MINUTES OF THE
CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION
Monday, January 14, 2013

A meeting of the Charter Review Commission was called to order by the Honorable Patricio Serna,
Chair, at approximately 4:00 p.m., on January 14, 2013, in the City Council Chambers, City Hall, 200
Lincoln Avenue, Santa Fe, New Mexico.
1.

PROCEDURES
a)

ROLL CALL

Roll call indicated the presence of a quorum as follows:
MEMBERS PRESENT
The Honorable Patricio Serna, Chair
Nancy R. Long, Vice-Chair
Roman Abeyta
Steven G. Farber
Brian Patrick Gutierrez
John B. Hiatt
Houston Johansen
Carol Romero-Wirth
MEMBERS EXCUSED
Daniel Werwath
OTHERS ATTENDING
Marcos Martinez, Assistant City Attorney
Irene Romero, City Attorney’s Office
Melessia Helberg, Stenographer
b)

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Chair Serna said with regard to Item #2, the Committee will discuss each of the items, and then
open input from the public article by article, so we don’t have to wait for public comment until Item #4.
Commissioner Farber said he appreciates the Chair’s comment with regard to having public input
on the various articles. He said he has been asked to see if the Commission might consider having public
comment at the beginning as well as at the end of the meeting, because it may be that someone would like

to comment about something discussed by the Commission at the previous meeting, without having to sit
through the entire meeting to make comment. He said we could start the meeting with a more limited
public comment and then have public comment at the end of the meeting.
Commissioner Farber said he would like to amend the Agenda to have limited public comment as the first
item after approval of the December 12, 2012 minutes.
MOTION: Jack Hiatt moved, seconded by Nancy Long, to approve the agenda.
FRIENDLY AMENDMENT: Commissioner Farber would like to amend the motion to allow public comment
as the first item of business after approval of the December 12, 2012 minutes, limited to whatever the
Chair determines is a reasonable time. THE AMENDMENT WAS FRIENDLY TO THE MAKER.
CLARIFICATION BY THE SECOND BEFORE DECLARING THE AMENDMENT FRIENDLY:
Commissioner Long asked for clarification, noting the Chair said he wants to take public comment on each
of the presentation discussion items, “so are you speaking of 3 public comment opportunities – at the
beginning, on each article that we will be discussing, and at the end of the meeting.”
Commissioner Farber said, “Yes. I hadn’t known that the Chair was going to do that. We’re talking about
wanting to have as much public input as possible, and it could be that someone wants to comment about
something that’s not a part of 1, 2 or 3, but something we discussed at the last meeting, and might want to
just touch on something.”
Chair Serna said, “I think that’s reasonable and that’s certainly consistent with transparency that we’re
following here. So after approval of the minutes, we will have limited public comment. Of course, I will
have to keep it under control and limit it to some degree and I’m sure you all agree with that
reasonableness.”
THE AMENDMENT WAS FRIENDLY TO THE SECOND, AND THERE WERE NO OBJECTIONS BY THE
OTHER MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION.
VOTE: The motion, as amended, was approved unanimously on a voice vote.
*************************************************************************************************************************
Comment from the Commission
A letter dated January 13, 2013, to Justice Patricio Serna, Chair, City of Santa Fe Charter
Commission, from Daniel Werwath, Charter Commission member, is incorporated herewith to these
minutes as Exhibit “1.”
A letter dated January 13, 2013, to Daniel [Werwath], from Steven Farber, is incorporated herewith
to these minutes as Exhibit “2.”
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A copy of a Fact Sheet Large Capacity Ammunition Feeding Device Act, from the Brady Campaign
to prevent gun violence, last updated 2-10-2011, entered for the record by Steven Farber, is incorporated
herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “3.”

Commissioner Farber noted he received a letter from Daniel Werwath and asked when it would be
appropriate to receive comment from the Commission.
Chair Serna said we will do that now.
Steven Farber read the letter into the record to the Commission from Daniel Werwath. Please see
Exhibit “1" for the text of this letter.
Commissioner Farber said he did not send a copy of his letter to the other Commissioners
because the City Attorney had made a comment that the members of the Commission weren’t supposed to
communicate with one another, commenting he believes that the City Attorney is mistaken. He said
perhaps Commissioner Werwath’s letter was in violation. He said, “I think it’s a mistake in policy. I think
we should be able to communicate, not more than 4 [members] and certainly not anything in violation of
the Open Meetings Act or with any intent to violate any provisions of the Open Meetings Act.”
Steven Farber then read his letter of response to Commissioner Werwath into the record. Please
see Exhibit “2" for the text of Commissioner Farber’s letter. Commissioner Farber also entered for the
record a copy of a Fact Sheet from the Brady Campaign [Exhibit “3.”]
MOTION: John Hiatt moved, seconded by Steven Farber, to enter Daniel Werwath’s letter, Steven Farber’s
letter and the Fact Sheet from the Brady Campaign, into the record, and to postpone consideration of
these items to the next meeting when Commissioner Werwath returns.
VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote.
Chair Serna said he would like to appoint Commissioner Werwath as the chair of a subcommittee
to work on an outline of the entire Charter review process, and asked the Commission’s thoughts in this
regard.
It was the consensus among the Commission to proceed as recommended by the Chair.
Chair Serna said he will be appointing Commissioner Werwath to chair a subcommittee to develop
an outline of the Charter review process.
*************************************************************************************************************************
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c)

APPROVAL OF MINUTES – DECEMBER 17, 2012

The following corrections were made to the minutes of December 17, 2012:
Page 4, paragraph 3, line 2, correct as follows: “...served as Assistant District Attorney the Acting
District Defender...”
Page 6, paragraph 2, clarify as follows: “Chair Serna said he Mr. Johansen was appointed by
Councilor Calvert.”
Page 8, paragraph 3, line 3, correct as follows: “... on December 9 7, 2012 1997, and...”
MOTION: Stephen Farber moved, seconded by Brian Gutierrez, to approve the minutes of December 17,
2012, as amended.
VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote.
d)

PUBLIC COMMENT

A copy of Report to the Charter Commission from the League of Woman Voters Santa Fe County,
dated January 14, 2013, entered for the record by Jody Larsen, is incorporated herewith to these minutes
as Exhibit “4.”
A copy of a report Ranked Choice Voting for Santa Fe, entered for the record by John Otter, is
incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “5.”
A letter to the Home Rule Commission dated January 14, 2013, from Rebecca Frenkel, entered for
the record by Rebecca Frenkel, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “6.”
A copy of City’s Home Rule Charter Requires Broader Amendments by Joseph Maestas, entered
for the record by Joseph Maestas, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “7.”
A copy of Time to Yank Ranked-Choice Voting? By Larry N. Gerston, published Monday,
December 31, 2012, submitted for the record by Terry Reilley, a member of the public, is incorporated
herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “8.”
Jody Larsen, 107 Tierra Rica, representing the League of Women Voters of Santa Fe
County. Ms. Larson said the League appreciates the Commission’s willingness to accept public input on
the items it is considering. Ms. Larsen presented a statement for the record from the League. Please see
Exhibit “4" for the specifics of this presentation.
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Chair Serna said, “Thank you, and I assure you there will be a winnowing and a sifting of all ideas
before any action is taken.”
Karen Walker said, “Three items are all I am going to comment on. Only one is covered by your
agenda this evening, and that would come under Elections. It is my opinion that to request a Councilor to
resign his or her office if they wish to run for Mayor, disenfranchises the voting members of that District.
The person that they specifically chose over any other candidate to represent them would now be told by
our Charter that they can’t continue to represent them and I think that’s disenfranchisement of the voters.”
Ms. Walker continued, “On the subject of term limits, which will come up later, I guess. One
possibility to consider, I know there are good arguments on both sides of term limits, but one possibility
would be a 6-year term and then you would have to sit out before you could run again. And that could
apply to the Mayor and to the Councilors. The reasoning for this would be for the Governing Body for new
people in the first year, they have a learning curve, which is usually more than they anticipate. At the 4th
year, they’re madly running for office again. So at the best, there’s two years for them to accomplish
something and nothing seems to move quite that quickly here. If they had a 6-year term, they would still
have the learning curve at the beginning of the 6-year term, but the 6th year they would not be running for
office because they couldn’t, and they would have 5 full good years to really get something done for a
change. So I think that should be in the mix as one of the possibilities for our governing body.”
Ms. Walker continued, “And another thing I brought up before, but it’s not exactly... well it is in our
Charter. We have 4 Districts by law. And the only person who has to look out for the City as a whole,
because they’re elected by the City as a whole, is whomever happens to be Mayor. Now the Councilors in
the Districts, I’m sure, try to look out for the City as a whole, but there is a natural inclination for them to
give special weight to their District since those people elected them. So my recommendation, which is
used all over the country, is called partial districting. That is where we retain our Districts, and each District
has a representative solely selected by the electorate in that District. The other 4 are elected at large, so
we would have a majority of the Governing Body that is looking out for the City as a whole, instead of just
their District. Now we have 1/9th looking out for the City as a whole, and we then would have 5/9ths. I
think it would be a huge improvement, and I think there would be better cooperation and the City as a
whole would benefit.”
Ms. Walker continued, “This change would require an amendment to the State Constitution, but
we’ve done that before. And the way the State Legislature tends to deal with Santa Fe when we make
these requests, is to make it a local option, because almost nobody else would want these bizarre ideas
that we want. When we went for the runoff elections which had been forbidden by the State Legislature,
they allowed it as a local option issue. And I think we would do this here. One of the larger cities that does
it very successfully that I’m aware of is Boston.”
Ms. Walker continued, “Each District still has one person representing them, and all the rest are
elected at large. I think it’s a really good mix and I would love it if you would give it some thought.”
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Chair Serna asked Ms. Walker to submit this proposal in writing, detailing how everything would
work, commenting he is unsure he completely comprehends it at this level of detail.
Ms. Walker asked if she could obtain email addresses so they can email things to him or
communicate with him, or is that ex parte communication.
Chair Serna said he would prefer that she send it to Irene Romero so it can be shared with the
entire Commission.
Joseph Maestas, 3999-A Old Santa Fe Trail, said he has several comments for the record. He
said, “The first one relates to the whole nature of the frequency of the convening of a Charter Commission.
I think the concept is great, but perhaps the frequency should be reconsidered. The whole intent of being
a Home Rule City and having your own Charter, is to be a much more nimble government to respond to
the needs that exist out there in the community. So, what I’m requesting is that provision be changed, and
allow the Charter to be changed at any time. Obviously, I’m not advocating that it no longer be voterratified. That’s an absolute. Whether a change be brought forward by the Governing Body or by petition
from the public, the voters need to ratify this because it is very very Important to a Home Rule City for all
voters to ratify any potential amendments to the Charter. So that’s one of my requests and it truly is
consistent with being a Home Rule City.”
Mr. Maestas continued, “And the next one. You all know there is a ranked choice voting provision
and it’s dependent on having appropriate voter equipment and software, and I think that kind of connection
to other external actions, I think defeats the purpose of a Charter. I think any amendment that is ratified by
voters should go into effect immediately, and not depend on State-enabling legislation or a County Clerk
for purchasing the right voter equipment and software. So I’m recommending that the Commission maybe
consider a different run-off concept, perhaps something like a 40% runoff election system where the top
two vote getters, if they didn’t get a minimum of 40%, would be the two candidates in a special election.”
Mr. Maestas continued, “The next one is one of your specific questions I think that was included in
the Resolution that created this Commission and that’s requiring a mid-term Councilor to give up their term
if they run for Mayor. I believe that the voters of that District voted that Councilor into office and I think
they’re duly elected and they should be able to serve out their full term. The end of term Councilors, I think
we all know it’s obvious you can’t run for two offices. You can’t run for City Council and Mayor at the same
time, so my recommendations are silent on that – status quo. If you are end of term and you’re a
Councilor and you want to run for Mayor, you give up your office. You can’t serve in two offices.”
Mr. Maestas continued, “The other one is with regard to term limits. I think here is a classic case
where the City is depending on State enabling legislation to carry out a proposed amendment to the
Charter. I think if you eliminate the 10 year rule to convene a Charter Commission, and in its place put a
more liberal provision to modify the charter, then if and when the State amends the Constitution to allow for
term limits for local government officials, then the Charter can be amended to respond to the amendment
to the State Constitution. So I think that’s really the way it should work, because, again, it would be very
similar to the ranked choice voting. You have an amendment that’s stagnant, that’s not implemented
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because it is dependent on external action. So, I’m recommending you postpone amending the Charter for
term limits until the State Constitution is amended.
Mr. Maestas continued, “One of the objectives of imposing term limits is to maximize the
opportunities for other people who are qualified to run for office. I think you should look at the greater
context which has to do with salaries. I realize that the Charter pretty much allows the Governing Body to
set salaries. And I would like you to consider, in lieu of having the Governing Body set the salaries, to
have an independent citizens commission set the salaries. And to truly attract qualified folks out there, pay
the Mayor a full time salary. You could do what Albuquerque does. Its Charter forbids the Mayor from
having any public or private employment while they are Mayor, and that ensures that the Mayor is focusing
full time on the job, but getting a full time salary.”
Mr. Maestas provided a copy of his written suggestions for the record [Exhibit “7"].
Commissioner Farber asked Mr. Maestas if this is pretty much what he wrote in the New Mexican.
Mr. Maestas said yes, noting he skipped all of the background information. He said, “I do want to
reiterate that this is a great opportunity for the City to fully maximize its home rule powers and truly realize
its self-determination through this Charter, and I’m urging the Commission to consider other, broader
amendments to the Charter.”
Commissioner Farber said everyone should read Mayor Maestas’ column in The Santa Fe New
Mexican, which was a very good column. He thanked him for sharing his ideas publicly as well as today.
Signe Lindell, 147 Gonzales Road, said, “In the spirit of trying to make this brief, I only want to
address one thing today, which is the mid-term resignation of a Council member. It doesn’t seem right to
me that the political ambitions of sitting Council members should trump the vote of an entire district. It just
makes no sense to me that a Councilor should be elected and not be able to serve our their term. So, in
an effort to be brief, that’s all I have today. Thank you.”
Chair Serna commented that “brevity is the nectar of the Gods and you have done that.”
Rebecca Frenkel, 1252 Vallecita Drive. Ms. Frenkel thanked the Commission for the opportunity
to speak. She said, “I want to reiterate what has been said by the previous presenters, that I also believe
that an elected official should be allowed to complete the term of office to which elected, even when
seeking another position during that term.”
Ms. Frenkel continued, “Then I want to address ranked choice voting, Section 4.06. Ms. Walker
and I worked with then Santa Fe Representative Max Coll in the nineties for New Mexico legislation to
permit municipal run-off elections. Both House and Senate Election Committee members’ primary concern
during their hearings is if this would allow ranked choice voting which they strongly opposed. Despite how
the language may be manipulated, the Constitution and legislation permit only run-off elections. I urge this
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Commission to investigate and support changing 4.06 or another section, to allow run-off elections and
eliminate the ranked choice voting option.”
Ms. Frenkel continued, “As an active member of the League of Women Voters for the last 50
years and having been a poll worker, I have spoken to numerous voters. A frequently voiced voter
concern is how complicated voting has become. I believe ranked choice voting will discourage some
voters from participating. I also oppose the hand counting of ballots. It is expensive and has a high risk for
errors. And again, thank you.”
Ms. Frenkel entered a copy of her statement for the record [Exhibit “6"].
John Otter said, “At the last meeting the Chairman requested that I proved a background paper
with regard to the ranked choice voting and the Charter Commission. I have prepared a document, and I
don’t know if I got it adequately in time Irene, to get into your packets or not. Was that in the packets.”
Ms. Romero said it was sent out.
John Otter said, “I will be brief in summarizing that since ranked choice voting was approved by
the voters, 65%, in the Charter Amendment Election in 1997 [2008?], there has been considerable use of
ranked choice voting in other municipalities and counties in the United States. Some using equipment, but
some using the same procedure which would be available here using our existing ESS M-100 machines
for first preference tabulation and then hand counting thereafter. And that has been used successfully with
up to 70,000 vote elections in Minneapolis, Minnesota, etc. And the administrators of those election has
concluded that it’s easy to administer and that it’s quick and accurate. And, the evidence from elections
which have been going on in San Francisco for some time using RCV and in other cities, has indicated that
the number of valid ballots cast in those elections generally exceeds 99.7%. So the concern about the
ability to correct invalid ballots is not an important consideration.”
Mr. Otter continued, “So that briefly... I didn’t put a specific recommendation in this because I didn’t
think it was appropriate, but ranked choice voting can be easily implemented in Santa Fe, even without this
provision in Section 4.06 that calls for as soon thereafter as equipment and software for tabulation and
votes and the ability to correct incorrectly marked in-person ballots is available at a reasonable price. That
provision can be eliminated without causing the implementation[?] of ranked choice voting to be easy,
accurate and develop procedure. So I recommend that that provision be eliminated in a Charter
Amendment so that we can proceed with RCV which has many advantages I won’t detail now, will be
available for use in the election 2014.”
Former City Councilor Karen Heldmeyer, 325 E. Berger, said, “I was asked by staff to provide
some background information why ranked choice voting in the Charter is the way it is. And I was going to
wait until you got to Article 4, but you may not get there today. So just let me say a few words about it
now. When the ranked choice voting came before Council after the last Charter Commission, there were
two concerns. One was counting the ballots, can you do it by hand, do you need a machine. But the
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second, and more important one, was a question of whether a new way of voting would disenfranchise
people. Ranked choice voting elections have a very high rate of error where ballots are rejected. It may
not be rejected for number one. Everybody seems to figure out number one, and I think that’s where the
99.7 comes in. But when you start looking at, okay what about who do you rank number two, who do you
rank number three. Do you rank two people number two, well too bad, that part of your ballot gets
rejected. And those rejection rates have run at about, the first couple of elections, have run about 20%.”
Ms. Heldmeyer continued, “And at the time I was on Council, I was more concerned about people
being disenfranchised, rather than about whether we had this new way of essentially replacing runoffs. I
don’t care about runoffs one way or another. I don’t see where we have a huge number of people beating
down the doors to be candidates in Santa Fe, although maybe the 2014 Mayoral Election may be an
exception to that. But in general, we have to sort of beat the bushes to get candidates, it’s not that we
have too many of them.”
Ms. Heldmeyer continued, “And Councilor Ortiz and I came up with that rather convoluted wording
that’s in the Charter which is that if we are going to have ranked choice elections, then it had to be after a
point at which we had a machine that could reject a badly marked ballot, and people would have a chance
to correct them. Because we were more concerned about people not being able to vote, or not having
their voices heard, than we were about ranked choice voting per se. And this doesn’t hit people equally.
It hits minorities and the elderly at a much higher rate than voters in general. And so that’s why that
language is in there, and that’s... we felt that that was at least the least protection that could be offered the
voters if we went to ranked choice voting. Thank you.”
Jim Harrington, 1588 Cerro Gordo, said he was the Chair of the last Charter Commission, as
well as the current State Chair of Common Cause New Mexico. He said, “My comments related to
particular articles, and I had intended to wait till you get to those articles, but it occurred to me that because
of the Round House and so on, I might not be able to get here at the meeting where those are considered.
He said he would briefly talk about those.”
Mr. Harrington continued, “Wearing my common cause hat, I hope you’ll leave the public financing
article intact. The system has worked very well, and I don’t see any need for amendments to that. I’ll just
wear my hat as former Commission Chair.”
Mr. Harrington continued, “Common Cause doesn’t have a position on the merits of ranked choice
voting, but I agree that something should be done with that particular article, because of the last minute
amendment by the Council to the Commission’s recommendation. The article has turned out to mean
something very different from what the voters thought they were voting for. The requirement of equipment
available to count the votes has been interpreted by the administration, and rightly or wrongly, to mean that
it has to be able to count the votes by machine from start to finish. There is such equipment, but there is
no reasonable prospect that Santa Fe’s ever going to acquire it because of legal and practical
requirements that we use the same machines that all of the rest of the State uses, and so forth.”
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Mr. Harrington continued, “So I think, that to be honest with the voters, the Commission should
consider either deleting that language and requiring ranked choice to be conducted no matter how you
count the votes, or deleting the Ranked Choice Article.”
Mr. Harrington continued, “Mayor Maestas has come up with an interesting proposal that would go
for traditional runoffs. And the possibility of coupling that in what is presented to the voters with ranked
choice and offering the voters the choice between those methods was something we considered on the
previous Commission, and some of the Commissioners voted in favor of that. The majority voted the other
way because we thought that ranked choice was clearly superior, in terms of both cost and expedition at
finishing the election, to traditional runoffs. But that is a possibility. You could recommend a provision
going to the voters that says ‘Do you want traditional runoffs, ranked choice or neither.’ But, in its current
form, the Charter provision is something of a deceptive Article in there because it’s effectively been
nullified by the available equipment requirement. So that’s all I have.”
Chair Serna asked Mr. Harrington if Common Cause will come up with a recommendation
regarding ranked choice, because it appears that the League of Women Voters have come up in
opposition to it, since he is speaking today as an individual, and not on behalf of Common Cause.
Commissioner Harrington said, “On that article, I was just speaking as a former Commission Chair
with some background of what happened. I’ll talk with our Executive Director and see. The last I knew,
even our national didn’t have a position on that question, but I will ask again. And if I find out something I
will tell you.”
Chair Serna said, “Then at this time you have no position on it.”
Commissioner Harrington said, “Except that the current Article is unsatisfactory because it just
doesn’t mean what the voters thought they were voting for, and they should be given another chance, one
way or the other, to express what kind of voting they would like to see in Santa Fe, realizing that if you
specify a machine counting requirement for ranked choice voting, it isn’t going to happen.”
2.

PRESENTATION/DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING PROPOSED
AMENDMENTS OF THE MUNICIPAL CHARTER FOR THE CITY OF SANTA FE FOR
POSSIBLE AMENDMENTS WITH PUBLIC INPUT ON EACH ITEM (REMAINING ARTICLES
REVIEWED AT FUTURE MEETINGS):
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

ARTICLE I.
INCORPORATION AND POWERS
ARTICLE II.
POLICY STATEMENTS
ARTICLE III. CITIZEN RIGHTS
ARTICLE IV. ELECTIONS
OTHER

Commissioner Hiatt said he is trying to get his arms around all of this and it appears there are 1415 specific suggestions from the public, Commissions and Councilors. He said it would seem to him it
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would be helpful if we could review to see if we have all those suggestions, and if we’ve missed others.
And secondly, whether we could divide them into the various articles so we could see what is being
proposed under the various existing articles of the Charter. He said, thirdly, it probably lends itself to some
subcommittees, noting the Chair already appointed one.
Commissioner Hiatt said, “And I think there’s probably 3 that kind of jump out to me as being
probably could take two or three of the various 14-15 suggestions. And I wondered if I could just, before
we start individually, if I could just name the ones that I’m aware of and see if I’ve missed anything. Would
that be reasonable.”
Chair Serna said it is reasonable.
Commissioner Hiatt enumerated the following topics, which include any topics which were missed
and pointed out by the Commissioners.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

Councilor Heldmeyer’s suggestion about voting in the Fall.
Ranked choice voting – counting ballots by hand
Assault weapons and magazines
Marijuana
Establishing an Auditor/Inspector General
Districting by an independent commission
Daniel Werwath’s suggestion about technological changes
Citizen engagement
Term limits
Full time Mayor
Mayor Maestas’ recommendation for more frequent Charter Amendments
Salaries of elected officials set by an independent commission
City-wide districts or partial districting.
Retain public financing – Mr. Harrington’s suggestion to keep this as is.
Councilors resigning to run for Mayor
Broadening referendum and initiative rights of the voters.
The issue of having the City Manager hired and removed solely by the Mayor

Commissioner Hiatt asked if anybody has additional suggestions.
Commissioner Farber said if he read Commissioner Werwath’s letter correctly, he is saying what
we should do, to try and get more participation, is to think about using new technologies to somehow give
the public access to our deliberations. He said he remembers Councilor Chris Moore talking about
wireless, and he wondered what he was talking about – in the mid-nineties. He said wireless is now all
over the place. He said it might be that what Daniel is talking about that we could do, not just for this
Committee, but maybe recommend to the City for all of its committee meetings, is to have web cameras,
web streaming, so that people at home can see what is being talked about by this Commission or any City
committee that is meeting. He said it would require internet access, but there may be other ways people
go to libraries if they’re interested or can’t attend the meetings. He thinks this is the general intent.”
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Commissioner Farber said that gets into how we organize ourselves. He is unsure whether it is
productive to be going line by line, paragraph by paragraph, unless a problem has been identified to us by
somebody as something we should be dealing with. He said all of the Commissioners should read the
charter, but it seems we should focus our efforts on those areas about which we are concerned. He
doesn’t know that we have a litmus test for that. For example, 6 people are interested and that has more
value that what 20 people say in terms of what we do. He said this is part of the process of us learning
what we are doing, which he thought we would be doing, rather than going paragraph by paragraph. He
thinks the comments at the beginning of the meeting were extraordinarily helpful to help us focus and to
get a grasp on how to organize ourselves, about which Commissioner Hiatt was speaking.
Commissioner Long thanked Commissioner Hiatt for developing that list. She said she was
comparing it with some of the other comments she hears, and some of the written comments. She said
the League of Women Voters also included broadening referendum and initiative rights of the voters. And
in line with a full time Mayor with a full time salary, she would like to add the issue of having the City
Manager hired and removed solely by the Mayor as something we should consider.
Commissioner Abeyta said we need to add the issue of Councilors resigning to run for office.
Commissioner Farber said the League of Women Voters didn’t want the redistricting of Council
Districts to be done by the Council, and are suggesting it be done by an independent body.
Commissioner Long said that was included on Commissioner Hiatt’s list.
Commissioner Abeyta said he didn’t hear the issues of Councilors resigning to run for Mayor.
Commissioner Farber said he recalls that there are some legal issues with at-large elections. He
said there had been a change because of that, because there is a potential to disenfranchise minority
voters. He said he would like a short Memorandum from City Legal on that issue. He said Ms. Walker
spoke about partial Districting, with some Councilors running at large. He said that seems to be a legal
issue as well, and doesn’t know what we can and can’t do about it.
Marcos Martinez, Assistant City Attorney, said he will prepare a memo in this regard for the next
meeting.
Chair Serna said in view of the time, he doesn’t know we can discuss article by article today, and
said he would like to go to the next item on the agenda.
3.

ESTABLISH ANY NECESSARY WORKING COMMITTEES

Chair Serna said he is thinking of appointing an Agenda Committee to develop a specific agenda
for each meeting. He would like Steve Farber to Chair that subcommittee, and appointing John Hiatt and
Roman Abeyta to serve on that subcommittee as well. He asked the Commissioners their thoughts about
doing this.
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Commissioner Johansen Houston said this a great idea and it will make the process a lot easier,
commenting these are competent people who do a good job.
Chair Serna said this would allow us to get specific agendas to the public so they would know what
we will discussing, so they would have the opportunity to prepare. He believes it would make the meetings
run more smoothly and we could get a lot done. He said, therefore, he will appoint Steve Farber as Chair,
and John Hiatt and Roman Abeyta as members of the Agenda Committee.
Commissioner Long agrees this is a great idea, and will get the Commission more focused on
specific measures to be considered. She said we will need to be able to communicate with this
Commission and have the Commission to be able to communicate with one another. She would like the
Agenda Committee to consider that, and take it up with the City Attorney in terms of whether we can do
that. She believes this will be a more fruitful process if we can get ideas to and from the members in filling
out the topics identified.
Carol Romero-Wirth said she has no problem with an Agenda Committee. However, she is a little
confused in terms of process – how we will get the universe of recommendations. She asked if will just be
people who happen to attend the meetings, or are we going to call for ideas – how are we going to get the
list which Commissioner Hiatt has started to compile and know it is comprehensive.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth asked how we will get information about all of these things. Will we
have people who can come and testify of whom we can ask questions, or are we going to be given briefs –
how are we going to get the information so we can weigh the sides of the issue. What is the process we
will use in order to do this.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth said she would like to see the charters of the 11 other charter cities
in New Mexico, if that can be obtained. She thinks it would be interesting to see how other home rule cities
operate under their charters.
Commissioner Farber thanked the Commissioners for their comments. He said we are just now
starting, and part of that is figuring out how to organize ourselves, which he thought we would be doing
today, but we can do that at the next meeting. He said perhaps he, Jack and Roman can come up with
ideas of how we structure our process organizationally. He agrees with Commissioner Romero-Wirth that
we will need input from people, and need reach out to various constituencies and stakeholders,
commenting this is not meant in any way to negate the input from individuals who attend the meeting, with
regard to any issues they may have. He said we also will want a way to consider any amendments which
might come from the Governing Body. He said the members of the agenda will need to brainstorm to
develop a proposal for discussion at a meeting.
Commissioner Farber said, “I wanted to follow up on what Commissioner Long just said, which is I
was sort of surprised by the City Attorney when I just asked for copies of minutes, not to vote on anything.
And the response was, you can’t communicate with another. I don’t think that’s so. I think that we can
communicate with one another. I think that we, on our little subcommittee, would be open to people’s
ideas about how we should organize ourselves, because that’s what I would suggest should be the topic
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for our next meeting. So it’s good to have the public input, but we also then have to move forward and
know when to take in information. So, if we’re not voting on something, I guess I would want some clarity.
This is not, as Commissioner Long mentioned to me, this is not a quasi judicial body. We’re more
legislative than anything else. We’re not going to be voting on things.”
Commissioner Long said they wouldn’t be taking a final vote.
Commissioner Farber said, “We wouldn’t be voting by email or anything like that. So we need to
flesh out what we can and can’t do in a way that allows us to be able to communicate with one another and
not run afoul of the law. Because, I know, there’s another issue actually. I’ve heard criticism that the City
Attorney’s office has taken too strict a position with regard to this whole quasi judicial aspect. And as a
lawyer, I’m very sensitive to due process rights and quasi judicial proceedings. But when you have the
Chair of a Committee who can’t even explain to the Council what happened at a meeting that person
participated in it, that might be a stretch. So we might even have to put that on the list, talk about a stretch
in terms of the interpretation of what is quasi judicial, not that we want to run afoul of any Supreme Court
opinions, but we want to have open communication.”
Commissioner Farber continued, “There’s a whole lot we have to do, and we’re learning and we’re
babies at this. And we had an immersion when I was on that first Committee, and I was telling Karen
Walker it seemed like we worked for a year, but we worked for half a year and did a whole year’s worth of
work in half a year. We have the luxury of not having those kinds of statutory deadlines, but it will help us
to be organized ourselves and to know what the direction is, I mean organizational direction. Or, like, I
think there is a time, and this is going to sound like Ecclesiastes, but there’s a time for the Councilor’s
amendments, there’s a time for the Commission’s amendments, there’s a time for the public’s
amendments, to consider them and ultimately, do we vote as we go along, do we vote at the end. Those
kinds of things are the factors I would think we would want to debate ourselves, probably at the next
meeting.”
Commissioner Hiatt said he is anxious to move forward, so he would like to be more specific about
the next recommendation. He said, “As you consider forming committees, it’s pretty clear to me that at
least 6-7 of these topics fall under elections, and it seems to me that a committee on elections to consider
these would be appropriate. And then the last suggestion I would have is there seems to be several that
would fall under the category of Policy itself, whether it’s the assault weapons, or marijuana or other things.
It just seems like a general Policy Committee might be appropriate. And I would like to recommend those
to you as well. I have some recommendations on some meeting dates beyond January.
Chair Serna said we need to get the committees in place as soon as we can. He asked
Commissioner Farber if he has individuals to recommend for these committees, or should we think about it
and appoint them at the next meeting.
Commissioner Hiatt said he has nobody specific in mind. He said, “I would look cautiously around
the group and look for a volunteer, but it’s not me.”
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Commissioner Farber asked Mr. Hiatt if we could have a preliminary discussion and think through
4-5-6 potential committees, strike out 3 of them, and have that as a part of the agenda at the next meeting
– our proposals of what might be the committees. He said the Chair will appoint those Committees.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth asked Jim Harrington if the last Commission did work by committee,
and Mr. Harrington said no.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth said, “It troubles me a little bit – then you’re going to get into rules
about the 3 of you meeting in private, or are your committee meetings going to be public.
Mr. Farber asked if she is speaking of the Agenda Committee.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth said she is speaking about any of these – Policy Committee, Election
Committee, Agenda Committee.
Commissioner Farber said, “I was thinking it would just be a recommendation to the Commission, if
in fact we agree, that at the next meeting there would be recommendations that would be a part of the
agenda of having certain subcommittees to get some information like – should all of us read all of the
charters. Probably. Will all of us read all 11 charters. Maybe not.”
Commissioner Romero-Wirth asked what he sees these committees as doing. Are they going to
meet in public and take information in about each of these policies, and the time commitment of dividing all
this work, spreading it out into committees and then bringing this all back to do it again.
Mr. Farber asked if the Agenda Committee is subject to the Open Meetings Act.
Mr. Martinez said, “Not if there isn’t a quorum of the Commission. I’m not sure what Mr. Zamora
was thinking in the last meeting, but I know that the Open Meetings Act is what he was wanting the
committee to be cognizant of, and so we would want to avoid a quorum in a subcommittee.”
Mr. Hiatt said he would think no committee would have more than 3 members.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth said, “I also, I guess, maybe I don’t like this committee meeting. I
would rather we set a meeting and say we’re going to talk about the election sections of the Charter. Ya’ll
come, bring your ideas, and then maybe we take those ideas and we have some way of gathering
information where we have people come to talk to us about the pros and cons if they care about a
particular proposal with regard to elections. And then, you know, we make a decision as a group. I really
would discourage doing work by committee for this group.”
Commissioner Farber asked Commissioner Romero-Wirth if she is having second thoughts about
the Agenda Committee, and asked how she would suggest we go about doing that.
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Commissioner Romero-Wirth said, “I don’t necessarily have a problem with the Agenda Committee
if part of your task is to figure out process, but when we start getting into substantive committees, then I’m
not so sure.”
Commissioner Farber said perhaps what we should do, as part of the process, is to have a
discussion about whether there should be substantive committees at the next meeting.
Chair Serna said that is a good idea.
Commissioner Romero-Wirth asked when is the next meeting.
Commissioner Farber said it is January 29, 2013.
Commissioner Long would like the Agenda Committee to consider Commissioner Romero-Wirth’s
question about how is it that we are going to analyze these issues, who is going to be doing the briefing
and the analysis and how we are going to get input.
Commissioner Farber said, “I sent a letter early on, after I got the letter of appointment, to the City
Attorney, asking whether we would have a budget. The answer is no, at least right now. Whether we
would have staff, because with the first Charter Commission we actually hired somebody, the Institute of
Public Law, Paul Biderman. And there was a bidding process, or something like that, maybe not a bidding
process, but Paul was like our counsel. And so the Assistant City Attorney I guess, is our liaison, we don’t
want to overload them. And I guess it really depends on what the issues are, because we will need help.”
Chair Serna agreed saying, “No doubt about it.”
Commissioner Farber said part of the discussion could be about issues requiring a budget, or not.
4.

PUBLIC COMMENT (3 minutes per person)
There was no additional public comment.

5.

MEETING DATE(S), TIME(S) AND LOCATION(S).
The next meeting will be held on January 29, 2013, at 4:00 p.m., in the City Council Chambers.

6.

ADJOURNMENT

There was no further business to come before the Commission, and the meeting was adjourned at
approximately 5:30 p.m.
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The Honorable Patricio Serna, Chair

Melessia Helberg, Stenographer
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