTA FE COUNTY.

1", WBE LOTS ARE SUBJECT 1D SANTA FE_COUNTY
AND RESCUE IMPACT FLES AT TNE TIME OF
AFPL'CATIDN FOR BUILDING PERMITS.

5 BR i
E w an 205442 } »
' »! p' | AV AL N & X )
': l O* CPON SPACT .' *7///“%5.:;" ¥ @ EE
3 S I//AN § &
E 5 _ s ooy smes | YIRN /LS 5
=x TON LT UNE—e] —E///}/ Ipeas w ) N/F
/¢ m
¥ L O e T TR, B LUIAN
TEp=s q-'\‘ ey . BK.372 PC.488
/ l a2y L] 2
12938 oy A ) § g
senck corp 1 TRACT A § EH
. (U5 <OMfe o
- g TRACT 1 gs N/F
£ 42 @ 15.27 AC. 1* TR. 1 DAY
1-200 2°.°° Ac. = oPDN FM:E-—;— BK.575 PC.817
I o - o 1
TRACT B A m“wmm :-‘ [—25' OPEN SPACE ]
20.15 AC. cenTEReD 38° access —H [[H— / e ; N/F
SERTIFICATE - iiewsl 1|1 33 TR, 4 DAY
2 50 OPEN SPACE 2 BK.441  PG.887
A e s'measvsg:%Rufggnzn ;_é o= . = L ] = A ae LAND DIVIBION AND LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT FOR
O0F Y KNOWLEDGE” AND. BELIEF, ve - TR W S W N MOl g W e STEWART AND BARBARA PECKHAM
PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS : PO b Py
i ERERERY | a0 U easeuns N/F N/F BOYD K. AND NANCY E. MOCK
ST s TR. 1 BATES TR. 2 WOCDWARD 86.51 ACRES
‘ N/F BK.OS3 PG.B?? !
LS.§110%1 N/F
; ; vEAbOR TR, 1.4 THOMPSON .. T L
BK333 PG.037 81413 PG.728 counry %g",}gﬂ’& }ss 788 58 2
1 hereby certify thot trument wi lod
for racord pn the day of D, RICK CHATROOP
.:m'%gm., W PROFESGIONAL LAND SURVEYOR
Santa Fe Courty. NEW MEXICO REGISTRATION NO. 11011
Witnesr my_Hond ﬂnguSuI of Office (505) 470-0087 BT 1 BOT 800 PECOS, WU 7852
Counly Clerk, Santa Fe Colm('y.N M,
< )11 e b ‘! BDDING WFORMATION FOR THE DOUNTY QLR
7478 Deputy OWNER STEWART AND BARBARA PECKHAM
LOCATION: LYING WITHIN SECTION 15, T18N, RGE, NMPN, SANTA FE COUNTY,
NEW MEXICO,
— FEEE o oAk T T T




T hw wanren
STATION 741+ §
¥ Corben SEETON 3, 7, BRI E NP

Py nE9rm 34w
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gz
Bz
k]
2 T
.. ————
POINT OF
BEGINNING

Sania Fe Counly Approval

REKI:WED AND APFROVE BY THE EXTRA TERRITORIAL ZONING COMMISSION

N i 2
/%Cé -Ae-FR )
G CHMEL

TH FECOUNTY LAND USE ADMINISTRATOR DATE

SANTA FE COUNTY DEVELGPMENT PERMIT NB.M

Tract 2-A-1
6.5457 Acres

SCALE I”"=50"
ey

o iy S0 100

TOTAL AREA
9.0458 Ac. =

wEsT 9.00°

N TEmmer,

NOTES

S00°04'39"E

227.33¢

_[re e Ty Gaseant

THE MANTEMANCE OF THE PRIVATE ROAD EASEMENT 1S TO BF ThE e roar
RESPONSBILITY OF THE LANO OWNERS, FESDENCE o i ceLLar
SANITARY SEWER SERVICE IS TO BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE LAND OWNERS, Rog o Q @
= "M BG 1D FUD F.0OD INSURENCE “iTE MAR No 350069 0250
£ NO P4k OF THSE LANDS ' iF N ZNY DESIGNATEQ FLOOD + ) fryvad
£ e &7 B3k OF

X iDL
N EASFVENT IS WERESY GRANTED FOR ALL EXISTING UTILITIES e
—— E
B3 LT 15 SURIECT “0 ALL AFPURTENANT EASEMENTS OF RECORQ - /; /" -
b
-
-
Legend
BEARINGE BASED ON' A PLAT OF SURVEY BY RICHARD E. SMITH,
N.M.P.5. No. 5837, TITLED, "LOT SPLIT OF LANDS PFREPARED FOR
AMANDA E. TERRFLL, OF LANQS WITHIN THE N.W. 1/4 OP SECTION
15 ., R. 9 E,, N.M.P.M., SANTA FE COUNTY, NEW
MEXICO," DATED MARCH 1989, AND FILED FOR RECORD IN THE OFFICE -
OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK AS RECEPTION No. 673,845 ON
MARCH 24, 1989, IN BOOK 196, PAGE 044. 526.52"
IRDICATES POINT FOUND, CAPPED REBAR BEARING L.S. Ho. _ 49852
® 5388, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. o~ tmimoad
o INDICATES SMITH AND WILLIAMSON CAPPED REBAR SET.
= INDICATES CALCULATED POINT. Yract 2-A- 2
—p#—0— INDICATES UTILITY POLE, WITH OVERHEAD UTILITY LINES. 2.500! Acres *

— s»— INDICATES FENCE LINE.

Y
w
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‘icale

AT AND ThE SURVIT ON WHILH /T WAS BASED WAS MADE "

VRECTION AND CONTROL DURING THE MONTH OF MAY, 1991, 102.49°

TRUE AND CORRFLT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLFDGE aND 7

HAT THIS SRVFY MECTS OR (XCOEDS THE MINIMUM 4

D5 FOR LAND SURVEYS iN NEW MEXICO AS ADOPTED 8Y “_—SDQD’

) OF REGISTRATION FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND A — = .. 4

S 65639 —— =
R N P - E el
23 EASEMENT
. porse” DTS oz free
o N/F SAM HITT . ' H/F KEITH MELTON o tane.
Note
PURSUANT TO THE SANTA FE couu'rv LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE,
THE SOIL RATING ON THIS PROPI DESIGNATED AS BEING WATER WELL WITHORAWAL ON THESE TRACTS I8
MODERATE, TO SEVERE REGARDING LIMITATDNS TO SEPTIC TANKS, . RfsTRICTED BY COVENANTS FILED IN TNE FI%E of
PQTENTIAL BU /SELLERS OF THIS PROPERTY SHOULD INGUIRE N THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK AS RI 2 a~
\'I'I'HTHEHEWIIDOC ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT WHETHER THESE -L__z 199,
SOHLS ARE SWTABLE FOR A CONVENTIONAL 4 SYSTEMOR IF j . IN BOOK

]
!

W IF WRLIAN BROER

No.4

.@'

b

TVES TVIDLED

SR e T,

UK 0 AP OO AVAON

Dedication / Affidavit

KNOW ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS!

THAT [HE UNDERSIGNED QWNERS AND PROPRIETORS HAVE CAUSED TO BE REPLATTED

THE LANDS
SHOWN HEREON, LYING AND BEING SITUATE WITHIN THE COUNTY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO. ALL
THAT APPEARS ON TMS PLAT IS MADE WITH THE FAEY CONSENT AND NAccamLz_mf mH THE.

TTING 1SOIC | COUN
MANTENANCE OF n:smnsmmmsmmnﬁ
OWNERS,

A

23701

AN 2150P

ATTEST BY NQTARY PUBLIC

Pmpen'y Descriplion

A CERTAIN TRACY OF LANO LYING AND BBIHG SITUATE "Il‘l'-'f.“'1
TIIE N.N. 1/4 OF SECTION 15, T. 16 W., R. 9 ‘E., N.M.P.M.,
SANTA FE COUNTY, WNEW HBXICO, AND BEING MORE PARTI( m
DESCRIEED BY METES AND BOUNDS AS FOLLOWS,

BEGINNING AT A NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF THE PROPERTY, A
CALCULATED POINT, FROM WHENCE A T RAIL RIGHT OF WAY MARKER, ..
STATION 741 + so :l:| BEINE THE N.W. oonlxn OP sxc‘l‘xou 15, T.
16 ¥., R. THR AND

M.P. Bl -
DISTANCES; IE9'JJ’11"I 235 90 FEET TO- A cu?m IE.BM L. B-v

5338, THEWCE

NQO®1D’42"W 979 00 FEET TO A CALCULATED POINT;, THENCE, "
NB9°18’)4"W 1996.08 FEST; THENWCE FROM '.I'lﬂ' Ponn.' AND PIMI W
BEGINNING,

SB9*32’11"E 36,00 FEET TO A CAP. RBR. L.S. No. 5338; THERCE,"
N13*17/47"E 60.76 FEET TO A CAP. EBR. L.S. No. 5338; THENCE, .
583°24/36"E 374,25 FEET TO A CAP. RBR. L.S. No. 5338 THENGE,
500%04/I9"E 784.64 FEET TO A No. 4 REBAR; THENCE

5833°53°45 £§53.90 FEET TO A CALCULATED POIIIT, THERCE,
ROT*38/26"R 366.62 FEET TO A CALCULATED POINT; THENCE
K17°18‘01%E 106.58 FEET TO A CALCULATED FOINT; -mmlcz,
NO6*52/42%E 254.90 FEET TO A CALCULATED POINT; THEN
N21°12/33"B 55.32 FEET TO THE POINT AND PLACE OF nﬂmmﬁ.

CONTATNING 2.0458 ACRES MORE OR LESS.

hg N0
5

COMNTY OIJSIMT‘ FE 155

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

Vhareby carlity Ihol

tor gpeord 0a the.

Inalrumend was fad

I Ap at_ lock TS0 m,
4w il pgrpcied ol 23T

poge F fha reewrda of
Sunla Fo Caunly.

Wittasa my hand oed Sed of Office
rimija

Jons 6. Ar
Courly Clark, Santo Fo czm [T
Dapaly

LOT SPUT PLAT PREPARED FOR.

N. R SE,NMPM.

ALSOP AND HITT

OF LANDS LYING WITHIN THE NW /4 SECTION
T. 16N,
u[lm FE COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
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TITLE,

AMENDED OCTOBER 23,1980 TO CHANGE THE

;JAM‘.'S A MBS?A.NO R.PL.S No. 5217

£ oF 20 WiOE ARROYO
/

{ 1-025.5/85)290 )

(43¢.00)
434.52
! | N89%2841'E

NF
41?.;

rj

{ NOOS3:!'W)
NOO®31 00'W

i EGCEND

Y oo ®

CERVIFIATE

! HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAT IS AN ACCURATE
%ééLolNEAT/GW OF A SURVEY DONE BY ME ON 17 OCTOBER,
/.

LANDNARE SORVEYS

| SR

"’PL S W 5217

235.0' WIDE ENTRANCE
. AND EXIT

INDICATES POINT FOUND AS SHOWN.

No.4 (1/2") REBAR SET THIS SURVEY.
INDICATES HIGHWAY RIGHT - OF - WAY MARKER,
INDICATES WITNESS CORNER SET.

EEZINERT-Y e 1.

Ay 1

SEI2EH W -

; atd wer M f
rertyen—"y g - ¥

LANDS SURVEYED rom

ABC FPARTNERS

WITHIN THE BISHOP JOHN LAMY GRANT
T.IoN, .0, ,NMPM, SANTA Fscawvn;
NEW MEXICO.

e e+ ey

* OF SANTA FE ISs

# NEW MEXICO )4[52608' Ao | )

scrtify that this instrumps W '

od -
‘1‘7‘3%”!@‘!‘_&%& C e

W oon the

........................ o'cigsk .. M

3 dty recorded in baok. A

'?.Z?yuf the ;o ords of Santa tw County,
Yoosess my Hand and Seal of Koy

CAROLINA R, GONZALPS
sounty Ciwck ug Lo Fe Couery el

LAY

£3Z-S

80-10%4

it
T RGN .mwmmm%,,.,,k




