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August 24, 2015 for the September 3, 2015 Meeting

Planning Commission -
Lisa Martinez, Director, Land Use Department
Greg Smith, AICP, Director, Current Planning Divisi

Zach Thomas, Senior Planner, Current Planning Division 77 f

Case #2015-73. San Isidro Apartments Development Plan Time Extension. Report of
the Land Use Director’s approval of a one-year administrative time extension for Phase II
B (up to 126 units) of the San Isidro Apartments Development Plan located 4501 San
Ignacio Road. The August 17, 2015 expiration would be extended to August 17, 2016.
Sommer Karnes & Associates LLP, agents for BRT Realty Operating Partnership. (Zach
Thomas, Case Manager)

L. RECOMMENDATION

The Land Use Director has APPROVED the applicant’s request for a one-year time
extension. This approval is being reported to the Planning Commission in accordance with
SFCC Section 14-3.19(C).

II. APPLICATION OVERVIEW

The San Isidro Apartments development approval consists of 429 dwelling units constructed
within two phases. The extension request applies to 126 units in the project’s final phase. The
agent for the owner of the property is requesting a one-year time extension to allow time for
the new owners of the property to initiate development of the final phase of the development
(See Exhibit C). This constitutes the first of two time extension requests permitted under
SFCC Section 14-3.19(C).

The following provides a time line of the history of the San Isidro Apartment Project
development approvals:

e 2006 — The Annexation, Rezoning and Development Plan were approved for the
Project (429 dwelling units in two phases).
e August 17, 2012 — Per administrative approval, Phase II was further divided into
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Phase IIA (176 units) and Phase IIB (up to 126 units). Expiration would be effective
August 17, 2015 if the time extension were not granted.

Phases I and ITIA have been developed and are occupied, leaving only Phase IIB to be
developed.

April, 2015 — BRT Realty Operating Partnership purchased the Project from Rufina &
South Meadows, LLC and C&Z, LLC companies.

As stated in the approval criteria, the administrative extension may not approve revisions to
the development or amendments to the conditions of approval. If any amendment, or change
to the conditions of approval were requested, those requests would need to be considered by
the Planning Commission through the full public hearing process, including the requirement
of an Early Neighborhood Notification (ENN) meeting.

III.

APPROVAL CRITERIA

Section 14-3.19(C) SFCC 1987 Time Extensions

2)

IV.

Administrative Extensions

(a)

(b)

The land use director may approve two consecutive extensions to the time
limits for an approved development, each not to exceed one year. Approval
shall be based on review of the findings and conditions of approval of the
original final action and a finding by the land use director that no substantive
changes have occurred to the regulations or policies that apply to the
development or to the circumstances affecting the site and its vicinity. The
administrative extension shall not approve revisions to the development or
amendments to the conditions of approval, and no early neighborhood
notification is required.

Administration time extensions approved by the land use director, pursuant to
this Subsection 14-3.19(C)(2), for development approvals that were granted by
the planning commission or the governing body, are subject to review by the
planning commission. The land use director shall identify the action taken and
place it on a consent agenda for the planning commission. The land use
director shall provide the planning commission with the applicant’s written
application and the land use director’s written proposal. The planning
commission may accept, reject or modify the proposal.

ATTACHMENTS:

EXHIBIT A: Land Use Director Letter of Approval of One Year Time Extension

EXHIBIT B: Letter of Application

EXHIBIT C: Development Plan Staff Report
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e, New Mexico
200 Llncoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Ea, N.M. 87504-0909
www.santafenm.gov

Councilors:

Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pre Tem, Dist.
Patti ]. Bushee, Dist.
August 24, 2015 Signe 1. Lindell, Dist.
Joseph M. Maestas, Dist.
Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist.

Joseph Karnes Christopher M. Rivera, Dist.
Somer Karnes & Associates LIP Renald §. ']:ml;l o, Dist. 4

AN D DD N = e D

200 West Marcy Street Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

Santa Fe, NM 87501

RE: Request for Time Extension
San Isidro Apartments Development Plan

Dear Mr. Karnes,

I have reviewed the request you submitted on July 14, 2015 for a time extension of the development approvals that
were granted for the San Isidro Apartments Development Plan. I have determined that no substantive changes
have occurred to the regulations or policies that apply to the previous approvals, to the proposed development, or
to the circumstances that apply to the site and vicinity, that would affect the validity of those approvals. Therefore,
in accordance with SFCC 1987 Section 14-3.19, a one-year time extension is approved for the San Isidro
Apartments Development Plan, subject to the original conditions of approval as approved by the City of Santa Fe
Planning Commission per their approval on November 2, 2006.

The time extension will allow development activities to commence prior to the extended deadline, as provided in
SFCC Section 14-3.19. The Development Plan will expire if you do not proceed with development or request
another time extension prior to August 17, 2016.

Specifically, the time extension is approved for the following previous development approval:

e Case #M 2006-40. San Isidro Apartments Development Plan. Agent for C&Z LLC requests
development plan approval for 429 apartment units on 16.65+/- acres. The property is located on
the east side of Zafarano north of Cerrillos Road and is zoned RM-2 (Multi-Family Residential, 29
units per acre).

SFCC Section 14-3.19 requires that the grant of this time extension be reported to the Planning Commmission by
placement on the Commission’s consent Agenda. The Planning Commission may reverse this approval.

Feel free to contact me at 505-995-6617 if you have questions regarding this matter.
Sincerely,

e

Lisa Martinez
Land Use Department Director

Cc: Project File
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SOMMER KARNES & ASSOCIATES LLP

Mailing Address Karl H. Sommer, Attorney at Law
Post Office Box 2476 ) khs @sommer-assoc.com
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-2476 Joseph M. Karnes, Attorney at Law

jmk @sommer-assec.com
Street Address
200 West Marcy Street, Suite 133

Mychal L. ado, Certified P: '
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 yehal L. Delgado, Certified Paralegal

June 30’ 2015 mld @ sommer-assoc.com

Telephone: (505) 989.3800

Facsimile: (505) 982.1745 James R. Hawley, Attorney at Law

Of Counsel
Greg Smith, Division Director, Land Use Department Licensed in New Mexico and California
200 Lincoln Ave jrh@sommer-assoc.com
>
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re:  San Isidro Apartment Project — M 2006-40, Phase 11-B (the “Project”)
Request for Extension of Development Plan Approval

Dear Greg,

On behalf of BCT Limited Partnership (BCT), this letter requests extension of the
Development Plan for Phase IIB of the Project pursuant to City Code section 14-3.19.C.

BCT recently purchased the Project from Rufina & South Meadows, LLC and C&Z, LLC
companies, which developed Phases I and IIA pursuant to the City Council’s approval of
Annexation, Rezoning and a Development Plan in 2006 (Case #M 2006-40).

In her letter dated February 20, 2015, Land Use Director Lisa Martinez confirmed the
approvals of the Development Plan for Phase 11B will expire August 17, 2015. (See
attached letter, Item 12)

The reason for this request is that BCT took ownership in about April of this year and is
planning to develop the Project. BCT looks forward to submitting an application for
development of the Project in the near future and to completing the Project within the
next one to two years.

Development of the Project will provide much needed apartment units for residents of
the City and we look forward to working with you on the application. Please provide
written confirmation of your receipt of this request, let me know any questions, and
advise when you anticipate the request will be acted upon.

J éph Karnes

Cc:  BCT Limited Partnership
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City of Santa Fe, New Mexico
200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909

' www.santafenn.gov

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor Councilors:
Peter N, Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist. 2

Patti]. Bushee, Dist. 1

Signe 1. Lindell, Dist, 1

Joseph M. Maestas, Dist. 2
3
3

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist,
Christopher M. Rivera, Dist.
Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4
Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

February 20, 2015

Karl Sommer, Esq.

Sommer Karnes & Associates LLP
200 W. Marcy Street, Suite 133
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re: Letter of February 20, 2015--San Isidro Apartments
Dear Mr. Sommer:
I have received the letter you have sent to me requesting confirmation of certain matters,

a copy which is attached hereto. The numbered points in your letter are accurate recitations
of the status of the entitlements and the applicable requirements for the project.

Sincerely,
e
7
Id

Lisa Martinez
Land Use Department



SOMMER KARNES & ASSOCIATES LLP

Mailing Address
Post Office Box 2476
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87304-2476

Street Address
200 West Marcy Street, Suite 133
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

Telephone: (505) 989.38G0
Facsitnile: (505) 982.1745

Lisa Martinez
Director

Land Use Departmert
City of Santa Fe

200 Lincolnd Ave
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Dear Ms. Martinez;

Kail H. Sommer, Attorney at Law
khs @sommer-assoc.com

Joseph M. Karnes, Attorney at Law
jmk @sommer-agsoc.com

Mychal L. Delgado, Certified Paralegal
mid @ sommer-assoc.com

James R. Hawley, Attorney at Law

February 20, 2015 Of Counsel

Licensed in New Mexico and California
jrh@sommer-assoc.com

This firm is assisting a “due diligence” review of the status of land use entitlements of the
San Isidro Apartments (the “Project”) from the City of Santa Fe for the developed and
undeveloped portions of the Project, with exception of the affordable housing
requirements for the Project. We have addressed as separate letter to Ms. Alexandra
Ladd regarding compliance with the City’s affordable housing ordinance.

We would appreciate your confirming by return letter the following:

1. The city of Santa Fe approved Annexation, Rezoning and a Development
Plan were for the Project and surrounding areas in 2006 (Case # M 2006-
40, Development Plan recorded as Instrument # 1539518).

2. The approved Project consists of 429 dwelling units in two Phases. In
2012, per an administrative approval issued by this Department, Phase 2
was further divided into Phase 1A (176 units) and Phase IIB (up to 126

units).

3. The amended Development Plan was recorded as Instrument # 1678603,
Phases I and IIA have been developed at their permitted unit counts and
are now occupied. Phase 1IB is currently vacant remains to be developed

(the “Remainder”).

4, In the separate decisions approving the Annexation, Rezoning and
Development Plan, the City adopted conditions on each approval. These

Tao D AT

conditions are accu
Development of the Remainder will be required to comply with applicable

n

rately recited on Exhibit A to thig letter.

conditions shown on Exhibit A and all building permit requirements of the
Santa Fe City Code (1987).

6. If no changes are made to the approved, recorded Development Plan, no
additional hearings or approvals are required from either the Planning
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Commission or the City Council to proceed with an application for a

building permit.

The land use director may approve minor quantitative and qualitative

modifications on an approved development plan, subject to:

a. written request by the applicant explaining the need for the
modification;

b. written finding by the land use director that the modifications do not
substantially change the function or appearance of the development,
and will not result in any negative health or safety impacts on the
community or negatively impact a neighboring property;

¢. the minor modification may not allow increased density or allow uses
not otherwise shown on the approved plan or plat; and

d. the minor modification complies with all standards and requirements
of Chapter 14, except as otherwise allowed by this section. (§14-
2.11.0)

e. Applications for substantive amendments or revisions to the
Development Plan are subject to the same provisions as apply to a new
application for the type of approval proposed for amendment, unless a
specific alternative procedure is provided in this section or elsewhere
in Chapter 14. (§14-3.19.C) Action by the planning commission to
approve a Development Plan amendment must be taken at a public
hearing with notice.

To the extent that an application may be made to construct units within

Tract “Y™ in the northeast portion of Phase IIB, an application for a

substantive Development Plan amendment would be required since this

tract was not designated to accommodate units. Such an application would
be subject to the review and approval of the Planning Commission.

Particular attention will be paid to stormwater infrastructure and parking

requirements.

The City of Santa Fe has issued issuance of occupancy permits for the

units in Phase [ and Phase IIA and the the conditions of approval

applicable to these Phases have been satisfied. The Department is not
aware of any alleged or known non-compliance with respect to these

Phases.

The City recently accepted the parkland dedication, which satisfies the

parkland dedication requirements for the entire Project.

The Development Plan for Phase IIB (the “Development Plan™) was

approved administratively by the Department on August 17, 2012,

The earliest date that approval of the Development Plan will is August 17,

2015, unless “substantive development progress™ occurs in Phase 1IB

before that time. “Substantive development progress” means actual

development of the site or related off-site infrastructure, filing for record
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17.

of a development plan or subdivision plat for a phase of the approved
development, or obtaining subsequent development approvals from a land
use board, such as a final development plan approval subsequent to a
preliminary development plan approval, as provided in Subsection 14-
3.19(B)(6). (City Code §14-3.19.B.4)

The property owner may apply for up to two consecutive extensions to the
Development Plan, each not to exceed one year, subject to the discretion
of the Planning Commission. (§14-3.19.C3

The Water Budget Adminisirative Office (WBAD) of the Technical
Review Division of the Land Use Department reviews development
applications to ensure that new City water system demand is offset. The
water demand associated with development of the Remainder has not been
secured. As a result, development of the Remainder will be required to
offset its water demand via the water rights transfer program. It is
possible that water rights can be purchased from the private parties who
have “banked” water rights with the City of Santa Fe Water Bank.

The procedure to develop Phase 1B that comply with the approved
Development Plan approval does not involve further discretionary
approvals. Applications for building permits must follow the procedures
set forth in the City Code.

Phase 1T of the Project currently has a financial guaranty in the form of'a
Letter of Credit with the City of Santa Fe in the amount of $114,587.16 for
infrastructure improvements for Phase IIA. That Letter of Credit is
attached as Exhibit B. The letter attached hereto as Exhibit C addressed to
the current owner confirms the completion of the required infrastructure.
Phase I1B will be subject to the City of Santa Fe Impact Fee Ordinance
(SFCC 1987 14-8.14) at the time permitting.

Your confirmation would be most appreciated.

Sincerely,

oo T T

Karl H. Somuner
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DATE: October 23 for November 2, 2006 Planning Commission Meeting
TO: Planning Commis_sion |
VIA: Diane T. Quarles, Direetor'of P'Ianning'and Land U_se%

FROM: = Greg Smith, Current Planning Division Dire_cto%

DEVELOPMENT PLAN # M-2006-4O
SAN ISIDRO APARTMENTS

REQUEST: .

Greg Gonzales, agent for C & ZLL C, requests development plan approval for 429
apartment units on 16.65 +/- acres. The property is located on the east side of
Zafarano, north of Cerrillos Road and is zoned RM-2 (Multiple Family Residential, 29
units per acre).

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends this application be postponed in order to allow the applicant time to
address the following conditions that have not been satisfied as of the date of this staff
report. The Planning Commission may, as an alternate, approve this application subject
to the-applicant meeting the followmg conditions pnor to plan recordatlon

DEVELOPMENT PLAN CONDITIONS'

1. . Comply with staff redllnes ' :

2. Exterior elevations, exterior building features, site and landscaplng plans shall
comply with the Archxtectural Design Review standards 14-8.7

3. - Provide detail of typical parking space subject to 14-8.6 (B) '

4, Development plan drawing does not accurately reflect the requested number of
dwelling units or parking spaces. Make corrections to the plan. '

. 5.-  Increase the size of the sidewalk along Zafarano Drive to 6 feet subject to 14-9. 2-
1.

6. The Santa Fe Homes Program (SF HP) Agreement in accordance with the
attached Santa Fe Homes Program Proposal (Exhibit M), shall be recorded with
the development plan.

7. A lot consolidation shall be recorded with the development plan. ~

8. Lot consolidation shall not result i in building setback encroachments or on-site

parking deficiencies.

- 88001.PMS . 705
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- 9. Provide a secondary west roadway connectron (stub-out) lf is to occuron the
: adjacent R-6 PUD residential development, the developer shall work with the -

developer of that project to provide that secondary future connection.

10.. Comply with comments from the City Traffic Engineer. (Exhibit L) -

11.  Right of Way shall be dedicated for the eastern extensron of San lgnaC|o at the
time of plan recordation. :

12.  Label the land on the north side of park as “future park land.”

13.  Parking is deficient. Either reduce the number of units or increase the number of

: on-site parking spaces. Off-site parking spaces shall not be used for meeting

the parking requirements.

14.  If the relocation of the sewer easement requires significant changes to the _
development plan layout as submitted, the applicant shall re-submit the plan to
the Planning Commission for amendment approval. .

15.  Identify square footage of the clubhouse. : ‘

- 16.  Comply with comments from Landscape Review. (Exhlblt H)

17.  Comply with comments from Wastewater Division. (Exhibit G)

18. Comply with comments from Fire Department. (Exhibit 1)

19. Comply with comments from Subdivision Engineer. (Exhibit J) , '

20. Comply with comments from Parks and Open Space Coordlnator (Exhlblt F)

21. Comply with comments from the Water Ultility Englneer (Exhibit K)

ANALYSIS:

L SUMMARY

The applicant is requesting development plan approval for 429 residential apartment units
and clubhouse within an area of 16.6 acres of land. The land was annexed and zoned
with the adjoining land to the north and south, as a part of the San Isidro-development.
Although Planned Unit Development “PUD" zoning was applied to areas north and south,
the proposed apartment housing was left out of the PUD zoning. Because the project’
includes new construction in excess of 10,000 square feet in the RM-2 District, it is
‘subject to the “early neighborhood notification” requirements and -development plan
approval by the Planning. Commussron . )

A lot consolidation plat will be recorded at the trme of development plan recordation to

eliminate tract boundaries that would otherwise extend across buildings and parking

spaces. The developer has indicated that a portion of the land:(Tract O) will be leased to

~ the developer. Each lot must independently meet all requirements including parking,
setbacks, etc... Shared parking is not permitted within a residential district.

I COMMUNITY|MPACT‘EVALUAT|ON
~A.  Physical Impact - o .
. Land affected by this development is already graded for future development, and street

improvements started as a part of the San Isidro shopping center development. - Future
parking areas are generally located internal to the site with buildings and landscaped
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parkways along the street edges. A park is proposed along the north edge of the
- apartments and will tie to additional park land that will occur with the future residential
construction to the north. A recreation “club house” is identified central to-the apartment
uses. : ' '

New construction will rise to three stories, although most of the units are limited to two
stories. The buildings reflect some Northern New Mexico territorial features with stucco
exteriors, flat roofs, and territorial style copings. The tallest elevations of the buildings
include metal pitched roofs.

~B. - Economic Impact

No economic Impact study has been submitted. The Prdposed development is not .
anticipated to create a significant impact to the city’s revenues or expenditures.

. C.  Social Impact

No significant social impact is anticipated with this request. The Santa Fe Public Schools
were notified of the application. The school district indicated by letter (Exhibit C) that no
significant impact is expected to result from this proposal.

A Santa Fe Homes Proposal (Exhibit M) has been received by this office for a total of 65
-units spread throughout the development.

D.  Neighborhood Impact

"An Early Neighborhood Meeting was held on May 2, 2006 at the Genoveva Chavez
Center. A summary of that meeting is included in this staff report as Exhibit E. Staff has
recéived no correspondence from the neighborhood at the time of this report deadline.

.  SITE PLANNING AND SITE DEVELOPMENT EVALUATION
A. Lot Coverage, Setbacks, and Building Height

The proposed development complies with the RM-2 Districts standards and no
variances are requested. The development plan identifies a building lot coverage of
approximately 22 percent and common open space in excess of the minimum required
(250 square feet per unit). Two and three story structures will be constructed. Some
.changes will be required to eliminate parking deficiencies.

B. = Traffic and Parking - -

Most of the parking is located internal to the development and screened from the
streets by proposed buildings. Some changes will be required to the drawing to
increase the parking spaces and avoid any deficiencies. Although off-site parking
spaces are proposed, they can not be counted towards the required on-site parking.
No variances were requested to the parking standards. "
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A traffic impact analysis was submitted in 2005. The excerpt from the multifamily
residential traffic analysis is included (Exhibit L). In addition, the Planning Commission
previously (R-6 PUD) required as a condition of approval a second future road stub out
to provided within the residential portion of the San Ysidro development. The developer
has not included that secondary access in the development plan, however, it may be

" provided on the R-6 PUD development. Staff suggests at a minimum, the developer be
required to work with the developer of the adjacent R-6 PUD residential project to
provide that required. secondary access. The City Traffic Engineer comments are
provided in Exhibit L.

C. Grading and Drainage

Grading for future development has already occurred. The site generally drains from
north to south and from east to west. The City Engineer comments and conditions of
approval are provided in Exhibit J.

D. Landscaping / Open Space

Common open space standards are met by more than 175,000 square feet of area.
Landscaped areas and trees are shown in -parking islands and along the street
~ frontages.

- E. Infrastructure and Uﬁliﬁes

Water and sewer service will be extended from existing lines located in San Ignacio
Road and Todos Santos Street. An existing 15’ interceptor line extends across the
southern portion of the tract. The line must be relocated in order to avoid encroachment
of buildings and parking areas. The applicant proposes to relocate the line to the
Rights of Way of Todos Santos Street and San Ignacio Road. The site water budget
.~ was determined at the time of annexation and would be subject to the provisions of the

. Annexation Agreement (Exhibit K).

Attachments:

*Exhibit A Development Plan with attachments

Exhibit B - Letter of Application (with staff notations)

Exhibit C Letter from Santa Fe Public Schools

Exhibit D  -Memo from Greg Gonzales to Ellery Biathrow — effluent easement
A relocation.

Exhibit E Early Neighborhood Notification Memo

Exhibit F Memo from Open Space Coordinator

Exhibit G Memo from Wastewater Division

Exhibit H Memo from Landscape Review

Exhibit | Memo from Fire Department

Exhibit J Memo from Subdivision Engineer

Exhibit K Memo from Sangre de Cristo Water Utility Engineer

Exhibit L Memo from City Traffic Engineer

Exhibit M Santa Fe Homes Program Affordable Housing Proposal
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* Distributed in Commission packets onty! Available for review at Permit & Development Review.
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SANTA FE HOMES PROGRAM

RENTAL SCHEDULE

Effective August 25, 2005*

| EXHIBIT 2 1

Refer to Section 26-1.24 (B) and the SFHP Administrative Procédures
For specific requirements contact The Office of Affordable Housing

Income Range Affordable Gross | Affordable Gross | Affordable Gross { Affordable Gross
Rent Rent Rent Rent
Efficiency/Studio | 2 Bedrooms 3 Bedrooms 4 Bedrooms
: or 1 Bedroom
Income Range 1 | $346 $396 $445 $495
Income Range 2 | $577 $660 $742 $825
1 Income Range 3 | $750 $858 $965 $1,073

*Lease rates are revised according to the most recent area median income published by HUD.
Household income based upon HUD area median incomes as of 2/24/2005.

1 Bedrooms, 1 Bath
1-2 person household

2 Bedrooms, 1 Baths

3 person household (850

3 Bedroom, 2 Bath
4person household

(650 sq ft minimum) sq ft minimum) (1160 sq ft minimum)
~ Income Rangel
. $346 $396 $445
Maximum Rent 7 wnits 13 Units 2 units
Required No. of Units
Income Range 2
. $577 $660 "$742
Maximum Rent 6 units 14 Units 2 Units
Required No. of Units
" Income Range 3
. $750 $858 $965
Maximum Rent 7 Units 13 Units ‘l Units

Required No. of Units

Prices reflect 2/24/2005 median incomes.

39



Santa Fe Homes Program
Program Requirement Worksheet
September 2005

| EXHIBIT 3

Determining Required Number of SFHP Units and Required Fractional Fee

Rental Developments

1. Total number of all units to be built in development 429
2. Multiply number from line 1 by 15% 64.4
3. Enter whole number result of line 2 calculation. This is the total | 65
number of SFHP units that must be provided in the
development
4. Determine how many units are required in each applicable
Income Range. Divide number from line 3 by 3. Enter the whole
number result in each of the following Income Ranges:
. 4a. Income Range 1: | 21.66
4b. Income Range 2: | 21.66
4c. Income Range 3: | 21.66
5. If the total of lines 4a, 4b and 4c does not cqual the total required
from line 3, add one unit to the requirement for Income Range 2
(ine 4b). If the new total still does not equal the total requited from
line 3, add one unit to the requitement for Income Range 1 (line 4a).
The total of lines 5a, 5b, and 5¢ must equal this total from line 3.
This is the total number of SFHP units that must be provided
in each Income Range.
“ 5a. Income Range 1: | 22
5b. Income Rangc‘Z: 22
5c: Income Range 3: | 21
6. Determine fractional fee. Enter the remaining fraction resulting | 0
from the calculation in line 2: _
7. Multiply the fraction from line 6 by $54,500*. This is the total 0

fractional fee that is owed:

*The base fractional fee 1s updated when the AMI is updated and is cqual to one-half the price ofal

bedroom home for Income Range 2.
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TO: City of Santa Fe Planning Commission

FR: Leah Lopez, Sylvia Duran Nickerson, Al Duran, Sandra Mares-residents on Camino
Polvoso '

RE: Case #M 2006-40/Jeff Branch’s Apartment Development Plan
Date: November 2, 2006

We respectfully request to provide our written and verbal input at the 11/2/2006 hearing
since Jeff Branch has indicated to us that the City of Santa Fe has never shared our
written concerns or questions regarding how the San Isidro Development would affect us
with him. We are a family of four small landowners left behind by Jeff Branch and
Centex Homes in the San Isidro Development with authority of public officials. If this
high density apartment village is approved, and we have no reason to believe that the City
won’t give the developer his way, we will be completely surrounded on three sides by
hazardous construction and obscenely crowded conditions. The development plans
attached with the notice of this meeting are difficult to follow by the average layman. We
can only assume that the streets were not labeled on the site plan map because both Jeff
and the City know that people can’t complain about what they don’t fully understand.

What is clear is that the developer, whoever that may be, has been granted authorization
to develop 29 housing units per acre in our immediate living area. Those of us left in the
contentious “donut hole zone” on Camino Polvoso, are highly restricted to water usage
that we worry about how many times we are allowed to flush the toilet to keep within
tight water restrictions. How one goes from how we have been restricted to water and use
of our land, to authorization for building 29 apartments per acre is beyond us.

For more than a year, we have been adversely affected by the hazardous construction
underway by Centex homes immediately behind our homes. We are also impacted by the
construction, noise and massive amounts of blowing dirt by Jeff’s industrial construction
and will now be completely surrounded by construction and development on three sides
of what used to be a quiet residential area. Families left behind by the City and
developers have literally been left in the dust with no viable options.

We have several questibns for the City of Santa Fe that we are submitting in writing and
would appreciate a written response in the same.

1. Why has the City allowed the developer to move forward with such a poorly thought
out development plan? Despite our continued efforts to bring attention to concerns of
area residents, developers move forward with support from the City.

2. Will the apartment neighborhood consist of public housing?

3. Will the structures be more than one story? '

4. How long with this apartment village take to complete?

5. What assurances do we have that the developer will do a better job of controlling their
noise and blowing dirt, better than Jeff Branch and Centex have done thus far?



6. Where is the water for this high density community coming from? And why are we

under such tight restrictions?

7. Who is the developer?

8. Why are we receiving the City’s notice of hearings from Jeff Branch’s office? Is there
a conflict of interest?

9. With the high number of apartment units planned, what will be done to manage and
control the added impact of the construction, increased traffic & congestion, noise,
parking, and prevent bottle necked traffic during peak times of the day?

10. Who will benefit from this high density development in an already overly congested
city? It is conservatively estimated that each of the 429 apartment units will hold at least
two people and two cars. The math is simple.

11. Can you provide those of us present with a development site plan with street names
so that we know where our land is in reference to this massive apartment village?

For more than a year, we have been adversely impacted by the San Ysidro development
project. Our concerns have been neglected. The construction has interfered with our
personal health and well being. Centex’s housing development immediately south of our
land on Camino Polvoso is not planned to be completed for another three years, if that.
This added development only adds insult to injury.

Once built, it is conservatively estimated that the developer will earn $279,000 per year
off of each acre. Calculating that by the total number of units planned, that is annual
earnings of $4,118,400. That is a gross injustice against the small landowners such as
ourselves who were left behind. Jeff Branch and Centex homes united and recently
offered those of us left on Camino Polvoso a meager $199,000 per acre of land on
Camino Polvoso knowing precisely much they have already profited and will continue to
profit off the original landowners. This is robbery and no one is looking out for the
remaining residents!

We are interested in knowing what the City of Santa Fe and the Regional Planning
Authority have in mind to protect the interests of the small landowners left behind to
struggle with the conditions created for us by Jeff Branch, and Centex Homes with the
authority of the City and ETZ. It is an injustice to favor the interests of the developers
and to step all over the local taxpaying citizenry. Together, the City and County must
develop a plan to correct this injustice against the small landowner before anymore of this
move forward.

In closing we are adamantly opposed to this high density apartment village and would
appreciate receiving information about the process we need to follow to petition against
this high density apartment village. '

CC/ Regional Planning Authority
Diane Quarles
New Mexican
Santa Fe Reporter



Contact Information

Property Owner of 2212 Camino Polvoso

Sandra Mares

2054 Camino Lado
Santa Fe, N.M. 87505
505-412-0599

Property Owner of 2216 Camino Polvoso

Leah Lopez

P.O. Box 24038

Santa Fe, N. M. 87502
505-470-4475

Property Owner of 2220 Camino Polvoso

Sylvia Duran Nickerson

3003 Bowman

Las Cruces, New Mexico 88005
Phone 505-526-7362

Property Owner of 2224 Camino Polvoso

Alfonso Duran Jr.
934 Alto St.

Santa Fe, N.M. 87501
505-204-2974
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CENTEX HOMES NECEJVE
October 27, 2006 . NOV - T 208 ]
Planning Commission ' -
City of Santa Fe : ' PERM:?TE(}!’ESV%R/ EL'?JZMENT
PO Box 909, 200 Lincoln Avenue’ HAND DELIVERED '
Santa Fe, NM 87504 :

Re: Case # M 2006-40 — San Isidro Apartments Development Plan
Dear CommiAssion Members,

We purchased and are developing the R-6 residential portion of San Isidro Village. At

-final execution of the Plat for our portion of the development an issue arose regarding
additional access from San Isidro Village to property to the west. Our plat has a road, San
Angelo, which conriects the property to the west. We join C&Z LLC in the position that
additional access is unwise, unwarranted, and is not called for by any public
transportation plan. We respectfully request that the Commission clarify its intent
regarding roads from San Isidro Village to properties west of the development. In the
event the Comumission determines that an additional road is required, our position is that
the San Isidro Apartments Development Plan you are considering must provide for it.

Thank you for you’r consideration.

Robert C. Prewitt
Vice President

Co:  Jeff Branch, C&Z L.L.C.

Livable from day one.
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® SCALE: 1" =6
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PROJECT SIGN
SCREENED REFUSE
PROJECT DATA: ENCLOSURE
Location: Santa Fe, New Mexico PROPERTY LINE
Existing Zoning: RM-2
Site Area: 16.6 Acres (723,096 SF) General Notes: . o
A, Properly development is stibject to the pravisions of Section 14-8.4(F) {5), Plant STORMWATER AGREEMENT: Pioperty Owner(s) hereby agree that all stormwater easements and any other Record Drawing Certification:
Maximum Lot Coverage Table 14-7.1-1 Material Standards. drainage improvements on private properly will be maintained and kept fully funciionat as originally designed Stormwater Management System Cerlification
Building area on ground leve! = 107,843 SF B.  Metes and bounds descriptions of lots, roadways, drainage, utility, and access and constructed wilhin private property boundaries by the property owner and subsequent heirs, assigns, and The undersigned New Mexico Professional Engineer hereby certifies that these Record Drawings refiect
right-of-ways and/or easements are described on the subdivision plal as are ol future owners, The City is hereby granted the following: (1} access for inspection of sald imprcvements; (2) in the construcled details of the herein designed slormwater management system and complies with said
107843 _ areas, all as included herein. the event of drainage improvement maintenance deficiency and after {en (10} days written notice fo the plans, including authorized change orders.
723006 14% actual lot coverage C. Permanent lraffic control devices shal} be installed per approved plan by lhe respecive properly owner, to enter and restore full functional capacity of the drainage improvements: and (3) to
Allowable: 40% developer. lien the properly for bolh diract and indirect cosls associated with such work, By signature affixed 1o this
D. Al buitding units shall conform to the intent of the Development Plan with actual instrument, the properly owner(s} approve and agree that this AGREEMENT is binding perpetJally, running with Signature NM PE No. Date
Maximum Gross Densily Table 14-7.1-1 size and shape of each structure contained within the herein defined bullding the land, on present and future awners, heirs, and assigns.
429 unils on site envelopes, induding walls and fences, subject fo applicable building permit
Allowable gross densily - 29 unitsfacre requirements. - .
29DUAX 186 Acres = 481 unils aliowable E.  Building selbacks shafl apply to all permanent struclures, induding accessory Owner's Printed Name Ovwner's Signature / Date
slructures.
429 unils - 95 8 BUs per acre F.  All proposed changes lo the approved improvement plans shall receive prior The foregaing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of
16.6 acres approval by the Cily of Santa Fe's Planning and Land Use Depariment before . 200_____. {or equal)
construction.
Parking Calculations, Table 14-86-1 G.  This developmentlies pulside of the Historic Distiict. — .
Unit size H.  This development lies oulside of the Archaeological Review District. Notary Public My Commission Expires
1BRUnls = 650 SF 1. Properly development is required to comply with applicable provisions of
2BRUnils = B850 SF Chapler 14, Land Development Gede, SFCC 1987 and subsequent
3BRUnits =  1160SF amendments. Approval:
) J. Property development is required {o comply with provisions of each applicable Approved by the Santa Fe Planning Commission at their meeting of ,20_atasP& NMPE Seal CITY REVIEW
‘Spaces Required Cily of Santa Fe Ordinance adopled prior to final Plat andfor Development Plan DRCaseMo.__ . o
171 -1BRunits @ 1.25 = 214 spaces recording with the County Clerk or submiltat with a Bilding Permit Application Franchise Utility Approval: DEPARTMENT SIGN-OFF DATE
236 - 2BRunits @ 1. 354 spaces that madifies any provision of requirements called for in Chapler 14, Land . — - WASTEWATER
22 - 3BRunits@1.5 = 33spaces Development Code, SFCC 1967 and subsequent amendments. Planning Commission Chairperson Date — MANAGEMENT DIV,
601 spaces required K. Buildable areas for plalted parcels vl be determined al the time building pesmit PNM Elecliic Services Date WATER SERVICES
) N application as detailed in the Land Development Code. Any buildable areas - o TREETS OIV.
z?:k"‘ P‘mvlded shown hereon are subject to relocation per code requiremenls. Planning Commission Secretary Date N G S 5 ?.ch :I‘V
onsite " " L b P, o ; .
L. Utlily expansion charges shall be paid al time of building permit application for as Services Ble
includes 94 covered spaces & 20 accessible eaclhy[ul P 9 P 9P e FIRE
M.  Fire Depariment Access shall be maintained throughout aft development P & DR Review: — LANDSCAPE
construction phases as per IFC 1410.1. Reviewed by the Santa Fe Permit and Development Depariment Qwest Communications, Inc. Date SUBDIVISION [ ]
N.  Anapproved water supply for fire protection, either temporary or permanent, . ENGINEER
shall be made available as soon as combustible material arives on the site as
QE'EEA.CL 5 per [FC 1412.1. City Planner Date Comcast Cable Date Cl I | USE ON LY
E?:xg:g_' 429 Units x 250 :_ ;%g‘?g 2’:, 0. Neighborhood Park and Regional and Community Park Impact Fees will be .
Surplus: = 109,066 SF paid at the time of applicalion for grading parmit.

Permit and Development Review Dale

Dekker/Perich/Sabatini

SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN orchileclure = inlem.)rs « londscape = plonning = engineering
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 7601 Jefferson NE, igg‘(e 100 505 761-9700

Albuguerque, N4 87 fox 761-4222
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PROJECT DATA:

Locgtion: Santa Fe, New Mexico
gt ing: RM-2
Site Areq: 16.6 Acres {723,096 SF)

Maximum Lot Coverage gble 14-7.1-~1
Building area on ground level = 157,409 SF

157,409 = 22% octual lot coveroge
723,096
Allowable = 40%

Moximum_Gross Density Yoble 14-7.1-1
429 units on site
Allowable gross density — 29 units/acre
29x16.6 = 481 units cliowsble

429 = 25.8 DU's/acre

16.6
Rorking C i Toble 14-8,6-1
nit_sj;
1 BR Units = 650 SF
2 BR Unit: 850 SF
3 BR Units = 1,160 SF
Spaces Required
135 - 1 BR units © 1.25 = 169 spoces
264 ~ 2 BR units @ 1.5 = 396 spaces
30 ~ 3 BR units © 1.5 45 spaces

610 spaces required

Parking Provided
602 onsite
3

43_ off site
645  total
includes 32 accessible

SPACE:

Requited: 429 Units x 250 = 107,250 SF
Provided: = 175,090 SF
Surplus: = 67,840 SF

SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

Generaf Notes:
A

Property development s subject to the provislons of Seclion 14-8.4(F) {5), Plant
Materldl Standards.

Metes and bounds desctiptions of lots, roadways, dralnage, utfilty, and access
Aght-of-ways andior are described on e platas are lot
areqs, afl as Included herein.

Permanent traffic control devices shall be Installed per approved plan by the

developer.

Al buliding tinfts shail conform Lo the Tndent of the Development Plan wilh aciual

size and shape of sach structure contained within the hereln defined bullding

envelopes, Indudng walls end fences, subjecd te applicable buflding pemit
ulrements.

reqy .
Buiding sethacks shall apply to all permanent structures, Induding accessory
struchues.

Al proposed changes to the approved Improvement plans shall recelve prior
approval by the Chy of Senta Fe's Planning and Land Use Department before
construcion.

This development fies outside of the Historlc DistricL

This development fles outside of the Archacologlcal Review Distict
Property development Is required to comply with applicable provisions of
Chapter 14, Land Development Code, SFCG 1987 and subsequent
amendments.

development Is required to comply with provislons of each applicable
Chty of Sania Fe Ordinance adopted prio to finaj Plat andfor Development Plan
recording with the County Clerk ar submital with 2 Buliding Permit Application
that modifies any provislon of requirements calied for In Chapler 14, Land
Development Code, SFCC 1887 and subsequent amendments.
Bulidable areas for platted parcels wil be detormined at the fime buflding permit
application as detalled In the Land Development Code. Any bulldable areas
shown hereon are subject to relocalion per code requirements.
Uity expanslon charges shall be pald at time of buliding permil application for
each lol.

Flre Deparimen! Access shall be malntalned throughout all development
construclion phases as per IFG 1410.1.
An approved water supply for fire protection, efther temporery or penmanent,
shall be mads avallsble 8s soon as combustible material anives on the shte as
perIFC $412.1.

Park and Regional and Community Park Impact Faes will be
pald 2t the fime of application for grading permlL

SST\'L:?HD

STORMWATER AGREEMENT: Property Owner(s) hereby agree that ak stormwater easements and any other
drainage Improvemments ob pilvate propeity wili be malntained and kept fully functional as originafly designed
and conslruclad within private propeity boundarles by the propesty owner and subsequent heirs, assigns, and
future owners. The Cly is hereby granted the following: {1) access for Tnspection of sald Improvements; {2)In
the event of dralnage Improvement malnienance deficlency and afler ten (10) days waitlen nofice to the
respeciive property owner, to enter and restore full functiona) capacity of the dralnage Improvements; and {3) to
Fen the property for both direct and Indirect costs assoclated with such work. By signature affixed fo this
Instrument, the properly owner(s) approve and agrea that this AGREEMENT ks binding perpetuafly, nmning with
the land, on present and future owners, helrs, and assigns.

Owner's Printed Name Owner's Signature / Date

The foregoing Instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
200 {or equal)

Notary Public My Commission Explres

Approvel:

Approved by the Santa Fe Planning Commisslon at thelr meeting of ,20__atesP&
DRCaseNo._____.

Planning Commission Chalrperson Date

Planning Commisslon Secretary Date

P & DR Review:

Reviewed by the Santa Fe Permit and Development Department

Chty Planner Date

Permilt and Development Review Data

INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT PLANS,

IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN ZAFARANO
DRIVE, SAN IGNACIO AND TODOS SANTOS ROAD ROW ARE
NOT PART OF THIS SUBMITTAL SEE SAN ISIDRO VILLAGE
CASE KO: M05~13 AND BUILDING PERMIT NO: 05-2753(G) and

Record Drawing Certlfication:
Stormwater Management System Cerfificaion

The undersigned New Mexico Professional Enginesr hereby certfles that these Record Drawings reflect
the constructed detalls of the herein designed stonmmwater managemert system and complies with sald

plans, Including authorized change orders.

Signature NMPENo.______ Dale
NMPE Seal
Franchise Utillty Approval:
PNM Electric Services. Date
PNM Gas Serces Date
Qwest Communications, fnc. Dale
Comcast Cable Dale

Dekker/Perich/Sabatini

architecture = interiors = planning = engineering

7601 Jefferson HE, Suite 100 503 761-9700
Albuguerque, KN 87108 fax 761+-4222
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NewMexico

| DEVELOPMENT REVIEW APPLJ
Project Name <%

Project Location

Uniform Parcel Code No

Plat No.

ENN/Related Case No.

Subdivision Name___ <SAH 1D ED

Lot_. Block __Acreage-
Owner(s)Name < 2 1l

Owner(s) Address__ P. o> . Box 2278 = s Tt
Phone No. A41-2355 Cell No.

Fax No. IR - oz E-mail Address

Agent(s)Name __ ... GrEG G.dzales

Agept(s) Address___Poy. Raox  23IR %N‘Pj & M g,
Phone Number Cell Number

Fax No. E-mail Address

Committee Submittal Date Proposed Meeting Date

] Early Neighborhood Notification
[ 1 Board of Adjustment

[ ] City Council

[ ] Historic Design Review Board :

D Planning Commission g-id-o, L e O,
D Summary Committee

Type of Submittal
D Amended Development Plan D Final Subdivision D Prel
No.ofLots .
D Appeal D General Plan Amendment D Pre
' ' City of Santa Fe
e
D Annexation D Lot Consolidation Adjustment D Re: (5%‘5)95%.43%3 °
ioati : H - 08/14/2006 9:58+24-AM
D Dedication Plat [:l Lot Line Adjustment D Rez g%%%ﬁqigggg % 5ﬁs
%cvelopment Plan [] Mobile Home [] spe
. ) Dgz\lﬁlopment Review
. : - c&zlic
D Family Transfer D Pl?t Amendment (Admm.). D Tum: 11001431475 $20.00.
& We\{opm&m@ [ ] Plat Amendment (PC) [var tota $206.
- | [Jwa Check  EXHIBIT B so0

4540



Development Review Application - 20f2

New Construction: _ S _
Single-Family Residence D Comm_ercié] [:l Multi-Family Residence @

¢ .aer Construction: . : . o
Demohtlon[:l RemodelD Addmon[:l Resndentlall:] SignsD Wall/Fg:r)ceD Ant‘enna[l

Pre-application Meeting: Date: Case Planner:
Preliminal‘Y Zoning Review: Date: Planner:
Height Calculation

Does the project include multi-story new construction, & building addmon, and/or aWall or fence which wrll increase tlx
height?
vEs 4] No[ ]

If yes, please provide a written request for an updated maximum allowable height calculation.

What is the proposed height of your project?

Construction C{st $

| "”m'f ’WOT Fﬁ( i.‘
I L Izereby certify that the documents  submitted for  review  consideration y

LAMMHJG. C’,)\qmpsﬂu\l, meeting of Qo¥oﬁ,r‘(’i 5 , 200 (o have been prepared in
accordance with the checklist and meet the minimum standards outlined in Chapter 14 SFCC 1987.

Failure to meet these standards may result in rejection of my application. I also certyfv that I have met with

a representative of the city’s Zoning staff and verified the attached proposal is in compliance with the city’s

zoning requirements.
Signature of Owner /Date - Sigl{ature o Agenfl ate

Revised 10/10/03
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- =={srrsE=== SANTA FE PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Gloria O. Rendén, Ed.D. o g Bill Belzner

SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS ' DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT
. Educational Servics Center
610 Ala Vis
Santa Fe, NM 87505
Teiephone {505) 467-202)
Facsimile (305) 672072 -

" "October 5, 2004
Richard Gorman
P.O. Box 8841
Santa Fe NM 87504-8841
FAX: 505-988-2366

- Re:  Proposed San Ysidro Village project .

Dear Mr, Gorman.

Thank you for retuming the completed Santa Fe Public Schools Resudennal Development
impact Information Form.

In reviewing the infomiation._ we have determined that the proposed San Ysidro Village -
" Project does not pose a significant impact to schools zoned for this area.

We appreciale your observance of County Ordmanée 1995-2 and for responding to Santa-
Fe Public Schools' request for addmanal mformahon so that we can accuralely assess
- development impact. : .

Sincerely,

it B e

8ill Belzner
Deputy Superintendent

pxammrr (L



Page 1 of 1

ren Gonzales

rom: - Greg Gonzales [g.‘gonzales@branehdev.com]
ent:  Thursday, October 12, 2006 10:22 AM
o: Ellery Biathrow (eabiathrow@ci.santa-fe.nm.us)

c: MCLAUGHLIN, ANNE M.; Jeff Branch (zoned@lx netcom.com); Karl H Sommer (khs@sommer-assoc com); Whitey,
Jennifer L.; ROMERO, BRYAN J.; Mark Ruhlman (m.ruhiman@branchdev. com)

ubject: FW: Easement Relocation For San sidro .

:ry.

iched is a copy of our proposed amendment to the San Isidro butk plat which relocates the effluent easement. There are a few
2rissues that | would like to add to this amendment:

We have to dedicate approximately 1.2 acres out of Tract “D” to the ¢ity for a park. This was not done on the original bulk plat

so | would like to add this to this amendment.
We have all the required signatures to change the street names on Zafarano and San |gnacuo I would like to address this

issue on the. amendment as well.

T
’

ase review and offer your‘comments
ink you,
ig CGnnzales

-Onyinal Message-----
'im: Hayati, Shadi [mailto:Shadi.Hayati@wilsonco.com]
1t: Monday, October 09, 2006 9:51 AM
g.gonzales@branchdev.com

Whitey, Jennifer L.
3ject: Easement Relocation For San Isidro

lo Greg,

‘e is a .pdf of the drawing. Please let me know if you wanted to make any chang'es.

inks

adi Hayati

LSON & Company -
)0 Lang Ave. NE
uquerque, NM 87109
act: (505) 348-4185 -

_EXHIBIT_D?
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.INTRODUCTION

" The San Isidro Vrllage Apartments are proposed on a 16.6561 acre tract located on
three different parcels. all located north of the new east west connector, San Ignacio
Road. See attached Vicinity Map. The Project is proposed as an apartment- project as;a

- continuation of the approved master plan for San Isidro Village. See attached Site Plan. .

The property is located within the city and is currently zoned RM-2 which allows for up
to 29 du’ s/ac There is an existing water budget on file wuth the city.

It is antrcrpated that Branch Design and Development wrll present the followrng S
development applications to the Clty of Santa Fe:

1. Final Development Plan; : ,
2. Preliminary Subdivision Plat;

3. Final Subdivision Plat;

4. Variances, if necessary.

When the annexation agreement was signed with the city there were no affordable
housing requirements spelled out in the document. It is the intent of the applicant to
provide an appropriate number of affordable rental units dunng discussions with the
city’s new affordable housing office.

1 EFFECT ON CHARACTER AND APF’EARANCE OF SURROUNDING
NEIGHBORHOOD

The applicant intends to comply with all city requirements related to architectural deslgn;
lighting, signage and landscaping. All information demonstrating compliance with
architectural design requirements will be provided as required by-city ordinances.

The proposed prolect is consistent with the character of the developrng nerghborhood ‘
as contemplated by the General Plan

The property is currently vacant. The area to the east is mostly vacant with the
exception of scattered houses, out burldmgs to the south there is the construction of the
San Isidro Village which includes the extension of Zafarano Drive, the new Lowe's
Home Improvement Center, Regal Theatres, and other smaller comimercial pads. To
the west is vacant and to north is the construction of the Centex housing development
and some scattered homes.’ o

B EXHIBIT L
' 10



2. EFFECT ON PROTECTION OF PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

A terrain management plan will be prepared as required by the applicable sections of

the Land Development Code. Any and all increases in storm water run-off wnII be '

detained as required. Measures will be introduced to control soil erosion.

The. existing vegetation consists of chamisa, rabb|t bush, native grasses and other
ground cover. All néw landscaping will comply with the requirements of the applicable
sections of the Land Development Code. -

3. IMPACTS ON ANY PREHISTORIC, HISTORIC, ARCHAEOLOGICAL OR
CULTURAL SITES OR STRUCTURES, INCLUDING ACEQUIAS

There are no structures or acequias on the site that we are aware of and the property is: -

not in the Historic District. An archaeological survey has been conducted as requnred
and no known issues are present. -

The applicant is going to preserve the existing Casa Romero as part of this project.
This double walled adobe home was built by Hazel and Ramon Romero and will be
" converted into a community building for the residents. :

- 4, RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING DENSITY AND LAND USE WITHIN THE
SURROUNDING AREA AND WITH THE LAND USES AND DENSITIES PROPOSED
'BY THE CITY GENERAL PLAN

The density of the proposed apartment complex conforms to the existing General Plan,.
land uses, and densities of the surrounding area. The project is consistent with the

General Plan for the area and has RM-2 zoning.

5. EFFECTS UPON PARKING, TRAFFIC PATTERNS, CONGESTION,
PEDESTRIAN SAFETY, IMPACTS ON PEDESTRIAN FLOW, VEHICULAR TRAFFIC &
ACCESS FOR THE DISABLED, CHILDREN, LOW-INCOME AND ELDERLY"

As currently planned, the project will have direct access to San Ignacio Road and Todas

Santos Street and will have access to Cerrillos Road-and Rufina Street via Zafarano -

Drive. A detailed traffic impact study has been prepared and was presented to the City
of Santa Fe with the development applications for San Isidro Village. The traffic. study
identifies existing levels of service on the affected road network and the impacts that will
result from the project. Where necessary, mitigation measures were proposed to offset
adverse impacts.- : .

11



It is anticipated that the project will comply with the parking' requirements as set forth in

the Land Development Code. When applicable, all streets and pedestrian paths will be

designed to comply with the standards of the American Disability Act.

6.

IMPACT UPON THE ECONOMIC BASE OF SANTA FE

Itis anticipated that the project will impact the Santa Fe economic base as foiiow3'

1. Create new jobs and increase employment opportunities for the exrstlng work .

force, and;

2. Generate new gross receipt tax revenues dunng the construction phases of the -

project.

7

EFFECT UPON AVAILABILITY OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND

AVAILABILITY OF HOUSING CHOICES FOR ALL SANTA FE RESIDENTS

As previously discussed in this report, it is the intent of the applicant to provide an
appropriate number of affordable rental units during drscussrons with the city’s new
affordable housing offi ice.

8.

EFFECT UPON PUBLIC SERVICES SUCH AS FIRE, POLICE PROTECTION, ‘

SCHOOL SERVICES AND OTHER PUBLIC SERVICES OR INFRASTRUCTURE
ELEMENTS

A.

Fire: A new fire station is currently being constructed within Tierra Contenta

community at the corner of Jaguar and Pueblo del Sol. The proximity of the project

to an existing fire station will minimize emergency response time and travel distance.
The site will be designed with adequate fire lanes and access ways to properly- serve

emergency response equipment. Fire hydrants and water lines will be installed as

~ required by the fire department-to respond to structure fires.

Police Protection: The main city police station is located in the Valdez Industrial
Park. The project adjoins a major arterial roadway within the primary street network.

- As such, the project is located within well established police patrol routes.

-Schooi Services: The pro;ect is within the Santa Fe Public School district The
“Santa Fe Public Schools will be contacted and informed of the proiect to assist in

- future planning and districting.

Infrastructure The project will connect to crty water and sewer systems. The project
will also be served by public power, natural gas and telephone systems. The

12



development wrll pay for the extension of all pertinent utility services and will
_contnbute impact fees toward off-srte impacts as requrred by city ordinance.

E. Parks: The pro;ect will contribute approximately 1.5 acres to be,combmed with -

the area contributed by Centex homes to create a neighborhood park for the

residents of San Isidro Village. Trails and srdewalks wrll hnk the park with the rest of =

the neighborhood.

9. . IMPACT UPON WATER SUPPLY AVAILABILITY AND CONSERVATION
METHODS .

A request has been made for municipal water service for the_'project based on a specific

" water budget. This request was made and approved as part of the review and

approvals for San Isidro Village. Water conserving plumbing fixtures will be used
throughout the project. Landscaping for the project will consist of low and moderate
water consuming vegetation.

10. EFFECT ON OPPORTUNITIES FOR COMMUNITY INTEGRATION AND
SOCIAL BALANCE 3}

‘The introduction of rental residential in the area will increase the drversny of housmg
opportunities and contnbute to the social balance i in the area.

. 71, __EFFECT UPON SANTA FE'S URBAN FORM

The project is within the Central Neighborhood Plan Area of the Southwest Santa Fe
Community Area Master Plan which “generally respects the existing land.uses”, and
“integrates the neighborhood pattern models” and “the area offers consuderable
" potential for creating new neighborhood unit development”. The proxnmrty of the project

to schools, medical services, and other residential neighborhoods minimizes the need

for vehlcular transportation.

13



" For Staff: _
‘ENN200__ -
Poster completed
Mailing log verified .

REQUEST FOR STAFF ATTENDANCE AT ENN MEETING

New Mexico

IEETING MUST BE COORDINATED WITH THE CITY TO ASSURE STAFF ATTENDENCE. SUBMITTALS OUTLINED

\GE 5 MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION BEFORE THE CITY WILL SCHEDULE STAFF FOR ENN MEETINGS

e G Men G e T ma M g Mmm ewm Baw e Tmm Ame G Gmn e s e e See Bme e Saa Gmm M e G e e e ot e e tmm tm pen e e e e G e S

ELOPMENT/PROJECT NAME: %ﬂn ISidro V lllaae

JECT LOCATION/ADDRESS: _ SFE Guipl L ines E \(l(‘)h gy FY'D,O
tach vicinity map and site plan)

LICATION TYPE:

ieral Plan Amendment From - To O Annexation: -

oning: From To S - DOPreliminary Subdivision: Number of lots
iminary Development Plan : DIFinal Subdivision: Number of lots

J Development Plan ) : O Variance

elopment Plan : O3 Special Exception

:nded Development Plan O Other

> -3ject description 365 Guirn LINES

ELOPMENT/PROJECT INFORMATION:

)orhodd Association/s w/in 200’ of project (exclude R-O-W) __ N LA '

e iAo T Zone District: RMZ
Pre-apphcatxon meeting with the Development Review Team, DRT 5' ) IOLD

\TT/OWNER INFORMATION: : L I '
T%wgn_mp‘mmff dress: O Box 2328 _ ‘ pHONE:OQZ—Z“}OB
hnta ¥ : State: N Zip Code: 51504 "

i e, Nm %1%04

l_?___\ b Address O on 232‘?)
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‘Branch Design and Development, Inc.
PO Box 2328
Santa Fe, NM 87504
505-992-3555

April 24, 2006

Willian/ Sue Sauter

PO Box 501

Santa Fe, NM 87504
'RE: EARLY NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIF@

Dear William/ Sue Sauter:

In accordance with the requiremggnts of the

, taFc s Early Nexghborhood _
i scheduled for May 8,.2006,

ents: Vicinity Map
Proposed Site Plan
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Branch Des1gn & Development Inc.
. POBox2328 . '
Santa Fe, NM 87504
505-992-2703
505-984-0024 (Fax)

. April 17,2006

Mt Dan Esquibel -
City of Santa Fe
Development Review
200 Lincoln Ave.
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Dear Dan,

This Ietter is in response to an Early Neighborhood Notification Meetmg bemg added on
to one that we already have scheduled with you on May 2™, 2006. Per Jeff Branch, Jim
Salazar, and your éonversation this application for San Isidro Village Multi-Family area

will be added with San Isidro Village Phase 1I Early Neighborhood Notification Meeting

on May 2™, 2006 at 5 30 pm at the Genoveva Chavez Center.

If you havc any questlons, please feel free to contact me. . Iwill be mailing out notices
tomorrow.

Kind Regards,

~19



CERTIFICATE OF ENN NOTICE
MAILING, E-MAILING AND POSTING AFFIDAVIT

_Project Name: _San Isiolro V111492 Apartmants

I hereby certify that the attached notlce of Early Neighborhood Nouﬁcatlon meetmg was malled
to property owners, tenants and registered neighborhood associations within 200 feet of the
proposed project site. Notices were mailed on o9 ,200(p.

" Ihereby certify that the attached notice of Early Neighborhood Notification meeting was sext via
é-mail to registered neighborhood associations within 200 feet excluding R-O-W of the proposed

project site. Notices were e-mailed on _-. o ,200 .
Fiohe on ‘

I hereby certify that the subject property was posted with a sign provided by the Cit); on

- 19 ,200(p . The sign was placed in a prominent position in public
view. : -
Brontin Tesyn + Developrerx mQ
Applicant Name Printed
%YMWL A W
}u)phcant Signature
. STATE OF NEW MEXICO)

. }-
'COUNTY OF SANTAFE )

The foregoin mstmment w acknowledged before me this Z"é day of ( ;d . é ,
200( p , by Ig,,m_ o a)ﬁcmiﬁi .

ELY S *. '
N TR ‘ g !
R R R A MPU% -
i:\"::f. ‘:’P i -f’r'?'u; T
L My--_Gcmrmmon Expires:
W EE et
2 (2 06 :
‘ Page 13



Page lof'l |,

GURULE, GERALDINE A.

From: MCLAUGHLIN, ANNE M.

Sent:  Tuesday, August 22, 2006 8:33 AM

To: GURULE, GERALDINE A.

Cc: g.gonzales@branchdev.com; MCLAUGHLIN.' ANNE M.
Subject: Case M 2006-40 San Isidro Apartments

Trails & Open Space Comments:

Include in Project Data required neighborhood park and regional & community park dedication requirements per
" 14-8.15@(3)(a&b) and demonstrate that these requirements are met.

Anne McLaughlin
955-2103

EH{IBITL
- 21
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MEMO
Wastewater Management Division
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMENTS

E-MAIL
Date: October 12, 2006

To:  Greg Smith, Senior Planner
Planning and Land Use

From: Stan Holland, PE
Wastewater Management Division

Subject: DRT#2 Request for Submittals Case #M-2006-40 San Isidro Apartments Deve'lo»pmentv
Plan for November 2, 2006 Planning Commission Meeting

The following information is required in order to continue the review process.

1. There is an existing sewer effluent line easement that runs through this development. The
relocation of this easement within the development has not been completed to date. The
relocation of this sewer easement may require changes to the development plan layout as
submitted. The location of the sewer easement should be established before final
development plan approval. _

2. Place the following notes on the Development Plan: (1) Utility expansion charges shall be _
paid at time of building permit application for each lot.

3. Please confirm who is building the sewer lines shown as “existing” on the plans

4. Review of the final sewer design will depend on resolution of oomment 1 above

Please contact me at 955-4637 if you have any questions.

' cc: Filé

C:\Documents and Settings\rlquaﬂes\tocal Settings\Temporary lntefnet ' Y
Files\OLK2B\DRT2-NOV 2-06-M-06-40 SAN ISIDRO APARTMENTS FiNAI



Citry off Saumta 1, New Miesdico |

Application Nahe[ Address: San Isidro Apartments

Case/Permit No.: M2006-40 '

Applicant Reqqested Action: Final Development Plan

Review Date: 8/24/08 (after meeting with the applicant’s representative)

Reviewed Documents dated: (No date on plan — received 8/31/06)

Case Manager: Unassigned '

Reviewed By: Katherine Mortimer, Supervising Planner, Long Range Planning@/

LANDSCAPE REVIEW

Plant selection is fine.
Streets trees were approved as part of the larger San Isidro development plan.

Revegetation plan is fine.

The common open space requirement for a multi-family development in the RM zoning district of 250 per unit or,
for this project 107,250 sf. is provided. (No private open space is required as the project does not exceed 40%
lot coverage.)

The common open space shall be planted with one tree (2" caliper min for deciduous or 6’ tall for evergreen) and
2 shrubs (5-gallon min.) per every 500 sf and 25% of both the trees and shrubs must be evergreen. Please
indicate how these requirements are being met and which of the planting material is intended to meet these
requirements. The number of trees and shrubs is fine. The plant list includes Austrian pine but calls for 2"
caliper. That should be 6-feet. Also, please include the botanical name. Please indicate which of the shrubs is
intended to meet the requirement for 115 evergreen shrubs. (114,505 sf open space with 1 evergreen shrub per

1000 sf).
Please indicate that the three foot wall that is part of the parking lot screening is located on both sides of the

parking lot along Todos Santos Street and also exactly where the wall will go along San Ignacto Street (it needs
to occur on both s:des of both driveways where the parking lot is visible from the street.

Parking lot interior landscaping is fine.

EXHIBIT L

SS001.PMS - TS5
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@nity@ﬁ’ Samiey Fb,New Miesxico

emo

)JECETVE

DATE: August 22, 2006 ' ) AUG 25 06

TO: Greg Smith, Planner Supervisor ' ' .
j@—-‘;ﬁ’ " DEVELOPMENT REVIEW

FROM: olleter, Assistant Chief .

SUBJECT: D Case:  San Isidro Apartments
Case#  M-2006-40

I have conducted a preliminary review of the above mentioned caée(s) for compliance with the
2003 International Fire Code® (IFC). Below are the conditions which shall be addressed prior to
approval by the Planning Commission. (4ll IFC Section shown in Italics)

All'buildings shall be provided with automatic fire sprinkler systems as per IFC § 903.2.7.
Development Plans shall indicate the fire protection water mains for all buildings.

903.2.7 Group R.
An automatic sprinkler system installed in accordance with Section 903.3 shall be

provided through-out all buildings with a Group R fire area.

All Fire Department Access Roads shall be a minimum of 26 ft. in order to accommodate aerial

fire apparatus as per IFC § D105.
D105.1 Where required.
Buildings or portions of buildings or facilities exceeding 30 feet (9144 mm) in height
above the lowest level of fire department vehicle access shall be provided with approved
fire apparatus access roads capable of accommodating fire department aerial -
apparatus. Overhead utility and power lines shall not be located within the aerial fire

apparatus access roadway.

D105.2 Width. : .
Fire apparatus access roads shall have a minimum unobstructed width of 26 feet (7925

mmy) in the immediate vicinity of any building or portion of building more than 30 feet
(9144 mmy) in height.

D105.3 Proximity to butldmg
At least one of the required access routes meeting this condition shall be located within

a minimum of 15 feet (4572 mm) and a maximum of 30 feet (9144 mmy) from the
building, and shall be positioned parallel to one entire side of the building.

| EXHIBIT I
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All Fire Department Access Roads shall be marked with sighs in accordance with IFC § D103.6.

Development plans shall include a signage plan with fire access roads marked with appropriate
signs spaced not more than 40 fi. apart.

DI 03.6 Stgns

Where required by the fire code official, fire apparatus access roads shall be marked
with permanent NO PARKING—FIRE LANE signs complying with Figure D103.6.
Signs shall have a minimum dimension of 12 inches (305 mm) wide by 18 inches (457
mm) high and have red letters on a white reflective background. Signs shall be posted
on one or both sides of the fire apparatus road as required by Section D103.6.1 or
D103.6.2. .
' FIGURE D103.6
FIRE LANE SIGNS.

SIGNTYPE“A® SIGN TYPE "C” SIGN TYPE 0"

N | NO
PARKING PARKING
BARELANE]  {[FIRELANE
J‘

e e e

D103.6.1 Roads 20 to 26 feet in width. -

Fire apparatus access roads 20 to 26 feet wide (6096 to 7925 mm) shall be posted on
both sides as a fire lane.

D103.6.2 Roads more than 26 feet in width.

Fire apparatus access roads more than 26 feet wide (7925 mmy) to 32 feet wide (9754
mmy) shall be posted on one side of the road as a fire lane.

Development Plan General notes and plat shall contain the following notes:

Fire Department Access shall be maintained throughout all development construction
phases as per IFC § 1410.1.

An approved water supply for fire protection, either temporary or permanent, shall be
made available as soon as combustible material arrives on the site as per IFC § 1412.1

25



Planning and Land Use Department

REVIEW MEMORANDUM
Application Name: San Isidro Village Apartments

City of Santa Fe Permit and Development Review Division

Address: Not given

Property Legal Description: Not given

) : : " Current Zoning: __RM2-PUD_. Developed Zoning: _RM2-PUD_

Zone Alas Page No.:_L 15_
Street Atlas Page No.: _8

FIRM Panel No.: 350070 0011 B

Flood Zone: C
Case/Permlt No.: MO06-40 :
Brn cant Requested Action: Approval of Final Development Plan
ittal Date:  _Ox->0¢-xx Review Date: _10-23-06

Revuewed Documents of 10-23-06: 1. 53 sheet plat set of August, 2006, bearing Surveyor's Stamp No.
17321, dated none, and Englneer’s Stamp No. none and undated.
2. Drainage Report for San Isidro Village, August, 2004.

~ Site Review: 2006
Reviewed By: Ellery Biathrow

Recommended Action: Forward plans to the PIannmg Commission for approval subject to the following
comments.

Comments/attachments provided to:
P&DR Case Manager; Greg Smith
File No.: M06-40
File No.: S N/A

Attachment(s): None
Plan Set Sheets Reviewed Title:

General:

1.  Cover, Title Sheet 28. SDP&P,Sheet10f 2.
2.  Final Development Pian 29. SDP &P, Sheet 2 of 2.
3.  Exterior Elevations : 30. Retaining Wall Profiles, Sheet 1 of 2.
4,  Landscape Plan 31. Retaining Wall Profiles, Sheet 2 of 2.
5.  Certified Topography 32. CoSF SAS Constr. Details, Sheet 1 of 4.
6. Bulk Land Subdivision Plat 33. CoSF SAS Constr. Details, Sheet 2 of 4.
7.  Slope Analysis Map, Sheet 1 of 2. 34. CoSF SAS Constr. Details, Sheet 3 of 4.
8. Slope Analysis Map, Sheet 2 of 2. 35. CoSF SAS Constr. Details, Sheet 4 of 4.
9.  Slope Analysis Calculations, Sheet 1 of 2. 36. CoSF Drainage Details
10. Slope Analysis Calculations, Sheet 2 of 2. 37. NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 1 of 7.
11.  Typical Notes, Sections, & Details 38. NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 2 of 7.
12. Grading and Drainage, Sheet 1 of 2. 39, NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 3 of 7.
13. Grading and Drainage, Sheet 2 of 2. 40. NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 4 of 7.
14. Master Utility Plans, Sheet 1 of 2. 41, NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 5 of 7.
15. Master Utility Plans, Sheet 2 of 2. - 42. NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 6 of 7.
16. Master Sewer Plans, Sheet 1 of 2. 43. NMDOT Drainage Details, Sheet 7 of 7.
17. Master Sewer Plans, Sheet 2 of 2. 44, . NMDOT Curb Access Details, Sheet 1 of 2.
18. Roadway P & P, Sheet 1 of 5. 45. NMDOT Curb Access Details, Sheet 2 of 2.
19. Roadway P & P, Sheet 2 of 5. 46. SWPPP.
20. Roadway P & P, Sheet 3 of 5. 47. Temporary Erosion Control Plan.
21. Roadway P & P, Sheet 4 of 5. 48. Permanent Erosion Conitrol Plan.
22. Roadway P & P, Sheet 5 of 5. 49. SW Control Details, Sheet 1 of 5.
23. SASP &P, Sheet1of 5. 50. SW Control Details, Sheet 2 of 5.
24. SASP &P, Sheet 2 of 5. 51. SW Control Details, Sheet 3 of 5.
25. SAS P &P, Sheet 3 of 5. 52. SW Control Details, Sheet 4 of 5.
26. SAS P & P, Sheet 4 of 5. 53. SW Control Details, Sheet 5 of 5.
27. SASP &P, Sheet 5 of 5. :

;0-23-06 .

~ Findings: . EXHIBIT ;



City of Santa Fe Planning and Land Use Department Permit and Development Review Division

1. Property is accessed via an access easement off of Cerrillos Road.

2. There are general formatting and plan content requirements needed per Exhibit 1 [ver..07-15-
06], a copy of which is available at the COSF Permit and Development Review Division. These
requirements apply to each page. o

3. Provide the following plans / documents:

a. Le%al Lot of Record plat.
b. Public ROW improvement plans.
c. Potable / Fire Water Improvement plans.
d. Electronic file of Development Plan in “dxf” format, registered to 0, 0 NM State Plane
Coordinates, Central Zone. : '
4. Reserved. '

Drainage Report Comments: _
1. The conclusions presented on page 2 of the Drainage Report read “10 year-6 hour” when the

correct value is * 100 - 6 year” -
2. gogar_cllinate between the drainage report content and infrastructure improvement plan set
etails.

Specific Sheet Comments:
Sheet No. 13
1. Exhibit 1 issues.
2. Show a development street address of 9991 San Ignacio Rd.

Sheet No. 2:
1. Exhibit 1 issues, espedially for formatting, content, and notes to be included.

2. Provide table of street, building, and apartment addresses.

3. Show entire limits of property under consideration, typical.

4. Label street names, Building designations, curb access ramp locations, and similar detail.

5. Identify driveways as presented in plan set.

Sheet No.” 3 - 4:

1. Exhibit 1 issues.

. If the Park is not a part of the development’s improvements so state, e.g. “Not a Part”. If the
subject project reguires a park to be developed then provide complete i)lans herein.

. Roadwag and grading plans for San Ignacio Rd. are included herein so landscaping plans for
each public streetscape are to be part of this plan set. )

Sheet No.'5 - 6:
1. Exhibit 1 issues.
2. Define datum with respect to City datum.
3. Indude current legal lot of record plat in plan set, no comment on an unrecorded plat which
has no apparent use in this plan set. :

Sheet No.” 7 - 10:
1. Exhibit 1 issues.

Sheet No. 11:

1. Exhibit 1 issues, use current edition. o

2. Continue aggregate base course material beneath gutter, curb, and to a point 1 behind back
of curb for use within public ROW. ' :

3. Show 2% cross slope for each sidewalk, sloping towards roadway.

~ 4. Provide roadway structural sections that include all improvement details (utilities, wet and

dry), applicable vertical and horizontal dimensions, and both within and outside the ROW
limits (in the case of any public utility easements contiguous to any ROW). _

2
3

Sheet No.'s 12 - 13:

Exhibit 1 issues.

Provide copy of geotechnical report. .
Record drawing note shall be revised to reflect certification by executing engineer, not by info
from others. :

Show property limits in all areas.

Define all graphics and symbols.

Show details of overflow /bypass features of sub-surface water harvesting devices.

Ensure capacity of water harvesting devices are equal to that required by Drainage Report;
provide documentation to this effect. ,

Adjacent biilding finish floors vary by as much 33 feet and are inconsistent with exterior
grades; need to revise. _ 27
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City of Santa Fe - Planning and Land Use Department ~ Permit and Development Review Division

9. Provide plan or report of overall stormwater management plan showing how added
impervious surface drainage is being managed. )

10. Reference where retaining wall plan, profile, and design are to be found within the plan set.

11. Provide spedifications for all proprietary equipment being called for. _ :

12. Define all graphics. - .

13. Show drainage sub-basins within the development and relate each basin to provided
management improvements, justifying the size and location, i.e. providé calculations.

14. Identify retaining wall structure numbers.

15. Identify (dimension or equal) where stationing starts/ends.

Sheet No.'s 14 - 15:
1. Exhibit 1 issues. .
2. Indude storm drain system.

3. Identify each location where special utility line protective measures andfor minimum dlearance
distance is needed for each line type. _

Sheet No.’s 16 - 17:
1. Exhibit 1 issues. '
2. See applicable comments for Sheet No.’s 13 & 14.
3. Show service (laterals) for each structure. .
4, Define materials to be used, typical.

Sheet No.s 18 - 22:
1. Exhibit 1 issues.
2. Identify plan view with building designations or equal.

Sheet No.'s 23 - 27:
1. Exhibit 1 issues.

Sheet No.’s 28 - 29; _
1. Exhibit 1 issues. :
2. Define manhole design basis (reference where construction details may be found in plan set).

Sheet No.’s 30 - 31:
1. Exhibit 1 issues. »
2. Label top of wall and bottom of foundation elevations at each change in vertical elevation.

Sheet No.’s 32 - 43:
1.  No comment.

Sheet No.’s 44 - 45:
1. Provide legible copy

Sheet No.’s 46 — 53:
1. Bxisting Conditions Drainage Map is illegible.

2 Tae perimet)er silt fence to construction entrances for a-minimum distance of 10’ (parallel and.

_ adjacent to). : g

3. Define protection for storm runoff inlets through detail(s) and where such protection is to be -

placed on plan view. ‘ » : _
4, Any earthen dams, ridges, or similar soil disturbance shall be protected from eroding off-site

by silt fencing. '

Conclusions:

General: :

1. The presented project is considered to generally comply with the requirements of the Land
Development Code and standard construction engineering practice when comments herein are
inoog)orated into the plan set; the plan set being of sufficient completeness for approval by
the designated approving body.

Requested Action: .
' 1. Forward plans to the Planning Commission for approval subject to the following comments.

- End of Review Comments —
- End of Document -
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memao

September 1, 2006
Geraldine Gurule, Planning & Land Use
Ellery Biathrow, Planning & Land Use
Greg Smith, Planning & Land Use
Katherine Mortimer, Planning & Land Use
. Antonio Trujillo. Water Division Engineer
Brian K. Snyder, Water Division Engineer [BKS

RE: DRT Case # M 2006-40 -
San Isidro Apartments Final Development Plan

The following are the Water Division’s comments regarding DRT Case # M 2006-40 (San Isidro
Apartments Final Development Plan):

(1)  Provide Water Site Budget.
(2) Provide Master Water Plan with the following:
. SDCW title block and sign-off section.
. SCDW Construction Notes.
. Minimum scale of 1" = 40",
. Water Service Table.
. Existing Water Utilities.
Proposed water main fitting installation information.
. Typical Road Section Detail.
. Proposed Utility Easement Locations

Master Water Utility plans will be revxewed for conformance to SDCW Standards upon
submittal.




DATE: October 23, 2006

TO: Geraldine Gurule, Planning & Land Use
Ellery Biathrow, Planning & Land Use
Greg Smith, Planning & Land Use
Katherine Mortimer, Planning & Land Use

FROM: Antonio Trujilk#\(vater Division Engineer

RE: - DRT Case # M 2006-40
San Isidro Apartments Final Development Plan

The information required for this project has been submitted to the Water Division. This case
can be placed on the Planning Commission Agenda.

cc: Robert Jorgensen, Engineer Supervisor, Water Division
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‘memo

October 19, 2006
TO: Greg Smith, Planning and Land Use Department
FROM: John Rbmero, Public Works Dpt/Engineeri_ng Div/Traffic Impacts Section J(

SUBJECT: Case #M-2006-40, San Isidro Apartments Final Development Plan

'ISSUE
Request for final development plan approval for 429 apartment units on +/- 16.65 acres.
The property is located on the east side of Zafarano north of Cerrillos Road and is zoned
RM-2-PUD (Multi-Family Residential, 29 dwelling units per acre).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Review comments are based on submittals received on August 16, 2006. The comments
below should be considered as Conditions of Approval to be addressed in a satisfactory
manner prior to final signoff unless otherwise indicated.

1. The proposed development is consistent with the San Isidro Village Master Plan
and the approved Traffic Impact Analysis dated October 2005. :
2. Address the following comments as they pertain to sheet 6-1 of the plan-set.
» Call out for 6” of bedcourse beneath curb & gutter and valley gutter.
» (all out 6” of Untreated Base Course on pavement section for San Ignacio
. Road.
» (Call out Subgrade Prep on pavement section for San Ignacio Road.

. If you have any questions or need any more information, feel free to contact me at 955-
6638. Thank you. -

M:\Traﬁ'\c Impacts\01-T1As\2005\S an Isidro Village\San Isidro Viliage 10-19-06.doc

EXHIBITL_

Page 1l ot 1




Traffic Impact Analyms
San Jsidro Village _

2) LandUseB
This intermediate site is multi unit housing with apartments. The housing was

estimated using ITE LU 220 Apartments. Table 5 shows-the Land Use B

estimated trips for apartment housing,

TABLE 5 -—ESTIMATED TRIPS - LAND USEB .

WEEKDAY AMPEAK HOUR OF PM PEAK HOUR OF
DAILY ADJACENT STREET ADJACENT STREET |
LAND USE SIZE TOTAL | TOTAL | ENTER | EXIT | TOTAL | ENTER | EXIT
B — Apartments 493 ' '
(ITE 220) UNITS 3313 251 50 201 305 - 198 107
3) Land Use C

The residential housing was broken into two groups; ITE LU 210 for the single

family detached housing, and ITE LU 230, Residential Condominium/Townhouse

for all multi-family duplex and triplex housing. This is a high density housing

area and the conventional residential area single family housing data may be too

high, but was retained as a conservative estimate. Table 6 shows the Land Use C

estimated trips for residential housing.

TABLE 6 — ESTIMATED TRIPS — LAND USE C

Qctober 2005

WEEKDAY | AM PEAK HOUR OF PM PEAK HOUR OF
DAILY | ADJACENT STREET ADJACENT STREET
LANDUSE | SIZE | TOTAL |TOTAL|ENTER | EXIT |TOTAL | ENTER | EXIT
Cl- Single P —
Family Homes 574 45 1 34 60 38 22
uz10) | HOMES |
C2- Mult 23 »
Family Homes ‘HOMES | 779 58 10 48 69 46 23
LU 230)
C~Residential | 5, 1353 103 21 82 129 84 45
Total
11
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~ POBox2328
_ Santa Fe, NM 87504
505-992-3555 |
. 505-984-0024 (Fax)
Octdber 26, 2066 a
Ms. Diane Quarleé
City of Santa Fe
Development Review
200 Lincoln Ave.

Santa Fe, NM 87501
RE: San Isidro Village

Apartinent Area

Santa Fe Homes Program
Dear Diane, .
Attached is the Santa Fe Homes Program proposal for the above mentioned project. We
are in agreement with the general terms of the proposal, and will sign upon the direction
from the City of Santa Fe. ' _

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Kind Regards,

Jeffiey P. Branch
Managing Member

EXHIBIT



SANTA FE HOMES PROGRAM
PROPOSAL FOR RENTAL UNITS
“SAN ISIDRO APARTMENTS”
This Santa Ie llomces l’fogram Pr0<posal ("SFHP Proposal™) i§.|11adc this 20" day of October.
2006 by C & 7 LLC (“SFHP Developer™).
RECITALS
A. SFHP Developer i; the developer of. l"6.66 acres being situated within S"eclion‘S..
T 16N, ROSE, N.M.P.M. County of Santa Fe, New Mexico adjacent to Zafarano. Drive and San
Ignacio Road and on either side of Todos Santos Street . SFHP Developer proposes to develdp
the propeﬁy as described in the document attached h;:reto as Exhibit 1 (Prelimina;jz |
Development Plan) incorporated herein by reference. and hereinafter referred to as the
"P‘roperty".
B. éFHP Developer desires to develop the Property in accordance with the

requirements of the SFHP Ordinance and seeks from the City development incentives subject to

the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth.

C. [t is understood that all represgmations made herein are material to the City and
that the C ify will rely upon these rcprescqlations in bermitting or approving development of the
l’ropeﬁy.

PROPOSAL
SEFHP Developer proposc-s to comply with the SELHP? requircments as li()lluwsz

A l'ﬁiVliL()l’MliN'l‘ REQUIST.

I. SFHP Developer seeks approval tor Development Plan,

2. The Property is to be developed as attached Rental Housing.

- B. SEHP PLAN, SEHP Developer p‘rd;mscs (o construct a total 429 attached rental
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homes within several buildings on the site. This results in a SFHP unit requirement of 64.4 rental :

homes. SFHP Developer proposes to construct a total of 65 SFHP rental homes in lieu of a
fractional payment as indicated on the attached ISFHP Plan (Exhibit 3). Thé'”S.FHP rental homes
must be proportionately distributed throughout the project site to avoid the cdnsc;lidatiori of
SFHP rental homes in any one location. The SFHP rental homes will be delivered in proportion
to the delivery of market rate rental homés. The SFHP rental hormes shall be the same square

footage size or larger that the non-SFHP rental homes.

C. ‘SUCCESSORS IN TITLE. SFHP Developer proposes to develop the Property

consistent with this SFHP Proposal. In the event that SFHP Developer sells, assigus, leases,
conveys, mortgages, or encumbers the Propgrty to any third party, the third party shall be
required to execute a SFHP Rental Agreement consistent with this Proposal prior to obtaining:
any City approvals. SFHP Developer proposes to record applicable regulatory agreements or
" liens in the public records that wiil ensure long-term affordability of the SFHP rental homes.

D. REPORTING. SFHP Developer proposes to sign an affidavit declaring that the
lease rates do not exceed the amount specified in the SFHP Agreement.

E. MONITORING. SFHP Developer proposes to provide such information and

documentation as is set forth in Section 26-1.30 conceming certification of renters and to comply
with all monitoring requirements in order to insure that the actual leases are in compliance with

the SFHP Agreement.

F. DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES. SFHP Developer requests a reduction in the

amount of submittal fees for developrrient review applications, waivers of the building permit
fees, capital impact fees, and sewer extension fees proportional to the number of SFHP rental
homes. SFHP Developer also requests an cxe_niption from the retrofit and consumptive water

rights requirements for the SFHP rental homes.

t<
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G. REVISIONS, MODIFICATIONS AND SUPPLEMENTATION OF THIS
PROPOSAL. In fhe event that the SFHP Deve]oper or the City make materialmodiﬁcations,
including modifications to the number of rental Home_s or the area cévered by the Proposal, a
revised SFHP}Propoéal shall be promptly submitted to the Office of Affordable Housing in order
to provide a SFHP Proposal that is current and reflects the intended development. |

H. ACCESS. SFHP Developer proposes to grant access to the City or its agent to
inspect the records of SFHP Developer for the SFHP reﬁ£a1 homes in order to determine
c_ompliance with the SFHP Ordinance and the SFHP Agreement.

'IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Proposal is made the day and year ﬁrsf written above.

SFHP DEVELOPER:

/

YT el T ijJ’w__.\:)

s

STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
)ss.

COUNTY OF SANTAFE )

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me thi&ﬁ ) day of

@@M_*ﬁ@,by War i T (Luinl gy

My Commission Expires:

[ P07




REVIEWED BY:

obl, @_s;jw

OFFICE OF AFFODABLE HOUSING DATE
Attach: Exhibit 1 - Subdivision layout (proposed)

Exhibit 2 - Pricing Schedule
Exhibit 3 - SFHP calculation worksheet .
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