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FILE REF.: CDRC CASE # S 15-5040 Univest-Rancho Viejo (La Entrada Phase [) Preliminary

and Final Plat and Development Plan Amendment

ISSUE:

Univest-Rancho Viejo LLC, Applicant, James W. Siebert and Associates, Agent, request a
Preliminary and Final Plat and Development Plan Amendment for La Entrada Phase 1. The request
includes a reduction in the number of lots from 456 lots to 404, as well as to increase the area of
undeveloped open space from 139.78 acres to 146.36 acres, the area of developed open space from
5.69 acres to 7.87 acres and to reduce the area of the private park from 4.13 acres to 3.94 acres. The
request also includes the removal and realignment of several roads within the subdivision.

The property is located north of Rancho Viejo Blvd and west of Avenida Del Sur, within the
Community College District, within Sections 19 and 20, Township 16 Neorth, Range 9 East

(Commission District 5).

VICINITY MAP:

Location
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102 Grant Avenue - P.O. Box 276 - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276 - 505-986-6200 - FAX:
505-995-2740 www.santafecountynm.gov
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SUMMARY:

On March 9, 2006, the Extraterritorial Zoning Commission (EZC) recommended Master Plan
approval for Rancho Viejo Village West, a mixed use development (residential, commercial,
community) consisting of 1,250 residential units and 117,250 sq. ft. of commercial space on 668
acres to be developed in 3 phases within Ranch Viejo.

On April 6, 2006, the Community College Development Review Committee (CCDRC)
recommended Master Plan approval for Rancho Viejo Village West, a mixed use development
(residential, commercial, community) consisting of 1,250 residential units and 117,250 sq. ft. of
commercial space on 668 acres to be developed in 3 phases in Rancho Viejo.

On April 11, 2006, the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) granted approval Master Plan
approval for Rancho Viejo Village West, a mixed use development (residential, commercial,
comimunity) consisting of 1,250 residential units and 117,250 sq. ft. of commercial space on 668
acres to be developed in 3 phases (refer to April 11, 2006 BCC Meeting Minutes as Exhibit 4).

On September 12, 2006, the BCC approved the La Entrada Subdivision, Phase 1 request for
Preliminary and Final Plat and Development Plan approval of 456 residential lots with a
Commercial Community Center on 249 acres with the approved Master Plan and a Variance to
permit a Cul-de-sac Road exceeding 300 feet (refer to September 12, 2006 BCC Meeting Minutes
as Exhibit 5).

On June 10, 2014, the BCC approved the vacation of the platted Archaeological easement located
within La Entrada Phase 1 residential subdivision (refer to June 10, 2014 BCC Meeting Minutes as
Exhibit 6).

The Applicant now requests a Preliminary and Final Plat and Development Plan Amendment for La
Entrada Phase 1. The request includes a reduction in the number of lots from 456 lots to 404, as
well as to increase the area of undeveloped open space from 139.78 acres to 146.36 acres, the area
of developed open space from 5.69 acres to 7.87 acres and to reduce the area of the private park
from 4.13 acres to 3.94 acres.

The number of lots will be reduced from 456 lots to 404 which will result in a decrease of 52 lots.
Lot sizes will range from 0.116 to .685 acres. With the reduction in the number of lots, the
undeveloped open space will increase in size from 139.78 acres to 146.36 acres for an increase of
6.58 acres; the existing developed open space will increase in size from 5.69 acres to 7.87 acres for
an increase of 2.18 acres.

The re-configuration and reduction of lots has resulted in the reduction in size of the private parks
from 4.13 acres to 3.94 acres.

Due to the reconfiguration of lots and open space, the lots will be easier to sell than previously
designed. The proposed reconfiguration meets code requirements for road circulation and also
meets open space code requirements. Therefore, the request also includes the removal and
realignment of several roads within the subdivision.

102 Grant Avenue - P.O. Box 276 - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276 - 505-986-6200 - FAX:
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The roads that are to be adjusted are as follows:
Caminito de Las Rositas

Via Orilla Dorado

Avenida Correcaminos

Via Punto Nuevo

Calle Ancla

Camino Ala Libre

Camino Cerro Escondido

The roads to be removed are as follows:
Rastro Conejo

Calle Cuervo Negra

Vuelta Tecolote

Paseo Girosol

Alley Circle

e ¢ @ & o

Article V, Section 5.3.1.c (Preliminary Plat Procedure - Conformance with Master Plan and
Preliminary Development Plan) of the Land Development Code states: “A preliminary plat may be
submitted for only a phase or portion of the entire project so long as it conforms to the approved
master plan and preliminary development plan.”

Article V, § 5.3.5.a (Preliminary Plat Approval) states: “Approval or conditional approval of a
preliminary plat shall constitute approval of the proposed subdivision design and layout submitted
on the preliminary plat, and shall be used as a guide to the preparation of the final plat”.

Article V, § 5.4.1.a (Final Plat Procedure) states: “Final plats shall be submitted for Type-1, Type-II,
Type-II1, except Type-III subdivisions that are subject to review under summary procedure as set
forth in Subsection 5.5 of this Section, and Type-IV subdivisions. Following approval or
conditional approval of a preliminary plat, and before the expiration of the plat, the subdivider may
prepare a final plat in substantial conformity with the approved or conditionally approved
preliminary plat. At the discretion of the Code Administrator, preliminary and final plats may be
reviewed for approval simultaneously. Final plats for subdivisions proposed to be phased shall be
submitted as indicated on the phasing schedule submitted with the master plan as specified in
Section 5.2. The final plat shall comply with the New Mexico Subdivision Act and these
regulations™.

Article V, Section 5.4.4b of the Land Development Code states: “The Board shall not deny a final
plat if it has previously approved a preliminary plat for the proposed subdivision if: 1) the
preliminary plat was approved after July 1, 1996; 2) all preliminary plat conditions have been or are
in the process of being met; and 3) it finds the final plat is in substantial compliance with the
previously approved preliminary plat.”

Article V, § 7.2.1 (Final Development Plan) states: “A final development plan conforming to the
approved preliminary plan and approved preliminary plat, if required, and containing the same
required information shall be submitted. In addition, the final development plan shall show, when
applicable, and with appropriate dimensions, the locations and size of buildings, heated floor area of
buildings, and minimum building setbacks from lot lines or adjoining streets. Documents to be

102 Grant Avenue - P.O. Box 276 - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276 - 505-986-6200 - FAX;
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submitted at this time are: proof of ownership including necessary title documents, articles of
incorporation and by-laws of owners' association; required disclosure statements; final engineering
plans and time schedule for grading, drainage, and all improvements including roads, water system,
sewers, solid waste, utilities; engineering estimates for bonding requirements; development
agreements; and final subdivision plats, if required”.

Notice requirements were met as per Article I1 § 2.4.2, of the Code. In advance of a hearing on the
Application, the Applicant provided a certification of posting of notice of the hearing, confirming
that public notice posting regarding the Application was made for twenty-one (21) days on the
property, beginning on March 26, 2015. Additionally, notice of hearing was published in the legal
notice section of the Santa Fe New Mexican on March 26, 2015, as evidenced by a copy of that
legal notice contained in the record.

This Application was submitted on February 6, 2015.

Growth Management Staff has reviewed this Application for compliance with pertinent Code
requirements and finds the project is in compliance with County criteria the Code for this
type of request.

APPROVAL SOUGHT: Approval of a Preliminary and Final Plat and Development
Plan Amendment to the La Entrada Phase 1 Subdivision for
the reduction in the number of lots from 456 lots to 404, as
well as to increase the area of undeveloped open space from
139.78 acres to 146.36 acres, the area of developed open space
from 5.69 acres to 7.87 acres and to reduce the area of the
private park from 4.13 acres to 3.94 acres. The request also
includes the removal and realignment of several roads within
the subdivision.

GROWTH MANAGEMENT El Centro, SDA-1
AREA:

HYDROLOGIC ZONE: The property lies within the Village Zone/New Community
Center Zone of the Community College District. Gross
Residential Density of Village Zones including any new
Community Center,  Neighborhood Centers and
Neighborhoods contained within the Zone is 3.5 dwelling
units per acre minimum. The Applicants proposal is 3.62
dwelling units per acre.

FIRE PROTECTION: La Cienega Fire District - The La Cienega Fire Station is
located approximately %: mile to the west of the La Entrada
Subdivision.

Santa Fe County Water Utility will supply water to the
development. Onsite fire protection through fire hydrants
located within 500 feet from all buildablc arcas.

102 Grant Avenue - P.O. Box 276 - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276 - 505-986-6200 - FAX:
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WATER SUPPLY: Santa Fe County Utilities will provide water to the
development and there are no changes from the original

proposal.

LIQUID WASTE: Ranchland Utility Company will provide sewer service to the
development and there are no changes from the original
proposal.

AGENCY REVIEW: Agency Recommendation
SFC Fire Approval
SFC Public Works Approval with conditions

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the Preliminary and Final
Plat and Development Plan Amendment to the La Entrada
Phase 1 Subdivision for the reduction in the number of
lots from 456 lots to 404, as well as to increase the area
of undeveloped open space from 139.78 acres to 146.36
acres, the arca of developed open space from 5.69 acres
to 7.87 acres and to reduce the area of the private park
from 4.13 acres to 3.94 acres and the request for the
removal and realignment of several roads within the
subdivision subject to the following condition:

1. The Applicant shall submit a new signage plan for review
and approval prior to BCC approval.

2. Compliance with all conditions of approval of the Master
Plan and of the previous Preliminary and Final Plat and
Development Plan.

3. The Final Plat and Development Plan must be recorded
with the County Clerk’s office.

EXHIBITS:
1. Letter of Request
2. Site Plans
3. Review Agency Letters
4. April 11, 2006 BCC Meeting Minutes
5. September 12, 2006 BCC Meeting Minutes
6. June 10, 2014 BCC Meeting Minutes
7. Aerial Photo of Site

102 Grant Avenue - P.O. Box 276 - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276 - 505-986-6200 - FAX:
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JAMES W. SIEBERT
AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

915 MERCER STREET * SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87505
(505) 983-5588 * FAX (505) 989-7313

jim@ jwsiebert.com

February 6, 2015

Vicki Lucero

Building and Development Services Manager
102 Grant Ave.

Santa Fe, NM 87504

Re: La Entrada, Phase 1, Rancho Viejo de Santa Fe, Plat Amendment
Dear Ms. Lucero:

After our initial submittal to Santa Fe County on November 14, 2014 for a plat amendment to La
Entrada Phase 1, you replied by e-mail on December 4, 2014 (attached) which stated that
additional information is required for the review of the application, and a statement that the
application would be processed as a preliminary and final plat and development plan
amendment. We would respectively request that this plat amendment be heard only by the BCC.
Article 11, Section 2.3.1.a.v. of the County Land Development Code, “Plat Amendment”
specifies that amendments to the plat can be reviewed administratively. We understand that the
slight modification to the roadways from the prior plat requires a review by the Board of County
Commissioners since they approved the roadways and those roadways are being realigned. It is
our position that this plat amendment only requires action by the BCC since they were the final
approval for the roadway locations and approval of the open space. This is the same process that
was used for the vacation of the archaeological site. The BCC approved the vacation of the
archaeological easement and, therefore, the BCC has to approve the vacation of the archeological
site.

EXHIBIT

I
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Vicki Lucero

La Entrada
February 5, 2015
Page Two of Two

In conformance with the December 4, 2014 e-mail the following items are submitted for your
review and comment:

¢ Three copies of the original preliminary plat and development plan report with
attached cover memo stating what changes are being requested with the
amendment.

» Three copies of the Terrain Management, Grading and Drainage plans and plans
and profiles for the roads that are being modified and/or relocated (also includes
road not modified but have not been constructed).

e Full size copy of approved Final Development Plan and sheet 3 of the recorded
plat

e Two checks in the amount of $850 in compliance with e-mail of December 12,
2014 from Santa Fe County.

Please schedule this request for the April 14, Board of County Commission meeting.

Sincerely,

Qa,u,\._.u.w

James W. Siebert

Xe:  Warren Thompson

LaEntrada
translu2-6-15
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JAMES W. SIEBERT
AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

915 MERCER STREET * SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87505
(505) 983-5588 * FAX (505) 989-7313
jim@jwsiebert.com

MEMORANDUM
Date: February 6, 2014
To:  Vicki Lucero
From: Jim Siebert
Re:  La Entrada Phase |

The following is a description of the changes between the existing and approved La Entrada

Phase 1, development plan and the plans that are submitted to the County on February 6, 2015:

Current Plat Amended Plat
Total No. of Lots: 456 404
Area of Undeveloped Open Space: 139.78 ac. 146.36 ac.
Area of Developed Open Space: 5.69 ac. 7.87 ac.
Area of Private Park: 4.13 ac. 3.94 ac.

The roadways that are being realigned are:

Caminito de Las Rositas
Via Orilla Dorado
Avenida Correccaminos
Via Punto Nuevo
Camino Puerto Solito
Calle Ancla

Camino Ala Libre
Camino Cerro Escondido
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Rancho Viejo-La Entrada
February 6, 2015
Page 2 of 2

The Road ways that are being removed are:

o Rastro Conejo

* Calle Cuervo Negra
e  Vuelta Tecolote

e Paseo Girosol

o Alley Circle

LaEntrada
compar2-6-i5
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LOTS NOT AMENDED:
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REVISED NEIGHHORHOOD PARKS:
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REVISED UNDEVELOPED OPEN SPACE

§ REVISED PARKS

REVISED DEVELOPED OPEN SPACE
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SF COMWMUNITY
COLLEGE

EASEMENTS FOR THE LA ENTRADA AT RANCHD VIEJD COMMUNITY ASSOCITION, iNC. (LECA)
RECORDED IN BOOK PAGE (ooc 4. A

2) ALL EXISTING DRAINAGE CHANNELS WITHIN THESE LOTS ARE TO REMAN IN THER
NATURAL STATE EXCEFT FOR CROSSINGS AND DIVERSIONS APPROVED' BY THE ARCHITECTURAL
REVIEW COMMITTEE OF THE LECA AND THE COUNTY LAND USE DEPARTMENT,

DEVELGPMENT PERMIT §

RICHARDS AVE SANTA FE_COUNTY APPROVAL, NOTES AND CONDITIONS: COUNTY REVIEW: DEDICATION AND AFFIDAVIT:
1} THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT TD IHE AMENOED AND RESTATED MASTER DECLARATION OF COVENANTS, KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS OF THOSE LANDS LYING WITHIN
CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS, ASSESSMENTS, CHARGES, SERVITUDES, LIENS, RESERVATONS AND COUNTY LAND USE ADMMETRATOR ATE SANTA FE COUNTY CONTAINING AN AREA OF 251.3 ACRES, MORE OR [ESS, BEING A PART OF

SECTIONS 24 AND 25 TI6N, REE, SECTIONS 19, 20, 29 AND 30, TIEN, RIE, HAS CAUSED THE LANDS
TO BE REPLATTED AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT AND THAT THE SAID REPLAT IS NAMED AND SHALL BE
KNOWN AS LA ENTRADA SUBDIMISION, PHASE 1% ALL THAT APPEARS ON THIS PLAT IS MADE WITH THE
FREL CONSENT, AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE BESIRES OF THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS.

THE INTERNAL STREETS AND ALLEYS WiLL BE DEEDED TD THE LA ENTRADA AT RANCHO VIEJO

3 NG SITES AND DRIVEWAY LOCATIONS ARE SUBJECT 70 THE SANTA FE COUNTY
e ANAG e ERE A T 3 e COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS ATz AULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE LECA THE MANTENANCE OF THESE STREETS AND ALLETS IS THE
RESPONSIBIITY OF THE LECA  THE STREETS SHALL BE MAMED AS SHOWN HEREON. PRAARY ROADS
+4) FURTHER DWISION OF THE RESIDENTIAL LOTS 1S PROMIBITED. THE CONSOLIDATION OF TWO WITHIN LA ENTRADA. PHASE 1 WL BE CONDIMONALLY DEDHEATED TO THE COUNTY.
OR MORE LOTS INTO A SINGLE LOT MAY ONLY BE ACCOMPLISHED WITH THE CONSENT OF
THE LECA. COUNTY FIRE MARSHAL DATE THE ACCESS AND UNLITY EASEMENTS SHOWN HEREDN FOR THE FOLLOWING STREETS ARE GRANTED TO
THE LE.CA, THE PUBLIC AND UTILITY PROVIDERS, WITH THE LECA. HAVING THE RIGHT TO IMPOSE
5) %ﬁzmu wﬂ._\ WELLS IS PROGHISITED, THESE LOTS ARE REQUIRED TO USE THE SANTA FE COUNTY nz%ﬁu i %:...MR AND REGULATIONS ON TME USE OF SUCH EASEMENTS 8Y TME URUTY PROVIDERS
WA @ 5
ol A RN AR e i AVENIDA CORRECAMINGS, CALLE ANCLA, CAMIMITO DE LAS ROSITAS, CAMING ALA LIBRE, CAMING CERRO
6) MITIGATION OF STORM WATER RUNOFF FOR THE LOTS WITHIN THE SUBDNVISION IS ACCOMPLISHED DATE ESCONDIDO, CAMING PUERTA SOLITA, VIA ORILLA DORADD, VA PUNTD WUEVD. ViA SAGRADA
BY THE USE OF CENTRALIZED STORM WATER DETENTION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTED WITH THIS SUBDIVISION PLAT AND AFPROVED BY THE COUNTY OF IHE 7.5' WIDE PUBLIC URLITY EASEMENTS SHOWN HEREON ARE HEREHY GRANTED FOR THE
SANTA FE, CONSTRUCTION, MANTENANCE, RIPAIR AND OPERATION OF UTILITIES. THE EASEMENTS ARE SUBVECT TO
DERIONSCALE) COUNTY TREASURER DATE THE PROVISIONS OF GENERAL NGTE 12 ON THIS PLAT AND THE REASONABLE RULES AND REGULATIONS
7) SAMITARY SEWER LATERALS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO EACH LOT LINE. THE CONSTRUCTION AND OF THE LECA.,
VICINITY MAP MANTENANCE CF THE INDNVIDUAL SERVICES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LAHTED TD GRINDER PUMPS,
TO THE HOUSES ON EACH LOT SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBLITY OF THE LOT GWNER. . DRAINAGE CASEMENTS AS SHOWN HEREON ARE GRANTED TO THE LECA FOR THE PURPOSE OF
PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS: MANTANING THE FLOW OF STORM WATERS. THESE DRANACE EASEMENTS SHALL BE MANTANED FREE
: &) PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF BUILDING PERMITS, THE SANTA FE COUNIY FIRE MARSHAL MUST OF OBSTRUCTIONS AND DEBRIS BY THE OWNER WMOSE LO UBHTT TO THE DRANAGE EASEMENT.
e / FIND THE ACCESS ROADS ACCEPTABLE FOR EMERGENCY VEMICLE ACCESS AND THE FIRE EUELIC_UTILITY. FASEMENTS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT ARE GRANTED FOR THE

BEARINGS ARE REFERRED TO THE NEW WEXICO STATE PLANE COORDINATE SYSTEM, CENTRAL ZONE.
DISTANCES SHOWN ARE GROUND LEVEL REFERRED TO 6600° AMSL DATUM. TO CONVERT [NSTANCES
SHOWN 1D GRID DISTANCES MULTIPLY BY A SCALE FACTOR OF 0.595598.

HYORANTS MUST BE ACCEPTABLE AND OPERABLE,

S} VISIBLITY TRIANGLES AT INTERSECTIONS ARE DESCRISED BY A TYPICAL DETAIL THIS PLAT. ANY
OBSTRUCTION BETWEEN 3'=8" IN HEIGHT 1S NOT PERMITIED IN THE SIGHT VISIBILITY TRIANGLE,

10) THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT TO SANTA FE COUNTY FIRE AND RESCUE IMPACT FEES AND SUCH
OTHER IMPACT FEES THAT MAY Bf ADOPTED BY THE SOARD OF COUNTY COMMSSIONERS.

COMMON AND JOINT USE OF:

. NEW MENICO GAS COMCAMY FOR INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE AND
SERVICE OF NATURAL GAS LINES, VALVES AND OTHER EQUIPMENT AND

FACILITIES REASONABLY NECESSARY TO PROVIDE NATURAL GAS.

THE OPEN SPACE TRACTS ‘LE-AA" THROUGH LE=-KK', AND “TRACT LE~B1 AND TRACT LE~CI" WILL BE
DEEDED TO THE LECA, SUBJECT TO AN EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF THE PUBLIC TO USE THE TRALS
BLILT WITHIN SAID AREAS, WHICH EASEMENT SHALL BE SUBJECT T THE REASONABLE RILES AND
REGULATIONS OF THE SANTA FE COMMUNMITY COLLEGE DISTRICT ORDINANCE AND THE LECA. ALL OF
SAID OPEN SPACE AREAS ARE SUBJECT TO DRANAGCE AND UTILITY EASEMENTS. DRAINACE EASEMENTS
ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF MAINTAINING THE FLOW OF STORM WATERS AND FOR STORM WATER
MAMAGEMENT. THESE EASEMINTS GRANT THE COUNTY OF SANTA FE THE RIGHT TO ENTER, INSPECT AND

s DENDIES REBAR , OR AS SHOWN FOUND 2. PUBLC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW MEXICO FOR THE INSTALLATION,

~ DENOTES REBAR TO BE SET. UPON RECORDING SUCH FEES SHALL BE PAID BY THE PARTY SEEKING THE BULDING PERMIT AT THE TME OF MAINTENANCE AND SERVICE OF QVERHEAD AND UWDERGROUND ELECTRICAL MAINTAIN DRAINAGE AND STORM WATER MANAGEMENT FACILITES. LECA IS PRIMARILY RESPONSIBLE
- DEMOTES CALCULATED POINT NOT SET BULDING PERUIT ISSUANCE: REATED AL TS REASINAGL e et 1oy PILRES, STRUCTLRES AND FOR MANTENANCE OF THESE FACILITIES.

PUE DENOTES PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT 1) ALt UTILITY LINES SHALL BE PLACED UNDERCROUND. UPON THE COMPLETION OF THE SERVICE, SOME THE ACCESS AND UTILITY EASEMENTS THAT WERE PREVIOUSLY GRANTED FOR STREETS AND

PUBLIC UNLITY EASEMENT REC. AS INST.
NOT TO SCALF

12} ANY STRUCTURES SEFARATED BY LESS THAN 10° SHALL COMPLY WITH THE INTERNATIONAL
FIRE CODE STANDARDS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF FIRE WALLS.

13} WHEN ORIVEWAYS CROSS ROADSIDE DITCHES, AN 18" MiNIMUM SIZE CULVERT I5 REOUIRED.

14) THESE LOTS ARE SUBJECT 10 ARTICLE W4, SECTION 3, OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY TERRAIN
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS AT THE TIME OF LOT DEVELOPMENT.

15} INDIVIDUAL WASTEWATER SYSTEMS ARE PROMIBITED. THESE LOTS MUST UTILIZE THE WASTEWATER
TREATMENT FACILITY PROVIDED BY RANCHUAND UTILITY COMPANT,

16) THE RESIDENTIL LOTS ON THIS PLAT ARE SUBUECT TO A WATER RESTRICTION OF 0.20
ACRE/FEET/YEAR, WHICH RESTRICTION IS SUBJECT 70 ENFORCEMENT SOLELY BY SANTA fE
COUNTY, WATER RESTRICTNE COVENANTS ARE FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK
AND RECORDED AS DOCH1315323 / DOCH1463341

17) THE FIRST AMENDED AND RESTATED (NSCLOSURE STATEMENT REGARDING THESE LOTS AMD IRACTS
15 FRED IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK AND RECORDED IN BOOK . PAGES __

18) THE LOIS SMOWN ON THIS PLAT MAY BECOME SUBJECT TO ASSESSMENTS AND OR TAXES FOR
COMMUNTY FACILINES AND IMPROVEMENTS.

19) PERMITS FOR BUILDING CONSTRUCTION WILL NOT 8£ ISSULD UNTIL IMPROVEMENTS FOR ROADS
DRAINAGE AND FIRE PROTECTION ARE COMPLETE AS REGUIRED BY LAND USE AND FIRE
DEPARTMENT STAFF.

20) MAINTENANCE OF ACCESS ROADS AND UTILITY EASEMENTS IS THE RESPONSISILITY OF
THE LECA UNLESS CURRENTLY MAINTAINED BY TME SANTA FE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT OR N.M STATE HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT.

21) THE APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE APPROVAL OF ANY FURTHER
DEVELOPMENT, INCLUDWNG BUILINNG PERMITS.

22) THIS PLAT LIES WITHIN THE PLANNING AND PLATTING JURISOICTION OF THE COUNTY OF
SANTA FE, NEW MEXXKO

23} SANTA FE COUNTY'S APPRGVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES NOT INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION
OF THE PRNVATE EASEMENTS OR ROADS AS SHOWN. PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION OF SA'D
PRIVATE LASEMENTS OR ROADS, IT 15 REQUIRED THAT AN ADDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT BE APPLIED FOR AND APPROVED BY THE SANTA FE COUNTY LAND USE
ADMINISTRATOR,

3. OWEST CORPORATION o/b/c CENTURY LINK_OC, FOR INSTALLATION,

MAINTENANCE ANG SERVICE OF ALL BURIED AND ACRIAL COMMUNICA- TION
UNES AND OTHER RELATED EQUIFMENT AND FACILITIES REASONASLY
NECESSARY TO PROVIDE COMMUNICATION SERVICES INCLUDING 8UT NOT
LMITED TO ABOVE CROUND PEDESTALS AND CLOSURES

4. LABLE TV FOR INSTALLARON, MANTENANCE AND SERVICE OF SUCH
UNES AND FAGILITIES REASONABLY NECESSARY TO PROVIDE CASLE 1v
SERVICE.

INCLUDED. IS THE RIGHT TO BUILD, REBURD, CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT,
LOCATE, RELOCATE, CHANGE, REMOVE, MODIFY, RENEW, OPERATE AND
MAINTAIN FACILITIES FOR THE PURPOSES DESCRIBED ABOVE, TOGETHER wiTH
FREE ACCESS TO FROM AND OVER SND RIGHT OF WAY AND EASEMENT,
WITH THE PURPOSES SET FORTH HEREIN AND WITH THE RIGHT TO UTLIZE
THE RIGHT OF WAY AND EASEMENT TO EXTEND SERVICES 10 CUSTOMERS
OF GRANTEE AND 10 TRiM AND REMOVE TREES, SCRUSS OR BUSHES WHICH
INTERFERE WITH THE PURPQSED SET FORTH MEREDIN. NG BUILDING, SIGN,
POOL (ABOVE GROUND OR SUBSURFACE)., HOT TUB. CONCRETE OR wOQD
POOL DECKING, OR OTHER STRUCTURE SMALL BE ERECTED OR
CONSTRUCTED ON SAID EASEMENTS, NOR SHALL ANY WELL BE DRILLED OR
OPERATED THEREON.

DISCLAIMER:

IN APPROVING THIS PLAT, PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW MEXICO (PNM}
AND NEW MENICO GAS COMPANY (NMGC) DI WOT CONDUCT A TTILE SEARCH
OF THE PROFERDES SHOWN MHERON. CONSEQUENTLY, PNM AND NMGC DO
NOT_WANE OR RELEASE ANY EASEMENT OR EASEMENT RIGMIS WHICH MAY
HAVE BEEN GRANTED BY PRIOR PLAT, REPLAT OR OTHER DOCUMENT AND
WHICH ARE WOT SHOWN ON THIS FLAL

OWEST CORPORATION d/b/a CENTURY LINK OC paTr

ALLEYS TO THE LECA, THE PUBLIC AND UTILITY PROVIDERS HAVE BEEN VACATED AND RELOCATED TO
THE NEW INTERIOR STREET AND ALLEY CONFIGURATIONS SHOWN MEREON.

QWNERS:,

UNIVEST = RANCHO VIEJO, LLC

Br: WARREN THOMPSON, MANAGER

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
COUNTY GF SANTA FE

THE FOREGOING WAS SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED AND SUBSCRISED BEFDRE ME
8Y WARREN N»Bt.vuo.c. MANAGER OF UNNEST - RANCHO VIEJO, LIC,
THIS ¥ OF 20

NOTARY PUBLIC MY COMMISSION EXPIRES

SURVEYORS CERTIFICATE:

1 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAT IS A TRUE REFRESENTATION OF A SURVEY COMPLETED UNDER
MY PERSONAL SUPERVISION ON THE 6th DAY OF JULY, 2014. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE,

THE SURVEY ANO PLAT ARE CORRECI, TRUE AND MEET THE MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR LANO
SURVETS IV NEW MEXICO.
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REFERENCE DOCUMENTS: 24) %c §§ bpoewtmzm.h__. uxkunthgcngngmigz BUILDABLE AREAS AS PER THE SANTA FE PUBLIC SERVICE CO. OF NEW WMEXICO DatE , B ; ,
I, LA ENTRADA SUBDMISION, PHASE 1, REC. DEC. 19, 7006 iN Bk.643, Pg.9-24, PRELIMINARY FOR REVIER
EDWARD M. TRUNLLO NMPLS, 12352 DATE
REC. . A 630, Pg.016~023. .
2 VILLAGE WEST MASTER PLAN REC. JULY 27, 2006, IN Bx.630, Pg.016~023 GAS T A IO INEN IME D e
3. LOT OMISION PLAT REC. SEPT. 23, 2003 IN 6%.565, Pg.024.
4. WINDMILL RIDGE UNIT 1, SUBDMSION REC. NOV. 17, 2000, IN Bx.460, Pg.029-036 TILE AND NDEXING INFORMATION FOR COUNTY CLERK"
6. DEDICAION OF RANCHO VIEAD BOULEVARD, REC, JUNE 24, 1998, IN B389, Pg.012. UNCHAND UTTY €O e SUBDMISION PLAT AMENDMENT PREPARED FOR
7. REPLAT OF EASEMENT FOR AVEMIDA DEL SUR, REC. FEB. 1994, IN Bk.266, Pg 043 IYPICAL VISIBILITY TRIANGLE UNIVEST — RANCHO VIEJO, LLC
B. GRANT OF EASEMENT, REC. tAN. 24, 2008 AS ST Fr5i3182. NOT TO SCALE SANTA FE COUNTY UTILITIES DEFT. DATE REVISING A PORTION OF
LA ENTRADA SUBDIVISION, PHASE 1
WITHIN THE EXISTING SUBDNISION OF
FLOOD ZONE: e SPuTE OF niw wineo S LA ENTRADA SUBDIVISION, PRASE 1, RECORDED DEC. 19, 2006 N
: LENGTH why CrancE r T hareby certify that ihis instrument PLAT Bk.643, Pg.9~24 OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK
et I reae B0 oF RADKS RETURN wos filed for record on lhe doy of County Cierk
THIS PROPERTY IS LOCATED WITHIN ZONES X" AREAS DETERMINED TO BE GUTSIDE THE 0.2X e CCECAS !
ANNUAL CHANCE FLODDPLAIN. AS SHOWN ON FIRM PANELS JS0M9COSDE, MAP REVISED DATED 20 AD. o wm._n...:ﬂ.mwﬁ_% & 20, T.156N, R.BE, NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY
DECEMBER 4th, 2012, NO_STRUCTURE Of LANDSCAPING o'clock . and wos duly recarded in :
w%ﬂmﬁﬂﬂ 5 nnﬂﬂﬂnm&iﬂmxﬂ book page(s), of the
E THE VISIEILTY TRIANGLE records of Senta Fe Counly. PURROSE OF THIS PLAT: 10 REPLAT 218 RESIDENTUL LOTS INTD 166 RESIDENTAL
L) 0 o Rbus R Winess my ¢ :__uum and Seal of office COUNTY APPROVED RANCHO VIEJO MASTER PLAN. D W
NOTES: County Clerk, Santo Fe County, N.M. zw - —
I} THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT TO ANY RESTRICTIONS, COVENANTS AND EASEMENTS OF RECORD. DAWSON SURVEYS INC.
STREET ! [ 7 SEE SHEET 2 FOR ADDRESS TABLES PROFESSIONAL tAND SURVEYORS
2) THERE ARE EXISTING TRALS WITHIN THIS PROFERTY THAT ARE NOT SHOWN ON TMIS PLAT, mummm_b;&b)hmu FOR REVIE Seal 25028 CAMING ENTRADA
Deputy -m;.m.m..m.ua .u Q.w.. hm SANTA FE, N.M. 87507
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Lia AN 11 MIGNARDOT  1074/802 D=1 262/018 | 29 BrRUGG 651/713 TR D-1 163/036 UNIVEST — RANCHO VIEJO, LLC
= 3 EEI et o3 B \wummy i me o Revsnc » roron o
13 BIGGS 4 G- 1 LHEUREUX !
14 GREENE 8717001 G-1  227/027 |32 lock 1277/964 LOT 3 328/039
e 15 PV CONSIR  98/918 088/021 | 33 L 'HEUREUX 1145/399 (OT 2 182/001 LA ENTRADA SUBDIVISI ON, PHASE 1
=3 16 McCOLLOM — 912/066 TR E  220/017 |34 {HEUREUX 1145/398 LOT 1 187/001 WITHIN THE EXISTING SUBBIVISION OF
€3 17 Davis 842/543 TR F 220/017 J5 WILSON 12447305 261/037 LA ENTRADA SUBDIVISION, PHASE 1, RECURDED DEC. 19, 2006 iN
o 18 wooor 1215/451 TR 4 160/043 PLAT Bk.643, Pg.9-24 OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK.
- SECTIONS 12 & 20, T.16N., R.9E., NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY
NEW MEXICO.
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NEW ADDRESSES

ADDRESS ROADNAME worg ADDRESS ROADNAME Lorf
ot CALLE ANCLA 710 01  CAMING PUERTA S0LITA 540
oz CALLE ANCLA 709 0]  CAMING PUERTA SOUTA 539
o4 CALLE ANCLA 708 05  CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 538
o5 CALLE ANCLA 711 07  CAMING PUERTA SOLTA 537
06 CALLE ANCLA 707 09 CAMIND PUERTA SOLITA 536
08 CALLE ANCLA 706 11 CAMING PUERTA SOLTA 535
a9 CALLE ANCLA 712 13 CAMING PUERTA SOLTA 534
10 CALLE ANCLA 705
" CALLE ANCLA 713 01 CAVING CERRD ESCONDIDO 610 NOT 10 SCALE
e N e
1y CALLE ANCLA 7i4 00 6 49 viA ORi DORADD 73
14 CALLE ANCLA 703 04 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDD 602 46 VA %H DORADO 727
15 CALLE ANCLA 715 05 CAMING CERRD ESCONDIDO 608 5t VA ORILLA DORADO 730
16 CALLE ANCLA 702 06 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 603 48 VIA ORILLA GORADO 728
17 CALLE ANCLA 716 07 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDD 607 50 VA ORILLA DORADD 729
18 CALLE ANCLA ot 08 CAUNG CERRO ESCONDIDD 604 53 VIA ORILIA DORADOD 624
21 CALLE ANCLA 522 09 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 605 54 VA ORILA DORADO 611
22 CALLE ANCLA 521 11 CAMINO CERRO ESCONDIDO 605 55 VA ORILLA DORADO 23
z3 CALLE ANCLA 523 14 CAMINO CERRO ELSCONDIDO 544 56 VA ORILLA DORADG 812
- I 1y Yo 29 | |i5 Chiwo oo taonomg 443 2 Momioomo 622
25 CALLE ANCLA 524 18 58 VA ORILLA DORADO £13
o TN e 19 CAMND CERRO LSCONDIDO S4B Pl A e At EDWARD M. TRUMLLO. NMPLS. 12352
27 CALLE ANCLA 525 22 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 542 60  VIA ORILLA DORADD 514
28 CALLE ANCLA 518 23 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 547 61 VIA ORILLA DORADO 620
Jo CALLE ANCLA 517 26 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 541 62 VA ORILLA DORADD 515 ADDRESS ROADNAME o1y
31 CALLE ANCLA 526 27 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 548 63 VA ORILA DORADO E19
2 CALLE ANCLA 516 J!  CAMINO CERRO ESCONDIDO 549 64 VA GRILA DORADO 616 10 CAMING ALA LIBRE ar2
1 CALLE ANCLA 527 65 VIA ORILIA DORADO 618 11 CAVIND AA LGRE e
k7 CALLE ANCLA 515 23w muﬁ DORADD m..u BE V1A ORILIA DORADO 517 m gﬁm ﬁ nwum mm .“ SUBDIVISION PLAT AMENDMENT PREPARED FOR
a4 vi4 DORADD 47
H A i 07 VA ORILLA DORADO 843 P b S 14 CAMIND ALA LIBRE 810 UNIVEST — RANCHO VIEJO, LLC
3 CALLE ANCLA 228 T poraoo o 69 VA ORILA DORADG 556 e Ol s REVISING A PORTION OF
4 CALLE ANCLA 12 70 VIA ORILLA DORADO 553
W CALLE ANCCA 529 11 VA ORILLA DORADO 845 71 ViA ORLLA DORADO 557 19 CAMNO ALA LBRE 825 LA ENTRADA SUBDIVISION, PHASE 1
42 CALLE ANCEA 511 10 VA GRILLA DORADO 834 72 VA ORILLA DORADO 552 18 CAMING ALA LISRE 205 ’
44 CALLE ANCIA 510 v Gritla DoRADO ae 73 VI ORILLA DORADO 558 1 kions u__wnm i WITHIN THE EXISTING SUBDIVISION OF
4, ANC
#  Siie e 329 17w ORLLA bORMDO 447 o i bl ) 23 Cumoau uBre 827 LA ENTRADA SUBDIVISION, PHASE 1, RECORDED DEC. 19, 2006 IN
50 CALLE ANCLA 508 4 VA GRILLA DORADO 837 22 CAMING ALA LIBRE 806 PLAT Bk.643, Fg.9-24 OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK.
g gEmn B | v memmm i Z omemie o s 2 counny
52 CALLE ANCLA 507 via o1 h arz , T.I6N., R.9E., NMI
=3 CALLE ANCLA 532 23 v ORILA DORADD 849 a2 %&wﬁ umnm. a16 27 CAMINO ALA LIBRE 829 M.Mw tmanﬂ% & 20, T.16N, ROE. NUFM, A FE COU
54 CALLE ANCLA 505 18 VA ORILLA DORADD 835 o3 CAMING ALA LIBRE ara 29 CAMING ALA LIBRE &30 *
5 CALLE ANCLA 505 43 VA ORILLA DORADO 834 o4 CAMING ALA LISRE 815 28 CAMING ALA LIBRE 804
57 CALLE ANCLA 513 22 WA ORILA DORADO 833 05  CAMIND ALA LIBRE 8rs I CAMING ALA LIBRE &3t
S8 CALLE ANCLA S04 47 VA ORILLA DORADO 735 o8 CAMING ALA LIBRE i J0 CAMING ALA LIBRE 803
&0 CALLE ANCLA 503 26 VA ORILLA DORADO 717 07  CAMING ALA LIBRE 820 I3 CAVING ALA UBRE a1z
52 CALLE ANCLA 502 28 VIA ORILLA DORADO 718 o8 CAMING ALA LIBRE a1 32 CAMING ALA UBRE 502
5¢ CALLE ANCLA, 391 0 V4 ORILLA DORADO 718 09 CAMING ALA LIBRE 821 M4 CAMING ALA LIBRE 80f1 zmb - .—m

DAWSON SURVEYS INC.
SHEET 3 OF 11 25035 NG ENTRABA. T

SANTA FE, NM.  B7507
FREF 9425\LE~PHZ DATE: 11\ 14\ 14
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ADDRESS ROADNAME (=7 ADDRESS ROADNAME o1/ ADDRESS ROADRAME torf
01  AVENIDA CORRECAMINGS 440 15 CALLE CUERVD NEGRO 395 116 RANCHD VIEID BLVD 58
03  AVENIDA CORRECAMINGS 439 18 CALLE CUERVD NEGRO 409 117 RANCHD WEJO BLVD 132
04 AVENIDA CORRECAMINDS 454 17 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 94 118 RANCHO VIEIO BLVD 29 APPROXIMATE £ OCATION
05 AVENIDA CORRECAMINGS 438 119 RANCHO VIEIO BLVD 13r OF PROPOSED RCAD
07  AVEMIDA CORRECAMINGS 437 01 CALLE DE FRESAS 198 120 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 100 EXTENSION
05 AVENIDA CORRECAMINOS 436 02  CALLE DE FRESAS 191 12]  RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 130
03 CALLE DE FRESAS 157 122 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 1o1
02  AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISITA 60 04  CALLE DE FRESAS 192 123 RANCHO VIEAD BLVD 129
03 AVENIDA WSTA ESOUISITA 90 05  CALLE DE FRESAS 196 125 RANCHD VIEJO BLVD 128
04 AVENIDA VISTA ESOUISITA 61 06  CALLE DE FRESAS 193 126  RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 182
05  AVENMIDA VISTA ESOUISITA B9 07  CALLE DE FRESAS 155 127 RANCHO VIEXO BLVD 127
06  AVENIDA VISTA ESOUISITA 62 08  CALLE DE FREZAS 154 131 RANCHO VIENO BLVD 126
07 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUSITA 88 132 RANCHO VB BLVD 123
08  AVENIDA VISTA £SQUISITA 63 02 CALLE PICO A2UL 3z 133 RANCHO VIO BLYD 125
05 AVENIDA VISTA ESOUSTA 67 05 CALLE PICO AZuL 13 134  RANCHO VIEXD BLVD 104
10 AVEMIDA VISTA ESQUISITA 64 135  RANCHO VIE/O BLVD 124
11 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTA 85 07 CAMINITO DE LAS ROSITAS 345 136 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 105
12 AVEMIOA VISTA ESOQUISTTA 65 04 CAMINITO DE [AS ROSTAS 346 137 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 123
13 AVEMIDA VISTA ESQUISITA 85 08 CAMINITO DE [AS ROSTAS 347 139 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 122
15  AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTA B4 08 CAMINITO DE [AS ROSTAS 348 140 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 106
16 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTTA 65 10 CAMINATD DE (AS ROSITAS 349 141 RANCHO VIEJG BLVD 121
17 AVENIDA VISTA ESOUISTA A3 12 CAMINITO DE [AS ROSMTAS 350 142 RANCHG VIEJO BLVD 107
18 AVEMDA VISTA ESOUISHA 67 T4 CAMINITD DE [AS ROSITAS 351 143 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 120
19 AVEMIDA VISTA ESQUISITA 82 16 CAMINITD DE [AS ROSMAS 352 144 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 108
21 AVEMIDA VISTA ESQUISITA 81 18 CAMINTO DE [AS ROSTAS 353 145 RANCHD VIEIO BLVD 119
22 AVEMDA VISTA ESOUISITA 68 19 CAMINITO DE LAS ROSITAS 260 147  RANGHD VIEJO BLVD 118
23 AVEMIDA VISTA ESQUISITA B0 20 CAMINITO DE LAS ROSIAS 354 148 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 109
25 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOLISHTA 79 21 CAMINITO DE LAS ROSTTAS 258 149 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 112
75 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISITA 69 22 CAMINITO DE LAS ROSTTAS 355 150  RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 119
27 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTTA 78 2] CAMINITO DE LAS ROSTAS 258 151  RANCHO VIEJD BLVD 116
25 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTA 70 25 CAMINITO DE LAS ROSTIAS 257 152 RANCHO VIEIO BLVD 1
29 AVEMIDA VISTA ESQUISITA 77 153 RANCHO VIEIO SLVD 15
30 AVENIDA WSTA ESOQUISTA 71 or CAMIND ALA UBRE PrY; 154 RANCHO VIEID BLVD 112
31 AVENIDA VISTA ESOUSHA 76 02 CAMING ALA LIBRE 431 155  RANCHO VIEID GLVD 114
32 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTTA 72 a3 CAMING ALA UIBRE 423 156 RANCHO VIEIO BLVD 113
33 AVEMIOA VISTA ESOUISITA 75 o4 CAMING ALA LIBRE 432
35 AVEMIDA VISTA ESOUISTTA 74 o5 CAMING ALA LIBRE 422 02 RASTRO CONEJOD a5
08 CAMIND ALA LIBRE 433 o3 RASTRO CONEJO 414
06 CALLE AGUA CLARA 204 07 CAMIND ALA LIBRE 421 o4 RASTROD CONESOD 415
o8 CALLE AGUA CLARA 203 o8 CAMING ALA LIBRE 434 05 RASTRO CONEJOD X
10 CALLE AGUA CLARA 202 as CAMIND ALA LIBRE 420 06 RASTRO CONESO "7
12 CALLE AGUA CLARA 201 1o CAMIND ALA LIBRE 435 07 RASTRO CONEAD 492
14 CALLE AGUA CLARA 200 o8 RASTRO CONEJO 418
16 CALLE AGUA CLARA 199 01 CAMINO CERRO ESCONDIDO 262 o9 RASTRO CONEJO 417
22 CALLE AGUA CLARA 150 02 CAMINO CERRG ESCONDIDD 261 10 RASTRO CONEJO 419
2 CALLE AGUA CLARA 189 03 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 253 ] RASTRO CONEJO 410
26 CALLE AGUA CLARA 188 05 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDD 264
28 CALLE AGUA CLARA 187 06 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 256 o2 RELAMPAGD RO 282
30 CALLE AGUA CLARA 186 07 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDQ 265 o4 RELAMPAGO RO 283
2 CALLE AGUA CLARA 185 09 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDOD 266 o6 RELAMPAGO RO 284
38 CALLE AGUA CLARA 183 11 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIOD 267 o8 RELAMPAGD RO 285
] CALLE AGUA CLARA 182 13 CAMING CERRD ESCONDIOO 268 10 RELAMPAGD RO 286
42 CALLE AGUA CLARA 181 16 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 250 12 RELAMPAGO RD 287
54 CALLE AGUA CLARA 38 17 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO — 269 14 RELAMPAGD RD 288
56 CALLE AGUA CLARA 37 18 CAMING GERRO ESCONDIOO 249
8 CALLE AGUA CLARA 3% 19 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 270 01 VA DRILLA DORADO 445
&0 CALLE AGUIA CLARA I5 20 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 248 02 VA ORILLA DORADO 446
62 CALLE AGUA CLARA ki 22 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 247 03 VA ORILLA DORADO "y
&4 CALLE AGLA CLARA 33 23 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDD 271 04 V4 DRILLA DORADO 4“7
70 CALLE AGUA CLARA 3 74 CAMINO CERRO ESCONDIDD 246 05 VIA ORILLA DORADO 443
72 CALLE AGUA CLARA Jo 25 CAMINO CERRO ESCONDIDD 272 06 VA DRILLA DORADO 448
74 CALLE AGUA CLARA 29 25 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 245 08 VA ORILLA DORADO 149
76 CALLE AGUA CLARA 28 78 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 244 09 VA DRILLA DORADO 142
78 CALLE AGUA CLARA 27 29 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 273 10 VA ONILLA DORADO 450
31 CAMIND CERRO ESCONDIOD 274 12 VA ORILLA DORADO 451
18 CALLE ANCLA 141 32 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIOO 229 14 VA ORILA DORADO 452
20 CALLE ANCLA 147 33 CAMING CERRO LSCONDIDG 275 15 VA ORILLA DORADO 441
22 CALLE ANCLA 143 35 CAMINO CERRO LSCONDIDO 276 16 VA ORILLA DORADO 453 T ToeaE
24 CALLE ANCLA 144 37 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 277 19 VA ORILLA DORADD 430 o s
26 CALLE ANCLA 5 41 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 278 21 ViA GRILLA DORADO 429
28 CALLE ANCLA 148 42 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 205 23 vis ORILLA DORADO 428
30 CALLE ANCLA 147 43 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDO 279 25 VA ORILLA DORADO 427
32 CALLE ANCLA 148 45 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDD 280 27 VA ORILLA DORADO 426
36 CALLE ANCLA 145 47 CAMING CERRO ESCONDIDG 281 29 VA ORILLA DORADO 425
38 Qt.m ANCLA 150 . o A oRLLA DORADD w:m
0 CALLE ANCEA 151 s CORTE CUEVD LEON ! 43 VA ORILA DORADO 4. P rTTT ADOR ROADNAM I ADDR ROADNAME T
42 CALLE ANCLA 152 0z CORTE CUEVO LEON 3 45 VA ORILLA DORADO 342 ADDRESS £ Lot £3 < Lo i Lo/
44 CALLE ANCLA 153 03 CORTE CUEVO LEON 15 47 VIA ORILLA DORADO 341 102 VA ORILLA DORADO 294 05 VA SAGRADA 228 o1 VUELTA TECOLOTE JE5
46 CALLE ANCLA 154 04 CORTE CUEVD LEON 2 49 VA ORILA DORADO 340 104  VIA ORILLA DORADO 293 ] VIA SAGRADA 227 o2 VUELTA TECOLOTE 366
48 CALLE ANCLA 155 05 CORTE CUEVD LEON 15 50 VA ORILLA DORADO 335 105 VA ORILLA DORADO 259 09 VIA SAGRADA 208 o3 VUELTA TECOLOTE 364
50 CALLE ANCLA 156 05 CORTE CUEVD LEDN 1 52 VA ORILLA DORADO 334 106 VA ORILLA DORADO 292 10 VA SAGRADA 226 04 VUELTA TECOLOTE 367
57 CALLE ANCLA 157 53 VA ORILLA DORADD 339 108 VA ORILLA DDRADO 291 1 VA SAGRADA 207 o5 VUELTA TECOLOTE 363
54 CALLE ANCLA 158 03 CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 230 54 VA ORILLA DORADOD ELE) 109 VA ORILLA DORADO 298 12 V4 SAGRADA 225 o5 VUELTA TECOLOTE 358
55 CALLE ANCLA 159 05 CAMING PUERTA SOUTA 23t 56  VIA ORILLA DORADD 332 110 VA ORILLA DORADO 200 13 Vid SAGRADA 208 07 VUELTA TECOLOTE 362 EDWARD M. TRUULLO, MMP.LS, 12352
58 CALLE ANCLA 160 07  CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 232 57 VA ORILLA DORADD 38 111 VA ORILLA DORADO 297 15 Vi SAGRADA 209 o8 VUELTA TECOLOTE 369
50 CALLE ANCLA 161 09  CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 233 58 VA ORILLA DORADD K] 112 VA ORKLA DORADO 289 16 VA SAGRADA 224 09 VUELTA TECOLOTE 361
£2 CALLE ANGLA 162 1T CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 23 59 VA ORILLA DORADD 337 17 VA SAGRADA 210 10 VUELTA TECOLOTE 370
64 CALLE ANCLA 151 I3 CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 235 &0 VA ORILLA DORADO 330 O VA PUNTD MUEVO 384 18 Vid SAGRADA 223 1 VUELTA TECOLOTE 360
66 CALLE ANCLA 154 15 CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 236 62 VA ORILLA DORADO J29 02 VA PUNTD NUEVD 385 20 Vid SAGRADA 222 12 VUELTA TECOLOTE 371
8 CALLE ANCLA 165 17 CAMING PUERTA SOLITA 237 &3 VA DRILLA DORADO 136 03 ViA PUNTD NUEVD 383 21 VA SAGRADA 21 13 VUELTA TECOLOTE 359
70 CALLE ANCLA 166 19 CAMING PUERTA SDLITA 238 64 VA DRILLA DORADO 328 o4 VA PUNTD NUEVD 386 22 VA SAGRADA 221 14 VUELTA TECOLOTE 372
72 CALLE ANCLA 167 E6 VA DRILLA DORADO 24 05 VA PUNTD NUEVD 382 23 VA SAGRADA 212 15 VUELTA TECOLOTE 358
75 CALLE ANCLA 243 03 PASED GIRASOL 255 67 VA ORILLA DORADO 327 06 VA PUNTD NUEVD 387 25 V4 SAGRADA 213 16 VUELTA TECOLOTE 373
76 CALLE ANCLA 168 o5 PASED GIRASOL 252 E8 VA DRILA DORADO 123 07 WA PUNTD NUEVD aar 26 VA SAGRADA 220 17 VUELTA TECOLOTE Js7
77 CALLE ANCLA 242 ww PASED GIRASOL 253 65 w_wat DORADO 128 08 VA PUNID ﬁ% ﬂw wN w SAGRADA w“m “m &mw_ gmm wmm
78 CALLE ANCLA 169 PASED GIRASOL 252 0 VA ORILLA DORADO 322 09 VIA PUNTD -] SAGRADA A TECOL SUBDNISION PLAT AMENDMENT PREPARED FOR
79 CALLE ANCLA 241 11 PASEQ GIRASOL 253 72 ViA ORILLA DORADO 327 10 VA PUNTO NUEVD 389 29 Vi SAGRADA 215 20 VUELTA TECOLOTE 375
a0 CALLE ANCLA 170 73 VA ORILLA DORADO 325 1 VA PUNTD NUEVO 379 30 VA SACRADA 213 UNIVEST — RANCHO VIEJO, LLC
a1 CALLE ANCLA 240 01 PASEG LUNA BLANCA 59 74 Vi ORILLA DORADO 320 12 VA PUNTO NUEVO 390 31 VA SAGRADA 216 P
mw CALLE ANCLA mwm m._ PASED LUNA BLANCA 53 wm VIA ORILLA DORADO 319 13 v Hﬁ ucmﬁ wum .um ﬁ Mm@ﬁ. whw
CALLE ANCLA 5 PASED LUNA BLANGA 57 VIA ORILLA DORADO 18 14 v UEVD RADA
a¢ CALLE ANCLA 172 07  PASED LUNA BLANCA 55 77 VA ORILLA DORADO 455 15 VA PUNTOD NUEVD 377 37 VIl SAGRADA 179 LA ENTRADA SUBDIVIS] Qg PHASFE 1
&5 CALLE ANCLA 173 09 PASED LUNA BLANCA 55 79 ViA ORILLA DORADO 10 16 VA PUNTO NUEVO 392 3 VA SAGRADA 178 WITHIN THE EXISTING SUBDIVISION OF
] CALLE ANCLA 174 1 PASED LUNA BLANCA 54 80 VA ORILLA DORADO 37 17 VA PUNTD NUEVD 76 ] VA SAGRADA 50
90 CALLE ANCLA 175 15 PASEQ LUNA BLANCA 53 at VIA ORILLA DORADO 309 18 VA PUNTD NUEVO 133 51 VIA SAGRAOA 49 LA ENTRADA SUBDIMISION, PHASE 1, RECORDED DEC. 19, 2008 IN
92 CALLE ANCLA 176 17 PASED LUNA BLANCA 52 82 VA ORILLA DORADO K1 33 VA PUNTO NUEVD 91 53 VA SAGRADA ] PLAT Gk.643, Pg.9-24 OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK.
FY CALLE ANCLA 177 19 PASEQ LUNA BLANCA 3] MM VIA GRILLA DORADO ﬁ w_m w _ncz.a zc% e ww A MSE. um
29 CALLE ANCLA 184 VA ORILLA DORADO UNTD MU ~ CRADA
101 RANCHO VIE/O BLVD 140 86  ViA ORILLA DORADO s 38 VA PUNTO NUEVD 12 59 VA SAGRADA 45 SECTIONS 19 & 20. T.16N., RSE., NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY
01  CALLE CUERVO NEGRG 402 102 RANCHO VIE)D BLVD g2 87 VA ORILLA DORADD 306 40 VA PUNTD NUEVD 3] &0 VA SAGRADA 73 NEW MEXICO.
02 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 403 103 RANCHO VIEKD BLVD 139 88 VIA ORILLA DORADD 34 42 VI PUNTO NUEVD 10 &1 ViA SAGRADA “
03  CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 401 JO4  RANCHO VIEJO BLVD o3 89 VA ORILLA DORADO 305 44 Vi PUNTO NUEVD 9 &5 VIA SAGRADA 42
04 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 404 105  RANCHO VIESO BLVD 138 50 VA ORILLA DORADO 313 45 VA PUNTD NUEVD 8 &7 VIA SAGRADA 41
05 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 400 106  RANCHQ VIEO BLVD 94 91 VIA ORILLA DORADO 304 48 VA PUNTD NUEVD 7 £9 VA SAGRAOA 40
D5 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 405 107 RANCHO VIEX) BLVD 137 92 VA ORILLA DORADD 31z 53 VIA PUNTO NUEVD 20 71 ViA SAGRADA 39
07 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 399 108 RANCHO VIEX BLWD 95 93 VA ORILA DORADO 303 54 VA PUNTO NUEVWD 6 D
08 CALLE CUERVO NECRO 406 109 HANCHD VIEKO BLVD 136 94 V4 ORILLA DORAGO It 55 \iA PUNTD NUEWD 1o or VUELTA BARRIANA 26 Zw - :0
09 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 398 110 RANCHO VIEJO BLVD 96 95 VA ORILLA DORADO 302 %5 VA PUNTO NUEVD 5 o2 VUELTA BARRIANA 23
10 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO 407 111 RANCHO VIESD BLVD 135 98 VA ORILLA DORADO 296 57 VA PUNTO NUEVD 18 o3 VUELTA BARRIANA 25 DAWSON SURVEYS INC.
11 CALLE CUERVO NEGRO  J97 112 RANCHO VIED BLVD 97 99 VA ORILLA DORADO Jo01 58 v PUNTO NUEVD 4 04 VUELTA BARRIANA 22 PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS
13 CALLE CUERVD NEGRO 396 113 RANCHO VIE/O BLVD 134 100 VA ORILLA DORADD 295 59 VI PUNTO NUEVD 456 G5 VUELTA BARRMANA 24 SHEET 4 OF 11 25026 CAMING ENTRADA
14 CALLE CUERVD NEGRO 408 115 RANCHO VIEX) BLVD 113 101 VA ORILLA DORADO 300 06 VUELTA BARRIANA 21 SWTA FE, NAL 87507

FLEFO42S\LE-PHZ  DATE: T1\14\14
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LA ENTRADA SUBDMSION, PHASE 1, RECORDED DEC. 19, 2005 IN
PLAT Bk.643, Pg.9-24 OFFICE OF THE SANTA FE COUNTY CLERK.

SECNONS 19 & 20, T.16N., R.9E., NMPM, SANTA FE COUNTY
NEW MEXICO.
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SHEET 6 OF 11
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Henry P. Roybal
Commissioner, District 1

Miguel M. Chavez
Commissioner, District 2

Kathy Holian
Commissioner, District 4

Liz Stefanics
Commissioner, District 5

Robert A. Anaya Katherine Miller

Commissioner, District 3 Counly Manager
PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION
MEMORANDUM
Date: March 19, 2015
To: Vicente Archuleta, Development Review Team Leader, Land Use Department

From: Paul Kavanaugh, Engineering Associate Public Works/‘p/
Johnny P. Baca, Traffic Manager Public Works g/’"

Re: CDRC CASE # 8 15-5040 Univest - Rancho Viejo (La Entrada Phase I Plat Amendment)

The referenced project has been reviewed for compliance of the Land Development Code, and shall conform
to roads and driveway requirements of Article V (Subdivision Design Standards) and Section 8.1
(General Policy on Roads). The referenced project is located within the Community College District
located within Santa Fe County Zoning Jurisdiction and is northeast of Avenida Del Sur / Rancho Viejo
Boulevard and approximately a mile and half east of the Rancho Viejo Boulevard / New Mexico Highway 14
Intersection. The applicant is requesting an amendment to the La Entrada, Phase I, Plat to allow a
reduction in number of lots, realignment of six roads and elimination of six roads through a portion
of La Entrada, Phase I, subdivision.

Access:

La Entrada, Phase I will utilize existing accesses off of Rancho Viejo Boulevard (a County Road) for its
primary access and will continue to do so. Univest is proposing to realign six roads and eliminate six platted
roads. All roads changes are internal and are maintained by La Entrada, Phase [ at Rancho Viejo Community
Association.

Conclusion:

Public Works has reviewed the submittal and feels that they can support the above mentioned project for the
requested Plat Amendment with the following condition;

e The applicant shall submit a new signage plan for review and approval.
EXHIBIT

| =

102 Grant Avenue - P.O. Box 276 - Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-0276 - 505-986-6200 - FAX: 505-
995-2740 www.santafecountynm.gov
NBA-55



Henry P. Royhal

Kathy Holian
Conrmissioner, District 1 Commissioner, District 4
Migucl Chavez Liz Stefanics
Commissioner, District 2 Commissioner, District 5
Robert A. Anaya : : Kaztherize biller
Commissioner, District 3 el County Manager
Santa Fe County Fire Department
Fire Prevention Division
Official Submittal Review
Date 03/11/2015
Praject Name La Entrada Subdivision, Phase 1. Univest — Rancho Viejo LLC
Praject Location Rancho Viegjo Bivd and Avenida Del Sur Road, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87508 _
Description Vacation of archaeological site ~ re-aligning lot layout — Case Manager Vicenle
Ptat amendment. Archuleta
Applicant Name James W. Siebert and Associates, Inc. County Case# S 15-5040
Applicant Address g5 Mercer Streat Fire District La Cienega
Sanla Fe, New Mexico B7505
Applicant Phone  505-083-5588
Commercial Residential (<] Sprinklers Hydrant Acceptance X
Review Type Master Plan Preliminary [ Final Inspection Lot Split []

Wiildland [J Variance []
Project Status  Approved [XI Approved with Conditions [ 1 Denial [}

The Fire Prevention Divison/Code Enforcement Bureau of the Santa Fe County Fire
Department has reviewed the above submittal and requires compliance with applicable
Santa Fe County fire and life safety codes, ordinances and resolutions as indicated.

Santa Fe County Fire Department has no concerns with the vacation of the archaeological site.
Fire Department Access

Shall comply with Article 9 - Fire Department Access and Water Supply of the 1997 Uniform

Fire Code inclusive to all sub-sections and current standards, practice and rulings of the Santa
Fe County Fire Marshal

The walking trail system proposed for this development shall have a trail identification number

or name and be marked with a number every 1/10" of a mile (528 feet) for the purpose of
expediting emergency response.

35 Camino Justicia Santa Fe, New Mexico 87508 www.santafecountyfire.org

NBA-5&



¢ Fire Access Lanes

Section 901.4.2 Fire Apparatus Access Roads. (1997 U¥C) When required by the Chief,
approved signs or other approved notices shall be provided and maintained for fire apparatus
access roads to identify such roads and prohibit the obstruction thereof or both.

No off-site parking shall be allowed and shall be marked accordingly as approved by the Fire
Marshal.

Curbs adjacent to the, fire hydrants, landscape medians in traffic flow areas and in designated no
parking areas shall be appropriately marked in red with 6" white lettering reading "FIRE LANE -
NO PARKING" as determined by the Fire Marshal prior to final approval. Assistance in details

and information are available through the Fire Prevention Division. The Home Owner's and/or

the Home Owner's Association will maintain said markings following the final approval and for
the duration of the subdivision.

*  Roadways/Driveways

Shall comply with Article 9, Section 902 - Fire Department Access of the 1997 Uniform Fire

Code inclusive to all sub-sections and current standards, practice and vulings of the Santa Fe
County Fire Marshal.

Roads shall meet the minimum County standards for fire apparatus access roads within this type
of proposed development. Final acceptance based upon the Fire Marshal's approval.

Cul-de-sacs shall be a minimum 50’ radius. SFC Land Use Code, Article V, Section 8.2.1d, (cul-
de sacs over 250" in length).

Roads shall meet the minimum County standards for fire apparatus access roads within this type
of proposed development. Driveway, alleys and tumarounds shall be County approved all-
weather driving surface of minimum 6" compacted basecourse or equivalent. Minimum gate
width shall be 20" and an unobstructed vertical clearance of 13'6".

=  Street Signs/Rural Address

Section 901.4.4 Premises Identification (1997 UFC) Approved numbers or addresses shall be
provided for all new and existing buildings in such a position as to be plainly visible and legible
Jfrom the street or road fronting the property.

Section 901.4.5 Street or Road Signs. (1997 UFC) When required by the Chief, streets and roads
shall be identified with approved signs.

All access roadway identification signs leading to the approved development area(s) shall be in
place prior to the required fire hydrant acceptance testing. Said signs shall remain in place in
visible and viable working order for the duration of the project to facilitate emergency response
for the construction phase and beyond.

Official Submittal Review
20f5
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Properly assigned legible rural addresses shali be posted and maintained at the entrance(s) to
each individual lot or building site within 72 hours of the commencement of the development
process for each building.

= Slope/Road Grade

Section 902.2.2.6 Grade (1997 UFC) The gradient for a fire apparatus access road shall not
exceed the maximum approved.

There are no slopes greater than 11% grade.

Driveways and fire access roads shall have a minimum 28’ inside radius on curves.

* Restricted Access/Gates/Security Systems

Section 902.4 Key Boxes. (1997 UFC) When access to or within a structure or an area is unduly
difficult because of secured openings or where immediate access is necessary for life-saving or
firefighting purposes, the chief is authorized to require a key box to be installed in an accessible

location. The key box shall be of an approved type and shall contain keys to gain necessary
access as requtired by the chief.

Commercial buildings shall be required to install a Knox Cabinet or applicable Knox device as
determined by this office for Fire Department access, Haz-Mat/MSDS data, and pre-fire planning

information and for access to fire protection control rooms (automatic fire sprinklers, fire alarm
panels, etc...).

All gates on a public way shall be operable by means of a key or switch, which is located in a
Knox Lock eniry system, keyed to the Santa Fe County system. Detalls, information and forms
are available from the Fire Prevention Division

A final inspection by this office will be necessary to determine the applicability of the
installation of the Knox lock access system in regards to emergency entrance into the fenced
area, Should it be found suitable for such, the developer shall install the system.

Fire Protection Systems

= Hydrants

Shall comply with Article 9, Section 903 - Water Supplies and Fire Hydrants of the 1997
Uniform Fire Code, inclusive to all sub-sections and current standards, practice and rulings of the
Santa Fe County Fire Marshal.

Section 903.4.2 Required Instellations. (1997 UFC) The location, number and type of the fire
hydrants connected to a water supply capable of delivering the required fire flow shall be

provided on the public street or on the site of the premises or both to be protected as required
and approved.

Fire hydrants subject to possible vehicular damage shall be adequately protected with guard
posts in accordance with Section 8001.11.3 of the 1997 UFC.

Official Submittal Review
3of5
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All fire hydrants shall be spaced so that the furthest buildable portion of a parcel shall be within
one thousand feet (1,000°) as measured along the access route.

Fire hydrant locations shall be no further than 10 feet from the edge of the approved access
roadways with the steamer connections facing towards the driving surface. Final placement of
the fire hydrants shall be coordinated and approved by the Santa Fe County Fire Department
prior o installation. Final fire hydrant locations shall be located in full view for incoming
emergency responders. Landscape vegetation, utility pedestals, walls, fences, poles and the like
shall not be located within a three foot radius of the hydrant per Article 10, Sections 1001.7.1
and 1001.7.2 of the 1997 UFC.

Supply lines shall be capable of delivering a minimum of 500 gpm with a 20-psi residual
pressure to the attached hydrants. The design of the system shall be accordingly sized and
constructed to accommodate for the associated demands placed on such a system through
drafting procedures by fire apparatus while producing fire flows. The system shall accommodate

the operation of two pumping apparatus simultaneously from separate locations on the system.
Final design shall be approved by the Fire Marshal.

All hydrants shall have NST ports.

No building permits shall be granted until such time as the fire hydrants have been tested and
approved by the Santa Fe County Fire Marshal.

All hydrants shall comply with Santa Fe County Resolution 2000-55, Hydrant color-coding,
marking and testing.

Fire Alarm/Notification Systems

Automatic Fire Protection Alarm systems may be required as per 1997 Uniform Fire Code,
Article 10 Section 1007.2.1.1 and the Building Code as adopted by the State of New Mexico
and/or the County of Santa Fe. Required Fire Alarm systems shall be in accordance with NFPA
72, National Fire Alarm Code, for given type of structure and/or occupancy use. Said

requirements will be applied as necessary as more project information becomes available to this
office during the following approval process.

» Fire Extinguishers

Article 10, Section 1002.1 General (1997 UFC) Portable fire extinguishers shall be installed in
occupancies and locations as set forth in this code and as required by the chief. Portable fire
extinguishers shall be in accordance with UFC Standard 10-1.

Portable fire extinguishers should be installed in occupancies and locations as set forth in the

1997 Uniform Fire Code. Portable fire extinguishers shall be in accordance with UFC Standard
10-1.

Officiat Submittal Review
40of 5
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Life Safety

Fire Protection requirements listed for this development have taken into consideration the hazard
factors of potential occupancies as presented in the developer’s proposed use list. Each and
every individual structure of a private and commercial occupancy designation will be reviewed
and must meet compliance with the Santa Fe County Fire Code (1997 Uniform Fire Code and
applicable NFPA standards) and the 1997 NFPA 101, Life Safety Code, which have been
adopted by the State of New Mexico and/or the County of Santa Fe.

General Requirements/Comments
= Inspections/Acceptance Tests

Shall comply with Article 1, Section 103.3.2 - New Construction and Alterations of the 1997

Uniform Fire Code, inclusive to all sub-sections and current standards, practice and rulings of the
Santa Fe County Fire Marshal.

The developer shall call for and submit to a final inspection by this office prior to the approval of
the Certificate of Occupancy to ensure compliance to the requirements of the Santa Fe County
Fire Code (1997 UFC and applicable NFPA standards) and the 1997 NFPA 101, Life Safety

Code.
= Permits

As required
Final Status
Recommendation for Final Development Plan approval with the above conditions applied.

Renee Nix,, Inspector

31~ S

Cade Enforcement Official Date

Through: David Sperling, Chiel’

File: DEV/LabEntrndasubdiv UNIVESTireplav@311151LC

Cy: Buster Paity, Fire Marshal ff
Land Use
Applicant
District Chief La Cienega
File

Official Submittal Review
S5of5
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Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Repular Meeting of April 11, 2006
Pape 117

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I think what we just ap
126-1o0t subdivisid

froved here was a

stop us from approving subdivisions:Qkay. just'glad I voted no. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.
ivan, your characterization of
n the recommendations by

Now, if they
come before us a11d prove another hydro study, which I'm understanding Comynissioner

XIE. A. 6. EZ Case # MP 05-4870 Rancho Viejo Yillage West- Rancho Vicjo
de Santa Fe, Inc. (Isaac Pinag) Applicant, Requests Master Plan
Approval for a Mixed Use Development (Residential,
Commercial, Community)} Consisting of 1,250 Residential Units
and 117,250 square feet of Commercial Space on 668 Acres to be
Developed in 3 Phases. The Property is Located off Rancho Viejo
Blvd/Avenida del Sur Intersection in the Community College
District within Sections 19, 20, 29, 30, Township 16 North,
Range 9 East and Sections 24,25 Township 16 North, Range 8
East (5-Mile EZ Districts)

MR. CATANACH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I handed out a letter that

came from the County Fire Department in which they are making a request or a
recommendation that Rancho Viejo provide a lot within this master plan for a fire station.
{Exhibit 9] And with that, Mr, Chairman, I'll go ahead and read the staff report. This is
Rancho Viejo of Santa Fe, Incorporated, Isaac Pino, applicant is requesting master plan
approval for a mixed-use development, residential/commercial/community consisting of
1,250 residential units and 117,250 feet of commercial space on 668 acres to be developed
in three phases. The property is located off the Rancho Viejo Boulevard, Avenida del Sur
intersection in the Community College District.

The staff report starts out by summarizing what subdivisions have been approved
for Rancho Viejo. Turquoise Trail, 20 commercial lots, Rancho Viejo Business Park, 12
commercial lots, the Village at Rancho Viejo, 334 residential lots, Windmill Ridge 782

EXHIBIT

i 4

NBA-O
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Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of April 11, 2006
Page 118

residential lots, College Heights 75 residential lots.

On March 9, 2006, the EZC recommended master plan approval and I included the
minutes of the EZC meeting. I need a report at this time that also on April 6%, last
Thursday the Community College Development Review Committee also recommended
approval of this master plan and the master plan proposes the following development with
334 acres of open space, parks, plaza and residential units for affordable housing,

Mr. Chairman, at this point I would go ahcad and also clarify that the 188 would
have been 15 of the total residential units for affordable housing, but now that we have a
new affordable housing ordinance it will be 30 percent. So that in fact would be 30 percent
of 1250 would be 375 residential units for affordable housing.

The proposal, phase 1 would be the village zone community center with village
zone ncighborhood and fringe zone neighborhood at 575 residential units on 351 acres and
the staff report outlines the village zone community center, 43 residential units, 41,000
square feet of commercial space. Also, you'd have the village zone neighborhood, 481
residential units, the fringe zone neighborheed, 53 residential units and an elementary
school site on 15 acres that would accommodate 500 students,

Phase 2 would be the village zone neighborhood and fringe zone neighborhood, 571
residential units. And that breaks down to the village zone neighborhood, 527 and he
fringe zone necighborhood, 44 residential units,

Phasc 3 is the crployment center zone. About 100 residential units and 68,500
square feel of commercial,

The staff report outlines the locations of the zones and the zoning allowances. The
minimum residential density in the Community College District is 3.5 units per acre. The
applicant is proposing about 9.1 units per acre, and the gross residential density in the
fringe zone is one unit per acre; the applicant is proposing a gross densily of one unit per
1.5, The staff report outlines the minimum floor area ratios for the communily center and
the employment center in which the applicant has stated the proposal to comply different
floor area ratios within those commercial areas,

Markel analysis, economic, fiscal impact and the master plan submittals did include
a commercial market analysis and it included an economic, fiscal impact report. 1 state
what the criteria are for these reports as per the ordinance, and in fact the applicant will
have Lo also submit a residential market analysis in line with those criteria.

The water/wastewater and the County water system is proposed subject lo transfer
of water rights, Mr. Chairman, I’d want to make a clarification at this time of the staff
report. It states that as an option, an onsite community water system, subject to water
availability and transfer or water rights. Mr. Chairman, in the Community College
District, the ordinance requires that you utilize a public utility, City or County water, so in
fact, the applicant did state an option for an onsite community water system, actually,
maybe I wasn’t absolutely clear if that was a proposal that they would possibly be
considering - if need be - considering a transfer of that well to the County water system.

I wasn't clear on that. The clarification I'm making is that the Community College District

NBA- Gl
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tequires that they utilize a public water utility.

The tolal estimated water use for the master plan is 268 acre-feet, The applicant is
in the process of purchasing 292 acre-feet of water rights and initiating a request to the
BCC for approval of a water service agreement for 110 acre-feet to serve the first phase of
development. I think that with the new water allocation policy that came out, it's possible
that the applicant wasn’t able to request that much water in one request. So I think that this
applicant will be returning back to the BCC in accordance with the water allocation policy.
That's my understanding.

Existing wastewater treatment facility will be utilized subject to permit for
expansion as approved by the Environment Department. Treated wastewater is currently
used for irrigation of common area landscaping.

Roads and access, a preliminary traffic report has been submitted and primary
access will be Rancho Viejo Boulevard (o State Road 14, A traffic signal is currently being
installed at Rancho Viejo Boulevard/ State Road 14 intersection. Rancho Viejo Boulevard
is currently a County road. The master plan indicates a general road network with
intersections off Rancho Viejo Boulevard, Richards Avenue and connecting intersections
with existing roads off Avenida del Sur.

The master plan indicates that the roads will be in compliance with road standards
for the Community College District. That includes bike lanes, sidewalks, on-street parking.
The road plan for the Community College District indicates potential for future extension
of College Drive through the development to connect with Rancho Viejo Boulevard and the
potential for future extension of Avenida del Sur to connect with Vista del Monte to State
Road 14.

The staff report addresses terrain, open space, landscaping, archeology. Mr.
Chairman, Commissioners, the master plan is in compliance with the Community College
District zone, based on land types, permancnt open space, parks, plaza will consist of 334
acres, that's 50 percent of the total acreage, This includes five acres of the school site for a
community park. So part of the school site would actually be part of the community park.
They will be required to install cisterns for collection of roof drainage and an archeological
report did determine several significant sites that would need to be preserved in easements
or subject to a treatment plan.

Homeowners association, and obviously, this development will again use covenants
that are consistent with the covenants that are already being used out there in Rancho
Vigjo, Staff recommendation and the criteria - the staff report lists the criteria for
consideration of the master plan and we're familiar with those criteria, A, B, C, and D.
Mr. Chairman, the proposed master plan is in conformance with the Community College
District plan and ordinance and staff recommends master plan approval subject to
conditions.

Mr. Chairman, I think for purposes of clarification that an additional condition
would be added that the applicant shall connect to a public water system. That would be
condition 9, shall connect to a public water system in accordance with Ordinance 2002-11.

NBA-bL2

http://webex/WX/DocPrintFriendly.aspx?DataSource=SFC_CLERK&Contextld=b5dd83e... 3/19/2015



Printer Friendly View Page 1 of 1

Santa Fe County

Board of County Commissioners
Regular Meeting of April I1, 2006
Page 120

And like I mentioned, that’s already an ordinance. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
CHAIRMAN MONTQYA: Okay, we'll enter the conditions for the record.
[The conditions are as follows:]

1. Compliance with applicable review comments from the following:
a) State Engineer
b) State Environment Dept.
c) State Depl. of Transportation
d) Soil & Water Dist.
e) County Hydrologist
f) County Public Works
g) County Fire Dept.
h) County Technical Review
i} County Water Resources Dept.
j) Santa Fe Public School Dist.
k) State Historic Div.
1) County Open Space, Parks & Trails Div.
m) County Housing Services Div.
2. Submit a market analysis for the proposed residential development in conformance
with the criteria,
3. Specify open space buffer for portion of property along Dinosaur Trail (highway
corridor) and Richards Ave. in conformance with CCD Ordinance.

4. Provide road connection for future extension of College Drive in accordance with
road circulation plan.

5. Address phasing for off-site road extension for future connection of Avenida del Sur
and Visla del Monte in accordance with road circulation plan as required by BCC-

EZA,

6. Provide a minimum of 15 percent affordable housing for each phase based on total
number of residential units for each phase in conformance with current ordinance for
affordable housing .

7. Participation in an infrastructure extension policy for district wide infrastructure
improvements as required by the County.

8. Private open space shall not exceed 15 percent of total residential floor area.

CHATIRMAN MONTOYA: Any questions for staff?

MR. CATANACH: Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry, I should state that this
proposed master plan is within the Two-mile Extraterritorial - primarily within the Two-
mile. There's property outside the Two-mile. This master plan, like I mentioned, has
already gone through the two recommending committees, the EZC and the Community
College District. The recommendations - the EZC recommendations would include the
City staff conditions. That's what I wanted to say. The City staff conditions would also be
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included as part of the conditions. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I have a question for staff, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Joe, on the City staff conditions, I recall
from reading the materials that the applicant was not in agreement with those. Is that
correct?

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Mr. Chairman, the minutes will clarify and
this applicant will clarify that I think the applicant had an issue with condition 1 of City,
and probably condition 2 as T recall, for discussion. I think this applicant is going to state
that condition 1 is too general to understand what they’re agreeing to, and number 2, this
applicant has already contributed - I think the amount was $80,000 towards intersection
improvements at Rodeo and Richards, which apparently has been in an escrow that the
applicant has continued to have to review for the last severai years. ‘The money hasn't been
used.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: By the City?

MR. CATANACH: By the City. I think those were probably the extent of
the applicant’s issues on the City conditions.

CHATRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Sullivan,

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: That's all for the staff. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Vigil.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL.: For staff, and perhaps, Dolores, you should
answer this. Is the Community College District planning and ordinance up for re-
evaluation?

MS, VIGIL; Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, 1 believe that was asked
of staff at one point, maybe about three, four months ago, but it hasn't been re-evaluated
by my staff at this time.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay, if the applicant would come forward
please.

{Duly sworn, Ike Pino testificd as follows:]

IKE PINQ: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Commissioners. Just by way of a
brief presentalion there’s a couple of points I want to make and then address those City
conditions and give you wha! our concems were about those. And then I think the most
effective thing beyond that would be to just stand for your questions, because there
probably should be a few.

One of the things that we wanted to call to your attention was that in order to
design this master plan we decided to last summer to conduct what we called the
Homework Group. [Exhibit 10] And essentially what we did is we invited all of the
adioining residents to participate in the design of the master plan, and that included the
residents of Vista Ocasa and the residents of the Village or Rancho Viejo. We had
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respanses from about 50 people whe showed up and worked throughout the summer, really
for the early part of the summer, five weeks. And the purpose of the group was ta reach
cansensus on issucs that they felt were critical to be addressed in this master plan.

What was essential about the consensus process was that Rancho Viejo did not take
it over it. Rancho Viejo did not guide it. In fact, Rancho Viejo was a participant the same
as all the rest of the residents. Through that process, four major items were identified for
consensus and consensus was reached, and I jusl wanted to point those out to you. One of
them was the issue about the buffer between Vista Ocasa and Rancho Viejo, because the
Rancho Viejo property in question butis right up to the south line of Vista Ccasa. And I'll
show you on this map. Right there is Vista Ocasa. There’s the south part of Vista Ocasa.
And you might recall that the issue of the buffer on the north side for another development
project was fairly contentious. So when we got together as the Homework Group what we
agreed by consensus ~ and most of the residents that live here on the south side participate
in the Homework Group, was that we would have a 323-foot buffer on the south side
expanding to 400 feet over here on the southwest side on which nothing would be built.
We agreed to that condition and we agreed to bring that forward as a consensus point of
the Homework Group.

The residents of Vista Ocasa on the south end were content that a curve would be in
there, particularly for potential equestrian use, but there would be no building going on in
that particular buffer.

Another major item of consensus was the affordable housing. The entire group felt
strongly that the affordable housing needed to mirror what we’ve done in the past and that
would be to have it scattered throughout the subdivision, have it look like the rest of the
subdivision and we agreed to that. That's always been our intent because we want to have a
look in our community that does not separate the affordables from anything else.

The another item is the location of the public school site. Now, Santo Nino is
building right up in here in and will open in the fall a K though 6" grade school. And the
public schools have been talking wilh us about a 15-acre site for a K-8 school. They have
not moved forward with this. The project is funded in the bond issue but they don’t have
the operation money and it's starting to look like the situation is getting even more dire for
the public schools.

But the Homework Group decided this was the primary location. There were
representatives from Santa Fe Public Schools in the Homework Group. So in the future,
when they're ready to build, they're looking at this particular site right in here for the
location of the school. It fits within their criteria in that it’s tucked in a neighborhood and
that's recally what they wanted to see.

And then the fourth item, if you go to the College District Plan, Jon Paul, the
fourth item was the issue of what’s called the north connector road. Right in here, this is
the road plan right in here that shows a north connector road that goes up by Vista Ocasa
and connects through I-25, either under or over. And there was a sense on the part of some
of the residents of Vista Ocasa that participated from the north end that in the development
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plan approval for La Pradera that the ability 1o connect this north connector had been taken
out,

We don't know for certain whether that's the case but we did not show this north
connector in our plan just in observance of the consensus. However, one of the staff
conditions from the County is that we bring across College Drive and connect it to the
south. In jooking at our master plan that’s a condition we can agree with because we had
some opportunities to bring College Drive right over here down into the subdivisions, and
bring it down to the proposed roads that connect east and west and connect to Rancho
Viejo Boulevard and Avenida del Sur.

So a portion of what would be the north connector road would be up in here, but it
would probably terminale at the turn here to College Drive back to this intersection, unless
- and we’re open to this and we told the homeowner group we would come back to them
if there was a requirement to push that under now. The traffic impact analysis, and I think
you heard this discussed in other cases, suggests that it could - Al Pitl’s study suggests
that it could be 20 years before that's needed.

But I mention that only because the Vista Ocasa residents were primarily concerned
about that north connector road and asked by consensus that it just not be made part of the
master plan. So we will come up and swing around back into College Drive. That would
be the plan over time. And we'd probably do it in such a fashion as to keep the portion of
the road that goes in front of the school separate from the road that comes north and south,

Two other items. Of course we were prepared to discuss water in the context of a
water service agreement and that’s not the case anymore with the water delivery schedules.
We understand how that resolution is intended to work. I did want to tcll you that we did
conclude the purchase of the 292 acre-feet of water rights. They're diversion water rights.
They're pre-1907. We've had preliminary talks with County staff about transferring those
or moving them to a place of the County choice in the near future as soon as the County is
ready to move on that. We also talked to the State Engineer about those water rights. The
State Engineer has recently changed their policies about transfers of water rights,
particularly if it’s water rights trying to go to a diversion. These are diversion rights and
certainly the OSE just looks at them very broadly when we ask them for an opinion and
they just say, well these are the kind of rights that are likely to transfer without effect from
that policy.

So we do own them, We closed on them on February 14® and we’re prepared to
make application and to move them as the County would seem reasonable. Now, we
understand that moving 292 acre-feet in the County’s name doesn’t mean that that's going
to be banked for us so we can continue on with this master plan. We understand that the
water delivery at this point would only allow for an application of 35 acre-feet per year as
long as there's water available. But I just want to make it clear that we didn't have an
expectation that 292 equals 292 in delivery, and we're just going to have to queue up with
everybody else on our request for water and we go forward.

In terms of traffic, there are a couple of items I want to mention. One of them is
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that Rancho Viejo Boulevard right now is a road that has no shoulders and the further work
on the traffic impact analysis has indicated that we’ll need to add shoulders and some on-
street parking all the way down to the location of the last intersection. We're going to build
parallel trails also that will connect down into regional trails aver here that will take
pedestrians and bicycles off of Rancho Viejo Boulevard, which is a pretty dicey situation
right now with no shoulders. So the combination of widening Rancho Viejo Boulevard,
adding parallel trails and crossing them into the regional trail system, should, we hape,
create a much safer situation for pcople on bicycles and pedestrians who like to use that
roadway for their purposes.

The staff conditions that the City talked about were these. They said we'd like you
to participate financially in the cost of the improvements for Rodeo and Richards
intersection, Back in the Village Unit 1, in 1998 we were asked to escrow $79,000 and we
did in the form of a CD and we keep renewing it each year. And we keep asking the City
if they're going to do a project and they keep saying they're poing to, and we've yet to see
a project. Frankly, City staff that is here now was unaware of the fact that we have that
money in the bank and they invited us to talk with them about it at a future date when we
were at the EZC and took exception to that particular condition, because they didn't know
we had it and they really couldn't tell us how much more they would need from us because
conditions have changed dramatically. We have a number of subdivisions that have master
plan or development plan in the Coliege District and beyond 1o the north that in my view
ought to be participating in the cost of that intersection in addition to what we’ve added to
it already.

But we have made ourselves available to the City. They said they would meet with
us and we've had a couple of meetings cancelled by City staff so we haven't been able to
find out what else they have on their mind, or to show them the CD, which of course we
do have.

Their other one was to participate in a South Richards widening, and we certainly
understand that there will be impacts and that that road needs to be widened and we're
willing to do our share, but there again we wanted to make sure that we weren’t footing
the entire bill and just essentially putting ourselves in a position to write a blank check to
the City without them telling us what their plans are. In working with the County staff, it's
always been real clear as to what their expectations are in terms of infrastructure so we can
estimate that fairly easily but it’s difficult to say, well, one of these days we’re going to do
a project and we're going to do a program and we can’t tell you how much it’s going to be
but we want you to agree to participate,

Certainly we're willing to do our fair share but we just want to make sure that it’s
understood that the City did agree to talk to us to tell us what our fair share of what their
project might be. They’re not here tonight to speak to that particular issue and those were
the reasons why we took exceplion to those two conditions.

We did have an opportunity to meet with Chief Holden tonight, and we agreed that
the donation of the 1.5-acre site for a new fire station would be do-able.
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We haven’t had a chance to sit down with the chief to find out where exactly he
wants it. Certainly anywhere in the master plan is do-able, but it could be that maybe
something located in some tracts from previous subdivisions is something that is more
preferable. But we’ve agreed to sit down with Stan and work out where they want to do
that and then get that land dedicated to the County so that they can go ahead and then work
forward on moving and getting a fire station put in.

I think Commissioner Sullivan will tell you that he's had a lot of phone calls from
residents in Rancho Vicjo that would like to see a fire station in Rancho Viejo. We
understand that a fire station located in Rancho Viejo isn’t necessary just for Rancho Viejo
and certainly our residents would probably understand that as well but I think they would
feel more comfortable if they had something more immediate for fire protection and
emergency scrvices. So we're willing to make that provision a condition in our approval
for the County when they’re ready to do that.

Mr, Chairman, with that I'll stand for any questions,

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Vigil.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Mr. Pino, am I to understand if we included, as
a condition of approval, number 10, the applicant shall provide a 1.5-acre site to construct
a fire station to Santa Fe County, somewhere in there, shall provide a 1.5-acre site to Santa
Fe County for the purposes of constructing a fire station.

MR, PINO: That’s correct.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: You're in agreement with that.

MR. PING: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, that's correct.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: That would be number 11,

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: I only have number 9, shall connect to public
system. What is number 10?

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Under City staff conditions, that they also be
included.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: I'm not sure. You didn’t agree with all the City
staff conditions, right?

MR. PINO: We didn’t agree, and Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, I
guess the thing I wanted to underscore the most without too many words was that City staff
said we'll talk to you about those and they’ve never made themselves available to talk to us
about them, so it’s kind of in limbo insofar as what the City might want us to do
specifically. Thal’s why I wanted to put on the record that we do already have a CD in
place via other approvals and we would expect to pay a proportionate share of any
widening project for Richards, as long as we know there are others paying proportionate
shares as well,

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Okay. Item number 10, being that the applicant
will work with City staff to negotiate requests by City for road improvements in the area?

MR, PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, if the rest of the
Commission agrees with that condition we certainly accept it.
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: What was that?

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: We were discussing the distinct difference
between a condition that the applicant is required to comply with City staff’s
recommendations, or whether or not the applicant should be working with City staff to
negotiate conditions. My understanding for that second condition is that the applicant does
not agree with the stated conditions by the City, particularly because they have already
placed close to $80,000 in a CD to be applied to improvements to the intersection of
Richards Avenue and Rodeo Road, and those improvements have not been made.

So I suppose if we included language that says applicant shall work with the City 1o
negotiate improvements as recommended by them, they would be able to hammer out
what's going to happen to the $80,000 and talk to thc City about any perspective
requirements. So I would just propose that that language be number 10, and that -

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: That City staff conditions will be negotiated?

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Yes. Between applicant and City,

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Is that okay, 1ke?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, that would be fine on our part, yes.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: And that would mean that item number 11
would be the applicant shall provide a 1.5-acre sile to Santa Fe County for the purposes of
constructing a fire station. Mr. Pino, I get 2 phone call here and there from residents
saying they've been talking to Rancho Viejo with regard to land that might be donated for,
in some cases it's a church. In some cases it's a charter school. Can you tell me what
you've actually donated land for and what might be in the prospective future for what that
area might look like for donated land?

MR. PINO: Sure. Let me show you on the College District map and that
will give us a broader view. Rancho Viejo Pariners, we in conjunction with them once we
became partners with them, dedicated the first part of the Community College site and then
provided a bonus price for the rest of the land that they’re on. The first ten acres of Santa
Maria de Ja Paz were donated, and they purchased the balance of their property. And then
we donated the 11 acres where the school is being constructed today. The TAIA site was
also donated, 164 acres, and then this little blue wedge down here is approximately 80
acres of institutional property and that’s where ATC was given 15 acres for their school.
The Seventh Day Adventist Church has come in and petitioned for five acres that we're
trying to work with them right now. And then I got a request from the Singing Marimba
Music School, or something like that, They wanted five acres down in here.

So we’re trying to focus the smaller institutional uses right down in this area
inasmuch as the road loops around and can pick up that traffic. But those have been the
donations to date.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Do you see any future donations?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman and Commissioner Vigil, we still approximately
60 acres available to donate in this area, Given the size of he requests that come to vs that
should be fairly substantial for a while. I might add, the 15 acres for the public schools
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should also be included in that. That hasn’t been transferred by deed yet but we're
intending to do that as soon as they're ready 1o go.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Okay. Also, Mr. Pino, I received a phone call
from I think it was a member of the Community College Development Review Committee
or someone who is active in there who had made the representation that at some point in
time you had made statements with regard to gathering the community, perhaps some
surrounding communities, and I'm not even sure if now, as I Jook at this Homework
Group if this is what he was referencing or you were referencing. The reason why I pose
the question is if the County is actually in the process of identifying or relooking at the
Community College District Ordinance with regard to updating it.

The phene call that I received, however, was more concerned about what the vision
of Rancho Vigjo was going to be. Is Rancho Viejo currently engaged in any kind of a
public process?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, what the caller was
referring to was a discussion 1 had with him conceming the potential of a master
association or an assembly of homeowners associations in the College District. Right now,
the only real operating ones are the ones in Rancho Viejo. There are two associations.
We've created a third one with this master plan. I'm sure Oshara, La Pradera, all of them
will have their own homeowner associations.

What 1 was suggesting to Mr. Rosen was that over lime, as the Community Collcge
develops, with the number of people that could actually live on this whole 16,000-acre
piece of Iand, that requirements or requests for such things as community centers or senior
centers or cven swimming pools for that matter could create a situation where it would
become necessary for all of the associations to pool their resources, perhaps to provide
those facilities. Back when we were doing the College District plan, I suggested that the
County at that time certainly, and probably stili today, doesn’t have the resources where
the proup came in and said, we want a senior center, that the County could say, oh, sure.
We'll just build it for you.

So the idea always was o create a master or an assembly thal would deal with those
kinds of issues and create in such a way that dues could be collected or fees could be
assessed, etc. It's a long way down the road still, simply because the other associations
don’t exist. But it’s an idea that Mr, Rosen was intrigued by, simply because he sees down
the road as a member of the CCDRC, as these things come out of the ground that those
kinds of requests will probably come up.

So it’s not anything that can occur without coming to the BCC and getting approval
for such a creation, and it's one that we've asked the law firm that does our covenants,
Hyatt Stebblefield out of Atlanta, does these types of things all over the world, and we've
asked them to start taking a preliminary look to schedule on how something like that might
look, just so that we can put it out there. Mr. Rosen’s biggest concern was that Rancho
Viejo not be the promoted of this. And we certainly said if the Community College wants
to take the lead as the facilitator, we bave no pride of ownership in the idea, that we would
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be a participant in it. So that's been the extent of the discussion with them today.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Thank you. Mr, Chairman, just one morc
question for Mr. Pino, while you’re there, so we have a triad here of clarification. This
question is for Steve Ross. Steve, I know it’s a late hour, bul with our new water policy,
what Rancho Vicjo would do is they would come 1o our Water Resources Department for
phase 1 of this development, request 35 acre-feet per year. What they have is 292 diversion
water rights that are pre-1907, what will happen first, and do those water rights get
banked? Does the 35 acre-feet get allocated and the 292 water rights get reduced by 335
acre-feet once they’re used? I'm not real clear on that process and I'm not sure if you are
Mr. Pino, either.

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissicner, the way we would deal with it
would be this. Right now, your total water, and most of it's allocated already anyway is
875 acre-feet. So all you have to work with is that amount. So thal will terminate at some
point, potentially before the diversion is built. But once the diversion is open you have a
greater opportunity for the delivery of more than 875 acre-feet. And so our thought was if
we go ahead and transfer the 292 acre-feet in the name of the County that certainly that
would be more than enough for any requests that we would make within what’s left over in
the 875 over the next several years, however long that lasts. But once that diversion is
open, those water rights should easily transfer into the diversion and that we would
continue making our request through whatever policy the County has in place based on
whatever reserve is left there at that time. That would be our approach on how we would
look at this and understanding that the biggest limitation right now is that 875 and how far
that will stretch.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Qkay. Thanks. Our chair has left. I've
monopolized with too many questions, Any other questions? I saw Commissioner Anaya,
Commissioner Campos, and then Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madam Chair. Tke, we appreciate
you donating that 1.5 acres for the fire department. Would you be willing to build that
station and donate it to the County?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Anaya, Stan and I haven’t really
talked about that. I'd be willing to talk about it, see how something like that might work
out. One of the things that might be a potential is maybe in lien of paying a fire impact fee
with every permit, because over time, that's going to amount to a ot of money, if we
figure out how much money would be needed for the station and get it built for you, and
perhaps take a credil against the fire impact fees going forward. Because that’s what the
fire impact fee is for anyway, and rather than wait until you've collected enough to do it
over time, just make an agreement where we could provide something like that up front
and then have relief from the fire impact fee until it reaches balance and then start charging
the fire impact fee again.

I think something along those lines could be worked out and included in some form
of an agreement going forward.
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Tell me if you talk about it and see what you
come up with.

MR. PINO:; Well, we're certainly open to that, Commissioner.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Madame Chair.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Do you think it would be appropriate at this time
to amend condition 11 to say shall provide 1.5-acre site to Santa Fe County to construct a
fire station and negotiate with our fire department the construction of that fire station? Mr.
Pino.

MR. PINO: Madame Chair, if the County Commission is ready to deal with
the issuve of the trade-off on fire impact fees - that just came t0 me now, 1 don’t know if
that's the best solution. I'm not even surc the fire chief would agree to that, frankly. But I
just brought that up as a potential solution right now, to get you the fire station when you
need i1 rather than later when you need it worse. 1'm not quite sure what form that would
take. If the Commission is willing to say, yes, we'll forgive the fire impact fee in the
amount of what it would take to get the fire station built as part of the condition tonight,
then we could probably accept that, Madam Chair.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I think that T wouldn’t feel comfortable with
doing that right now. I would feel comforiable if you would all just talk about it first and
come up with some ideas, just saying that, because I don't know what that it. It’s late. I
just thought I'd throw that out and if you guys could 1alk about it then maybe we could
come up with a good compromise.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: So, negotiate the possible purchase of the fire
station by Rancho Viejo. Or the possible construction.

MR. PINO: Madam Chair, we'd be willing to talk to the County about that.

And there'd be an opportunity in the first development plan to make sure and memorialize
that, perhaps as a condition of the first development plan and that will give us ail enough
tlime to consider how we might want to finance it and what kind of credits would be given
to Rancho Viejo for that.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: 1 think that’s the understanding of the
Commission. Are you done, Commissioner Anaya?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Yes.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Okay. Commissioner Campos and then
Commissioner Sullivan. I'm tuming it over to our chairman.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Mr. Pino, there was a discussion about a
number of donations. Obviously these projects will require water. Are you going io give
them water, sell them water, or are you going to send them over to the City? The City has
been complaining that the EZ projects have been getting donations from some folks and
going to the City, getting water and bringing it out into the County.

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Campos, every time that a
different entity more recently has approached us, they generally come to us saying that
they've got the water situation taken care of. For instance, when ATC approached us, our
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first true test for them is do you have the capital to build what it is you're secking to build.
I don't want to give away a piece of land and then have to worry about trying to get it back
becanse you couldn't build anything. And then we talk about water. ATC came in and
suggested that they had an agreement working with the City (o gel water from them so we
didn't feel compelled to have to do anything.

When the public schoocls come in, however, they have no water rights. They hired
Elud Martinez 10 investigate the water rights they thought they had and apparently he found
that their water rights are all gone now. So it would be my expectation that we'd have to
try to help the school out somehow, not knowing how much they would need but working
with them in some fashion.

The Archdiocese had an agreement to be on Sangre de Cristo water like the church
is, and so they didn't need any water from us and the Seventh Day Adventists haven't even
reached the level of being able prove up their capital outlay money yet, so we haven’t
discussed water.

So more to your point, Commissioner, I wouldn’t want to say that, yes, carte
blanche, we'll provide water to everybody, because if they have some other wherewithal to
something, perhaps they have water rights, that they can transfer or make some agreement
with the City. And I have heard that complaint from the City, I'm not quite sure they're
complaining about it now, they could have said no and we could have done something else.
But ATC was able to make that deal with them. So we're flexible, Commissioner, I guess
what I'm trying to say in so many words, We're flexible to talk with them about those
sorts of things.

COMMISSIONER CAMPQS: I've just heard over the last couple of years
continuous criticism. The County is sending over to the City and the City has to give them
water and they get free land at Rancho Viejo or in the EZ, It's a point of contention. I've
talked to Miguel Chavez about it and explained out position. Certainly T could say no but
they keep saying yes and then they get mad about it.

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner, the one on ATC seemed
reasonable to me. JAIA is served by City water and the pipe goes right in front of the tract
where ATC just has to go across the road there and tie in for their purposes. I think that’s
why they chose to deal with the City because it was easily accessible. Now I'm hearing,
well, they may be this side of the meter, that side of the meter. I don’t know. ATC may
have to come back to us and werk with us on something elsc. But their original request
seemed very reasonable because that pipe was right in the ground, right in front of the
property. That was their choice.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: I'm just - the issue of more City water in
the College District is concerning. It raises some other issues that I'm not sure how they
would work out but I sense that the City’s very concerned about exporting water to the
Community College and I'm not sure what their thoughts are in the future. If the utility
pets a stronger presence in the College District I'm not sure what they would want to do.
So I'm interested in that issue.

NBA-T73
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CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Ike, a couple of questions. I recall reading
somewhere in the report that you were allocating the school as your commercial
requirement. Is that how you’re satisfying the commercial requirement of the master plan,
with the school?

MR. PINO: Mr, Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, no. The commercial
requirement, the floor area ratio computation is based primarily on this commercial center
which is an extension ~ they don’t show the red on the other side; that already exists in
the village. And all of this employment zone is in pink over here. So the entire commercial
obligation for this master plan is encompassed there and right there. The school is an
institutional parcel all by itself.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: And what goes in the employment zonc?

MR. PINO: The employment has commercial uses intended to create jobs,
as the ordinance was written. And just by way of example, Mr. Chairman, if somebody
came in and said I want to put in storage units. Storage units certainly create jobs in the
construction but they don’t create long-term jobs because then you have one guy sitting
over a bunch of storage units, So in my view, that wouldn’t be an employment zone type
use. However, if an employer, and we had some inquiries - T can’t name their name -
that were interested in coming in down here in the industrial park and moving about 90
employees in, that would then become an employment zone type use because it would
move 90 jobs into the College District.

So we would market this for that type of commercial, that is, bring a campus, bring
a large group of employees, but not really entertain the proposals that just create one or
two jobs and eat up the mass of the land. The commercial center is different in that it
doesn’t have the requirement of having to create the jobs, although it will create some jobs.
We’ve had inquiries already from small grocery stores about coming out here once we start
construction of this master plan, That’s potentially one use that we would see almost
immediately.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: The State Engineer review was that the
master plan does not provide sufficient information on the water budget for technical
review at this stage. Where do we sland with that?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, there was a memeo issued by Ms. Torpy. Was
that her name? Is that the one? Here we go. Karen Torres. Okay. Mr. Chairman,
Commissioner Sullivan, if I could just - this was a short memo that was submitted on
February 17" by the Water Resources Department and it says that we had submitted the
revised water budget that includes all the total commercial phases and the master plan and
the estimated water usage for the proposed elementary school. And then in a letier on
February 10® to the County Manager we outlined the imminent purchase of the 292 acre-
feet which has since been completed. And then a draft water service agreement that was
going to be required. For the master plan level, Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan,
that was really all that was required.
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We had a little bit of an issue with the State Engineer's review because a lot of
times they don't make the distinction between a development plan and a master plan and
we've seen conditions that are more intended for - if you're going to build x-number of
houses ar this many square feet in this phase, where's your budget. And in fact, the
purchase of the 292 acre-feet was intended to be able to cover most of this master plan and
that was all that was required to go forward at master plan. That's been our understanding,
Commissioner Sullivan and Mr. Chairman. I'm not sure thal the Stale Engineer guite
understands that but that's been a continuing source of discussion.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Let me just - if that's the case then why
are we asking the State Engineer for review comments.

MS TORRES: Actually, Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, it’s late.
My brain’s a little slow. We did discuss that with the State Engineer with regarding master
plans specifically. They are not required by the statutes to chime in at the master plan
level. They're only required at the preliminary plat level to actually submit a review. They
have been doing it administratively but I guess they’ve become bogged down and their
policy has been they will look at it but they will not really issue an opinion on a master
plan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay.

MS. TORRES: Also, what was done for this one was a little bit more than
some of the letters we have been receiving from them.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: But as far as County Code they’re meeting
what’s needed for master plan approval.

MS. TORRES: Yes, they are. They have submitted a budpet for the first
phase. We reviewed it and we were okay with it, but because it is for the first phase if they
don't meet that budget, in their final phase, their final build-out, it will come off of that
end.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: And then could you explain, ['ve been
receiving some calls from Churchill Road residents and they’re having problems with their
wells. And they've checked the physical wells, the connections and everything, and these
problems apparently appeared to have started when you started doing the well work.
Would you explain what it is you're doing there and what might possibly be causing the
problems?

MR. PINO: Mr, Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, I'll explain what we're
doing. I'm not sure 1 can address what might be causing their problems, but right here, see
where this commercial square is right in this area, right in this area where the light yellow
and the dark green come together, we have drilled to date one observation well and an
injection well for the governor's water innovation project to try and do and injection
project and see what it does to the aquifer. Both walls are approximately 1800 feet deep.
But nothing’s been pumped. That's why I found it kind of curious what might be causing a
problem for some of the Churchill area wells, because nothing's been pumped at all to date
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and won't be for a while,

The innovation project called for - the State Engineer would allow us to pump 40
acre-feet of water out of the exploration well that we drilled back here five years ago and
inject it into the ground at this point to see what the aquifer balance situation might be. But
given the timing of the project, we still have two observation wells to finish before we
could ever start introducing any water into the injection well. That will push us into
probably June or July before any kind of injection could occur. The 40 acre-feet was
measured as the amount of water we would be discharging from the treatment plant during
the winter months that could conceivably go into an injection well, 50 it is a measured
amount. But no pumping has been done to date, Commissioner.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: But they're developing the wells, right? If
you develop the wells you have to pump them,

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, if I could, Jon Paul's been managing our
project. He's more familiar with what they’re doing exactly right at this point.

MR. ROMERQO: Actually, Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, they're
using County water to develop the wells from a meter. We're buying the water from the
County, pumping it from a hydrant into the wells. We're not using well water itself for the
development of the project at this time.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: That’s what seems to be causing the
problems. They're getting fluctuations and they’re getting air coming through the systems.
And il's not just one, it’s several. And I don't know. I know that that rig has been out
there with lights on it 24 hours a day all night long and it must be doing something out
there,

MR. ROMERQ: You'rc correct, Mr. Chairman, Commissicner Sullivan.
The drilling is a 24/7 operation just because of the depth of the well that they're drilling,
1800 feet. And in order to achieve those within the time frame it has o be a 24/7
operation. But they are dealing with mud and they’re using County water for the packing
to get the slecves into there. And they're using County water. So they haven't actualiy
been pumping the wells,

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: But they're putting water into the wells
with County water.

MR. ROMERO: To do the drilling. Yes. But that’s a depth of 1800 feet so 1
don’t know - I'm not an expert in that. Maybe the County Hydrologist could talk about if
it would cause any occurrences with outside wells that are at a shallower depth. I'm not
sure,

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Have you checked any of your test wells
yet? Or those aren’t complete yet?

MR. ROMERQO: As Ike Pino said, we’re just drilling right now. We haven’t
done any of the testing.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay, so your observation wells aren’t
done yet,

M?,PA-']&::
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MR, ROMERO: They're not done.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I don't know. This just started happening
when that drilling started and two things have happened to more than cne well. There's
more than one well in the area. There are a couple of wells on Churchill Road. Some are
on several homes and some are individual wells. And the one thing that happened is that
they suddenly go down. They suddenly, without any specific draws they Iose head and go
dry and they have to be restarted and reprimed. And then the other thing is we're getting
long periods, reports of long periods of air in the system, just continuous.

Typically, when you restart a well you’ve got to get the air out of the system and in
a few hours you’ve got it cleaned out. This problem with air in the system is going on for
weeks, a long time. And no one seems to be able to put their finger on anything else that's
changed other than this drilling and well development that’s going on. Maybe you could
have your hydrologist, whoever, look into that a little more. I don’t know what it is but
something’s happening out there that’s abnormal.

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, I think I have a
suggestion. Ballew Groundwater is our hydrologist on this project and they’re always
looking for opportunities anyway to observe what's happening. We could certainly send
them out there if we could get the locations specifically from you, and just make it part of
that program to see if that's causing any of that - at least in their estimation, if there
might be.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Because those are the only - well, other
than — there’s wells at Vista Ocasa too. You're not checking on any of those, are you?

MR. PINO: We have not to date, Mr. Chairman.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: And I haven't heard any reports at Vista
Ocasa. Vista Ocasa is further away. If you'll look into that, that would be fine.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Yes. Let's stick to the application review here.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Well, it kind of started off with the State
Engineer and went on to that. That’s all the questions I had, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Any other questions for the applicant?
Okay, this is a public hearing. All those who would like to speak on behalf of or against
this proposal, would you please come forward. And if you would please identify yourseif
and be swom in.

[Duly swom, Tom O’Brien testified as follows:]

TOM O'BRIEN: I'm Tom O'Brien. I'm a resident of Rancho Vigjo, 35
Hook Place. Thanks for this opportunity and I'm not sure if I'm for or against, but let me
put it this way. I've had a chance to review some of the preliminary plans for the extension
of Rancho Viejo and I think they're really good. I'm in Unit 1, Village 1 and I’'m on the
Estate lots. The concem that I have is partly addressed by something that Ike Pino
mentioned is that in a very short space of Richards Avenue there are a lot of current and
potential access points between Avenida del Sur, the entrance to the Community College,
and College Avenue, the Catholic Church and school, over here like that,

NBA - 77
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My understanding is that there are going to be circles to guide some of the traffic
there and coming just — I'm not new here in Santa Fe. I've been here about seven months.
If you've lived on the East Coast which I have all my life, you know about traffic circles.
Yes, they’re cheap to build, but they’re not very safe, So | think if there’s some
consideration here in terms of management of all the access points in about .6 mile to
possibly reduce them, use traffic lights, I think then you’ll have a much safer environment
in a highly congested and more congested area in the future. Those are the points I wanted
to make.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Thank you, Tom.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN; Just a comment.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Tom, just to let you know where things are
on that, there have been a lot of proposals for traffic circles and as you say, all kinds of
people representing themselves as traffic engineers. But what is current - the only things
that are currently approved, to the best of my knowledge representing District 5 which
includes the Community Coliege District, are a traffic circle at the new Catholic Church
school. And t that will also assist in the Santa Maria de 1a Paz traffic flow on Sundays
when they're trying to get out onto Richards Avenue after the services. So there is a traffic
circle approved to go in there,

And then at the relocated Dinosaur Trail, that will be a traffic light.

MR. O'BRIEN: Yes, and one issue there to think about, having to drive that
road every day, going north, you'll be able to see the traffic light very well. Going south
there will be a visibility issue because you have to go over a hill and you have two bridges,
and you may not be able to pick up the light as quickly as you should.

COMMISSIONER SULLTVAN: And that’s the reason that's there because
if you put anything clse there, like a stop sign or anything like that, there's no sight
distance when you're there on Dinosaur Trail. We have school bus drivers there trying to
make left hand turns, the time at which someone tops over that hill underneath the
interstate and gets down to Dinosaur Trail, the school bus can’t make it out. They’d be T-
boned, So there has to be some traffic control mechanism. And there may have to be
flashing lights or some kind of warning lights to do that. But because of the developers
wanting to relocate that road in hopes that someday they could have an interchange built
for them there, and the location now of that intecsection down in the swale, in the hollow,
as you say, it limits what the options are to have a safe intersection there. And that's all the
connection ultimately for the northeast connector too.

So far, and there are other subdivisions proposed in that area, but other than the
traffic light at Governor Miles, so far there are only two things that the County has
approved, the traffic light at Dinosaur Trail and one traffic circle at the church. Now, there
have been discussions of other for Oshara but those haven't gone through the approval
process yet.

MR, O'BRIEN: Commissioner, I do understand the periodic need for traffic
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control near the church, but think about all the Ranche Viejo residents and other residents
going north on that road when you have a circle there. You really are limiting the flow of
traffic when you're going around that particular point.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: It's no question, Mr. Chairman. It's
slightly less convenient, but you also have a problem with traffic turning into the
Community College.,

MR, O'BRRIEN: Absolutely.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: And the school of course is a full-time
operation Monday through Friday. The church is in operation during the weekend so
essentially we've got full-time traffic there and I think what Rancho Viejo residents are
going to have to realize is the development of extensions like this and other subdivisions on
there, it's no longer going to have the luxury of a straight shot from Governor Miles to
Rancho Viejo. It just ain’t going to happen. It’s the price of progress.

MR.. QO'BRIEN: If they can get around options besides circles they'd be
much better off. It's like living in New Jersey.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Thank you, Tom. Anyone else like to speak on
behalf of or against this project? Okay, the public hearing is closed. What are the wishes of
the Board?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Move for approval with all the conditions,
including the ones that you added.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Nine, ten and eleven, Qkay, motion by
Commissioner Anaya.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Second.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Second by Commissioner Vigil. Any other
discussion?

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Question, Mr. Chairman,

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Campos.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: The City memo has a number of conditions,
Are those included or not included in the motion?

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: They arc number 10, to be negotiated with City
staff. City staff conditions will be negotiated with City staff.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: That includes all five of them?

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Yes.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Okay.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Any other discussion?

The motion to approve EZ Case #MP 05-4870, as amended passed by
unanimous [5-0] voice vote.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay, we will go back now to item XI. C.1
Commissioner Vigil.

NBA - 1%
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COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Mr. Chairman, the motion was to approve,
and that would mean that we would approve the 100-foot tower. And Commissioner
Vigil's concern is the height,

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Correct.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: I do have a concern about the height. In
setting precedents, if we do allow this to go forward a lot of people would want to do i,
which I think is good but do we want to see all those 100-foot towers? I think there’s other
ways that we could accomplish the energy efficiency. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Any other discussion?

The motion te approve CDRC Case #V 06-5460 passed by majority 3-2 voice
vote with Commissioners Anaya and Vigil voting against.

XII. A. 13. EZ Case # 05-4871 La Entrada Subdivision. Phase 1. Rancho
Viejo de Santa Fe Inc., Isaac Pino Applicant is Requesting
Preliminary and Final Piat and Development Approval of 456
Residential Lots with a Commercial Community Center on 249
acres in Accordance with the Approved Master Plan and a
Variance to Permit a Cul-de-sac Road Exceeding 300 feet. The
Property is Located off the Rancho Viejo Boulevard/Avenida del
Sur Intersection in the Community College District within
Sections 21,28,29 Township 16 North, Range 9 East
(Commissioner District 5) /Exhibit 10:La Entrada Plat; Exhibit 11:
Support Letter]

MR. CATANACH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. On April 11, 2006, the

BCC granted master plan approval and on April 27, 2006 the EZA also granted master
plan approval for a mixed-use development consisting of 1250 residential lots and 117,250
square feet of commercial space on 668 acres to be developed in three phases. I've
included the minutes of the April 2006 BCC and EZA minutes.

On August 16, 2006, the EZC recommended approval for phase 1. Those minutes
are also included in your packet. The proposed subdivision phase consists of 456
residential lots which includes 137 lots for affordable housing and 149.5 acres of open
space, parks and public trails, Two tracts are proposed as an addition to the mixed-use
community center located at the Avenida del Sur/Rancho Viejo Boulevard intersection that
was established with the Village at Rancho Vigjo Subdivision that was previously
approved.

The residential lots range in size from 2,976 square feet to 1.9 acres. Water/
wastewater, the subdivision will utilize the County water utility and a water service letter
has been issued from the Water Resources Department, The total estimated water use for

EXHIBIT
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the residential lots is 91.2 acre-feet based on .20 acre-foot per residential lot and five acre-
feet for commercial uses. The existing wastewater treatment facility will be utilized subject
to permits for expansion as approved by New Mexico Environment Department. The
existing facility currently has capacity to serve about 125 lots, The applicant is in the
process of aobtaining permits from the New Mexico Environment Department for expansion
of the wastewater treatment facility.

Roads and access, a traffic report has been submitted for review. Primary access
will be Rancho Viejo Boulevard and State Road 14. A traffic light has been instailed at the
Rancho Viejo Boulevard/State Road 14 intersection, Rancho Viejo Boulevard and Avenida
del Sur are dedicated County roads and that intersection will be redesigned subject to
approval by the County Public Works. Four subdivision access roads are proposed off
Rancho Viejo Boulevard subject to approval by County Public Works. The subdivision
access roads arc paved with curb and gutter, sidewalks, and will provide for on-street
parking.

Terrain, open space, landscaping archeology. The Arroyo Hondo flood zone and
connecting tributaries extend to the northwest portion of the subdivision and are designed
as part of the open space with trail alignments. Common detention ponds will control post-
development drainage and a slope analysis demonstrates compliance with slope standards,
Permanent open space consists of 149.5 acres which includes 5.5 acres of developed parks.
An archeological report was submitted and determined that several significant sites need to
be preserved in easements or subject to a treatment plan as approved by the State Historic
Division.

Homeowners association, homeowner covenants and a disclosure statement have
been submitted addressing development and use of the lots, including ownership and
maintenance of the roads, common areas and facilities and solid waste removal,

Variance: The requested variance is to permit a cul-de-sac exceeding 300 feet. The
applicant is proposing a cul-de-sac with a length of 790 feet. The Community College
District Ordinance specifies that no-outlet roadway shall be used only to preserve open
space, contiguity or in cases that terrain does not allow connectivity. No-outlet roadways
shall not exceed 300 feet in length and shall have minimum 50-foot turnaround. The
applicant has submitted a letter addressing the variance criteria and the EZC-BCC shall
determine if the applicant has justified the variance criteria.

Recommendation: The proposed subdivision is in accordance with the approved
master plan, the Community College District Ordinance and the Extraterritorial
Subdivision Regulations. Staff recommends preliminary and final plat approval subject to
the following conditions. Staff can support the requested variance regarding the cul-de-sac
length based on the relevant criteria to preserve contiguous open space, and consideration
for the number of lots served by the cul-de-sac road, which is four. The EZC
recommended approval subject to the following conditions. And Mr, Chairman, maybe if I
can enter those conditicns into the record.

[The conditions are as follows:]

NBA-B&I
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1. Compliance with applicable review comments from the following:
a) State Engineer
b) State Environment Dept.
c) State Dept. of Transportation
d) Soil & Water Dist.
e} County Hydrologist
f) County Public Works
g) County Fire Dept.
h) County Technical Review
i}y County Water Resources Dept.
j) Santa Fe Public School Dist,
k) State Historic Div.
1) County Housing Services Division
2, Development plan submiltals shall include but not be limited to the following:

a) Identify northwest park on development plan sheet as s developed park
consistent with Parks Plan submittal, and specify landscaping improvements
for neighborhood park designated along Avenida del Sur. A neighborhood
park is required within 1000 feet of each residence in the neighborhood.

b) Specify recreational facilities (playground equipment, benches, picnic tables)
for neighborhood parks

c) Identify neighborhood parks on plat and specify size; minimum size required
is .25 to 1.0 acre

d) Submit road sections with plans and profiles for Ranche Viejo Boulevard
and Avenida del Sur as approved by County Public Works

¢) Compliance with requirements for a community park; a community park is
required for a village zone neighborhood consisting of 3 (o 5 acres

f) Identify lots for affordable housing on development plan sheet

g) Identify community center tracts on development plan sheet and specify size
of tracts on plan

h) Specify depth of surface material for village frail detail and a minimum 20-
foot wide easement for district trail and village trail

i) Address project monument sign and traffic control/street signs

1) Address street lights

k) Specify minimum six-inch basecourse for all road sections and a four-inch
concrete depth for sidewalks

1) Horizontal road grades shall not be less than one percent

3. Submit engineering plans for expansion of wastewater treatment facility. Submit
modified discharge permit as approved by NMED prior to recording plat.

4, Address school site that was represented in master plan for phase one and
designated on Community College land use map.

5. Final homeowners documents (covenants, by-laws, articles of incorporation,

NBA-BZ
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disclosure statement) subject to approval by staff and shall include but not be
limited to the following:
a) Water restrictions/conservation measures, including cisterns and hot water
recirculation systems
b) Maintenance plan for roads, trails and drainage facilities
c) Solid waste removal by homeowners association
Submit solid waste fees
Final plat shall include but not be limited to the following:
a) Compliance with plat check list
b) Reference previous dedication and acceptance of Rancho Viejo Boulevard
and Avenida del Sur to County
¢} Rural addressing
d) Provide road easement for future road connection with College Drive
e) Provide cross references for recording covenants and affordable housing
agreement
8. Submit final affardable housing agreement as approved by County.
9. Submit cost estimate and financial surety for completion of required improvements
as approved by staff,

Mo

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay, questions for staff? Sceing none, would

the applicant, Mr. Pino, come forward. Thanks, Joe.
[Duly sworn, Ike Pino testified as follows:]

IKE PINO: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name is Ike Pino. My address is
55 Canada del Rancho. Mr. Chairman, Rancho Viejo has no arguments or issues with the
staff conditions. 1 did want to point out a couple of things on the plan just to give you a
context or where we are, You recall the master plan was before you last spring. That’s the
top drawing that shows the master plan area running along Richards Avenue and then all
the way back down to Rancho Viejo Boulevard and up into the northwest area.

This first phase is a subdivision. Down here, it kind of reminds me of the New
England Patriot logo, now that I look at it. It fits in — it’s generally located right in this
area right here, is where this first phase is. Mr, Chairman, as indicated, there are 137
affordable units in the overall of this particular phase of development. Just for comparison,
there are 167 in the first entitlement for all of Rancho Viejo, the first 1116 units, so we’ll
start to see a lot more affordable housing of course per the new affordable housing
ordinance. This will afford us the opportunity to create the trail along Rancho Viejo
Boulevard down to State Road 14. it's a facility that we've needed to be doing now for
some time. A lot of bicyclists, including myself in the early moming kind of go on an
adventure going up that two-lane highway. So that’s something that we know has been
wanted.

One other thing I would just mention. We showed a school tract here and the school
tract was not included in phase 1 because the Santa Fe Public Schools are still not ready to
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talk to us about whether they want that tract, unfortunately. They're still in the process of
deciding whether to close small schools and open a big school and what not. We are
prepared though to address the condition in here if we have to and they decide to go ahead
and close some school and open this school. They can come in and split this lot up for
them, unless it comes so late that we're in the next phase of development, which probably
wouldn’t be for another five years.

Mr, Chairman, with that I think time would be best spent now standing for your
questions.

CHATIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Questions? Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: A couple of questions, Mr, Pino. Your
report says that Rancho Viejo has been approved to use a water budget of .20 acre-feet.
Who approved that?

MR. PINO: Yes, Mr. Chairman and Commissioner Sullivan, that was in the
agrecment three years ago when we came in to modify the original water budget, the 164
acre-feel and we had demonstrated some savings and we were able to do Windmill Ridge,
Unit 3 under the original 164 acre-feet, It was at that point that the Commission approved
.20 going forward for Rancho Viejo development.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I don't remember that approval being for
all Rancho Viejo. That was for Windmill Ridge, right?

MR, PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, that’s true. At that
point it would have been only to the Windmill Ridge Subdivision.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: So this Commission hasn’t approved .2 for
this subdivision has it?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, there's been no official
action taken of that type, no.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: We talked in an earlier project about two
conditions for the Gillentine Subdivision that I felt were necessary, Were you around for
that?

MR, PINQ: Yes, Mr, Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan,

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay. Then I won't repeat it. Are those
similar conditions acceptable to Rancho Viejo?

MR. PINQ: Yes, Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, and I thought I
might add, just because we're dealing with a much larger scale in this particular case. My
agreement with - at least administratively, on the administrative level for the BCC's
ultimate approval, with the Utility Department, we talked about beginning the transfer of
91 acre-feet of main stem water rights, pre-1907 to the County and in order to guarantce
those we agreed that we would go ahead and post a bond in an amount specified by the
Wtility Department so that one of two things would happen. One, that the water rights
would transfer as we would expect, and then we would be whole with the subdivision, or if
they failed to transfer or part of them failed to transfer, there would be a surety to back up,
just to pay the hookup fee that would be required if we weren’t transferring water rights,
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What we wanted to do was just guarantes the County that there was a backup to any
issues that might arise with the water rights although we don’t think there will be any, but
we can't predict that for certain sure.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: That's fine, but my concem is that it's
difficult for Santa Fe County ta track each individual homeowner. Unless, when they came
in for a water tap, unless we know in advance that the water rights are approved by the
County prior to plat recordation, That was one of the two conditions. The other condition
was that the resolution - that it would be in accordance with the County’s allocation,
which 1 believe you're very familiar with.

MR. PINO: Yes.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: So those are the two conditions. Are those
agreeable with Rancho Viejo?

MR, PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, they are.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay. Then the other question I had, you
talk about the aquifer recharge and injection, demonstration project, is this project needed
in order to provide the water for this project?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, it is not.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: So that’s not contingent in any way?

MR. PINO: No way.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Because you also say that once that
recharge project is built it will be turned over to the County for their ownership and I just
wondered if anybody had agreed to take over ownership of that at this point in time.

MR, PINQ:; Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, there's been no
agreement of any kind.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I'm reading page 60 of your report if
you'd like to refer to that. I didn’t recall taking it aver for ownership.

MR. PINO: No.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Page 16 of the applicant’s report, top of
the page and bottom of 15, where it starts under water supply and talking about aquifer
injection/reinjection. And it said it would dedicate the facility to Santa Fe County, Thanks.
We could probably have the wastewater plant too, right?

MR. PINQ: If the price is right.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay, but nonetheless, the point I'm
making there - it's late in the evening and I don’t want to prolong things — the result of
that pilot program has no impact on your water supply for this project.

MR. PINO: That's correct, Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: That’s separate from the water rights issue
and the process of acquiring and transferring.

MR. PINO: Entirely.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I didn't want to have to get into the aquifer
recharge issue as a part of this project. We'll get into that later when it comes to that. I
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think, Mr. Chairman, that those are the only questions I had to be sure that we have a final
resolution on water rights before we put this plat 1o recordation. How far away, Mr. Pino,
are you from this point in time to the time when you would actually be recording a plat?
What would your time frame be?

MR. PINO: Mr, Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, given our previous
experience, we're probably 60 days away.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: To record a plat on this?

MR. PINO: Yes.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: So you'll have the water in place by then?

MR. PINO: I think, Mr. Chairman, we'll have water rights in front of you,
in front of the department that will be acceptable to them.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: That’s all the questions I had, Mr.
Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Campos, Commissioner Vigil.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Mr. Pino, where's the water coming from?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Campos, these are water rights
that are Middle Rio Grande, direct diversion water rights that we purchased in February,
292 acre-feet that we own and have owned since February.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Do you expect that these will transfer up?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Campos, we did substantial due
diligence because the investment was a little over three million doliars and we believe that
they'll transfer up.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS; Okay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Vigil.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Pino, this is pretty exciting
as I look at this, You've actually created the opportunity for what all four divisions of our
affordable housing ordinance. You have a division of market rates and two-bedrooms
homes and detached two-story four-bedroom homes. A good variety of actually affordable
homes for perspective buyers out there. I have to tell you I must say that I am really glad.
You are the first proposal that has come to us once we’ve enacted the affordable housing
ordinance and [ can't imagine anyone else coming forth with this and trying to work out
the kinks that probably need to be worked out in the affordable housing ordinance, and
someone like Rancho Viejo who's already in the Community College District because you
really do have a definition of your future growth and your prospects and that doesn’t
happen throughout the county.

But I am very excited that you've been able to work out this proposal on the
affordable housing component of it. I think it’s totally cool. Thank you, Mr. Chairman,

MR. PINO:; Thank you, Commissioner.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Any other questions, comments of the
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applicant? Commissioner Campos.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Mr. Pino, you've been talking about doing a
solar home or two. Would it be in this division or in the existing subdivision?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Campos, the solar home that
we'll be starting in probably about 40 days is going to be in Windmill Ridge, Unit 4.

COMMISSIONER CAMPQOS: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Sullivan,

COMMISSIONER. SULLIVAN: One other thing, Mr. Chairman. There was
discussion and a request from Rancho Viejo residents that a recycling station be opened
somewhere in the Rancho Vigjo area. I got the impression from general discussions that
this is the area where it was going to be. Is there any follow-up on that?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, what we had proposed,
and it seemed like everybody was in agreement. I say everybody, that being the County
staff with whom we were lalking was that we would combine a recycling station with the
location of the fire station. You might recall during the master plan that we agreed to
donate some land for a fire station.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: An acre and a half, is that right?

MR. PINQ: Acre and a half, and we have continued cur discussions with
the County Fire Department. A specific site has not been selected by them but it would be
our intent to combine the two sites in such a way that they’re not interfering with each
other. COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Would that be within this subdivision?

MR. PINO: Well, we would have preferred it, Mr. Chairman,
Commissioner Sullivan, However, the Fire Depariment is considering a site, if you follow
Avenida del Sur where it turns into Avan U Po, going over to IAIA, they’re looking at a
site there, They've talked about a site somewhere over here in Windmill Ridge. They're
looking around the map. The last conversation we had, one of the things they were trying
to do was to find out how far their volunteers were willing to go. I found that a little
peculiar but that was a major concern for them. And they were thinking maybe they
needed to be up in this area so that they wouldn’t have to bring a volunteer all the way
down in here for a fire call,

But to answer your question simply, hopefully simply anyway, Commissioner
Sullivan, it is our intent to try to combine the two sites and have enough room for both
operations.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: So there’s no site specifically in this
subdivision. What I'm concerned about is the more rapidly things develop out there, if we
don’t show a site somewhere on a plat that says that and someone who buys a home says,
you never told me there was going to be a recycle there with the trucks making noise and
you never told me there was going to be a fire station there with activities late at night,
community meetings or whatever it might be, as well as training sessions, not to mention
fire trucks. How can we move that process along? How can we get 2 site identified so we
don’t run into those public relations problems?
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MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, we're motivated to
provide the site if someone wants to give us a location, You are correct, however, that if
you have a plat like this and no site’s been identified or platted, and then it kicks it into
another phase or another arez within all of the property that we have.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Well, I'll talk some more to Chief Holden
about that and see if we can do that. The last question I had, Mr. Chairman, was that the
records indicate that according to the reports that Pinon School is over capacity now. So
we're out of school capacity and I’'m a little concerned that the schools haven’t identified
or made a commitment with you for a site. What's happening there?

MR. PINQ: Mr, Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, what that whole issue
boils down to is this. You might recall the mill levy clection earlier this year, and the mill
levy election created $75 million in capital for these projects. The number one priority on
that Iist of projects that was to be done was to create this new school in Rancho Vigjo.
Almost immediately subsequent to the election, the issue about small schools remaining
open or being closed came back up again. And the school superintendent Carpenter, once
she was in place as the superintendent, determined that because of budgetary shortfalls,
they could not open a new school and operate it. They could build it with the mill levy
money but they couldn’t operate it. So she turned back to the school board who has been
reluctant to make that final decision on the small schools. Unfortunately, the predictable
thing, they appointed another task force. And so now I'm told that the task force is coming
out with recommendations about different schools.

The bottom line is until the school board makes the final decision on what they’re
going to do with the small schools to free up operations money, this particular school is
left in limbo. We've reserved the site. We don’t plan to use it for anything else and we're
ready to go. Santo Nino, when the archdiocese was ready to go, they moved in, built their
school and they’re open today. ATC is building their school south of IAIA. When they got
their money they went straight to work. Unfortunately, that key decision needs to be made
in order for them to move ahead.

I did take issue with associate superintendent Bobbie Gutierrez about this via e-
mails, admittedly, that we recognize that Pinon is over capacity and that's one of the
reasons why we were willing o even talk about a 15-acre site when typically it’s 10 acres
so that they could do a K-8 school, And not the County nor Rancho Viejo nor anybody
doing something outside of what the school does could be held responsible for the fact that
the school board won't make that final decision or is having a difficult time making that
final decision.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Is it designated on the plat, or will it be, as
a school site?

MR. PINO: It's designated in the master plan. It’s not in this particular plat
but it's right adjacent to - here's where phase 1 is, here’s where the school site is. And
what we would propose to do - let’s say the school board votes next month and they say
we're closing schools x, y, and z to make room for this and other schools. And what we
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would prapose to do is come in and create a lot split plat to create that tract so that they
could get to work on it.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Would it be appropriate now to let’s say at
least “potential school site” on that plat? Again, I'm getting back to the problem of at least
saying a school site as opposed to mixed use or institutional or commercial, and identifying
it so the buyers know that there may be a school there.

MR. PINO: Mr, Chairman, Commissioner Sullivan, we can certainly do
that, and I would add that in every disclosure for every home sale in here we would also
show a map like that and disclosure to the buyers. But we can also show it on the drawing,
just so that it’s there.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: So if they say Nobody ever told me you
can point to the map and say that was a - I know you can't say at this point - school site,
but you could say potential school site.

MR. PINO: Potential school site,

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay. Those are the questions I had.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay, Ike, regarding that site, have the schools
apreed that that could be a potential school site?

MR. PINQ: Mr. Chairman, during the Homework Group, the school board
had Eduardo Ramirez, one of their consultants, sit on the Homework Group, and they all
agreed that that would be the site.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Regarding some of the alternative
encrgy, are you going to have a wind turbine?

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Could you put it on Dinosaur Trail and
Churchill Road?

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: People that view that as an alternative energy
are really blown away by the way that it’s really an effective alternative cnergy source,
Those are really, the wind turbines are really effective. So, I don’t know, I just wish we
could get it down to a smaller size. But seriously, are you looking at anything like that as
part of the alternative energy?

MR. PINO: Actually, Mr. Chairman, one of the things that we're looking
at, and this is at the urging of Commissioner Campos, which I think could be the wave of
the future in some respects is district heating for one of the areas in here. One of the
difficulties that we're encountering is utility regulation issues and would this be considered
a utility? Would it have to be regulated? How would we charge the rates? In a fashion
similar to people paying for gas coming through their gas meter. That’s a challenge we're
going to have to work through because nobody’s ever proposed it. It's just something of a
new development that we discovered about two weeks ago.

We're finding communities in the United States that have gone to district heating so
we're looking at those applications to see physically how they installed it. So there are a
number of challenges that we want to rise to meet but there is a poteatial down the road of
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creating a district heating type of situation so that we can have a reduction in fossil fuel use
in each of the individual houses. And of course, continuing through as we have through the
last several subdivisions we are going to build all of these homes as Energy Star homes, all
of them, all the affordables, every one of the homes. So that's some modicum of energy
cfficiency at this point.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Mr, Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Campos.

COMMISSIONER CAMPQS: Mr. Pino, what about positioning for passive
solar gain? Are you creating lots in a way that they will efficiently collect energy from the
sun in a passive way, from the design and orientation?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Campos, that was a
consideration in the lot layout in this particular case here. It's not 100 percent; we can
never get 100 but it was definitely an issue that we looked at to get as many as we could.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: So what percent of your houses do you think
will have that, the benefit of that orientation?

MR. PINO: I think we can look in all this area north of Rancho Viejo
Boulevard has that patential, and this area right here along Avenida del Sur, Some of these
over here where we start to turn away towards the east might be more of a challenge for
us.

COMMISSIONER CAMPOS: Okay. Thank you, Mr, Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay, this is a public hearing. Commissioner
Vigil.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: I have one question, and I know you work
closely with the Community College, Mr. Pino. The biomass project or the wastewater
treatment facility, has there been any partnering with the Community College on energy
efficiency projects or water conservalion projects?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, we haven't had any of
those discussions. The previous president and I talked about the biomass. There didn’t
appear to be any opportunity at the time. The reason he was talking to us was the potential
harvesting of dead pinons that were freshly dead at the time for use in the biomass but that
never panned out. The only other discussion we’ve ever had with the Community College
in terms of utilities or anything was inviting them to connect their wastewater into our
wastewater facility, but they preferred to stay on the system that they're on. Beyond that,
there've been no other discussions.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Okay. Do you see any potential discussions for
partnering with them?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, Commissioner Vigil, honestly, I couldn’t say
that I do or I don't at this point without sitting down to see what the opportunitics might
be. But we certainly are always open to do that.

COMMISSIONER VIGIL: Okay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Again, this is a public hearing. If anyone
would like to speak on behalf or against this application, please come forward. Okay,
seeing none, the public hearing is closed. What are the wishes of the Commission?

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Mr, Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Commissioner Sullivan.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I'd move for approval with staff canditions
and two additional conditions, The first being that the development is subject to Santa Fe
County water allocation resolution, and the second being the applicant shall provide the
required water rights acceptable to Santa Fe County prior to recordation of plat.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. We have a motion to approve.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Second.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Second, Commissioner Anaya. Further
discussion? Joe.

MR. CATANACH: Just some clarification. There's a memo in the back of
the packet -

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Oh, that's right, Arc the City conditions
acceptable to the applicant?

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, yes.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Okay. I'll amend my motion to include
also the City conditions.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Okay. Okay with the seconder?

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Yes.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Any further discussion?

MR. CATANACH: Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Joe.

MR. CATANACH: Mr. Chairman, also there’s a variance about the cul-de-
sac.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Where is the 300-foot? On the big map.
And what's at the end of that cul-de-sac.

MR. PINO: Mr. Chairman, there are four estate lots,

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Estate lots are what kind of lot?

MR. PINO: They're custom lots, an acre to two-acre lots for custom homes.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: And is the Fire Marshal okay with that?

MR. PINO: Yes, Mr. Chairman.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: Is the Fire Marshal here?

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: He said yes.

COMMISSIONER SULLIVAN: I'll amend my motion again to include the
variance with respect to the length of one cul-de-sac.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: And I'll amend it again.

CHAIRMAN MONTOYA: Joe, anything else? Any other discussion?
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The molion to approve EZ Case #5 4871 as discussed ahove, with the requested
variance, passed by unanimous [5-0] voice vote,

XIll. ADJOURNMENT

Chairman Montoya declared this meeting adjourned at approximately 11:00 p.m.

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

VIl. B. 2, = ivest- icj i
Easement Vacation Univest-Rancho Viejo LLC, Applicant, James
W. Siebert, (James W. Sieberi and Associates Inc.), Agent,
request approval to vacate a platted archacological easement on
118.670 acres. The property is located at 65 Rancho Viejo Bivd.,,
within Section 20, Township 16 North, Range 9 East, Commission
District 4

MIKE ROMERO: Good evening, Commissioners. The subject archaeological
easement is located in the La Entrada Phase 1 residential subdivision and was creaied through
La Entrada Phase 1 Residential Subdivision Plat in 2006. The area where the archaeological
easemnent is located is currently open space. The applicant has stated that due to
reconfiguration of some private roads in the area, the lot configuration will change, placing
residential lots in the open space where the archaeological site is located. The applicant
states that the open space will be relocated elsewhere in the subdivision.

The applicant has verified through the owners, Rancho Vigjo, that there are no lots
with homes existing in the area where the archaeological easement is located. However,
there have been lots sold and developed within the subdivision east of Via Sagrada that the
applicant claims will not be affected by the vacation of the archaeological easement.

An archacological treatment plan for the subject archeologist site was submitted to the
State Historic Preservation Office by the Applicant/Archaeologist on September 16, 2013,
SHPO authorized the Applicant to proceed with the treatment plan. A Preliminary Report on
the treatment of the site, was prepared and submitied by the archaeologist to SHPO for
review on March 5, 2014, The State Historic Preservation Office concurred with the findings
of the report that the archaeological easement is no longer eligible for listing in the State
Register of Cultural Properties or the National Register of Historic Places because the
treatment plan implemented at the site recovered the site’s significant information.

Staff recommendation, approval to vacate a platted archaeological easement on
118.670 acres, within the La Entrada Phase 1 Subdivision, subject to the following staff
condition;

1. The Applicant shall file the portion of the Final Plat affected by the vacated
archacological easement with the County Clerk's Office.
I stand for any questions.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Mr. Romero, [ have a question. On page two of your
summary could you just explain B to me please?

MR. ROMERO: On B, Mr. Chair. The Board finds that the plat was obtained
by a misrepresentation or fraud and orders an order of statement of vacation to be prepared by
the County.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Yes. What Board found that this plat was — oh, that’s
stating what the law says, okay. Thank you, Commissioner.

EXHIBIT
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Give me one second, Mr. Romero. Thank you and if we could go to Exhibit 6 really
quick. So Exhibit 6 is in reference to the fourth paragraph and its indicating that it is ...no
longer cligible for listing in the State Registry for Cultural Properties and the National
Registry of Historic Places. Excavations have been recovered and all significant information
from the sile and the non-disturbances can be removed from the plat.” So there has been
studies out there and they looked at all the land? )

MR. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, Commissioners, that is correct. The applicant did
hire a private archaeologist to conduct studies on the site. Their archaeologist spoke with and
was in contact with Michelle Ensey with SHPO and she concurred with the report from the
archaeologist.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you. Mr. Romero, you stated that they will be
moving the open space 1o another area; where will that be moved to?

MR. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, Commissioners, at this point in time I am not
clear as to where they are going to move it. The agent can probably reflect on that question
better than I can.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you so much, Mr, Romero. With no other
questions, would the applicant care to address the Commission.

[Duly sworn, Jim Siebert testified as follows]

JIM SIEBERT: My name is Jim Siebert. My address is 915 Mercer. | had
asked Steve Townsend, the archaeologist, if he could attend tonight and he had a prior
commitment so I'm going to do my very best to answer your questions. The nature of the site
itself is that it was a hearth that apparently was for more migratory type hunting that took
place in the area. Half of the hearth is actually missing because it has eroded away over time.

There was also scattered lithics that were flint chips. They actually probably not be worthy of
having a designation for historic preservation by themselves and it is still is in determent on
the part of the archaeologists as to whether there is a relationship between the flint chips and
the hearth. He believes that maybe there is a relationship but he is not certain on that.

There jis some testing still going on at the site. There would be pollen evaluation and
Carbon 14 testing and these take months in order to get back the results. So there will be
some additional information that will be provided to SHPO and the process is SHPO - you
provide a treatment recommendation to SHPO. SHPO either agrees or doesn’t agree or
makes comments on the treatment process. And then the site is cleared and a report is
submitted. And then determination of what that site really consisted of. So you’re actually
getting more information now than if you hadn’t remediated the site.

With that, I'll answer any questions you might have.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Commissioners, any questions of the applicant? Mr.
Siebert, [ have one that I asked Mr. Romero earlier. Where will you be proposing to move
the open space to?

MR. SIEBERT: Actually, we will be moving more compared to the prior
subdivision, more open space to the interior of the subdivision and more open space on the
exteriors of the subdivisions. So you’re actually going to end up with more open spuce than
we began with than the prior subdivision.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you
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COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Mr. Chair.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Commissioner Stefanics,

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. Mr. Siebert, is the intent here
to do more infill with the idea of putting open space on the interior and the exterior?

MR. SIEBERT: Well, actually the problem in the past has been that there has
been retaining walls with substantial height to them. There’s a cost 1o that and there an
acsthetic problem with that. So in reconfiguring some of the lots what we’ve done is created
arcas in the interior where we can avoid those retaining walls — have slopes and then areas in
the inside where trails and paths can be created.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you. Ihave a question for staff, Mr.
Chair.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Yes, please.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: So, Mr. Romero, have you — [ know, I see
the staff recommendation — but have you identified that therc will not be a loss of open
space?

MR. ROMERQ: Mr. Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, talking with the
applicant or talking with the agent and with {ellow staff — I've been out to the site. I've
looked al the site. As far as exactly, to kind of go back again, as far as exactly as to where the
open space is going to be located, I think Mr, Siebert answered that but as far as verification —

VICKI LUCERO (Buiiding and Development Service Manager): Mr. Chair,
Commisstoner Stefanics, at this point they are just requesting a vacation of the archaeological
easement. So the open space will remain. They will have to come with a separate application
to reconfigure the lots and then at that point we would make sure that the open space was the
same or was greater. That it wasn’t less than 50 percent.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Okay, so, Mr. Chair, Ms. Lucero, what I'm
hearing is this hearing is strictly to vacate the archacological site and we will later deal with
the open space area.

MS. LUCERQ: Mr. Chair, Commissioner Stefanics, that is correct.

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr.
Chair.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you, Commissioner Stefanics. This is s a public
hearing. Is there anybody from the public wishing to comment on this case in front of us
tonight? Please come forward.

[Duly sworn, Glen Smerage testified as follows]

GLEN SMERAGE: Good evening. I'm Glen Smerage of 187 East Chili Line
in Rancho Viejo. I would like to demonstrate to Warren Thompson and Univest tonight that
I am not always against their pleasures and dreams.

I think from the evidence that is presented that it is reasonable to vacate this
easement. However, if the public is going to do Univest a bit of favor like this, I think it’s
incumbent to give some public consideration. In particular, I request that you make two
requests, actually I'd prefer demands of Univest. If this land is going become unencumbered,
1 think we need to have some indication, very specific indication from Univest as to what will
be the future and probably not to distant fate of this land. Will it be filled with four or five
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lots as at least one plat I've seen would indicate? If so, there should be specific statement in
your brief and requirement in order for you to approve this request.

Second, and more importantly perhaps, if this was open space by virtue of the
easement we should be expecting identify and commitment of a corresponding open space
within Phase 1 of La Entrada so that it is an integral part of that whole project and open space
for those residents to use and enjoy. ‘

Now, I say this, I make this request that you make those two demands of Univest
because since a good two years ago we have learned that Univest in contrast to about 15 years
ago when it had a great vision for what Rancho Viejo should and perhaps would be and really
has become through the year 2012, it appears since the early 2012 that Univest is intent in
becoming a very common, typical, developer trying to make the land just be commeodity for
the making of money. Their proposals in the last two years have been contrary to the best
interest of the residents in Rancho Viejo and the community itself., the development itself in
that original vision that they had.

Most of us don’t trust Univest to have good intentions to work with residents of the
community and come up with good compatible worthwhile developments.

So in summary I have no qualms except for these two requests about you granting this
removal of the easement. But we must know as a public, as residents of Rancho Viejo what
Univest has up iis sleeves for these particular lots and if they get put into housing, house lots,
and how many — we need to have a corresponding commitment of open space in Phase | of
La Entrada.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you, Mr. Smerage. Ma’am, do you care to come
forward?
[Duly swom, Kathy Brown testified as follows]
KATHY BROWN: Kathy Brown, 83 Via Rio Dorado, Santa Fe. It’s not so
much information as a question or two and clarification.

In that wonderful book coming in what & wealth of information about so tmany things,
on the table right coming in the door. And so my question is with regard to one of the letters
in there [ think from that SH whatever it is, but, anyway, 1 just wanted to clarify or see who
would clarify and for the record, that the correct space was looked at because there was
apparently some confusion about the Dawson survey of plat numbers, 145658 versus 145650
and the documentation seems to be there but I'm not expert as to whether the right arca of
land is being looked at and approved. So that’s my question.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Vice Chair Anaya.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Mr. Chair, I think that's a reasonable question.
Staff, are we 100 percent certain that we've analyzed the appropriate site and the applicant
has reviewed and provided recommendations for the appropriate parcel?

MR. ROMEROQ: Mr. Chair, Commissioner, that is correct, It was reviewed.
Dawson Surveys when they did the plat for the archaeological site number there’s a few
archaeological sites that are indicated on the plat and whal the surveyor did was he
mistakenly put the same archaeological site number as to where this one that is being
proposed to be vacated at. But it was confirmed through SHPO and it was confirmed through
Dawson Surveys and the archaeologist and myself. When I went out on the field there is a
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picture that is part of the exhibit that actually shows the number and the site that we’re
talking about but it was confirmed to SHPO that that is the correct site number and that they
are aware that Dawson Surveys did mistakenly place the wrong number where that location
is.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Michael, for saying that on the
record.

MS. LUCERO: Mr. Chair, Commissioner Anaya, if I could just draw your
attention, it's Exhibit 6, page number 15 there’s a clarification memo from SHPO within the
packet that clarifies the correct archaeological site number.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Thank you, Vicki, for also restating that on the
record. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you, Commissioner Anaya. Thank you, staff.
Commissioners, any other questions of staff? Applicant, do you have something clse to add?

MR. SIEBERT: Mr. Chair, Commissioners, maybe we could resolve the open
space issue which you’ve probably figured out already to add a condition that would state that
the vacation of this archaeological casement will not result in any diminution of open space
for Phase 1. We would agree to that as a condition. Thank you.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you, Mr. Siebert. This is still a public hearing
on the case before us tonight. Is there anybody else from the public wishing to comment on
this case? Seeing none this portion of the public hearing is closed.

Commissioners, any other questions of staff or the applicant? Mr. Shaffer, I have one
or two questions, please. So we are proposing this vacation of easement under our current
County code and is this prelty similar to what we’ve put in place in our new County code?

MR. SHAFFER: Mr. Chair, I can’t speak for the exact provisions in the
Sustainable Land Development Code concerning the vacation of plats, Perhaps, Ms. Ellis-
Green is here and can speak to it. I believe that the standard that’s in the current code comes
from state law so I would not imagine that there would be much difference. But [ would have
to confirm that against the SLDC which I'd be pleased to do so if you’d like me to.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: 1 think Penny is looking at that right now. Letme ask a
second question while she looks for that, Mr. Shaffer. On page three of staff’s exhibit, it’s
just saying that fire protection is by La Cienega Fire District; we have constructed a new fire
department out there, haven’t we out in Rancho Viejo? Is that still under the La Cienega Fire
District or this would now be - I don't know if we created a whole new fire district? So we
do have a whole new fire district out there also.

And, Penny, 1 don’t know if you've found that or not but if it’s state statute it should
pretty much track with our new code,

MS. ELLIS-GREEN (Growth Management Director): Sorry, Mr. Chair,
Commissioners, let’s see on Chapter 5, Subdivisions, 5.11.2 is vacation approved plat and it
states that any final plat filed in the office of the County Clerk may be vacated or a portion of
the final plat may be vacated if the owners of the land propose to be vacated signed and
acknowledged statement declaring a final plat or a portion of the final plat to be vacated and
the statement is approved by the Board.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you and I’'m going to go off topic a little bit but
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just a general question for me. So under our new County code because I'm just looking at the
watcr supply, community water, liquid waste, community sewer under the new code though
we would allow density of three parcels per acres; would this be applicable to this?

MS. ELLIS-GREEN: Mr. Chair, this is in the Community College District so
in the village areas it has lot size of at least three units per acre.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: That new provision in the code will not be applicable?

MS. ELLIS-GREEN: That will not change under the new code.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Thank you so much. Commissioners, seeing no other
questions do we have a motion?

COMMISSIONER STEFANICS: Mr. Chair, I will move for approval with
the volunlary condition that was added and agreed upon that no open space would be
diminished in the future.

COMMISSIONER ANAYA: Second.

CHAIR MAYFIELD: Motion and a second,

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

Vi. B 3. CDRC CASF. # V/FDP 14-5090 Stanley Cyclane Center. Santa Fe.
County - TABLED

VIl. B. 4, = i

Lloyd and Magdalena Vigil, Applicants, Requests a Variance of
Article III, Scction 10 (Lot Size Requirements) of the Land
Development Code to Allow a 1.25 Acre Parcel to Be Divided Into
two (2) Lots; One Lot Consisting of 0.614 Acres and One Lot
Consisting of 0.637 Acres. This Request Also Includes a Variance
of Article V, Scction 8.1.3 (Legal Access) and Article 8.2.1c (Local
Roads) of the Land Development Code. The Road That Services
the Property (Calle Rio Chiguito) Does Not Meet the
Specifications of Local Lane, Place Or Cul-de-Sac Roads and Does
Not Have Adequate Drainage Contro) Necessary to Insure
Adequate Access for Emergency Vehicles, The Property is Located
at #15 and #16 Calle Rio Chiquito, within Section §, Township 20
North, Range 10 East, Commission District 1, Miguel “Mike”
Romero, Case Manager

MR. ROMERO: Commissioners, the subject lot was created through a Smal}
Holding Claim on Navember 28, 1925, and is recognized as a legal lot of record consisting of
1.25 acres, which is identified as 5030 Tract 3 Ysidoro Trujillo. The property is currently
vacant, -

The Applicants request a variance of Article ITl, Section 10 of the Land Development
Code to allow a 1.25 acre parcel to be divided into two lots; one lot consisting of 0.614 acres
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