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REGULAR MEETING OF

7A n THE GOVERNING BODY
9 — d a FEBRUARY 24, 2016
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
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AFTERNOON SESSION — 5:00 P.M.

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

1. CALL TO ORDER
DATE - 19-1ls _1mr

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE SERVEL 8

2,
3. SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG ~ RECEIVED BY %@ pY

4, INVOCATION

5. ROLL CALL

6. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

7. APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Regular City Council Meeting — February 10, 2016
9. PRESENTATIONS

10. CONSENT CALENDAR

(a) Request for Approval of Bid No. 16/23/B — LED Countdown Pedestrian
Head Installation at Various Intersections and Agreement between Owner
and Contractor; M.W.1., Inc. (Rick Devine)

(b)  Request for Approval of Budget Increase in the Amount of $242,802 from
Cash Balance; Additional Preventative Maintenance and Repair of
Residential and Commercial Collection Units for the Environmental
Services Division. (Lawrence Garcia)

{c)  Request for Approval of Professional Services Agreement — Collaborative
Arts Marketing Program for Arts Commission; Museum of New Mexico
Foundation. (Debra Garcia y Griego)

(d) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-__: (Councilor Ives and
Councilor Trujillo)
A Resolution Amending Resolution 2014-96 to Direct Staff to Coordinate
Free Transportation and Parking Options for Patients and Volunteers of
the Mission of Mercy Program Sponsored by The New Mexico Dental
Foundation. (Noel Correia, Jon Bulthuis and David Silver)
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(e) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-__ : (Mayor Gonzales
and Councilor lves)
A Resolution Directing Staff to Develop a Plan to Sponsor and
Implement a “Performance Encore” in October 2017. (Randy Randall)

f CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-___: (Councilor Maestas,
Councilor Rivera and Councilor Ives})
A Resolution Directing Staff to Use the Water Enterprise Fund to Repay in
Full the Balance of the 2006 Water Capital Qutlay Bond in the Amount of
Thirty-Three Million Six-Hundred Ninety Thousand Dollars. (Oscar
Rodriguez)

(9) Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on March 30, 2016:

(1)  Bill No. 2016-10: An Ordinance Amending Subsection 12-9-3.9 of
the Uniform Traffic Ordinance Relating to ADA Accessible Parking
Violations Requiring a Mandatory Court Appearance. (Councilor
Lindell) (Noel Correia and Sara Smith)

(2) Bill No. 2016-11: An Ordinance Amending Subsection 11-12.1
SFCC 1987 to Remove the Provision Permitting Payment to the
City in Lieu of Taxes from Enterprise Funds; and Removing the
Sunset Clause. (Councilor Dominguez) (Oscar Rodriguez)

(3) Bill No. 2018-12: An Ordinance Adopting a Municipal Hold
Harmless Gross Receipts Tax. (Councilor Dominguez) (Oscar
Rodriguez)

(4) Bill No. 2016-13: An Ordinance Adopting a Municipal Gross
Receipts Tax. (Councilor Dominguez) (Oscar Rodriguez)

(h)  Pursuant to Resolution No, 2015-63, Update on the Development of a
Long-Term Cultural Plan. (Debra Garcia y Griego) (Informational Only)

(i) Request for Approval of Professional Services Agreement — Water
Resources and Conservation Public Relations and Public Qutreach
Program (RFP #16/13/P); PK Public Relations. (Rick Carpenter)
(Postponed at January 27, 2016 Meeting of the Goveming Body)
(Withdrawn)
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A.
B.
Cc
D.
E
F
G

13.
14.

MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER
MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY

Executive Session:

In Accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act §§10-15-1(H)(7) and (8)
NMSA 1978, Discussion Regarding Threatened or Pending Litigation in Which
the City of Santa Fe is a Participant, Including, without Limitation, Pending
Matters Relating to the Market Station Condominium; and Discussion of the
Purchase, Acquisition or Disposal of Real Property or Water Rights by the City of
Santa Fe, Including the Lease of 29,490 Square Feet of Real Property Adjacent
to 786 Calle Mejia. (Marcos Martinez)

MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK
COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY

EVENING SESSION -~ 7:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG
INVOCATION

ROLL CALL

PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR

APPOINTMENTS

Bicycle and Trail Advisory Committee
Airport Advisory Board

City Business and Quality of Life Committee
North Central Regional Transit District

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-____: (Mayor Gonzales)
A Resolution Providing Public Approval of the Public Finance Authority’s
Revenue Bonds (St. John's College Project) Series 2016. (Marcos
Martinez)
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2) Case #2016-07. Appeal of the Historic Districts Review Board's Decision
on January 12, 2016, Concerning Property Located at 1244 Camino de
Cruz Blanca in the Historic Review Historic District as Case #H-15-106.
Sommer, Karnes, & Associates, Agents for Jennifer Day, Request that the
Governing Body Rescind the Denial of an Exception to Apply Green
Stucco to the Residence. (Theresa Gheen and David Rasch)

l. ADJOURN

Pursuant to the Governing Body Procedural Rules, in the event any agenda items
have not been addressed, the meeting should be reconvened at 7:00 p.m., the
following day and shall be adjourned not later than 12:00 a.m. Agenda items, not
considered prior to 11:30 p.m., shall be considered when the meeting is
reconvened or tabled for a subsequent meeting.

NOTE: New Mexico law requires the following administrative procedures be followed
when conducting “quasi-judicial” hearings. In a “quasi-judicial” hearing all withesses
must be sworn in, under oath, prior to testimony and will be subject to reasonable cross-
examination. Witnesses have the right to have an attorney present at the hearing.

Persons with disabilities in need of accommodations, contact the City Clerk’s office at
955-6521, five (5) working days prior to meeting date.
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SUMMARY INDEX
SANTA FE CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Wednesday, February 24, 2018
ITEM ACTION PAGE

AFTERNOON SESSION

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL Quorum 1
APPROVAL OF AGENDA Approved 1
APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR Approved [amended] 2
CONSENT CALENDAR LISTING 23
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: REGULAR CITY

COUNCIL MEETING - FEBRUARY 10, 2016 Approved 3
PRESENTATIONS None 3

CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION
CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-19.

-~ ARESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO USE THE

WATER ENTERPRISE FUND TO REPAY IN FULL

THE BALANCE OF THE 2006 WATER CAPITAL

OUTLAY BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF THIRTY-

THREE MILLION SIX HUNDRED NINETY

THOUSAND DOLLARS Approved 3-8

REQUEST TO PUBLISH NOTICE OF PUBLIC
EARING ON MARCH 30, 2016:

BILL NO. 2016-11: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING

SUBSECTION 11-12.1 SFCC 1987, TO REMOVE

THE PROVISION PERMITTING PAYMENT TO

THE CITY IN LIEU OF TAXES FROM ENTERPRISE

FUNDS; AND REMOVING THE SUNSET CLAUSE Approved 89

BILL NO. 2016-13: AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A
MUNICIPAL GROSS RECEIPTS TAX Approved 9

BILL NO. 2016-13: AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A
MUNICIPAL GROSS RECEIPTS TAX Approved 9-11

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION
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MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER

MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY
EXECUTIVE SESSION

MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION
MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK
COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY

EVENING SESSION

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR
APPOINTMENTS

Bicycle and Trail Advisory Committee
Airport Advisory Board

City Business & Quality of Life Committee
North Central Regional Transit District

PUBLIC HEARINGS

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-20. A
RESOLUTION PROVIDING PUBLIC APPROVAL OF

THE PUBLIC FINANCE AUTHORITY’S REVENUE BONDS

(ST. JOHN'S COLLEGE PROJECT) SERIES 2016

CASE #2016-07. APPEAL OF THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS

REVIEW BOARD’S DECISION ON JANUARY 12, 2016,

CONCERNING PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1244 CAMINO
DE CRUZ BLANCA IN THE HISTORIC REVIEW DISTRICT
AS CASE #H-15-106. SOMMER, KARNES & ASSOCIATES,

AGENTS FOR JENNIFER DAY, REQUEST THAT THE
GOVERNING BODY RESCIND THE DENIAL OF AN
EXCEPTION TO APPLY GREEN STUCCO TO THE
RESIDENTS

ADJOURN
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MINUTES OF THE
REGULAR MEETING OF THE
GOVERNING BODY
Santa Fe, New Mexico

February 24, 2016

AFTERN ESSION

A regular meeting of the Goveming Body of the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico, was called to order
by Mayor Javier M. Gonzales, on Wednesday, February 24, 2016, at approximately 5:00 p.m., in the City
Hall Council Chambers. Following the Pledge of Allegiance, Salute to the New Mexico flag, and the
Invocation, roll call indicated the presence of a quorum, as follows:

Members Present

Mayor Javier M. Gonzales

Councitor Peter N. ives, Mayor Pro-Tem

Councilor Patti J. Bushee

Councitor Bill Dimas

Councilor Carmichael A. Dominguez

Councilor Signe 1. Lindell

Councitor Joseph M. Maestas

Councilor Christopher M. Rivera

Councilor Ronald S. Trujillo

Others Attending
Brian K. Snyder, City Manager

Kelley Brennan, City Attorney
Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk
Melessia Helberg, Council Stenographer

6. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: Councilor Dominguez moved, seconded by Councilor Bushee, to approve the agenda as
presented.

VOTE: The motion was approved on a voice vote with Mayor Gonzales, and Councilors Bushee, Dimas,
Dominguez, Ives Lindell, Maestas, Rivera and Truijillo voting in favor of the motion and none against.



7. APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR

MOTION: Councilor Dominguez moved, seconded by Councilor Bushee, to approve the following Consent
Calendar, as amended.

VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives,
Councilor Lindell, Councilor Maestas, Councilor Rivera and Councilor Trujilio.

Against: None.

10.  CONSENT CALENDAR

a)

b)

d)

e)

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF BID NO. 16/23/B — LED COUNTDOWN PEDESTRIAN
HEAD INSTALLATION AT VARIOUS INTERSECTIONS AND AGREEMENT BETWEEN
OWNER AND CONTRACTOR; M.W.L, INC. (RICK DEVINE)

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF BUDGET INCREASE IN THE AMOUNT OF $242,802
FROM CASH BALANCE; ADDITIONAL PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR
OF RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL COLLECTION UNITS FOR THE
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIVISION. (LAWRENCE GARCIA)

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT -
COLLABORATIVE ARTS MARKETING PROGRAM FOR ARTS COMMISSION;
MUSEUM OF NEW MEXICO FOUNDATION. (DE3BRA GARCIA Y GRIEGO)

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-17 (COUNCILOR IVES AND
COUNCILOR TRUJILLO). A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION 2014-96 TO
DIRECT STAFF TO COORDINATE FREE TRANSPORTATION AND PARKING
OPTIONS FOR PATIENTS AND VOLUNTEERS OF THE MISSION OF MERCY
PROGRAM SPONSORED BY THE NEW MEXICO DENTAL FOUNDATION. (NOEL
CORREIA, JON BULTHUIS AND DAVID SILVER)

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-18 (MAYOR GONZALES, AND
COUNCILOR IVES AND COUNCILOR TRUJILLO). A RESOLUTION DIRECTING
STAFF TO DEVELOP A PLAN TO SPONSOR AND IMPLEMENT A “PERFORMANCE
ENCORE” IN OCTOBER 2017. (RANDY RANDALL)

[Removed for discussion by Councilor Maestas]
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g) REQUEST TO PUBLISH NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MARCH 30, 2016:

(1)  BILL NO. 2016-10: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SUBSECTION 12-9-3.9 OF
THE UNIFORM TRAFFIC ORDINANCE RELATING TO ADA ACCESSIBLE
PARKING VIOLATIONS REQUIRING A MANDATORY COURT APPEARANCE
(COUNCILOR LINDELL). (NOEL CORREIA AND SARA SMITH)

(2) [Removed for discussion by Councilor Bushee]
(3)  [Removed for discussion by Councilor Bushee]
4) [Removed for discussion by Councilor Bushee]

h)  PURSUANT TO RESOLUTION NO. 2015-63, UPDATE ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
LONG-TERM CULTURAL PLAN. (DEBRA GARCIA Y GRIEGO). (INFORMATIONAL
ONLY)

i) REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - WATER
RESOURCES AND CONSERVATION PUBLIC RELATIONS AND PUBLIC OUTREACH
PROGRAM (RFP #16/13/P); PK PUBLIC RELATIONS. (RICK CARPENTER)
{Postponed at January 27, 2016 Meeting of the Governing Body). (Withdrawn)

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING - FEBRUARY 10, 2016

MOTION: Councilor Trujilio moved, seconded by Councilor Bushee, to approve the minutes of the Regular
City Council meeting of February 10, 2016, as presented.

VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote with Mayor Gonzales and Councilors
Bushee, Dimas, Dominguez, Ives, Lindell, Maestas, Rivera and Trujillo voting in favor of the motion and
none against.

9. PRESENTATIONS

There were no presentations

CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION

10 (f) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-19 (COUNCILOR MAESTAS,
COUNCILOR RIVERA, ANB COUNCILOR IVES, COUNCILOR BUSHEE, COUNCILOR
LINDELL AND COUNCH.OR TRUJILLO). A RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO USE
THE WATER ENTERPRISE FUND TO REPAY IN FULL THE BALANCE OF THE 2006
WATER CAPITAL OUTLAY BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF THIRTY-THREE MILLION SIX
HUNDRED NINETY THOUSAND DOLLARS. (OSCAR RODRIGUEZ)
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Councilor Maestas asked Mr. Rodriguez to describe the action being taken and the benefits to the
City. Councilor Maestas read the caption of this agenda item into the record.

Mr. Rodriguez said, by taking this action, the City will save almost $8 million in interest costs over
the life of the bonds, and we won't have to pay $3.50 million next year in debt service, and those funds can
stay in the operating fund of the Water Division. He said June 1, 2018, is the first date the bonds could be
called without a penalty. The earliest the 2009 bond can be called is 2019. It will make the Water utility
self sustaining and able to pay for its operations with its water revenues.

Councilor Bushee asked if Mr. Schiavo weighed-in on this proposal and if he is in favor of this
action.

Mr. Rodriguez said Mr. Schiavo helped to write the Resolution.

Councilor Bushee wants to be sure there are no other large infrastructure needs coming down the
pike in the short term. She asked if there is a plan for the Water Division.

Mr. Rodriguez said yes, noting it was approved by the Goveming Body as part of the Capital
Improvement Plan in January.

Councilor Bushee said, “So for the record, everything is copacetic.”

Mr. Snyder said, “Nick Schiavo has worked diligently with Councilor Maestas, Oscar and myself on
this, and feels comfortable with it. As you mentioned, we have an approved Capital Improvement Plan, a
10-year plan for water and the City for all projects we foresee in the near future, which in the long term are
identified in that Plan. So from a funding standpaint everything is in order, and the payoff of this bond will
free-up approximately $3.5 million.”

Councilor Bushee asked if the $3.5 million will go to the General Fund.

Mr. Rodriguez said no, it will stay in the Water Fund.

Councilor Bushee asked if it would be free if the Councit chose to put it there.

Mr. Rodriguez said all money in any fund is free for the Council to move it as it wants to.

Councilor Maestas asked Mr. Rodriguez the current balance in the Water Fund, what it will be after
the 2008 Water Bonds are paid.

Mr. Rodriguez said, “The current balance in the Water Fund is $91 million, and according to the
information in the last Monthly Performance Report, it is projected by the end of the year the Water Utility
will have close to $95 million in cash. And so if we take the $34 million from that, it would be some $46
million, no $56 million.”
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Councilor Maestas asked the amount owed on the 2002 bonds.

Mr. Rodriguez said, “In 2019, the balance we can calt will be $56 million.”
Councilor Maestas said and that would be on June 1, 2019, and Mr. Rodriguez said yes.

Councilor Maestas said, “With the proceeds that would nomally go to pay debt service that we're
going to free-up by paying the 2006 Bonds, can we pay additional debt service payments on the 2009
Bonds." .

Mr. Rodriguez said, “Yes, but it won’t make any difference. They're all the obligations that we
have. In essence, it would just be using cash that they wouldn't be able to eam interest on.”

Councilor Maestas said, "Let's say we're willing to explore also paying the 2009 bonds. What
would be the penalties.”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “The interest. We're obligated to make those interest payments until 2019.
And so if we pay it off early, we have to pay the interest that we owe from now untii 2019.°

Councilor Maestas, “So there’s no other putative penalties on top of pay that.”
Mr. Rodriguez said, “No. We would just have whatever obligations we would have at that time.”

Councilor Maestas said, “| just wanted to make sure that the members of the public understand
that this is one bright spot in the way we're managing our Water Fund. We're bringing the balance down,
we're paying off bonds without incurring unnecessary penalties, saving the Water Fund a lot of interest,
and freeing-up $3.5 million in debt service payments that can be used for capital improvement or anything
related to the Water Fund. So | see this as a win-win all the way around.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “Just so we can talk a littie more, so the public is truly aware of the
implications of this. | agree with you, it's a good thing, anytime we can do that - bring that interest down
and pay off sooner than later, that's a good thing. But to speak to the General Fund, since that is the fund
that is in trouble, one, this money would not be available to the General Fund until when.”

Mr. Rodriguez said it would be July 1, 2016, and clarified that Councilor Dominguez is talking
about the $3.5 million.

Councilor Dominguez said, no he’s thinking of the whole entire debt, “but we can start with that
and then get to the other.”
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Mr. Rodriguez said, “Let me answer it this way, the money that we are going to save, we're not
going to have to pay in debt service for the Bond, that will be available starting July 1, so that can be
budgeted in the next fiscal year. It you're talking about the $34 million, we are right now moving around
our cash investments so the $34 million will be available within days of... we're going to execute this of
June 1, 2016.”

Councilor Dominguez asked the source of funds to pay the $34 million.

Mr. Rodriguez said, "The ending balance. The balance that is right now available in what is known
as the Water Utility Operating Fund. About $91 million right now."

Councilor Dominguez asked again, “The revenue comes from where.”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “The revenue comes from two sources. Rate revenue and gross receipts
subsidy that they receive, about $7.8 million of that.”

Councilor Dominguez said the gross receipts tax subsidy doesn’t end until when.

Mr. Rodriguez said until we pay all of the bonds. The earliest we can pay them off would be in
2018,

Councilor Dominguez said, *So 2019 is the earliest that we would have access to that money.”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “Yes sir, well with one correction and that is obviously, you are considering a
franchise fee payment-in-lieu of taxes. You can transfer money that way as well.”

Councilor Dominguez asked, “In terms of the operation of the water utility as it pertains to this, if
there were an option for us to pay this debt off tomorrow or this next fiscal year without penalties or having
to pay interest or the other details that go along with that debt, would the utility stil be able to operate.”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “Yes sir. Absolutely. And the utility would also be able to assume debt as
well. You will recall | circulated a Memo responding to Resolution the Governing Body passed, asking for
a plan to make the water utility self sustaining. | sent you a memo back in October where | was working
with the Financial Advisor 1o let you know that even without the $7.8 million subsidy, the Water Utility could
still assume a debt of up to $81 million.”

Councilor Dominguez, ‘But yet that GRT subsidy, we can’t really...”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “Not right now..”

Councilor Dominguez continued, “.... can't do anything with it until, aside from what some of us are
favoring, and some of us are not favoring.”
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Mr. Rodriguez said, “Right. Yes sir.”

Councilor Dominguez said, t think it's a good thing. We need to do it sooner, rather than later, but
sure | agree, and also foot the bill."

Councilor Maestas said, “On Councilor Dominguez's point, if we were to pay the 2009 Bonds,
there is no unnecessary penalty. We would be paying the interest, and | think we have enough to cover
that, then that would make the gross receipts tax increment whole, the 1/4% and it would be open for
rededication. But if the Municipal Infrastructure Gross Receipts Tax Increment can't go to the General
Fund, it can go to other more contemporary priorities that maybe might require it more.”

Councilor Dominguez said, "My point is exactly like yours, is that we have more options available
to us than we do right now at that time.”

Councilor Maestas said, “The thing | wanted to mention Mayor, too, is by reducing the total debt
service, it reduces the debt service coverage requirements. Could you explain very briefly what that is and
how much we're going to reduce that as well.”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “Yes sir. It's a complicated maneuver, but here it is. Whenever the City
issues bonds, we promise to cover them with cash at the beginning of the year. Not just in the amount
equal to the debt service, but a little bit more, it's called times coverage. And the minimum required is
25%, so 1-1/4 times coverage. But the City has had the policy for some time, in order to secure a good
rating, to cover it twice, so two times. By lowering the amount of debt that has to be covered, then that two
times coverage is the cash we have to place ultimately is less. That means we would not have {o keep $7
million in times coverage to cover the $3.5 million debt service a year.”

MOTION: Councilor Maestas moved, seconded by Councilor Bushee, to adopt Resolution No. 2016-19.
DISCUSSION: Councilor Bushee asked to be added as a cosponsor.

Mayor Gonzales said, “To enhance a little what Councilor Maestas was talking about, with this first
payment the amount of GRT tax that was being used to support the two times coverage, is not free to be
used, or could not be reallocated toward addressing the $15 million deficit that exists. Comect.”

Mr. Rodriguez said, “The way we would do that, the way that can be done....you can't do it directly. In
other words you can't promise that GRT somewhere else, because it's promised. But the way you do that,
is transfer in the form that you've been doing that with the franchise fee payment-in-lieu-of taxes. You can
transfer it that way. That means it resources available to the City. The Goveming Body speaks for all of
that completely.”

Mayor Gonzales, “| guess | don’t understand. But | think the point is that paying this off now, as you said
Councilor Maestas, which | think it's important that we stay in the alleys that you stated is that this was

meant, by the voters, to be an Infrastructure Gross Receipts Tax to initially support the capital projects of
our Water Company. | don't think by us paying it off it gives leeway or freedom to the Council to change

City of Santa Fe Council Meeting: February 24, 2016 Page 7



that intent. And | think we go into dangerous areas once again if we start thinking that this freed-up
capacity in revenues couid now be allocated toward other uses that fall outside of what the voters intended
which was an Infrastructure Tax to support infrastructure. If the conversation moves during the budget
cycle that allows for new debt to be issued as a result of the freed-up capacity for infrastructure, maybe
that makes sense, but | think we have to be careful about putting this in the bank through a reallocation
strategy under the guise of a Franchise Fee. | think it's the wrong intention with that tax, and that tax was
meant to support infrastructure, and it should continue to support that as we go forward. But we can have
that debate and discussion during the budget and Finance Committee meetings.”

VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For. Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Ives, Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez
Councilor Lindelt, Councilor Maestas, Councilor Rivera and Councilor Truiillo.

Against: None.
Explaining her vote: Councilor Lindell said, “Yes. And wouid you add me on as a sponsor.”
Explaining his vote: Councilor Trujillo said, “Yes. And add me on as well."

Explaining her vote: Councilor Bushee said, “Yes. And | want to thank Councilor Maestas for
dogging this since the last budget hearings. He has been talking about this, and I'm good that he
followed up with it and with staff.”

10 (g) REQUEST TO PUBLISH NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MARCH 30, 2016:

(2) BILL NO. 2016-11: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SUBSECTION 11-12.1 SFCC
1987, TO REMOVE THE PROVISION PERMITTING PAYMENT TO THE CITY IN
LIEU OF TAXES FROM ENTERPRISE FUNDS; AND REMOVING THE SUNSET
CLAUSE (COUNCILOR DOMINGUEZ). (OSCAR RODRIGUEZ)

Councilor Bushee said the biggest concem she has with the items she removed for discussion is
with 10(g)(2), and perhaps it's something along the lines of what the Mayor just mentioned. She said,
“When we approved, well | didn't, but when the majority... the tie broken by Former Mayor Coss, to support
rate increases starting in 2009 of about 8% for 4 years, we made promises then. We didn't send it out to
the voters, but we made promises why we needed to raise rates which was for infrastructure for our Water
Company. And so my concemn again, is falling outside the lines of what we're trying to.... just to foliow...

have some integrity with what we said we would use those funds for. So, of course, I've been objecting to
this use.”

Councilor Bushee continued, “| don't object per se to a franchise fee in concept, but the one that is
listed here in this current Ordinance is a 12% Franchise Fee. And to be honest, | serve on Public Utilities,
and | see no rational nexus or correlation as to why 12%, when the other main utilities in the City, PNM and
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New Mexico Gas Company pay 4%. So, I'm really interested in taking the time to do it right, and make
sure that we have before.... again | won't be here, so | know these are tough times and tough decisions,
but | would really like to see the $4 million in cuts in front of the Council, maybe even more than that, as a
sort of balanced approach. So I'm going to be voting against both... alt three of these actually, but more in
particular, 'm really unhappy, or really unsure, why you would move forward with a 12% franchise fee at
this juncture. And ! think there needs to be a lot more debate on that. So that's really why | brought it off,
and somebody else will have fo make the motion to move that forward. 1 know it's just for publication.”

MOTION: Councilor Trujillo moved, seconded by Councilor Dominguez, to approve this request.
VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, Councilor Lindell, Councilor Rivera
and Councilor Trujillo.

Against: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas and Councilor Maestas.

10 (g) REQUEST TO PUBLISH NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MARCH 30, 2016:

(3)  BILL NO. 2016-13: AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A MUNICIPAL GROSS
RECEIPTS TAX (COUNCILOR DOMINGUEZ). (OSCAR RODRIGUEZ

Councilor Bushee said, I will be a little shorter, briefer on tem 10(g)(3. | had similar concerns
when it came to Public Works. | think that is particularly premature, this Hold Harmless Gross Receipts
Tax, given that we really don’t know how the State, in the end, is going to deal with this. And | really do
believe that should be off the table at this juncture, so | will vote against this as well.”

MOTION: Councilor Trujillo moved, seconded by Councilor Rivera, to approve this request.
VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, Councilor Lindell, Councilor Rivera
and Councilor Trujillo.

Against: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas and Councilor Maestas.
10(g) REQUEST TO PUBLISH NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON MARCH 30, 2016:
(4) BILL NO. 2016-13: AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A MUNICIPAL GROSS
RECEIPTS TAX (COUNCILOR DOMINGUEZ). (OSCAR RODRIGUEZ)

Councilor Bushee said, “| made similar remarks at the recent Public Works Committee. | really,
truly, honestly believe that going to the maximum on our gross receipts tax at this point is a business killer,
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small business killer, in particular. | know many businesses that have chosen to not conduct business here
if they could in other communities, lawyers for instance, because of our pretty exorbitant gross receipts tax,
and | consider it to be a regressive tax, so again, that would not be something | would consider.”

Councilor Maestas said, “I'm not going to be repetitious here, but | think I've got to speak on the
process regarding what will be, | think, very significant decisions that will affect, you know, families within
our City, at least when it comes to any possible gross receipts tax which is quite regressive. And so far in
our policy process, we've only had one committee meeting, and there was no public hearing, no petitions
from the floor, and we're already taking action to publish these laws. And so 1 think it's a disservice to our
community when we haven't given them the opportunity to weigh-in on this. And | think that's the
disadvantage that we're in, and that we ran out of time and we're trying to keep all options on the table, but
despite the reasons for doing this, we're doing a disservice to the community. That's all | had Mayor.”

MOTION: Councilor Rivera moved, seconded by Councilor Dominguez, to approve this request.
VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor ives, Councilor Lindell, Councilor Rivera
and Councilor Trujilio.

Against: Councilor Maestas, Councilor Bushee and Councilor Dimas.

Explaining his vote: Mayor Gonzales said, “Yes. And then just for the record, on all 3 of these
items, and maybe Councilor Dominguez you can answer the issue. But this action tonight, from
what | understand, does not implement, it moves it o the level of a public hearing process to allow
the public to weigh in. Councilor Dominguez said, “It does a couple of things Mayor. There are
some timing issues that the State has imposed on us with regard to some of this, and so we need
to make sure that we get it through the process, at least at this level, before we can really even
implement it. And so, there is going to be, | want to reassure the public, that there is going to be
ample time to be able to discuss whether or not we want to use these options to help balance our
budget. Itis not, in any way intended to be a work-around. |t is just so we have at our disposal all
of these options because of the timing constraints that the State has.” Mayor Gonzales said, “So
the option of not instituting any of these, and being able to address a balanced budget through
other means, or to address a budget in a balance way through other means, still exists. Councilor
Dominguez said, “Absolutely. If we, through the budget process come up with $15 million in cuts,
and we don't have to implement any of these things, then we don't have fo. Mayor Gonzales
said, “Thank you for the clarification.”

Councilor Bushee said, “Can | ask the Chair, why he has... | know you're not required to, but if you
are going fo have these put out as options, why the property tax wasn't listed as a public hearing as well.”

Councilor Dominguez said, *I think a question for staff. | know there are different....”
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Councilor Bushee said, “It's not required, but it would just seem if you're putting them all out as
options....”

Councilor Dominguez said, “| think it's because we have to at least have the option approved at
the Council level on some of these, but that's not true for property tax. So at the time that we begin to
build and debate and balance our budget, there will be opportunities then to consider that, if that is
something that is even on the table at that time.”

Councilor Bushee, “So that's all | would just really recommend. | get the distinction as to why you
don't have to publish it. | would suggest that.... it was the same thing when they had it at Public Works,
was that all options should be on the table, including what cuts are being proposed with some specificity so
people have an understanding of what we're looking at, and what that would mean to them.”

Councilor Dominguez said, "And just for clarification for the public knowledge, the other Resolution
that both Councilor Ives, Councilor Lindell and myself, and even Councilor Maestas to some degree,
worked on very hard, throughout the course of time, and really worked hard on it, there are options there
that are pretty detailed on where we can get some cuts as well. To simply say we're not expanding the list
of tools we have available to us to implement some of these cuts is not entirely accurate, they're there in
that piece of legislation.”

Councilor Bushee said, “l just suggested that when you get to the public, if you can provide them
as many possibiliies of how it might affect them, at least they have an opportunity for input. It's not a
requirement on your part, but | would just suggest it as an overall approach.”

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION

11.  MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER

There were no matters from the City Manager.

12. MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY.
EXECUTIVE SESSION

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEW MEXICO OPEN MEETINGS ACT §§10-15-1(H)(7)AND (8)
NMSA 1978, DISCUSSION REGARDING THREATENED OR PENDING LITIGATION IN WHICH
THE CITY OF SANTA FE IS A PARTICIPANT, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, PENDING
MATTERS RELATING TO THE MARKET STATION CONDOMINIUM; AND DISCUSSION OF
THE PURCHASE, ACQUISITION OR DISPOSAL OF REAL PROPERTY OR WATER RIGHTS
BY THE CITY OF SANTA FE, INCLUDING THE LEASE OF 29,490 SQUARE FEET OF REAL
PROPERTY ADJACENT TO 786 CALLE MEJIA. (MARCOS MARTINEZ)
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MOTION: Councilor Rivera moved, seconded by Councilor Ives, that the Council go into Executive
Session, in accordance with the Open Meetings Act §§10-15-1(H)(7) and (8) NMSA 1978, as
recommended by the City Attomey for discussion regarding threatened or pending litigation in which the
City of Santa Fe is a participant, including, without limitation, pending matters relating to the Market Station
condominium; and discussion of the purchase, acquisition or disposal of real property or water rights by the
City of Santa Fe, including the lease of 29,480 square feet of real property adjacent to 786 Calle Mejia.

VOTE: The motion was approved on the following roll call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives,
Councilor Lindell, Councilor Maestas, Councilor Rivera and Councilor Truiillo.

Against: None.
The Councif went into Executive Session at 5:35 p.m.

Mayor Gonzales said the Governing Body will retum at 7:00 p.m.

MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION

MOTION: At 7:00 p.m., Councilor Rivera moved, seconded by Councilor Bushee, that the City Council
come out of Executive Session and stated that the only items which were discussed in exacutive session
were those items which were on the agenda, and no action was taken.

VOTE: The motion was approved on the following roll call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor ives,
Councilor Lindell, Councilor Maestas, Councilor Rivera and Councilor Trujiflo.

Against: None.

13.  MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK

Yolanda Vigil, City Clerk, said next Tuesday, March 1, 2016, is the Regular Municipal Election,
urging people to come out and vote. She said she is using Voting Convenience Centers for this election,
and noted the locations. She said any voter can vote at any of these Centers. She said early voting will
be conducted until Friday, at 5:00 p.m., on February 26, 2016 in the office of the Municipal Clerk and at the
Genoveva Chavez Community Center.

Ms. Vigil invited everyone to attend the inauguration ceremony for the newly elected municipal
officials, on Monday, March 7, 2017, at 5:30 p.m. at the Santa Fe Community Convention Center.
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14. COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY

A copy of “Bills and Resolutions scheduled for introduction by members of the Goveming Body,”
for the Council meeting of February 24, 2015, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit *1.”

Councilor Dimas

Councilor Dimas said, “I don't know quite what to say. This is my last meeting being on the
Council. |do want to thank alt the voters who voted me into District 4, and thank them for the opportunity
of serving you for the last 4 years. It's been a pleasure. | can't say it's always been fun, but | want to
thank you for allowing me the opportunity to serve you in District 4, and for the City of Santa Fe, because
it's not just District 4 that City Councilors serve. | think we serve the entire community and | think that's
what we need to be doing. | do want to congratulate Mike Harris; | do believe he will win the election, and
he has my full support and my endorsement. And | wish him the very best of luck.”

Councilor Dimas continued, “And | want to thank the Goveming Body for allowing me to sit with
you for the last 4 years for the most part and 2 years for others, but I've grown to love each and every one
of you and | consider each and every one of you my friend. And | just want to remind you that Public
Safety is still and should be one of the main priorities of this City, and that's taking care of our citizens.

And | will still remain active in taking every drug dealer off the streets here in Santa Fe, and not allowing
them o take the lives of our young people, and even some of our older people, away from us. | encourage
you to continue to fight and to take these predators off our streets, and remember that Public Safety, once
again, is a priority here in this City.”

Councilor Dimas continued, “Once again, thank you. | have leamed a great deal about our City.
When | was elected, | came in pretty green, having been on the bench for so many years, and it was all a
new experience for me because, being on the bench, every time | made a decision, it was my decision,
and only my decision. So itis a lot different now. Everyone gets to vote and there’s 9 votes now that the
Mayor is allowed to vote, so | thank each and every one of you for your friendship and your guidance
during this period of time. And | wish each and every one of you the very best of luck. And you're going to
be dealing with budgets and that type of thing coming up. | won't be around, but | hope you will take into
consideration all of us seniors, all of us older people who are living on a fixed income, and take that info
consideration in your deliberations, because | certainly can't afford to pay higher property taxes, as 'm
sure a lot of people my age who are under the same circumstances, won't be able to afford to do that. So
think carefully about that and all | have to say is the best of luck, and | know you will do what's best for the
City of Santa Fe. And once again, thank you for allowing me that opportunity.”

Councilor Maestas

Councilor Maestas said, “| want to start by thanking Councilors Bushee and Dimas for their public
service. As we all know, it's an incredible sacrifice, not just of your own time, but the sacrifice by your
families, and it's just an incredible commitment. And | was honored to serve with both of you. You're my
neighbors. I'm going to lose my neighbors. But { know you're not done yet and will be significant voices in
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our community, and | think you should. You have incredible insight into the City and the process, and |
have no doubt that we haven't seen the last of both of you. So again, from the bottom of my heart, thank
you for all your service to the City.”

Councilor Maestas introduced the following:

1. An Ordinance authorizing an amendment to the 2012 General Obfigation (GO) Bond
Parks and Trails Implementation Plan to reallocate $311,354 currently designated for
various City park improvements fo other City parks with high maintenance needs. A copy
of the Resolution is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “2."

2, An Ordinance amending Section 14-6.2 of the Land Use Development Code to remove
certain limitations on short-term rental dwelling units; amending the Fee Schedule for a
Short Term Rental Permit; and requiring that Permit holders pay ali applicable taxes or be
subject to certain penalties. A copy of the Resolution is incorporated herewith to these
minutes as Exhibit *3.”

3. A Resolution establishing the number of short-term rental pemmits the City of Santa Fe
Land Use Department may issue. A copy of the Resolution is incorporated herewith fo
these minutes as Exhibit “4."

Councilor Bushee

Councilor Bushee said, “| have served 22 years on this Goveming Body, so my speech is going to
be about 22 minutes long, 5o just sit tight. No. As you know | have served now under 4 different Mayors,
4 different administrations. All were different. Each makeup of the Governing Body is very different. And |
started out when | was 33 years old. | don't even know what happened to my 30's, 40's and part of my
50's. but, a lot of it was days, meetings, and hours in this space right here. And the space hasn't changed
a whole lot in 22 years, let me just say that. But, each and every one of you | have valued, all very
differently, in your approaches. And | was going through my desk, which many of you know, 1 had to take
a backhoe to recently. But | did find ‘this.” My very first weeks on the Council we kicked-off Community
Days in Santa Fe, and ‘this' was something we designed for the first tee-shirts.”

Councilor Bushee continued, *And a lot of folks in the community have supported me through my
time, and of course the voters of District 1 for many years. And | grew up with you all, if you think of
growing up from your early 30's. There’s a part of my life that is here in this room and in this building. |
value all the lessons |'ve learned. I've grown a lot as a person. There are a lot of challenges ahead. And |
know we need to think a lot and think for the community, but make sure you use your heart when you
make these decisions. Keep in mind the folks that really are struggling, whether from an addiction, or
poverty or issues of aging. There are so many different areas of our community that need help. We are
the front lines of politics and the people they can reach out and touch. So remember these folks when you
make decisions. These are the folks | carried with me each time | had to make a difficult decision. And not
all of it's sexy, some of it is filling the potholes and making sure the sewer system is working. A lot of what
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we do here really impacts people and just remember that, and make sure you do our best for our
community. We are an intemational gem, but just remember that it comes down to who we're serving.
Pubiic service is an important thing to do in life and everywhere | have thought that | did it for two decades.
And | can't say I've enjoyed every minute of it, but | can say the overall experience has changed who | am.
Do not expect tears, I've gone a quite a few years and not one tear was shed, but tonight it's catching up
with me, so thank you for everything.”

Councilor Dimas

Councilor Dimas said he is amazed that Councilor Bushee is crying, because he's usually the one
that gets emotional about everything. He said, “l neglected to say one thing and that is how much
appreciate the staff, and the great job that you do. | can't remember a time | had to call Brian, or Yolanda,
or whoever, on staff and everything didn't get done that | asked for. 1don't think | ever asked for anything
impossible or out of the ordinary. You served this community well, and | really want to recognize the staff
for the City of Santa Fe. | think we have the hardest workers anywhere in the country and 1 want to
recognize them.”

Councilor Dimas continued, “And | want to invite everyone, and | forgot to do this. | forgot to invite
everyone on Saturday night, Camel Rock Casino, On The Rocks Lounge, i's a brand new lounge there.
And my band The Springs will be playing 60's and 70's oldies. We're booked there from 9:00 p.m. to 1:00
a.m., and | expect to see each and every ane of you there dancing the night away. | think you'll have a
good time.”

Councilor lves

Councilor Ives said he would fike to cosponsor the Ordinances relating to short term rentals and
permits.

Councilor Ives said, “| want to express my great thanks to Councilor Dimas and Councilor Bushee,
nat only for the years of service, but for the friendship. We have both been aligned on many issues during
my first 4 years on Council. We've been opposed on some issues, but | think we have always set a good
standard for public participation, pubiic discourse, because we deal with each other always civilly, very
straightforward, with respect for the position each of us holds on this Govemning Body as well as respect for
the position each holds as City Councilors. | think that civility is something that, in this country at least in
levels beyond the local municipal seems to have been so totally forgotten, forswom or given up on, but |
think we've always maintained that here. And that provides the type of example that not only radiates
outward from Santa Fe, saying Santa Fe is a special place where we can work together and disagree
agreeable, which is such an important aspect of the public debate, public discourse doing the public’s
business.”
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Councilor ves continued, “I want to thank both of you especially for the passion you have brought
to particular areas while |'ve been serving with you here on City Council. You are focused on public safety,
on issues relating to drugs. You have been such a constant and strong champion of fighting the scourge
that plagues our City, our Country and our world. That has been inspirational to me, and | would hope to
be able to continue that focus and emphasize that and see it play out even more strongly in years to
come.”

Councilor Ives continued, “And Patti, your passion for trails, and parks, for the cycling community
and your leadership on those issues has been phenomenal and taken this City to new heights in terms of
becoming a silver certified, working on gold certified, biking community. And both of those topics, both
fighting the terrible problem of drugs and promoting wellness through trails and parks are two items that
are so significant in resonating the public health and weliness acraoss our community. And the passion
both of you have brought to that have been inspirational and | would hape to be able to continue in that
vein. So thank you, thank you, thank you for that for leading us in that regard over your years on Council,
and we hope you will continue to insist that we focus on these issues as we move into the future. So thank
you.”

Mayor Gonzales

Mayor Gonzales introduced a Resolution authorizing staff to collaborate with the Santa Fe
Farmers Market to stage a Plaza Farmers Market one Sunday a month during June, July, August and
September 2016; collaborate on a Southside Farmers Market; and provide complimentary parking during
the week. A copy of the Resolution is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “5."

Mayor Gonzales said, “! want to begin by saying | didn't join this Council under the best of
circumstances with Councilor Dimas and Councilor Bushee because of the previous election. But what |
want to say to each of you is a heartfelt thanks for the kindness you showed me upon my coming onto the
Goveming Body, the willingness o provide counsel when | sought it, and always staying focused on the
City's interest and needs first before anything eise. And | think that allowed us to move forward as a City,
so | wanted to say thank you for that.”

Mayor Gonzales continued, “| grew up around Councilor Dimas, and in many respecs.... Councilor
Dimas you were running for the Magistrate position when | was running for County Commission. So our
political careers started very early, but | know our family's ties have gone beyond that. And it was
personally a struggle during the campaign. But 1 am thankful for your continued kindness as my term
began.”

Mayor Gonzales continued, “So both you are a part of this City's history in important ways that will
be remembered not only by your actions, but by what we see every day. Councilor Dimas for your efforts
to fight to support programs like LEAD and assure that communities felt safe, that they knew there wouid
always be a public safety component to the City’s priorities and made families feel they could live in our
community and send our kids to school and they would be safe, because there was a Councilor that was
constantly watching to make sure that would happen. Your relentless pursuit of eradicating drugs from our

City of Santa Fe Council Meeting: February 24, 2016 Page 16



community, understanding, sharing with us how difficult it could be on a family in a very personal way, has
moved alt of us to be focused on that area and | certainly commit to you to continue to honor that focus of
protecting our community but also being very vigilant and aggressive against those who want to come in
and do harm to our City. So that legacy will live on, and | think there are lives that are being saved
because of your leadership in that area”

Mayor Gonzales continued, "And Councilor Bushee, your relentiess push for biking trails is
something | think a lot of us maybe didn't understand because we were used to driving cars wherever we
went, or having to walk the frontier and the front lines. You were part of the frontier that understood for a
community to be healthy and pulled together, there were ways outside an automobile that could make that
happen. And today 300 plus miles of trails exist in this community that came into play largely under your
walch, and because of your efforts to make that happen. So every time a kid is able to get on a safe trail
to get from one place to another, you contributed to that, and that legacy will live on. And | pledge to you
to continue to support those quality of life issues like bike trails, like making sure that people have a true
relationship with their City beyond just having to come into a government office to pay for a parking ticket,
or show up to finaudible] like this, but they could have a relationship that is very positive. And so | want to
thank you for your efforts.”

Mayor Gonzales continued, “One of the things I've asked staff to do this year and during the
inauguration of the new Councilors, is it just seemed like we have to do something a littte more than a
plaque for you guys. | don’t think even the time we're spending tonight can propery honor the two of you
for your service outside of the words we were able to share briefly. 1 picked up on a fradition we did at
New Mexico State when | was on the Board of Regents, and hopefully this will continue into the future. |
have asked the staff to work with each of you to pick a Santa Fe appropriate tree that will work, and then
we wilt plant the tree in a park of your choosing. So that would be a long term symbol of your service to
our City and your relentless dedication to making sure that we are a City for everybody. If you ever long
for the good old days, you could go and hang out by your tree.”

Councilor Bushee asked the Mayor to promise to water the tree even if there is a drought.
Mayor Gonzales said yes. He said, “There truly isn't enough that a community can do for those
who have served it, yourselves and others. But hopefully, that small symbol will be a reminder fo you

every time you pass the park of your choice where it is that the City will remember your service long and
into the future. So thank you both.”

Councilor Dominguez

Councilor Dominguez said he would like to cosponsor the Mayor's Resolution regarding the
Farmers Market, would like to be added as a cosponsor on the reallocation of Park Bond funds.
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Councilor Dominguez sent congratulations to Capital High School that placed 37 in the State
Wresting Toumament. He congratulated his two nephews who are State champions, representing Capital
High School — one is a four-time State champion as a Junior, and the other is a first-time State champion
as a Freshman. The older nephew is on line to be one of only nine 5-time State champions in the whole
State. He said, “Congratulations to them.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “There's not much more to be said regarding my two colleagues who
are leaving. | want to thank you both for your friendship and service you provided to this community. Of
course, thank you to your families as well, because it is a huge commitment. On a personal note, |
remember Councilor Dimas, when | first started my career as a School Board member, he swore me in and
as a City Councilor as well. Of course we have family refationships that go way back, so thank you very
much for your service this time around, your service as a judge, and your service as a previous City
Councilor as well. | think this community sometimes forgets its history and lots of things that we have
today are because of the work you had done back then. So thank you very much for all that.”

Councilor Dominguez continued, “And then Councilor Bushee, it has been interesting and fun. |
have certainly learned a lot from you. You are right, with that fenure comes experience. There are things |
have leamed to do, and things I've leamed not to do. But | also want to remind the community, and we've
talked about this before. Much of the progressive attitudes that we have in this community are because of
you, and you were able to get a lot of things done at a time when we had a very conservative City Council.
i think that speaks to your tenacity, your vision and really the service you dedicated or the efforts that you
made and the time that you dedicated to this community. And so | want to thank you for, in many ways,
blazing that trail that so many people really didn't realize we needed. So thank you for that.”

Councilor Dominguez continued, I cant make it on Saturday, Councilor Dimas, but | will be
thinking of you all in spirit.”

Councilor Lindell

Councilor Lindell said, I would like to start by thanking Councilor Dimas who, when | first started
as a Councilor, you extended such genuine friendship to me. It really won't be forgotten and people have
remembered you for public safety, I'lf remember you for that also. But | really will remember you for is a
great sense of humor and that you never had a need to make a lot of speeches, and | try fo emulate you
on that. | really appreciate that you told us things that you thought were necessary and you used your time
very judiciously and | appreciate that. In those first months, the way you extended friendship to me was so
genuine that | really will never forget it.”

Councilor Lindell continued, “Patti. How about you. We've been friends for over three decades,
which is a lotta lotta time. And in speaking to you it's not as a fellow-Councilor, it is as your constituent.
For 20 years, you represented me. And | just can't thank you enough for the amount of time that you've
put on this job. | had no idea the amount of time it takes. It is a really hard job and you did it for 22 years.
| think that is an astounding run. Thank you so much. To single out any one thing would really seem trivial
for me, because what it really is about is over two decades of service. Whatever came up was dealt with.
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The thousands of emails and calls. And you did it with good humor and very respectful with people. I've
seen you deal with people so many times in such a respectful way and it sets a great example. So thank
you for 22 years of doing this job. That's astounding to me. As your constituent, | am very deeply grateful.
Thank you Patti.”:

Councilor Trujilio

Councilor Trujillo said he wants to cosponsor the Mayor's Resolution regarding the Farmers
Market.

Councilor Truijillo said, “To my colleague from district 4, Bill, thank you these past 4 years. |
appreciate your dedication to the District. | appreciate the conversations we had dealing with the District. |
learned the District better. | think alf the constituents know you had a big partin it. As somebody said,
your compassion for getting rid of the drugs in the community is outstanding and something that is needed.
And your dedication and compassion for that has always shone through. | can honestly say that | have
had the honor of working with two great Councilors in my District, Councilor Ortiz and you. We have a
friendship that will always be there. | can echo what has been said about you, you are one helluva a
Judge, one heliuva Councilor and one helluva musician as well. | wish you the best of luck. |too probably
can't make it on Saturday. | can also tell you his sister lived across from me, so The Sports used to always
practice across the street, so we heard them until 10-11-12:00 p.m. jamming and there was Bill. Thank
you. Thank Candy for allowing us to have you these past 4 years, and | wish you the best of fuck.”

Councilor Trujillo continued, “Councilor Bushee, my old neighbor when 1 first got on the Council. |
got to sit by Patti and | leamed a lot from you as the ‘old gal,” on the Council. Councilor Cammichael and |
will now become the old geezers on the Council. We have a phenomenal trail system in this community
and it is because of you and your compassion for the trails for bicycles. 1 see a compassion for the City
overall, and not only District 1. And we haven't agreed on everything, and we've had our tussles here and
there, but we've always compromised, and everything in the best interest of the community and the City. |
just want you to know | think we have a great friendship which | will continue. Your friendship means a lot
to me and | know that will continue for 6 years out of 22 years. You have accomplished a lot in 22 years
and written a lot of Santa Fe’s history and definitely will go down in the history of Santa Fe. | wish you a
speedy recovery on your leg and wish you the best for your plans in the future. Congratulations. You've
done your time on the Council and enjoy the rest of your time.

Councilor Rivera

Councilor Rivera said he also would like to cosponsor the Mayor’s Resolution regarding the
Farmers Market.
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Councilor Rivera said, “Bill, we were elected 4 years ago together at the same time. | think our
families became close during this time, became close with Miss Candy and my family adores her. My wife
and my kids adore her and adore you. | know you were friends with my father first. | think you guys went
to school together right here in this building, | think. So |, too, am fortunate to call you friend. Your
friendship has meant a lot, and my first two years were spent with Councitor Maestas, and was able to
spend a lot of time with both of you and learned a lot during that time. So thank you, enjoy your family,
enjoy your grandchild now. Take the time to make those times special. And keep going to the Lobo
games, they need your help.”

Councilor Rivera continued, “Councilor Bushee you talked about growing up with staff. | feel like
one of those people you've grown up with. | was in the Fire Department when you started. | was the
Union President when you went through your first election. And it's funny what we remember. But |
remember doing a radio spot with you. And | remember you pulling me to the side, and saying, ‘Can you
do something about your voice.’” So you made me practice so | have more tone than | normally have. I'll
always remember that. | really appreciate everything you've done for the City. | grew up in District 1, so afl
the work you've done on behalf of District 1 and my family, which still lives in District 1, and have supported
you throughout. To get my family's support says a lot about you. So just thank you for everything. | won't
repeat everything everyone else has said, but you've done a great job for this City and for your
constituents, and for that you should be proud. And same to you. Enjoy your family, your second home
and really take some time for yourself.”

Mayor Gonzales asked everyone to join him in a round of applause of thanks for Councilor Dimas
and Councilor Bushee.

END OF AFTERNOON SESSION AT APPROXIMATELY 7:35 P.M.
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EVENING SESSION
A CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

The Evening Session was called to order by Mayor Javier M. Gonzales, at approximately 7:35 p.m.
There was the presence of a quorum as follows:

Members Present

Mayor Javier M. Gonzales

Councilor Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pro-Tem
Councilor Patti J. Bushee

Councilor Bill Dimas

Councilor Carmichael A. Dominguez
Councilor Signe . Lindell

Councilor Joseph M. Maestas

Councilor Christopher M. Rivera
Councilor Ronald S. Trujillo

Others Attending

Brian K. Snyder, City Manager

Kelley Brennan, City Attomey

Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk

Melessia Helberg, Council Stenographer

F. PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR
Mayor Gonzales gave each person two minutes fo petition the Goveming Body.

Marilyn Bane said she is here tonight to wish Bill Dimas and Patti Bushee the best in the future,
noting she doesn't live in the District. She thanked Councilor Dimas for putting in such good time on behalf
of the Community. It is greatly appreciated. She may not be there on Saturday night, but she wishes him
well and thanks him for the service. She has known Councilor Bushee for 18-20 years, and Patti has been
a friend and Councilor, looking after people whether or not in her District, and they are mighty grateful for
that. She doesn't know what we wilf do without Councilor Bushee's institutional memory. She thanked
both of them very much for their service to the City.

David McQuarie, 2997 Calle Cerrado, said he is here to speak about a budget request of
$500,000 by Roads and Trails for funding for the ADA ramps. He said some think it is a big joke, because
on the Funding 14 they show ramps on intersections at Palace and Hillside that were done in 2004 in
response to a federal ADA complaint and these were approved. He asked the reason they want money for
doing this again. He said another place is on Otero and on Palace [he said something about the anti-
donation clause of the City Charter].
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Rebecca Fitten, 2316 Brother Abdon Way, said she wants to address budget issues and the
discussions held at the 5:00 p.m. meeting. She said it's extraordinarily important for the citizens
understand that the proposals to raise taxes and fees are a procedural issue, but doesn't think that is a
known understanding in the community. She said also, the priority in the conversation really needs to be
about how we can live and work within the budget and really demand that staff look at whatever dollar
figure or percentage that needs to be cut from the budget to be fiscally responsible, and that they do that
work and present it to Council. She said the other issues then c¢an fillin at the end, but not have a
conversation mostly about those tax and fee issues. She thinks you wilt know before the public hearing
March 30" what people really think about it. The budget is important and she wishes the Governing Body
“all the wisdom in the world.”

-------------------------- TRk Rdkedesedriedede i dedede i L1

VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT
OF THE REQUESTED PORTION OF PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR, ITEM #F
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
February 24, 2016

Mayor Gonzales gave each person 2 minutes to speak

STEFANIE BENINATO: Stefanie Beninato, P.O. Box 1601, Santa Fe. | want to thank both
Councilor Dimas and Councilor Bushee for their years of service to the
City in their capacity. 'm not going to go on about all their contributions.
It's been said many times tonight, but | do thank you very much. We're
here to think about budget and make some comments. I'm really
concemed about unnecessary charges at the water company. It feels like
a shell game we're playing. And you should be looking into collecting
water and sewer fees, and water bills that haven'’t been paid, ambulance
and traffic tickets that haven't been paid. The property tax will be very
difficult for many people. And as Councilor Dimas said, there are many
people on fixed incomes, and all of us see all of our tax bills getting longer
and longer, due fo charter schools being added without our ability to vote
on them. And when there is a vote, the school board elections are so
poorly attended that the percentage of people deciding our taxes is
amazingly small. But I'm here today to talk a little bit about the short term
rentals. | really wonder where it is in Randy Randall's job description as
head of Tourism that he’s supposed to be a technical exper, because
that's what he’s been running around talking about. And | understand
that the occupancy is up 1.8% over all, 8.2% in downtown, that as of last
December 2015, that gross receipts was up 2% from the finaudible] seen
before that, and Lodgers’ Tax was up, | can't remember if it was 6 or 8%
above. So again, | am understanding there are people that are abusing
the Airbnb, but | don't think that should be of particular attention, and
maybe going up for certain people. You have the Airbnb here, but it's
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being treated as a new source of finaudible] information. if the
amendment is to pay the Lodgers’ Tax, why should you have to register.
It's really a matter of privacy.

I certify that this is a frue and accurate transcript of the requested portion of Petitions from the
Floor, ltem #F, City Council Meeting, February 24, 2016.

glessia Helberg, Coun/Tﬂ(‘ Stenographer E 5

------- W 221 Lt 1]

Marg Beneclossen, 205 Williams, said she has lived for 54 years at this address. She said in
the beginning there were 3 houses on the street and at the bottom of the street was the high school
football field. She said she loved hearing the band and everything, it was wonderful. And then the high
school moved to the south side and she thought good, she could use it for a soccer fiekd which she did
immediately. And one day, somebody called her and said the School Board is selling that field and
somebody wants to put condos on it. She said she and her husband went to see Art Trujillo, the Mayor at
the time, and told him the City just had to buy it and he said okay, and they did and that's where Ft. Marcy
Park is. She said it isn't that simple anymore. She thanked everyone for what they do. She said
Councilor Bushee has been her Councilor for over 20 years, and she always returned her calls, and always
represented her constituents no matter what it was. She said she is real proud of her.

Karl Sommer said he would like to thank Councilor Dimas and Councilor Bushee, noting he
appeared before Councilor Dimas when he was a Magistrate Judge 30 years ago, and before Councilor
Bushee as a different kind of judge 22 years ago. He said, "You both exemplify good will, hard work and
fair play always. You have trealed all of my clients as applicants and not supplicants and that has been
appreciated. Your commitment is going to be difficult to replace. Thank you.”

Miles Conway, 495 NM 592, congratulated Councilor Bushee and Councilor Dimas and thanked
them for their service. He said you have kept Santa Fe City government accessible, and we've all been
participatory in it which is a golden thing we have in Santa Fe. He said he is here to address the budget,
the $15 million deficit we will all struggle with. He thanked the Goveming Body for taking a balanced
approach, commenting his ‘brothers and sisters behind him in line, also will echo his sentiments. He said
this is a huge mountain we have to climb. He said you are doing the hard work to look at alt options - fees,
taxes, uncollected tickets. And we're at the point where we are about jump into the difficult work of looking
at cuts.

Mr. Conway continued, saying he is carrying pages and pages of Excel spreadsheets looking to
find where the wiggle room is on the employee roster, and where we can eliminate vacancies to find
vacancy savings. He said of 200 vacancies, 82 are AFSCME vacant, full time positions — good jobs that
you can raise a family on. 73 of the vacancies are temporary part time and you can eliminate 5-6 of those
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positions to get savings to cover the holes in the budget. He said 46 of the vacancies are Police, Fire &
Management. He said AFSCME feels there is a gigantic target on their backs, and hope to be at the table
as we move forward fo identify where that wiggle room is. He said as his brothers behind him will tell you,
those vacancies won't be as clear cut to get rid of as you might imagine. The City already is running in
many agencies at bare bones, skeleton staff on the front lines. He said it will be a cautious endeavor to
identify what positions can be eliminated. He said AFSCME will encourage, as you look at attrition, people
retiring, or take 25 years and buy them out, to look at this very carefully. He said the last thing AFSCME
wants is to start a divisive situation between front line and management. He said you need fo look at the
span of control, noting, for example, Tucson has gone from a 5-1 to 8-1 ratio of managers to front fine
employees. Itis imperative that the City carefully look at this, and as we see management atfrition can we
bring that job back to a front line position for critical services and important needs. He said the Union
wants to help and be solution-finders with the Governing Body.

Tony Ortiz, 21 years with City, thanked Councilor Bushee and Councilor Dimas for their service.
He said in the past, the City had to scale back services, and there have been 6 years where he didn't get a
raise and he deait with it. He hears complaints from Transit, some of whom are running scared. He said
there is crying because there is no work. He said there is wisdom here, and heart and courage to make
the right decision. He said he is sure there are bonds that ¢can be searched out. He said, “This is your
responsibility and we believe in the process, and appreciate that you would consider some of those factors,
and some of the workers that are on the front line that our City would not suffer.” He noted there are a lot
of tourists that love our City and we want to continue to maintain that service for them.

Erik La Monda said he is a citizen of Santa Fe, born and raised here, having iived here for 35
years. He has been lucky to work for the City for 13 years, starting as a laborer at the Canyon Road Water
Treatment Plant, and thanked the Goveming Body for taking a balanced approach on the budget and the
$18 million deficit. He said if you are looking to cut positions we don't have enough people now, noting
when he started there was a full crew and over the years they have lost more and more people. The thing
that is hard is they work 12 hours days and cutting more positions will mean they will have to continue to
work 7-12 days before a day off because of lack of staff currently. It makes it hard for him to be able to
spend time with his family, cutting more positions will make it harder for them. He asked them to look at
other ideas and solutions.

Felipe Vigil said he would like to thank the Governing Body for trying to help us balance the
deficit. He said they do agree on some things, some things they are looking into, and want to help on their
side as unions to help the City balance the budget. He said he has been with the City for 12 years with
Streets and Drainage, and currently is the Supervisor of the Grading Section. He said they notice in their
department that the manpower is down, noting 12 years they were fully-manned with mostly full-time
employees and very few temporary employees. He said it seems they have more temporary employees
now than in the past, and there is a quick turnaround because of competitive jobs — Los Alamos, Rio
Rancho and other departments in the City. He said several years ago, 7 positions were taken away, and
they already are stretched thin in the face of possibly more cuts. Some of the equipment they use is old,
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marginal, from the 1990's and falling apariment. He wishes Councilor Maestas could see what they deal
with daily in terms of equipment. Some of the snow equipment is from the 1990's and falling apart. He
said some of the garbage trucks are unsafe, and should be red-tagged. He said they are making it work
with what they have, but sometimes it affects the morale. He said if they had more people and better
equipment it would be great. He thanked Counciior Lindell who during snow removal several years age
rode along with them on snow equipment, and got to see what they deal with in terms of snow removal.
He encourages all the Councilors to join them on a ridealong to see what they do in terms of snow
removal, or a ridealong on the garbage, recycle trucks and see what they do and how. He said itis a lot of
labor. He reiterated they are stretched in terms of staff and are losing several people to Los Alamos, Rio
Rancho or to another department. He said the temps work well, but they would like them to become full-
time employees.

Patrick Romero, 1161 Maes Road, said he lives in the heart of Santa Fe and was bom and
raised here, noting Councilor Bushee is his parents’ Councilor. He said he goes back a long time with
Councilor Dimas. He said, “Thank you for not deciding to balance the budget on the backs of City
employees. We are doing more with less.” He talked about street lights, signals, signal, sign shop and
paint shop which have more and more duties because of annexation and expansion on the south and west
side. They just took on the interchange at Jaguar to 599, and are doing that with 5 guys and the signal
shop. He talked about the age of the equipment and what happens if one of them is down saying this is a
public safety issue. He said they are first responders. It takes everybody on the front line and the services
provided to keep this “intemnational gem polished" as our esteemed Councilor put it. He asked if they
would like to see the workers of Santa Fe maintaining the trails which goes all the way, eventually to
Buckman, Diablo Canyon which is amazing. He grew up using the trails before they were built up. He
encouraged the Goveming Body to work jointly with them. He said he believes we are at a critical point in
terms of positions, and if they start losing positions, even through attrition, we are at the tipping point where
the services will be weakened and severely impacted. He said we need to work together to make things

happen.

Timothy Montoya, 1731 2™ Street, said he has lived there all his life, noting his family owned a
business in town for more than 50 years. He is one of the last of his peers living in Santa Fe, noting many
of his peers live in Phoenix, Rio Rancho and such. He has had a commercial ficense since 2004, noting
he has been employed by the City for about 26 months. He s happy working with the City. He is speaking
for himself as a citizen as well as for AFSCME. He said there needs to be action on behalf of the people
with whom he works that throw trash all day, often exposed to needles and other contaminants. He said
there is a growing animosity among workers that live paycheck to paycheck. He is happy with what he is
earning because he inherited his parents’ house that he grew up in, although he doesn’t know if he can
pay the taxes on it, commenting he barely puts food on the table. He said he eams $15.31 per hour and
makes too much money to get food stamps. He said if they don't see “movement happening, shaking,
moving and shaking happening, then we're just all going to look at each other and say they don't care
about us. All they care about is the City behind the area there with the [inaudible]” He said they are up
early in the morning when you are in your bed sleeping, throwing trash, dealing with old equipment that
probably would be red-tagged by public safety officers or the DOT. He said when the Mayor went on the
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ridealong it was in a new truck, not one that he was driving. He said if you stay complacent and stagnant,
people are going to start getting upset and furious, and these are the people are holding up the City. He
has 4 supervisors above him, and when they're not there, they are out throwing trash anyway. This has
been happening for two years. He doesn't think he will work for the City for 30 years and retire from the
City in view of everything that is happening.

G.  APPOINTMENTS
Bicycle and Trail Advisory Committee
Mayor Gonzales made the following appointment to the Bicycle and Trail Advisory Committee:
Jennifer L. Wellington - to fill unexpired term ending 06/2017.
MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, to approve this appointment.
VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote with Mayor Gonzales and Councilors

Bushee, Dimas, Dominguez, Ives, Lindell, Maestas, Rivera and Trujillo voting in favor of the motion and
none vating against.

Airport Advisory Board

Mayor Gonzales made the following appointment to the Airport Advisory Board:

Troy A. Padilta — Reappointment — term ending 02/2017.
MOTION: Councilor Dominguez moved, seconded by Councilor Ives, to approve this appointment.
VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote with Mayor Gonzales and Councilors

Bushee, Dimas, Dominguez, Ives, Lindell, Maestas, Rivera and Trujillo voting in favor of the motion and
none voting against.

City Business & Quality of Life Committee

Mayor Gonzales made the following appointments to the City Business & Quality of Life
Committee:

Camilta M. Bustamante - to fill unexpired term ending 03/2017; and

Holly Bradshaw Eakes — to fill unexpired term ending 03/2018.
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MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Ives, to approve these appointments.

VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote with Mayor Gonzales and Councilors
Bushee, Dimas, Dominguez, Ives, Lindell, Maestas, Rivera and Trujilio voting in favor of the motion and
none voting against.

rth Central Regional Transit District
Mayor Gonzales made the following appointment to the North Central Regional Transit District:
Isaac J. Pino, Public Works Director — altemate.
MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, to approve this appointment.

VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on a voice vote with Mayor Gonzales and Councilors
Bushee, Dimas, Dominguez, Ives, Lindell, Maestas, Rivera and Trujillo voting in favor of the motion and
none voting against.

H. PUBLIC HEARINGS

1)  CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2016-20 (MAYOR GONZALES). A
RESOLUTION PROVIDING PUBLIC APPROVAL OF THE PUBLIC FINANCE
AUTHORITY'S REVENUE BONDS (ST. JOHN'S COLLEGE PROJECT) SERIES 2016.
(MARCOS MARTINEZ)

Marcos Martinez, Assistant City Attorney, presented information regarding this matter from
material in the Council packet, noting by law, the Goveming Body is required to approve these bonds
before St. John's can proceed with this project.

Mayor Gonzales welcomed the President of St. John's College, Mark Roosevelt.

Mark Roosevelt, President, St. John's College, said these bonds are issued to cover some old
debt, as well as to have $5 million in which to do some work on the campus, so there will be jobs and work
associated with that. There is cost to the City, nor any obligation of the City, it just an activity they need to
go through with the Governing Body to get approval to issue the bonds. He said the Treasurer of the
College is in attendance to answer further questions in detail.

Councilor Ives said he would like to affirm the importance of St. John's in the community. It has
been a mainstay of higher education in the City and performs a wonderful function, and a delight to have it
in District 2. He congratulated them on making this a vital institution in Santa Fe and looks forward to
many, many more years.
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Councilor Maestas said we have a partnership, and congratulated Mr. Roosevelt on his
appointment. He said the programming at St. John'’s is a great benefit to the City and the region. He said
it is a beautiful venue and he bicycles by there often. He said we are glad to be a partner and to help St.
John's in taking care of its business with regard to improvements to its campus.

Public Hearing

There was no one speaking for or against this request.

The Public Hearing was closed
MOTION: Councilor lves moved, seconded by Councilor Maestas, to adopt Resolution No. 2016-20.

VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Bushee, Councitor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives,
Councilor Lindell, Councilor Maestas, Councilor Rivera and Councitor Trujillo.

Against: None.

2) CASE #2016-07. APPEAL OF THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD'S
DECISION ON JANUARY 12, 2016, CONCERNING PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1244
CAMINO DE CRUZ BLANCA IN THE HISTORIC REVIEW DISTRICT AS CASE #H-15-
106. SOMMER, KARNES & ASSOCIATES, AGENTS FOR JENNIFER DAY, REQUEST
THAT THE GOVERNING BODY RESCIND THE DENIAL OF AN EXCEPTION TO
APPLY GREEN STUCCO TO THE RESIDENTS. (THERESA GHEEN AND DAVID
RASCH)

A Memorandum prepared February 15, 2016, for the February 24, 2016 City Council meeting, with
attachments, from Theresa Gheen, Assistant City Attomey, to Members of the Govemning Body, regarding
Case is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “6.”

A series of color photographs entered for the record by David Rasch are incorporated herewith to
these minutes as Exhibit “7.”

A series of color photographs used by Karl Sommer in his presentation, entered for the record by
Karl Sommer, are hereby collectively incorporated herewith {o these minutes as Exhibit “8.”

A map of the H-J-Districts, from the City's GIS, entered for the record by Karl Sommer, is
incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “9.”

A copy of Code Excerpts Appeal of 1244 Camino Cruz Blanca, entered for the record by Theresa
Gheen, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit “10.”
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Ms. Gheen presented information from her Memorandum. Please see Exhibit “6” for specifics of
this presentation. Ms. Gheen noted she included two motions for the Governing Body in making its
decision, depending on the conclusion of the Goveming Body — to uphold or to deny the appeal.

David Rasch, Historic Preservation Division, using the overhead, presented 3 photographs [Exhibit
“7"] as follows:

#1 “The house in question is ‘this’ one right here with green stucco. In front of it, is another
house that is a light brown stucco. You may find that neither of those stucco colors truly
harmonize with the pinon-juniper woodland that surrounds it. The pinon-juniper woodland
appears to be much more of a yellow green tone, whereas the stucco in question is a
bluish green, kind of a different green. You may find that ‘this’ house in the back, kind of a
darker earth tone color harmonizes with the ground, but not necessarily the vegetation.

So this shows you 3 different colors in this same local vicinity within the woodland.”

#2 “Just to reiterate with the Council said regarding the visibility from actually Camino de Cruz
Blanca, there are two locations in which the building is visible from the street. The first
one is directly down the driveway from Cruz Blanca. You can see a larger chimney that is
stuccoed and then a parapet, and then here is the standing seam roof. So that is one
visibility right down the driveway.”

#3 And the second one is slightly west of the property, also from Cruz Blanca. You can see
the top of the house as well. | would probably add a note that if we ever have another
drought where we have the bark beetie, many of the pinon pines could be lost and more
visibility could be granted from Camino de Cruz Blanca.”

Mayor Gonzalgs asked Mr. Rasch if the house in question in photo #1, is the one in the middle or
the darker green house.

Mr. Rasch said that is comect.

Mayor Gonzales said then basically the Applicant didn't follow the Historic Code when it came to
the color, and asked if that is correct.

Mr. Rasch said, “In the Historic Review District, earth tone stucco is required.”
Mayor Gonzales said then the house above and below would have been acceptable.
Mr. Rasch said those do meet the criteria.

Mayor Gonzales said then there was an exception opportunity if they met certain criteria and
asked him to explain what that criteria would have been.
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Mr. Rasch said, “Yes. Anytime anyone wants to vary some of the Historic Code, any given
standard. They have a remedy to apply for an exception to the Historic Districts Review Board that
requires an additional fee and meeting the criteria. Each one needs to be gone through and met. It's kind
of hard to say for the hardship that you need to have a green building instead of a brown building, but you
have to meet each one of the critaria, so that's the remedy my board can give to vary from anything in the
Code. So one of the remedies is to prove there is a hardship. The second one is what else... it would be
that it does not damage the character of the District. And the third one would be that it is allowing for
peaple to live in the District by providing a full range of design standards. That one, | usually look at as,
okay, what design standards were available to you and why did you choose this one."

Mayor Gonzales said, "So in this particular case, could you argue that the green that chosen, met
a definition of a broader array of a design standard, or am | looking at that wrong.”

Mr. Rasch said, ‘I think in this case if the Applicant truly wanted the building to harmonize more
with the local pinon-juniper woodland, maybe a more yellow green tone would have been a better color.
This color does not harmonize with that vegetation.”

Mayor Gonzales said, “The presence of color and tone in the Historic District... could you maybe
provide a little bit of 101 for why we want to pay attention to color when 1 always thought it was more the
structures, the presentation of design, but had never really thought about the issue of color. | know we had
an issue of materials here recently, but help me understand the issue of color as it relates to the Historic
District.”

Mr. Rasch said, *So the Historic Districts are set up by this Governing Body because of State
legislation that gives you the power to create historic districts for the public good. And in this case, our
Historic Districts have both design standards and preservation standards. In the ‘Historic Review Historic
District,’ the standards are much more about design. There are very few listed historic buildings. And
those design standards can be given to property owners by staff without going before the H-Board. An
applicant would only have to go before the H-Board in this District if the standards were violated and the
property was publicly visible.”

Mr. Rasch continued, “Now in terms of requiring an earthtone stucco, it goes back to traditional
architecture. The reason earthtone stucco is required to Santa Fe Style buildings, is if you think about
traditional structures built with adobe bricks and mud plaster from the site, it harmonizes with the
landscape by using the soil at which the building is built. So that earthtone stucco harkens back to the
mud plaster that buildings had.”

Councilor Maestas said he has a few questions about process. He said, “The Applicant
constructed the portal and put the green stucco without a permit. Correct.”

Mr. Rasch said that is correct.
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Councilor Maestas said, “Typically, as in similar cases, our long-standing policy has been if
someone does that and they want to seek a retroactive permit, they have to pay twice the fee, and it's not
meant to be putative, where they would have to tear down the portal. Right. So did that occur.”

Mr. Rasch said, “That did occur at some point. We're still in the process. So, first of all, because it
violated the standard, | had to take it to the Historic Districts Review Board to request an exception. The
Board granted unanimously construction of this portal. It meets Santa Fe style standards. They did not
find that the green stucco met the exception standard. So at this point in time, the Applicant is fully
capable of going forward to apply for a building permit for the portal, and yes, there will be a double permit
fee associated with it."

Councilor Maestas said, “Okay. So the process is, if you don’t have your permit and you're in the
Historic District, you have to go through the Historic District Board first, before you can get your pemmit.”

Mr. Rasch said that is correct.
Councllor Maestas said, “So really, the portal is, for all infents and purposes, approved. Right.”
Mr. Rasch said yes.

Councilor Maestas said, “And so for that portion of the work, the Applicant can now go and get a
refroactive permit and pay twice the fes.”

Mr. Rasch said correct.

Councilor Maestas said, “So, there was, in effect, some kind of a penalty associated with the
construction portion of it, and now we're just dealing with the color of this. Correct.”

Mr. Rasch said comect.

Councilor Maestas said, “l just wanted to get that straight on the record. There are separate
issues, but 1 think that knowing that a penalty would be assessed, | think it is germane in this case. | think
when someone makes a mistake, there needs to be some kind of atonement and maybe some kind of a
payment. And it wasn't mentioned in here in terms of the sequence of the process and what additional
penalty the Applicant may be subject to for building the portal without a permit. So | just wanted to kind of
get that straight, and how this all works.”

Public Hearing
Presentation by Appellant

Mayor Gonzales gave the Appellant minutes to present to the Council,
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Mayor Gonzales said he assumes Mr. Sommer will go specifically to why your client chose that
color when the Code said no.

{Mr. Sommer’s response here is inaudible because he was away from the microphone]

Mayor Gonzales said, “But, you will get to the point as o why you chose a different color from what
the Code called for.”

Karl Sommer, Attorney for the Appellant, was sworn. Mr. Sommer presented information
from Exhibits “8” and “9.” Please see Exhibits “8" and “9," for more specific information about Mr.
Sommer’s presentation.

Mr. Sommer said, “My name is Karl Sommer. My mailing address is P.O. Box 2476, Santa Fe,
New Mexico. m here on behalf of Ms. Jennifer Day and her husband, Jim Day, they live in District 2 and
in the Historic Review District. I've handed to you two documents. One is stapled together and it's a
series of photographs. The other is a simple map right out of the City’s GIS Department, and | go through
that in just a minute.”

Mr. Sommer continued, “This case is about two questions. One, a factual issue — whether this
property is visible from a public way, and what is a public way or public place under the Ordinance. The
City Attomey's office spent a great deal of time talking about a public way, and if you look at the Code,
they've mis-applied that. The second question is whether or not this Applicant has met the criteria for this
color in the Historic District. We submit to you that because of the poiicy of the Board, they have met the
criteria for that hardship.”

Mr. Sommer continued, *! handed out to you this map [Exhibit “3"] which has a little 'x’ on it. That's
where this house is located. What's relevant about this map also, is you will note it is in the Historic
Review District. It is not the Historic Downtown Eastside Santa Fe District, and it's not the West Side
Guadalupe District. Why do | say that. Because our Ordinance is divided into two kinds of regulations.
One is just strictly style, the other is preservation. This District and this case does not involve preservation
issues. There isn't a single house shown on this map in the Review District, where this is, that is a
contributing or significant structure, and we're not talking about preservation issues.”

Mr. Sommer continued, “And part of the definitions that were talked about, with respect to public
way, referred to preservation issues. We're dealing with a District that is not in the core, that doesn't deal
with historic preservation, is not on the National Register of Historic Place, and we're dealing simply with
our styles. And all of you are familiar with the area. | grew up here in Santa Fe like many or almost all of
you did, and there was nothing up there. It is not part of the core Historic District. That's important,
because in the core Historic District, the Historic Design Review Board has granted an exception for this
color, right on Garcia Street, right in the core, saying they met the exception requirements. There in the
core, a parting of the exception requirements on this color, a color very closely associated with it. And they
said out here, where it's more rural and more wooded, that is not an acceptable color. We submit fo you
that's arbitrary.”

|
|
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Mr. Sommer continued, “So the question in this case is, is this property visible from a public way, a
public street, a public way or other public place. And the City Atomey spent a great deal of time there.
There is a dispute about the facts. Ms. Day wilt teil you she’s driven up there over and over and over for
years and years, and her property is not visible from Camino Cruz Blanca, and that the pictures you have
seen are not taken in a place where you can see this. So | can't testify about facts, but Ms. Day certainly
can. So, if I can Mayor, just have her acknowledge that indeed that is what you would say. She has been
ptaced under oath. Go ahead.”

Jennifer Day, 1240 Camino de Cruz Blanca [previously sworn], said, “The major issue that |
see right here is that you have been presented with the 2 photograph that went by you, and it's been said
that's visible from Camino de Cruz Blanca. That photo was taken in the driveway, about maybe 100 yards
off of Camino de Cruz Blanca. So that photo is erroneous in the way it's being described.”

Mr. Sommer said, “Tumn to the City Attomey's memo and they're saying this. Well look, this
property is visible from St. John’s College. And the public goes into St. John's College, and therefore, we
can regulate, because it is visible from there. And the photograph, the one that David showed you, Mr.
Rasch showed you, that you got this straight on view. That's from St. John's College. That is the visibility
of this property from St. John's College. So you have to ask this question and answer this question, does
your ordinance mean public place {o include a private college. It talks about in the Code, and this is in the
memo specifically references this language, your Code says, ‘Publicly visible is defined. The portions of a
structure visible from a public street or way, or other access to which the public has legal access. It has
legal access.” People, members of the public, who go park in their parking lots or walk across their
property cannot tell you, with a straight face, they have legal access. What they have is permission,
unenforceable permission, to be on that site. If tomorrow that property was sold to, let's say a convent, the
Carmelites bought it, and they walled it off and they said, we're not going 1o have anybody up here
anymore, the public couldn't get up and say, hey, you know what, | have the right to be there. The public
is invited in there. It is not what a public way is, and the public coutd not maintain, no member of the public
could maintain that they have legal access to be on St. John's property. And | submit to you, that is the
only way to read your Ordinance with any logic at all.

Mr. Sommer continued, “Let's look at why that is. If today you say St. John’s College is a place
where there is a public place, and tomorrow it goes private and the public doesn't have it, then all of your
regulations that were based on that public way immediately disappear, because it is no longer a public way
or public place. That is not the way your Ordinance is written. That is not the way the law operates, and
that is not a logical reading and it is not the way this Ordinance has been applied by the Board. Because
this property is not visible from a public way, the regulations don't apply. if the regulations don't apply,
then there is no color violation.”

Mr. Sommer continued, “I've handed out to you a series of photographs [Exhibit “8"]. There are 11
of them. ‘This’ is from down below. ‘This’ the house from down below. It's on their property. And if you
can see the colors and what they do with respect to blending in and the like, and you go through these
photographs that I've given you of ‘this’ home, you will see that it blends and is harmonious with this area
of this District. It is far more harmonious if you look at exhibit 2, than the pitched roof that is red, right next
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toit. # you go to exhibit 3, you will see again, the contrast between ‘this’ house next door that has the tan
color. So the question, Mayor, when you asked why did they pick this. This color blends in more perfectly
with this wooded sort of semi-rural area. It was simply a matter of preference. And | think when you look
at the photographs, you say to yourself, exhibit 4, that's taken from St. John's College. If you look at the
photograph, the house you cannot see is the house in question.”

Mr. Sommer continued, “I've handed you on exhibit 5 other houses in this district, in this area that
have a similar tone and green color. And you will notice almost to a tee, every one of those colors blends
in, in the fashion 1 have described. Itis part of the character of this section of this District, to have this kind
of color that matches the vegetation in the area. It does not contrast or do violence or harm or anything to
a negative character to the District. So that takes you, if you say this praperty is visible from a public way,
that takes to the exception criteria. What is really really interesting about this case is City staff
recommended approval of this to the Board of the exception criteria. Now City staff is having to defend the
Board’s position, but | ask you, why is that. Because City staff has to deal with the Board, and on Garcia
Street, green is okay. Green and gray is okay, but up in the Review District, it's not okay. So | submit o
you that the staff is following what the long standing practice of the Board is — to best guess what is okay
and what is not okay. If in the heart of the most important section of this community, this color is
acceptable, why wouldn't it be acceptable in an area in which the house would blend in more fully with this
color. | submit to you that, in this case, the Applicant has met the criteria. It does not do damage to the
character. It is to prevent a hardship in this case, dealing with the expense of having to redo it.”

Mr. Sommer continued, “And then finally, it strengthens the unique character of this particular area
of this District. The City Attorney said, well it's hard to find a color that would make it more livable. Well
that's the very same standard that the Board applied on Garcia Street, and said, hey, they met that criteria,
and I'll tell you why. What they're talking about is strengthening the unique character to provide a fulf
range of options. That's the emphasis of their regulation and they've applied it in the heart of the District
and they've said it's okay. The long and short of it, is this property is not visible from a public way and
these regulations don't apply. St. John's is not a public way and it is not a logical reading of your
Ordinance to apply it that way. And if you find that this is a public way that is visible from a public way,
then being consistent and applying the Ordinance the way the H-Board has applied it in the heart of this
District where all of the factors that the City Attomey said are important — tourism, economic development,
values of properties ~ is there in the heart of the District where people come to see the character of this
town, this color is acceptable, then it should be acceptable here under the same criteria. We would stand
for any questions you might have, and | thank you for the time.”

Speaking to the Reguest

All those speaking were swom en masse

Marilyn Bane, 622 ; B Canyon, was sworn. Ms. Bane said she would like to follow up with the
Goveming Body on what has been said. First, the approval on the house on Garcia Street that is green
was in 2011. The reason it was allowed, is that you can't see it from the street. With regard to whether
you can see this house from a public access, the City Attomey took the position and we agreed, that it is
public accessed buy trails. People park there and go to the library. Itis open to the public. She said as to
whether anyone has a legal right to be there, it would seem to her that it is logical, that if you have
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permission you are there legally. She said this Code was written in 1957, and at that time, the railroad had
been in town for quite some time, and the people who wrote this had options. And given, other materials
that came into the area, there are a lot more options. Given all those options, the decision that it was best
for the City and best for holding up a City different, being the City different, so that we would not Peoria, or
Tucson, we would be different. So we gave only a limited number of choices. In terms of color, the choice
was earthtones. This is not an earth tone, so quite rightly, the Historic Districts Review Board upheid the
Ordinance and said it has to be earth color. They didn’t have time to warn the applicant because the
Applicant did not ask for permission or for a permit, which she thinks is at the heart of this. She said it
would all have been avoided if they did what they needed to do, which was to go to the H-Board, which
they didn't do. The H-Board said the portal works, but on the other hand, the color is wrong, and in this
case it's a non-conforming building. The point of all of this is that there are laws, rules and Ordinances,
and the H-Board did its job, the City Attorney did her job in saying they didn't meet the criteria and didn't
grant an exception. She said it can be painted, which isn't the cost to restucco and isn't a hardsh:p She
said she just needed to clarify some of what was said.

Bill Loeb, Member of the Board, Old Santa Fe Association [previously sworn], said we think
that Councilor Bushee serving for 22 years is a very long time, but the Old Santa Fe Association is now 90
years old. And justimagine, the thing that caused the Old Santa Fe Association to come into existence
was 3,000 acres to be preserved around St. John's. So 90 years ago the land in question was declared
by the City to be preservable. He said the Old Santa Fe Association believes the HDRB decision should
be upheld. The HDRB is asked to consider in depth and reach considered conclusions in accordance with
the Ordinance which they have done, so we look like Santa Fe, rather San Diego. He said for 90 years
this has been going on, noting it is a practical thing. He said at the last meeting, he pointed out that the
Association surveyed employment in Santa Fe. And the fact that Santa Fe looks like Santa Fe instead of
San Diego accounts for something like 15,000 jobs in Santa Fe for historic preservation. He said one of
the criteria is the hardship. As he read the findings, the H-Board, in response to the hardship exemption,
approved painting over the green stucco of an approved brown color. He reiterated that the Old Santa Fe
Association, recommends that you support the HDRB decision.

Brad Perkins, 3 Camino Pequeno, Member of the Old Santa Fe Association Board,
[previously sworn]. Mr. Perkins said Ms. Bane made most of the essential arguments. He wants to
narrow the focus a bit. This is about color, not the view from a public way. The color of Santa Fe is brown,
and the Code defines that. He said Mr. Sommer is an excellent attorney and he has tried to hire him to
defend some of his cases. He said what Mr. Sommer has tried to do is fo shift the attention from color fo
views from a public way. He said the more essential issue here is the color. There is a certain element
involved in the way the owner got to this calor, which is distasteful and should be distasteful to everyone.
He said the grounds from St. John's College as used are public for peaple who go to classes and to visit in
the summer for public activities. He said purchase he described to make it private hasn't happened. Itis
an argument that has nothing to do with the decision you have to make. Lastly, he doesn't know what the
photographs look like that you saw, but the one he saw was grainy and it may be a function of the
projections system, saw, but those photographs are sophistry. They are so bad they shouldn't be used in
any kind of discussion about color and harmony.
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Penn LaFarge, 647 Old Santa Fe Trail, President, OSF Association [previously sworn]. Mr.
LaFarge said he wants o address the notion of color, since it is being mentioned by the Counsel for the
owner of the house keeps saying there is a green house on Garcia Street. He said that the green house
on Garcia Street isn't this color and it is not visible from the public way. There are other green colored
houses that are above this in the wildemess area which also are illegal. He said, and more importantly,
you have a case before you that went before the H-Board. This Board is here to protect this City and has
been given a mandate by the City by rule to keep Santa Fe authentic. It unanimously turned down this
case. It unanimously decided that the 3 criteria necessary to find a hardship did not apply and do not
apply. He said it is up to the Goveming Body to uphold the Historic Design Review Board, its findings and
the good of Santa Fe and its authenticity which is crucial. It is important that you support your own boards,
especially boards constituted with expertise and have equipped itself with expertise. He said, “So we ask
you, please to uphold the Historic Design Review Board and its reasonably come to a decision. This is
your Board. This is your town, and these things need to be upheld. Thank you.”

Stefanie Beninato, P.O. Box 1601, Santa Fe [previously sworn), said she is here to speak to
uphold the decision by the H-Board here. She believes if you go to St. John's there must be some kinds of
easements given to access the trails, that it is public. She said she has attended the H-Board meetings,
there are a distressing number of people who come in after the fact, who get caught and come in after the
fact and then want approval. She said the portal was approved and will go forward, with a double fee
which is based on the value of what was done which is a portal. She said this shade of green isn't an
earthtone. She said as Mr. Rasch pointed out they are using the same dirt to make the stucco, which is
the color of the earth, which varies from very light to very dark, but you do not find green in the stucco. She
has a problem with people doing this without asking and then coming and saying it's a hardship. She said
the criteria have to be met. She said hardship determination is difficult, and she has urged the Board to
come up with a definition and standard for hardship.

Ms. Beninato continued saying, Mr. Sommer said it is a matter of convenience that they wanted to
paint it green, but it was only after they got caught and they had to do something about it that it became a
hardship. It's supposed to be a hardship before you start, not after you are caught. She doesn't
understand a hardship not to have a green house. She doesn't think a reasonable person could think not
having a green color is a hardship. The last criteria is to promote diversity of architecture to allow people
to live in those buildings. She doesn’t think the hardship is consistent with any of the standards for
exception in her opinion and you need to uphold the Board. She said Mr. Sommer tries to be divisive. She
said the staff supports the Board. She said administrative case law said it's the Board's expertise you are
relying on, not the expertise of the staff. She said you have appointed Realtors, architects, builders to the
Board. These are people with expertise, and it is their decision you should be looking to, not what staff
recommends. It is a recommendation by somebody who is doing technical review. She said Mr.
Sommer's background in architecture is one course in college, so it doesn’t make him an expert, and even
if it did, he is one voice the Board hears and considers. He said “It is the Board's decision you should
uphold according to case law.”
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Rebuttal by Appellant

Mr. Sommer said he has additional remarks regarding the testimony.

Mavyor Gonzales said Mr. Sommer can make his remarks, and then we will close the Public
Hearing and the Governing Body can ask its questions.

Mr. Sommer said, “I'll be very very brief. Thank you all for your time. | would like to address just a
couple of things that were said because they bear directly on what your job is. One gentleman said that |
had gotten up here and tried to divert your attention from what we're really talking about — that what we're
talking about here is color, green or brown, that's what this case is about. That is not what this case is
about. This case is about how your regulations are applied. Property owners have to live in this town
under your regulations, and your regulations say, if it's not visible, these standards don’t apply. And guess
what. In this District, this color is allowed. This is a permissible color under your Code if it's not visible
from a public way. He said it isn't that this is a horrendous color, it's just ridiculous. In the Historic
District of Garcia Street, this color is prohibited. All of the colors on Garcia Street have to be an earthtone.
They have two choices and it was approved. And it wasn't approved because it wasn't visible, they had to
get an exception for that. They had to prove this color met the exception criteria because it's not allowed in
that District, and they allowed it. And | submit, they did for a reason, and the same reasoning applies here.

Mr. Sommer continued, “Under the discussion that one of the speakers talked to you about. Color.
You could never have a hardship for color. Well the Board does it quite often, applies these quite often
and there is the standard of color, often. So, if it's not possible to get an exception for color, then the
Board is not doing it's job. | submit to you, it is possible. They are the ones applying this standard. They
just misapplied it in this case.”

Closing Argument

Theresa Gheen said,”Just a quick point to close. We heard a lot of testimony from members of the
public that were really concerned about upholding the purpose of the Design Standards. Particularly
because brown and earthtones are what makes Santa Fe architecture and what makes the place special.
It reflects how the houses blend into the hillside. It reflects the traditional structure of the traditional adobe
house. Green obviously does not fit into that intimate category. | want to mention that there's definitely
been a lot of discussion about whether or not this is visible from a public place. The St. John's roadway is
accessible to the public. The agency that has been charged with administering the Code, the Historic
Preservation Division, as well as the Board charged with granting the exceptions. They have consistently
applied this part of the Code as meaning a place which is generally accessible to the public which this
Code is triggering. Once an agency that is charged with administering the Code makes consistent
interpretations it becomes public policy. To reflect, one of the cases by the New Mexico Supreme Court
[inaudible] case, and in order to deviate from that administrative gloss, from that City policy, the City
Council actually must adopt an Ordinance changing that. That is a very significant fact.”

City of Santa Fe Council Meeting: February 24, 2016 Page 37



Ms. Gheen continued, “In addition, if you have been on the Atalaya Trail run, it is easily accessible
from that trailhead itself. In fact if there is anything that is considered public, | would say that would
certainly be it, in addition to the [inaudible] already discussed. | also wanted to note that the pictures that
were faken, that you saw on overhead and were passed around, those actually were taken by David
Rasch. And while it's not the policy to have staff members testifying, he did take those pictures and is
willing to be sworn-in to declare the truth of the location of where those pictures were made. And last but
not least, to clarify, | believe there were swom statements about how green is an acceptable color in the
core of the Historic District. | don't believe there are any green stucco houses in the core Historic District,
and that statement isn't correct. The green color was actually in the same District, so it's different from
what was stated. And last but, but not least, if this board does want to grant this, clearly the board does
need to find that all 3 exception criteria has been met, which the board is required to do under the Code,
and the Governing Body, if they decide fo do that, should make sure that all 3 of those exceptions have
been met."

Mayor Gonzales asked Mr. Rasch if he has further remarks in closing, or if he just wants to wait to
see if there are questions.

Mr. Rasch said he has no further remarks and he wilf wait for questions.
The Public Testimony portion of the public hearing was closed.

Councilor Dominguez asked Mr. Rasch what color is his jacket.

Mr. Rasch said, *| would like to paint something out. The color green, this green the Board noticed
is as different as the other greens in the same District, as the green of my jacket. The color green they did
is like my shoes. All the color greens, including the green that was opposed by exception is like my jacket.”

Councilor Dominguez said it is intriguing to him how emotional these kinds of cases can get at
time. Itis also intriguing how much time, energy and public resources we spend when we've got budget
issues to deal with, but it's important. So we are here and we have to deal with it. He asked Mr. Rasch if
he wrote the memorandum.

Mr. Rasch said he did not write the memorandum.

Councilor Dominguez said he has questions for whomever wrote the memorandum.

Ms. Gheen said she drafted the memorandum.

Councilor Dominguez said in the memorandum, Ms. Gheen indicates that there is no historic
status, the building has no historic status.

Ms. Gheen said that is correct.
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Councilor Dominguez asked if the purpose was to point that although it was in the Historic District,
it doesn't have contributing status.

Ms. Gheen said it was just a core point where the building is concemed to the Board. She said it
is also because it is non-status, it could be painted, but if it was a contributing structure, that would not be
the case.

Councilor Dominguez said in terms of legal access he understands the argument on both sides,
noting he drove up to St. John's College. He said although he wasn't chased away, he was asked by
someone what he was doing there which was an interesting experience. He said he isn't going to get into
the legal access portion in the Memorandum. He quoted from paragraph 2 under V., which provides,

“.... There is aiso limited visibility from Camino Cruz Blanca...’

Ms. Gheen said that is correct.

Councilor Dominguez asked Ms. Gheen her definition of “limited visibility.”

Ms. Gheen said it would be something which is visible, but not fully visible. As opposed to the
highly visible view from the main road going through St. John's. | believe that David Rasch showed a
picture of what the visibility is like from Camina Cruz Blanca, which means there is some, but you can't see
the....

Councilor Dominguez asked Ms. Gheen to point to him in the Code where “limited visibility," is
defined like that.

Ms. Gheen said she doesn't have that off the top of her head, but she is unsure it is defined, but
she can research it.

Councilor Dominguez said it's obviously an important factor because the Appellant brought it up
and people are talking about visibility. He said in her memorandum, Ms. Gheen is talking about limited
visibility from Camino Cruz Blanca. He said if we're going to place an emphasis on visibility, limited or not,
and you just gave a definition of limited visibility, we probably should have it codified.

Ms. Gheen said, “I believe | checked that before, but David Rasch is checking visibility as we
speak.

Councilor Dominguez said he wants limited visibility defined.
Ms. Gheen said, “Limited visibility is not defined in the Code.”

Councilor Dominguez said we are placing a bunch of emphasis on visibility and limited visibility,
but we don’t have a definition for that.” '
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Ms. Gheen said, “I think the issue is whether it's publicly visible.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “My question is, is that in your Memo, those are your words, limited
visibility. Correct.”

Ms. Gheen said, “lif something is visible, whether or not it is fully visible...”

Councilor Dominguez said, | understand everything you are telling me, and | understand what
you're saying. But my point is that you have been able to give me a definition of what limited visibility
means, but we don't have that codified.”

Ms. Gheen said, “That is the case, a plain definition. But | think in this case, whether the visibility
is limited or not, is actually imelevant. If it is visible, it is visible.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “It's relevant, quite frankly, with all due respect, because it's in your
Memorandum.”

Ms. Gheen said, “If something has limited visibility, it is visible. So it would be triggered. It's like
whether or not you are.....”

Councilor Dominguez said, “So there is no difference between visibility and fimited visibility.”

Ms. Gheen said, “In the case of whether or not the Code is triggered, that would be correct. | think
one could argue whether or not this fimited visibility would lead one towards determining whether or not it
would damage the character of the District. However, the Code is triggered.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “So you're an attomey, and you've given me this definition and that
kind of this stuff, how are laypeople, aside from the applicants, supposed to be able to understand that.”

Ms. Gheen said, ‘| would say that if it was a question, a quick call to the Historic Preservation
Division is warranted.”

Councilor Dominguez asked, "And limited visibility could be if | stand on my tiptoes 1 can see. Ifl
don’t stand on my tiptoes, | can't see it. There's a lot of factors that contribute to visibility, and if we're
going to place a lot of emphasis on visibility and we're going to use, as part of our argument, that from
Camino Cruz Blanca there is limited visibility, then we need to make sure we have that clarified and clear.”

Councilor Dominguez continued, “So, I'll move on to the next point, and it's really my last question,
it's on page 2 of the Memo, starting with the paragraph that begins ‘On December 8,’ and it's the last
sentence, and it has to do with Garcia Street. There has been lost of testimony here about the colors of
buildings on Garcia Street, both by the proponents and opponents of this particular exception of
application. It says, ‘...an exception granted for a house on Garcia St., was for a color that was more grey
than green...” Who determines what is more gray and what is more green. Is that subjective or is there
Code that we use that everyone has access to.”
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Ms. Gheen that was “news” she picked up from the HDRB, and that was a part of the discussion at
that meeting.

Councilor Dominguez asked if the HDRB decided what was more gray than green, He said,
“Again, I'l just like it like this, is there a color chart that is referred to or some definition that someone holds
up and says this color is more gray than green, and this color is more green the gray. | mean, how do we
determine.

Ms. Gheen said she believes it is a matter of common sense.

Councilor Dominguez said, “l have common sense and his jacket looks brown to me.”

Councilor Bushee suggested he might be color blind.

Councilor Dominguez said, “Maybe so, but that's discriminatory.”

Mr. Rasch said, “The point that was made by the H-Board was, yes, we did approve an exception
for a green stucco, but that green was much lighter and grayer than this green. It was a comparison of the
two. It wasn't trying to find if one is gray or not. It was comparing, and they said, this is just way too green
compared to what we approved previously.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “So, | understand that you're applying it to Garcia Street in that context.
But when I'm reading it here, it's just kind of, to me it seems like there is some subjectivity in some of the
way this is being interpreted. Okay so those were just the technical questions | had Mayor. Thank you
very much.”

Councilor Lindell said, ‘I actually think in the Memo it was charitable to use the word limited
visibility, because the finaudible] actually just uses the word visible. So whether it is completely visibie or
limited visible, it says visible.”

Ms. Gheen said, “If you want to be accurate in the description of the fact, yes.”

Councilor Lindefl said, “My problem with this is that we have a Code, and the Code has meaning
and we have this Code for a reason. And, was this house red-tagged when it was completed or when it
was in process.”

Ms. Gheen said, ‘I think the house was actually built about 20 years ago. But that portal had been
constructed, partially, | believe, by the time it had been red-tagged. The green stucco, | believe, already
had been applied.”

Councilor Lindelt asked, “Can you say Mr. Sommer.”
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Mr. Rasch said, “I'li tell the predicament that caused the situation. My inspector was doing an
inspection on a nearby property. He heard hammers. He drove to this property, found the portal under
construction and green already applied to the building.”

Councilor Lindell said, “I'm going to ask Mr. Sommer a couple of questions about this, or | can ask
the Applicant, it doesn’t matter to me. The Applicant states that they own 3 houses here. Have they done
work on other houses here.”

Mr. Sommer said he doesn't know.

Councilor Lindell said, “You own 3 houses in a compound here. Have you done any other work on
any of the other houses.”

Ms. Day said, “On the house that we live in, which is on Camino de Cruz Blanca, we did some
work on that yes.”

Councilor Lindell asked, “Did you get a permit.”
Ms. Day said, “Yes.”

Councilor Lindell said, “! just don’t know why we're here, other than there was no permit on this
construction project. if you had a permit on a different project, it would seem that the process of getting a
permit means coming downtown, getting a permit, going through Historic, and we wouldn't have these
questions. Because it is clear enough that the Code does not allow green on this home in this historic
area.”

Mr. Sommer said, ‘I submit to you, we would have the same problem. If they had denied the color,
we would be appealing it, for the same reasons that are in front. of you. That the Code doesn’t apply to

this property.”

Councilor Lindell said, “I'm sorry Mr. Sommer, but that seems that it doesn’t apply to our current
situation. Our current situation is that... | cannot imagine... was this completed by a licensed contractor.”

Mr. Sommer said, “Yes.”

Councilor Lindell said, ‘I can't imagine that the contractor didn’t suggest that stuccoing an entire
house wouid need a permit. That is beyond the pale for me, that that would happen. And 'm... you talk
about the time in this, it's a huge amount of time for a lot of, lot of people over a house whose owner didn't
bother to go and get a permit. And that's really, to me, why we're here. And I think that it, again, we ask
the Historic Review Board to do a lot of work. 1 think i's a really hard board fo sit on, and it takes a huge
amount of time and work. And their recommendation, they unanimously have said that they don't think that
this meets the exception. And again, | just have a great amount of frustration that we're here because
there was no permit. And really to me, i's much more about that, than whether we're talking about green
or earthtone colors. So that's all | have Mayor. Thank you.”
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Councilor Ives said, “l want to give you my take on all of what we're discussing here, but one
question first for staff, and that's maybe answered at the bottom of packet page 5, but in this area of what
colors are permitted.”

Ms. Gheen provided a copy of the relevant sections of the City Code to the Goveming Body
[Exhibit “10").

Councilor Ives said, “So | take it, by what you have handed us, that the answer is, ‘The color of
stuccoed buildings shafl predominantly be brown, tan or local earth tones...” And it goes into various
exception, and based on that plain language, green would not appear to be a color that is permitted in
these areas.”

Ms. Gheen said that is comect.

Councilor Ives confinued, “So let me first, comment on our discussions about Garcia Street, and
you'll understand my position on that as | explain my position here. | have absolutely no clue as to why
green would have been approved on Garcia Street, if these are the colors that are permitted in the Districts
that we are talking about.”

Councilor Ives continued, “We've talked a lot about visibility, and | suppose my quick answer to the
difference between the various characteristics, or degrees of visibility, would be simply demonstrated with
this cup, which is this cup is now fully visible to everybody in this room. Now this cup is partially visible to
the Councilors who sit to the left of me, while it remains fully visible to the Councilors that sit on the right of
me, but it is visible in each instance, regardless of whether it's fully visible or only partially visible, in my
estimation in terms of interpreting this language under the Code.”

Councilor Ives continued, “So | think the better argument, based upon what we've been presented
is that the house is visible, and | would certainly be inclined to provide some deference to the Board on
that particular issue, given their need to consider that issue time and time and time again.”

Councilor Ives continued, “On the issues of whether or not an exception should apply, the first one
is whether or not it damages the character of the District. In this case, we have a clear definition of what is
permitted in the District. And so, in that sense, | just don’t understand how we begin to argue that
something other than what is permitted doesn’t damage the District. Because, presumably, the stylistic
requirements were put in place specifically because they did characterize the District, and therefore that
which is not in keeping with what is in the definition, must therefore damage the District in some way. And
again, | don't mean to suggest that many of the other green homes up there... again, | don't know what any
of the specifics are there, but | don't think the presence of other structures that fail to comply should dictate
the rule here, and I'll come back to that point in a few moments.”
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Councilor Ives continued, “The third item in the exception is that this question of creating a
capacity to continue to reside within the District.... and | have to, at some level, agree that color is not
necessarily the type of design criteria that this particular rule was meant to touch upon. So, I'm not clear
that that particular portion of the exempticn is met, and | do read that as an inclusive ‘and,’ in terms of the
3 requirements that have to be met.”

Councilor ves continued, “With regard to hardship, 'm not one who feels that hardship cannot be
based on dollars alone, but ! just don’t have enough information here about the pros and cons and costs to
be able to say whether or | think that portion of the exception has been met. But | don't find it being met on
the basis of the first and third components of th exemption. So | think again, there is a better sense that
visibility has been satisfied as a criteria, but there is a failure to meet two portions of the exemption, 1 and
3

Councilor Ives continued, “And | will say in some of these cases folks proceed not knowing there
are processes or struggled with presumptions of approval, based on their homes being stuccoed with
elastomeric stucco previously, as we have seen in at least one prior case recently. In this case, again the
points Councilor Lindell was making with regard to the fact that there had been other construction projects
where you had gotten building permits, suggests that sorts of equitable arguments don't really provide a
compelling reason to say that we can avoid all of this, and go ahead and approve it. So in the basis of the
record that has been presented here, on the basis of the testimony that has been presented, from my
perspective, visibility has been met, two of the necessary components for an exemption have not been
met, so I'm afraid | cannot vote in favor of approving the appeal. But rather, would support the decision of
the Historic Design Review Board.”

Councilor Rivera said, “Theresa, in your opening remarks, | thought | heard you say something
about there being other houses up in the area that were of a green or grayish color that you thought maybe
did not meet the Code as well."

Ms. Gheen said, “'m basing it on what was discussed at the hearing, and also from statements of
David Rasch, so I'm only visiting facts that were given to me, but from what | understand, besides that one
house on Garcia Street, the other houses that have a greenish hue, but not as dark a green as the current
house, but those actually are illegally colored houses.”

Councilor Rivera asked, “Is it our plan to look into those as well.”

Mr. Rasch said, “The most recently green stuccoed building in the lighter green at the end of the
road, not like this green, has already been given a notice of the violation. | know of one other one right on
the road. 1don't know when that was stuccoed, but this one was stuccoed recently. [inaudible] has seen
that the contract said that conractor had to follow City Code, so he's on notice. I'm waiting to hear the
outcome of this case before | look into all the other violations.”
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Councilor Rivera said, “Thank you, and thank you for that consistency as well. You know,
personally, | really don’t care about the color of your house, but what | do care about is the Code. And I'm
not going to repeat too much. | agree with a lot of what Councilor Lindelf has said. | think had the
Applicant gone through the process of getting a permit that... we may be here, but it might be under
different circumstances, and potentialiy not be here at all.”

Councilor Rivera continued, “So unless we’re willing to really follow the Code the way the HDRB
has put it in front of us, maybe we should do away with the color swatches and allow any color to be out
there. Otherwise, | think we need to support the Code, and support the HDRB, I'll just leave it at that.”

Councilor Bushee said, ‘| wanted to just clarify from what | understood from tonight's discussion for
Councilor Ives, on the Garcia Street building, so what we're reading from is the full and structural
standards should be compiied for buildings or structures subject to public view from any public street, right
of way, or public place. And 1 know you've agreed that this would be considered a public way. But what |
understood from this evening’s testimony is that the Garcia Street building, which is a different green was
not visible from a public way and that they applied for the exemption. Correct. David wants to give me an
answer.”

Mr. Rasch said, “The building on Garcia Street is in the Historic Review District, just like this
structure, not in the core Historic District as Council suggested. That building is even less visible, but it is
visible or | wouldn't have taken it to the H-Board.”

Councilor Bushee said, “But they applied for it.”

Mr. Rasch said, “Yes. Itis very much less visible than this building is visible from Cruz Blanca.”

Councilor Bushee said, “So they applied for the exception and it was granted.”

Mr. Rasch sa'id, “Right.

Councilor Bushee said, “The Code allowed discretion of the H-Board and all of that."

Mr. Rasch said yes.

Councilor Bushee said, I just wanted to clarify that, that | think it was a different situation.”

Councilor Bushee said, “And honestly, did | want my last hearing to be 2 hours long about the
color of stucco, not necessarily. But you know what, what | can say is that this is significant that we have
an Ordinance. I've been here for tiny teeny little fenestrations or the height of a fence. The worst case
scenario for the Appellant is when they don't get a permit, when they know better, when they actually have
2 other structures in the same compound and gone through this process. It seems to me that this is after
the fact, and the whole forgiveness thing. Sometimes it works, but it usually doesn’t work in the H-District.

You know when you buy a property in that zone that you've got to comply with specific things, and the idea
that you're going to be okay with that, and that you're going to do the kinds of things that are needed when
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you remodel or add onto those structures that are in those zones that we have this Ordinance for a reason.
And that it is, in the long run, actually supporting Santa Fe's future and it's past. So | would just suggest
that we really need fo... the thing about color might seem insignificant, but | will say that | really think it
actually matters in this case. So ! am going to support the motion that has been made.”

Mayor Gonzales said there is no motion on the floor, but since it is her last meeting, he will ensure
Councilor Bushee is able to make the motion.

Councilor Trujillo said, “This is the first time I've ever heard nobody wants a green buikling. | could
care less what color your house is. I've got red, green, brown, black, you name it, in District 4. I've got
them all. But the fortunate thing is, there is a Code, and | feef the same as Councilor Rivera. We have
taws in place and if we don't abide by them.... { don't think... o me, when | saw the pictures, this is an earth
tone. 1 guess I'm having confusion on what | consider earth tones - the trees, the rocks, the grass, the dirt
- to me those all are earth tones. But the way it is defined in the Code, ‘This does not include chocolate
brown colors or white except dull or matfe off-white (yeso}.” So, because there is a Code in place and
because this is the law in Santa Fe, | must go with what the H-Board said.”

Councilor Maestas said, “Just a quick comment. I'm not going to repeat what has been said and |
agree with a lot of what has been said. But with regard to the Staff Memo, ! think in the future the Garcia
Street approval should have been treated as a case study and incorporated into the case synopsis.
Because, in reading the minutes to the HDRB, they wanted to know that, oh wait, there is one home that's
got a different color. What were the circumstances, and what were the facts behind the approval. And |
think that's totally relevant and | really expect that from staff, to have those as prominent case studies in
the case synopsis. And | didn't see it there. | think that really would have benefitted us greatly had that
been in the staff information. So just some advice for the future, going forward.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “Just a real quick comment. | just want to clear, since | brought up the
full discussion about what is visible, or reasonably visible, whatever the language is. | was under the
assumption that there was a definition about that, because it's pretty explicit in the Memo, but it doesn’t
sound like that is the case. And that's why I'm asking, because | think if we're going to look at these sorts
of things we need to be as clear as possible.”

Marcos Martinez, Assistant City Attomey, said, “There is a definition of publicly visible, and it's
cited in the Memo, but the definition is, ‘a portion of a structure visible from the public street, way or other
area'”

Councilor Dominguez noted he is referring to the limited visibility ciause.

Mr. Martinez said, “I guess | would say that the portion part means if a portion of it is visible, it is
publicly visible under the definition. It says ‘portion of a structure,” not entire structure.”

Councilor Dominguez said, “Okay, | didn’t see that in the packet or in the information that I've been
give, unless you can point it out to me. What page.”
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Mr. Martinez said, “In the Memo, it's on page 3 of the packet.”
MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Lindell, with regard to Case #2016-07, to
deny the appeal and affirm the decision of the Historic Districts Review Board, finding that the Appellants
failed to meet all the exception criteria, and adopting the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as our
own.
VOTE: The motion was approved on the following Roll Call vote:

For: Mayor Gonzales, Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives,
Councilor Lindell, Councilor Maestas, Councilor Rivera and Coungilor Trujillo.

Against: None.

L ADJOURN

The was no further business to come befare the Governing Body, and upon completion of the
Agenda, the meeting was adjourned at approximately 10:00 p.m.

Approved by:

G v [ o

Mayor Javier M. Gonzales

ATTESTED TO:
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
BILL NO. 2016-_

INTRODUCED BY:

Councilor Joseph M. Maestas
Councilor Ronald S. Trujillo

Councilor Carmichael A. Dominguez

AN ORDINANCE
AUTHORIZING AN AMENDMENT TO THE 2012 GENERAL OBLIGATION (GO) BOND
PARKS AND TRAILS IMPLEMENTATION PLAN TO REALLOCATE $311,354
CURRENTLY DESIGNATED FOR VARIOUS CITY PARK IMPROVEMENTS TO

OTHER CITY PARKS WITH HIGH MAINTENANCE NEEDS.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE:

Section 1. Authority

A. Section 11-9.1(E) SFCC 1987 requires that any reallocation of proceeds from a
voter-approved general obligation bond that deviates materially from the information provided to
the electorate by the city of Santa Fe shall be voted upon by the governing body through the
adoption of an ordinance.

B. The governing body, through the adoption of this ordinance, authorizes the
reallocation of funds from the 2012 parks bond as specified in Section 3 of this ordinance.

Section 2. Legislative Findings

A. The 2012 Parks Bond was approved by voters in the amount of $8,000,000 on
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March 6, 2012.

B. Many of the projects that were to be funded have been completed. Others
projects are in progress, or are waiting to be started.

C. A reallocation of bond funds is requested because of changes in priorities and
needs for the affected city parks.

Section 3. Reallocation

A, The parks and recreation department shall remove the following parks from the

current funding list:

0} Cross of the Martyrs $15,035.44
2) Thomas Macione Park § 8,063.79
(3) GCCC Park $ 48,573.45
4) Escondido Park $ 13,976.26
&) Monica Lucero Park $ 54,660.14
6) Las Acequias Phase [V Park $155.610.95

$295,926.03

B. The funds specified above shall be reallocated or added to existing funding for

improvements and additions as follows:

(1) Patrick Smith Park $ 16,935.00 .
Replace irrigation, reseed turf areas, and install security cameras.

) Las Acequias Park $155,610.95
Improve/replace the pathway, add solar bollard lighting, add playground
equipment, and add two (2) picnic tables.

3) Monica Lucero Park $ 11,000.00
Improve the irrigation system,

4) La Resolana Park $28,765.58
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Arroyo stabilization.
(5) Herb Martinez Park

Resurface basketball courts.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

KELLEY A. BRENNAN, CITY ATTORNEY

M/Legislation/Bills 2016/Authorize Bond Reallocation

$ 5,000.00

$217,311.53
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO
BILL NO. 2016-__

INTRODUCED BY:

Councilor Joseph M. Maestas
Mayor Javier M. Gonzales

Councilor Peter N. Ives

AN ORDINANCE
AMENDING SECTION 14-62 OF THE LAND USE DEVELOPMENT CODE TO
REMOVE CERTAIN LIMITATIONS ON SHORT-TERM RENTAL DWELLING UNITS;
AMENDING THE FEE SCHEDULE FOR A SHORT-TERM RENTAL PERMIT; AND
REQUIRING THAT PERMIT HOLDERS PAY ALL APPLICABLE TAXES OR BE

SUBJECT TO CERTAIN PENALTIES.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE:

Section 1. Subsection 14-6.2 of the Land Use Development Code (being Ord.
#2011-37 (as amended)) is amended to read:

14-6.2 USE-SPECIFIC STANDARDS
(A)  Residential Uses

(D) Continuing Care Community

(a) Density
Independent dwelling units are subject to the density standards of the

district in which the continuing care community is located.

Sy Y B S
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(2)

€))

(b) Compliance with state and federal law
Continuing care communities must comply with all applicable state and
federal laws and regulations.

Mobile Home, Permanent Installation

In any district in which permanent single-family occupancy of a mobile home on

an individual Jof is allowed as a special use permir by the board of adjustment,

the following minimum standards apply:

(a) the mobile home shall be anchored to a concrete foundation and skirted
as specified by the land use director,

(b) the rental or lease of mobile homes used as single-family residences on
individual Jots is prohibited; and

(c) minimum requirements for Jof size, front, side and rear yards, and all
other standards pertaining to single-family residential land use set forth
in Chapter 14 apply.

Mobile Home Park

(a) Applicability
New mobile home parks are prohibited as of December 10, 2012
(effective date of this Ordinance No. 2012-37). In a district in which
mobile home parks are allowed, the minimum standards set out in this
section apply.

(b) License
Prior to beginning operation, a mobile home park owner or operator must
obtain a business license from the city under the provisions of Article 18-
1 SFCC 1987.

(c) Inspection
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“4)

(d)

(e)

()

(8

The city may inspect a mobile home park for conformance with the

provisions of this section.

Transfer of License

The city may issue a transfer of the license only after the following:

(i) application in writing for transfer of a license and payment of
the transfer;

(ii) an inspection report by the land use director has been submitted
to the governing body, stating conformance or nonconformance
with the provisions of this section;

(iii)  approval by the governing body.

Revocation of License

The governing body may revoke a license to maintain and operate a

mobile home park, as provided in Article 18-1 SFCC 1987 when the

licensee has violated any provision of this section.

Posting

The license certificate shall be conspicuously posted in the office of or

on the premises of the mobile home park at all times.

Standards

Mobile home parks shall comply with the standards set forth in

Subsection 14-7.2(1).

Manufactured Homes

Manufactured homes:

(a)

(b)

are permitted in any district in which site-built, single-family dwellings
are allowed;

shall meet all requirements of other site-built, single-family dwellings in
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)

(c)

the same district and all applicable historic or aesthetic standards set
forth in Chapter 14; and
shall be constructed according to the Manufactured Home Construction

and Safety Standards, 24 CFR Section 3280.

Short-Term Rental of Dwelling Units — Residentially Zoned Property

(a)

(b}

Dwelling Units

Dwelling units located on residentially zoned property may not be rented
for less than thirty days except as set forth in this Subsection 14-
6.2(AX5).

Short-Term Rental Units

Short-term rental units are prohibited on residentially zoned property

except as provided in this Subsection 14-6.2(A)}5)}(b).

v and . ired]
[€)]i Short-term rental units that are operated in compliance with
Subsection 14-6.3(D)(1) (Accessory Dwelling Units) and in
compliance with this Subsection 14-6.2(AXS5Xb)[¢B](0) are

allowed.
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(6] ii Short-term rental units located in a development containing
resort facilities approved pursuant to a special use permit prior to
January 30, 2008, which are owned in common by the owners
within the development, are allowed. As used in this item,
“resort facility" means any combination of swimming pools, spa
facilities, golf courses, restaurants and tennis facilities. The
general provisions set forth in Subsection 14-6.2(A)(5)(c) shall

not apply except for Item (ix) regarding applicable taxes.

t64 iii The land use director may issue [up-to three-hundred-fifty-short-
term] rental permits in a quantity approved by the governing

body through adoption of a resolution for residential units not
otherwise qualifying for permirts under Items (i) (ii) E-Gi}-or

t¥)] above. Dwelling units on non-residentially zoned property
pursuant to §14-6.2(6) are not subject to the permir limit
imposed by this subsection.

[(»1)] iv Whenever the [aumber—of] demand for short-term rental units
exceeds the number permitted in accordance with Item §&9} iii
above [falls-below three-hundred-fifty], the number of additional
[rewd] permits may be authorized by the governing body through
adoption of a subsequent resolution and issued by the land use

director. New permits shall be issued in the order that qualifying

applications are received.
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(©)

2 . ! ith-Hem-(vi)-above]
General Provisions

Unless otherwise stated, the following general provisions apply to short-
term rental units:

(i) ° no more than one rental is allowed within a seven consecutive

day period;

ii short-term rental permits will not be issued to allow more than

two short-term rentals units directly adjacent to each other on a

residentially zoned street. Directly adjacent for the purposes of
this subsection means directly next to another structure on the

same side of the street or directly across from anogther structure

on the opposite side of the street. The only exception would be
for condominiums, apartment complexes and residential
compounds;

(iii)  off-street parking shall be provided on site as follows: 1) one
bedroom, one parking space; and 2) two or more bedrooms; two
parking spaces

(iv)  all applicable building and fire life safety codes shall be met and
all toilets, faucets and shower heads shall meet the water
conservation requirements described in Section 25-2.6 SFCC

1987,
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{(vi)  occupants shall not park recreational vehicles on site or on the
Slreet,

(iv) short-term rentals will not be permitted to be used for non-

residential purposes. This excludes the use of short-term rentals
permits for outdoor events, weddings and the like.

(vii)  the total number of persons that may occupy the short-term

rental unit is twice the number of bedrooms;

(viii) noise or other disturbance outside the short-term rental unit is
prohibited after 10:00 p.m., including decks, portals, porches,
balconies or patios;

(ix)  all occupants shall be informed in writing of relevant city
ordinances, including the cizy's nuisance and water conservation

ordinances, by the owner/operator of the short-term rental unit.

All occupants shall comply with all relevant cify ordinances and
comply with all provisions of the lodger’s tax ordinance;

x) the owner/operator shall pay all applicable local, state and
federal taxes, including lodgers' tax, gross receipts tax and
income taxes;

(xi) should the owner/operator neglect to pay all applicable taxes, the

ownerfoperator shall be subject to penalties pursuant to

Subsection 14-6.2(AX5X1).

e (xii) the owner/operator shall make available to the city for its

inspection all records relating to the operation of the short-term

rental unit to determine compliance with this paragraphf—Fhe
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o¥]; and

[Gab)](xiii) the owner shall maintain adequate property insurance
coverage for the short-term rental unit. Proof of insurance shall
be required at the time the permir is issued and such other times

as requested by the land use director.

(xiv) should ownership of a short-term_rental unit transfer from one
owner to the other, the short-term rental permit is canceled and
shall revert to the land use department. If the new owner wishes
to continue using the property as a short-term rental unit, a new
application shall be made with the land use department.

Applications

Unless otherwise stated, an application for a permit for a short-term

rental shall be submitted to the city as follows:

@) the application shall include the name and phone number of the
owner/operator who is available twenty-four hours per day,
seven days per week to respond to complaints regarding the
operation or occupancy of the short-term rental unit as well as
the name and phone number of city staff responsible for
enforcing this section;

(i) the application shall include a [verified;—notarized] statement
signed by the owner/operator that the short-term rental shall be
operated in compliance with this paragraph and all other
applicable city codes and that the operation of the short-term

rental is in compliance with any applicable legally binding

private covenants, including those that prohibit the presence of
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short-term rental;

(iii) all applicants must submit proof of all required inspections with

their initial application. Renewal applications for the same
property may submit proof of all required inspections in the form
of a statement attesting to self-compliance of all fire, health and
safety requirements. The city shall perform random inspections

to ensure compliance.

[Gi](iv) prior to issuance of a permit, a certificate of occupancy

is required to ensure compliance with this paragraph and all

applicable codes;

[69](v) the permit is not transferable to another person or
property,

[e9](vi) within ten days of the issuance of the permiz, the

owner/operator shall mail notice by first class mail, with
certificate of mailing, to the owners of properties within two
hundred (200) feet of the subject property, exclusive of rights of
way, as shown in the records of the county [treasurer]assessor,
and by first class mail to the physical addresses of such
properties where such address is different than the address of the

owner and the land use department. Notice shall be on a form

approved by the land use director, and shall contain the name
and phone number of the owner/operator who will be available
twenty-four hours per day, seven days per week to respond to
complaints regarding the operation or occupancy of the short-

term rental as well as the name and phone number of city staff
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responsible for enforcing this paragraph. Copies of all required
mailing lists and mailing certificates shall be provided to the
land use director within ten days of the mailing, Failure to
notify neighbors as described is subject to penalties and
prosecution pursuant to Subsection 14-6.2(A)5)£);

(6] (vii) each application shall be accompanied by a fee of one
hundred [fifty] doliars (3[156] 100) to cover application
processing and inspections. This application fee is non-
refundable.

[Evity)(viii) The annual permit fee schedule is as follows:

[REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK INTENTIONALLY]

10
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Annual Permit and Registration Fees*

Short-term Rental Type

Permit Fee per Unit

lRegistration Fee
per Unit

[$H4-6:2A5)b)D—
Primany

Rosidence: | seriod
per-year]

[$—0-00]

§14-6.2A(S X)) EH]() —
Accessory
Dwelling Units

[$175-00]3325.00

(5462 )bNGD]
Unit{s)on
Contiguous-Lot]

[$475-00]

§14-6.2A(SXbYEW](ii) —

Resort Units

{$+50-00] $100

$100

§14-6.2A(5)(b)[e»](iii) —

Residential Units

[$350-00+£]§325.00**

§14-6.2A(6) — Commercial

Districts

$100

Initial Application and
Processing Fee (one-time)

3100

*The annual permit fee shall not be prorated for a portion of the year,

¥ *If there is more than one short-term rental unit on a lot, the permit fee is

[$4+40:00] $350.00 for each additional unit.

[EvD](ix)

fee and inspections related to issuance of the short-term rental

11

The annual fee includes the city’s business registration
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(e)

permit. Revenue from fees imposed pursuant to this paragraph
shall be used only to administer, manage, and enforce this

section.

[G@0](x) If payment of a permir fee was in excess of that for

[e0]xi

which a person was liable, the person may claim a refund by
directing to the city [treasurer]finance director a written claim
for refund no later than one year from the date payment was
made. Every claim for refund shall state the amount and basis
for the claim. The city [treasurer]finance director may allow the
claim in whole or in part or may deny it. [If the claim is not
allowed in whole, the persor may appeal the decision pursuant
to Section 14-3.17.

Unless revoked as set forth in Subsection 14-6.2(A)5Xe), a
permit holder may renew the permit annually. If not renewed by
March 15 of each year, the [permit-expires] the owner/operator
may pay late fee of fifty dollars ($50) which will permit them to
renew by April 15. An owner of an expired permit may submit a
new application for a short-term rental permit to the land use
director in accordance with Subsection 14-6.2(A)5)bXvi)

subject to availability of permits [within-the-three-hundred-fifty
Limit].

[EeD](xii) [¥he]A valid permir number shall be included in all

advertising of the short-term rental,_including listings on_web-

based rental sites.

Violations

12
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(f)

(ii)

(iii)

The land use director shall document all alleged violations of
this paragraph and shall pursue enforcement through the
municipal court as set forth in Article 1-3 SFCC 1987 or in

another appropriate court of law. The City shall give the owner

a written Notice of Violation, which shall be mailed either to the
—‘—“———_—1____—____
owner’s local or business address or agent’s address, informting
the owner of the violation. If corrective action is not completed

within fifteen (15) days of the date of the letter, the City may file
a criminal complaint in municipal court. Upon conviction of a

[third] first violation, the land wuse director shall revoke the
permit and operation of the short-term rental shall cease within
thirty days.

An owner who offers for rent as a short-term rental a dwelling
unit that is not permitted for use as a short-term rental is in

violation of this paragraph and is subject to penalties, property

liens and/or prosecution pursuant to Subsection 14-.2(A)5)(H).

An agent who knowingly assists an ownmer in advertising or
renting a dwelling unit as a short-term rental unit that is not

permitted under this paragraph is subject to penalties and

prosecution [end—the—agent's—business—lieense—is—subject—to
Feveoation] pursuant to Subsections 18-1.7 through 18-1.9.

Penalties

(i) If an owner fails to report [theirlodgers™tax] all applicable taxes,
including gross receipts tax and lodger’s tax, they shall be subject to [the

13
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(6)

Q)

and-shall-be] all enforcement authority permissible under the short-term

rental ordinance and any applicable city, county, state, or federal law or

statute. The owner shall also be subject to revocation of their short term

rental permit pursuant to Subsection 14-6,.2(AX5)f)(ii).

ii If an owner is found guilty of operating a short term rental
without a valid permit, they shall be fined five hundred dollars ($500).
The city may ask the municipal court to treat each day after the initial
written notice of violation as a separate violation and assess two hundred
fifty dollars ($250) for each day of these daily violations for a total
cumulative fine amount. If the city is awarded money as part of this court
hearing and defendant does not make timely payments to the city, the

city may bring an action in lien or equity for the collection of any

amounts due.

[Bl() Private restrictive covenants, enforceable by those governed by
the covenants, may prohibit short-term rental units.

[e2)(h) Real estate brokers listing residential property in Santa Fe shall
provide prospective buyers a current copy of this [paragraph} ordinance.

[ The land use director shall establish administrative procedures
necessary to implement, manage and enforce this paragraph.

Short-term Rental of Dwelling Units — Non-residentially Zoned Property

Short-term rental of dwelling units on non-residentially zoned property is
permitted as set forth in Table 14-6.1-1, required to register; pay a one-time $100

application fee; one-time $100 application, inspection and processing fee: and
comply with submission requirements of all applicable taxes.

Dwelling Units in Specified Commercial Districts

14
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In the C-2 and SC Districts, dwelling units do not include mobile homes or

recreational vehicles and shall be either:

(a) accessory dwelling units for occupancy only by owners, employees or
tenants of nonresidential uses that are operated on the same premises;

(b) part of a planned development; or

(c) part of a use for which a development plan or special use permit is
required.

3 Effective Date,

The provisions of Article 14-6.2(A)(5) of the Land Use Development Code shall go into
effect immediately upon approval of the governing body. A ninety (90) day grace period
shall be given for affected units to_enter into full compliance with this ordinance. All
owners who have a current 2016 permit shall pay the new application and permit fees, but
shall receive a credit for amounts already paid to the City for current 2016 permits. All
owners who have a current 2016 permit under Subsection 14-6.2(A)(5)b)(iii) who
reapply subject to these revisions to Subsection 14-6.2(A)(5) within sixty (60) days of the
Effective Date and who meet all requirements shall be guaranteed to receive one of the
allowable permits for 2016. This guarantee shall only apply for 2016. All owners who
have a current 2016 permit who reapply subject to these revisions to Subsection 14-
6.2(AX(3) within sixty (60) days of the Effective Date and meet all requirements shall be

grandfathered in_and are not subject to the geographic requirements of Subsection 14-
6.2(A)5)XcXii).

APPROVED AS TQ FORM:

KELLEY A. BRENNAN, CITY ATTORNEY M/ Legislation/Bills 2016/Short Term Rental Update Final
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-__

INTRODUCED BY:

Councilor Joseph M. Maestas
Mayor Javier M. Gonzales

Councilor Peter N. Ives

A RESOLUTION
ESTABLISHING THE NUMBER OF SHORT-TERM RENTAL PERMITS THE CITY

OF SANTA FE LAND USE DEPARTMENT MAY ISSUE.

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Fe established regulations governing short-term rentals in
2011, and is codified as Subsection 14-6.2(A)(5); and

WHEREAS, current regulations limit the number of city-issued permits to 350; and

WHEREAS, a study by the City of Santa Fe revealed nearly 1000 short-term rentals
exist in Santa Fe, and are advertised on such sites as Airbnb, VRBO and Craigslist; and

WHEREAS, many of these rentals fail to collect and/or report requisite lodger’s and
gross receipts taxes; and

WHEREAS, Airbnb has had numerous discussions with city staff and appears willing to
enter into a Voluntary Collection agreement when the number of available permits will be
sufficient to meet their host membership demand; and

WHEREAS, legislation is being considered that would remove certain limitations on

short-term rentals, amend the permit fee schedule, require all permit holders to pay applicable

;—_—%\iz1§1; ﬂ’{y
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taxes, and establish penalties for owners/operators who offer a short-term rental without a valid
permit; and

WHEREAS, the Governing Body desires to establish the number of short-term rental
permits the Land Use Department may issue through adoption of a resolution,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF SANTA FE that the City of Santa Fe Land Use Department is to issue no more than
one thousand short-term rental permits to qualifying properties pursuant to Subsection 14-
6.2(A)(S) of the Land Use Development Code.,

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2016.

JAVIER M. GONZALES, MAYOR

ATTEST:

YOLANDA Y. VIGIL, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

KELLEY A. BRENNAN, CITY ATTORNEY

M/Legislation/Resolutions 2016/Short-Term Rental Permit Limit
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-___

INTRODUCED BY:

Mayor Javier M. Gonzales
Councilor Carmichael A. Dominguez
Councilor Ronald S. Trujillo

Christopher M. Rivera

A RESOLUTION
AUTHORIZING STAFF TO COLLABORATE WITH THE SANTA FE FARMERS
MARKET TO STAGE A PLAZA FARMERS MARKET ONE SUNDAY A MONTH
DURING JUNE, JULY, AUGUST, AND SEPTEMBER 2016; COLLABORATE ON A
SOUTHSIDE FARMERS MARKET; AND PROVIDE COMPLEMENTARY PARKING

DURING THE WEEK.

WHEREAS, the Santa Fe Farmers Market (Market) began in 1968 as a small group of
local farmer’s selling their locally grown products in partnership with the League of Women
Voters; and

WHEREAS, the Market now represents 130 active ranchers, bakers, dairies, beekeepers,
and food artisans representing all 15 northern counties of New Mexico, providing fresh, local
products to residents and visitors alike; and

WHEREAS, The Market is the largest such market in New Mexico, and one of the most
widely recognized markets in the United States; and

WHEREAS, the Market began operation in the Railyard District in 1999, and moved

SpphiE "
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into the LEED certified Pavilion in 2008, providing space for a year-round Market and additional
events; and

WHEREAS, more than 5000 visitors and locals will shop at the Market on any given
Saturday during the summer months; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the Market to showcase northern New Mexico’s
agricultural bounty during the high season of agricultural production with a select number of
vendors displaying their products on the Plaza; and

WHEREAS, the Plaza Farmer’s Market was well-received by the Santa Fe community,
offering citizens and-visitors the opportunity to purchase produce, baked goods, and crafts, and
experience the agricultural heritage of northern New Mexico; and

WHEREAS, the Governing Body passed Resolution 2014-49 which declared its desire
to bring people to the Santa Fe Plaza, and provide increased economic development
opportunities; and

WHEREAS, Section 23-5.2 permits eight (8) events per year for major commercial
events on the Plaza, of which the Farmers Market is not one; and

WHEREAS, a major commercial events means any commercial use for which the entire
plaza is used; and

WHEREAS, Section 23-5.2(G) SFCC 1987 allows the Governing Body, by resolution,
to authorize a committee or city staff to receive, review and approve or deny requests for any
function of a commercial use on the Plaza or Plaza Park; and

WHEREAS, as part of the People to the Plaza initiative, the City of Santa Fe’s
Governing Body passed Resolution No. 2015-62, authorizing staff to collaborate with the Santa
Fe Farmers Market to stage a Plaza Farmers Market on Sunday, September 27, 2015,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE

CITY OF SANTA FE hereby directs the City Manager to collaborate with the Santa Fe Farmers
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Market to stage a Plaza Farmers Markets on the Plaza one Sunday a month during the months of
June, July, August and September, 2016.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Farmers Market shall work with the Parks and
Recreation Department to determine the requirements for hosting the Plaza Farmers Market.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City, in order to connect southside citizens
with local nutritious produce, shall collaborate with the Southside Farmers Market staff of the
Santa Fe Farmers Market to find ways to support the Southside market in 2016 and 2017,
including determining possible locations for the market.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that in order to drive economic development during the
weekday Farmers Market, the City shall provide complementary parking to market customers and
vendors in the Warehouse 21 and SITE Santa Fe lots, and 30-minute complementary parking
along Chile Line Lane during the hours the market is open.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Farmers Market is hereby requested to engage
in dialogue with the Santa Fe Downtown Merchants Association, and other relevant parties, to
ensure all parties are aware of the intention to hold a Plaza Farmers Market one Sunday a month
during the months of June, July August and September, 2016.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2016.

JAVIER M. GONZALES, MAYOR

ATTEST:

YOLANDA Y. VIGIL, CITY CLERK
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

KELLEY A. BRENNAN, CITY ATTORNEY

Legislation/Resolutions 2016/Plaza Farmers Market 2016

Working Draft
2/10/16



City of Santa Fe, New Mexico
o 200 Lincoln Avenue; P.O. Box 909, Santa I:;:;if\:a. :;EE::I-‘(:Z(:J%’

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor 7 Councilors:
Peter N. Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist. 2

' Patti ]. Bushee, Dist. 1

Signe I Lindell, Dist. 1

Joseph .M. Maestas, Dist. 2

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist. 8

Chtistopher M. Rivera, Dist. 3

Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4

Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

Memorandum
To: Members of the Governing Body
From: Theresa Gheen, Assistant City Attorney 735
Viay  Kelley Brennan, City Attorney JPX
Re: Case #2016-07. Appeal of the January 12, 2016 Decision

of the Historic Districts Review Board in Case #H-15-106
Denying an Exception to Apply Green Stucco to a Building
Located at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca in the Historic
Review District

Date: February 15, 2015 for February 24, 2016 Meeting of the Governing Body
I THE APPEAL

On January 25, 2016, Jennifer Day, residing at 1240 Camino Cruz Blanca, filed a Verified
Appeal Petition (Appeal) appealing the January 12, 2016 Decision of the Historic Districts
Review Board (Board) in Case #H-15-106 denying the Exception Request (Exception Request)
to apply green stucco to a building located at 1244 Camino Cruz Blanca (Building) located in the
" Historic Review District. A copy of the Appeal is attached as Exhibit A.

I HISTORY OF THE CASE

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca is a single-family residence and garage constructed in a simplified
Santa Fe style in 1991, with alterations in 2011. The Building has no historic status in the
Historic Review District. Without approvals or construction permits, in 2015, Jimmy and
Jennifer Day (Applicants) made exterior alterations, including applying green stucco to the
residence and garage and commencing construction of a portal. A stop-work order was issued
before August 14, 2015, as implied by the Historic Preservation Inquiry Form which notes
“illegal green stucco,” attached as Exhibit B.
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On or around October 28, 2105, the Applicants submitted an application seeking retroactive
approval for the construction of the portal and an exception (“Exception™) to allow the
Building’s green stucco. The Building is publicly visible from St. John’s College’s main
roadway, as well as from the parking area for the City’s Atalaya trail, the trail itself, and from the
Arroyo Chamiso. The Building has limited public visibility from Camino Cruz Blanca and
Wilderness Gate. (The Historic Preservation Division (HPD) has color photographs from these
places.)

HPD staff recommended approval of the Exception, although it technically could not support
several statements in the Applicants® exception criteria responses. Staff reports and exhibits are
attached as Exhlblt C, including color photographs submitted by Applicants.'

On December 8 the HDRB conducted a public hearing on the Application. (Relevant portions of
the minutes (Minutes) of that hearing are attached as Exhibit D, and corrections to those minutes
at the January 12, 2016 Board meeting are attached as Exhibit E). At the December 8 hearing,
HPD staff presented its report and answered the Board’s questions. Board meémbers noted the
visibility of the Bmldmg from St. John’s. (Minutes, pp. 17-18) Board members also noted that
several properties in the vicinity which were cited by the Applicant as being green were illegally
done, and that an exception granted for a house on Garcia St. was for a color that was more grey
than green. (Id.)

At the public hearing, the Applicants’ counsel argued that the Bulldmg was not visible from a
"pubhc place.” The Board disagreed, finding that the Building is “visible from a place the public
uses, is invited to use, and often views the house.” (January 12, 2016 Minutes, p. 2, 3)
Applicants’ counsel also presented these issues in a letter to the HPD dated October 13, 2015,
attached as Exhibit G.

After conducting a public hearing and having heard from all interested persons, including
Applicants, who raised at the hearing substantially the same issucs raised in this Appeal, the
Board unanimously approved the portal, but denied the Exception for green stucco, finding the
color had been applied illegally and that the Applicants had not met the exception criteria.

On January 12, 2016, the Board approved written Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
(“FOF & COL”) embodymg its decision. (A copy of the FOF & COL is attached as Exhibit F.)
On January 25, Appellant filed the Appeal. (The terms, “Applicants” and “Appellant(s)” are used
interchangeably.)

IIL. BASIS OF APPEAL
A. Appellant’s Issut}s on Appeal.

1. The Board’s denial of the Exception Reciuest, is a misapplication of SFCC § 14-
5.2(F)(2)(a) because the Building is visible from St. John’s College, which is private

! The Staff Report includes the Application. Other items provided by Applicants, their counsel, agents or
_ contractors are included as Exhibit H. Miscellaneous items are attached as Exhibit L
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property and does not qualify as a “public street, way or other public place.”

2. Assuming the Building is publicly visible, there was insufficient evidence in the record to
support the Board’s finding that re-stuccoing does not constitute a hardship; re-stuccoing
is an added cost and disturbance to Appellants, and other buildings in the vicinity have
green stucco that blends into the evergreens.

IV.  RELIEF SOUGHT

Appellant asks the Governing Body to vacate the Decision and approve their Exception request
to allow the Building to continue to have its green color.

V. ISSUE RAISED BY THE APPEAL: ANALYSIS

Appellants’ argument:

Appellants argue that historic district standards are not triggered because the Building is not
publicly visible from a “public place.” They state the Building is not visible from Camino Cruz
Blanca and that visibility from St, John’s, a private university, is outside the scope of the
ordinance. Appellant then argues that even if the ordinance were triggered, the Applicant met
the exception criteria. In particular, Applicants applied stucco as an emergency remedy, and re-
stuccoing is a hardship in that it would entail cost, time and disturbance to Appellants.

Analysis: Whether the Building is publicly visible from a “public place”

District standards in the Historic Review District only apply to structures which are “subject to
public view from any public street, way, or other public place.” SFCC 14-5.2(F)(2)(a). *“Publicly
visible” is defined in SFCC 14-12.1 as “[t]he portion of a structure visible from a public street,

- way ot other area to which the public has legal access; and provided that to be publicly visible, a

structure need not be adjacent to a public street, way or area to which the public has legal
access.” (Emphasis supplied.)

It is uncontested that the Building is visible from St. John’s main road and from Wilderness Gate
road. There is also limited visibility from Camino Cruz Blanca. The Building is highly visible
along several points on St. John’s main road, which is open to the public — facts discussed at the
hearing. (Minutes, pp. 17-18) From there, one can access parking, City trailheads (from which
the Building is also visible) and the campus itself.

The Board and the City Attorney’s Office have long interpreted SFCC 14-5.2(F)(2)(2) to include
any place to which the general public has access. This interpretation is consistent with the
language and intent of the Code, which tracks the enabling State statute. >

? §3-22-3, NMSA 1978 (1983 amended) empowers the City to adopt and enforce regulations relating to exterior
features of structures within historic districts “subject o public view from any public strect, way or other, public
place.” This language must be read in conjunction with federal and other state legislation relating to historic
preservation, including the City’s designation as a Certifted Local Government, and in light of its Charter powers.
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The general purpose of the Historic Districts ordinance is to “promote the economic, cultural and
general welfare of the people of the city and to ensure the harmonious, orderly and efficient
growth and development of the city” . . . “which preserve property values and attract tourists and
residents alike . . . .” SFCC 14-5.2(A)(1). Maintaining district standards for buildings in the
Historic Review District which are publicly visible from places accessible by the general public
furthers the legislative intent and is within the scope of SFCC 14-5.2(F)(2). To hold that to be a
“public place”, a location must be owned or otherwise controlled by the City, would strip the
ordinance of its power. Appellants’ narrow construction also runs afoul of judicial
interpretation, and of the interpretation by the City Attorney’s Office, HPD and Board. * The
same tules of construction applied to statutes are used in construing municipal ordinances. High
Ridge Hinkle Joint Venture v. City of Albuguerque, 1998-NMSC-050, {4-5, 126 N.M. 413; see
Laniz v. Santa Fe Extraterritorial Zoning Authority, 2004-NMCA-090, 17, 136 N.M. 74. First,
courts look to the plain language of an ordinance and give the words their ordinary meaning. /d.
Second, persuasive weight will be given to long-standing administrative constructions of
ordinances by the agency charged with administering them. /4. Third, multiple sections of an -
ordinance must be read together so that all are given effect. Here, the ordinance is sufficiently
clear that St. John’s main road and parking lot to City traitheads are included in the scope of
SFCC 14-5.2(F)(2). Even in the absence of such clarity, HPD staff, the Board and the City
Attorney’s Office have consistently mterpreted the Sub-section’s scope to include any place to
which the general public has access.

» Conclusion: The Buiiding is visible from several “public places,” including Camino Cruz
Blanca, St. John’s main road, the parking lot at City trailheads, and the City trails themselves. As
such, the district standards in SFCC 14-5.2(F)(2) apply to the Building.

Analysis: Whether Applicants meet all three exception criteria
In order for the Board to grant an exception, an applicant:

.. . shall conclusively demonstrate and the board shall make a positive finding of fact that
such exceptions comply with all the criteria listed:
@) Do not damage the character of the district;

(ii) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the publlc
welfare;-and

? The original phrase at issues dates back to 1965, A 1963 American Law Reports article analyzed the term “public
place” within the requirements of posting notice, and states that the term “is usually defined as some place to which
the public resorts, so that a notice in such a place may be expected to be seen by persons who are interested therein
or affected thereby. . . . The factthatthenotwewaspostedonpnvate property will not affect its character as a
‘public notice’ if it is placed where it is likely to be seen by interested and affected persons.” Finberg, B., “What is
‘Public Place” Within Requirements as to Posting of Notices,” 90 ALR.2d 1210, 1210 (1963).
* The term “public place” has most often been judicially examined in a criminal context where it is generally defined
as any place to which the general public has access. See e.g., In re May, 569 S.E.2d 704, 708 (N.C.App.2002), 153
N.C.App. 299 (In the offense of simple affray, “‘public place’ is a . . . place visited by many persons, and usually -
accessible to the neighboring public.”) (internal citations omitted), affirmed 584 §.E.2d 271, 357 N.C. 423.
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(iii)  Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full
range of design options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the
historic districts.

SFCC 14-5.2(C)(5) (emphasis added).

The Board found the Applicants failed to meet the exception criteria for hardship in that “it was
not a hardship (for them] . . . to go back and follow the rules of abrown color....” (FOF &
COL, p. 2, 1§9-11) Had the Applicants complied with City Code requirements and applied for a
building permit for the restucco and the construction of the portal, they would have known that
green was not an approved color and could have avoided their current predicament. Applicants
state that applying stucco was an emergency measure to fix the “exterior stucco sliding off the
house in severa! locations.” (Appeal, p. 3, 13) But Applicants did not even attempt to contact
City staff about Code requirements applicable to the stucco work or to the construction of the
portal. They simply started the work. And, given that Applicants own three residences in
historic districts (including a neighboring residence on Camino Cruz Blanca, for which
~ Applicants had previously sought HPD approval), and used to own a third structure on Camino
Cruz Blanca, it is reasonable to infer that Applicants knew about the historic district
requirements, or should have known. If thereis a hardship, the Applicants brought it on
themselves by violating City Code.

Applicants claim re-stuccoing would waste time and money. However, they do not have to
restucco. They can paint the stucco to correct the color, which would minimize the cost. (FOF
& COL, p. 2) The Board has also consistently held that money is not a sole determinant for
hardship. Applicants benefit from higher property values because the Building is situated within
the historic district. To permit them to benefit from the ordinance without having to comply with
it would injure the public welfare. It would be unfair to neighbors who do comply with
applicable Code requirements, could result in lower property values, and might encourage others
to “ask for forgiveness, rather than ask for permission.” Lastly, in light of the minimal time and
disturbance necessary to hire contractors, Appellants’ claims of hardship on that point hold little
water,

There is sufficient evidence in the record that the Applicants also failed to meet the other two
exception criteria. First, the green color would damage the character of the district since itis a
prohibited color. That there is one house on Garcia Street, with a muted grey color with a green
tint that may have been granted an exception by the Board does not prove otherwise.” That other
houses may have an illegally applied green color is similarly unpersuasive. Moreover, the green
hue on those houses is significantly more muted than the green currently at issue. (These issues
were discussed in the hearing, See Minutes, pp. 15-18)

The Governing Body may also find that the Exception does not “strengthen the unique
heterogeneous character of the City . . . to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the

$ At the hearing, Staff stated the Board had required additional trees to screen the green stucco on Garcia St.
(Minutes, p. 17, 3). A Board Member noted Morley’s tenets for Santa Fe Style in which “earth toned colors” and

“any light color” are permitted; green is not permitted. (Id., p. 13, bottom)
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district.” Applicants put forth no evidence or opinion that is responsive to this question.’ (Staff
Report, p. 14) One is hard-pressed to imagine a scenario in which a house’s color would enable
“residents to continue to reside in this district.”

Conclusion: In this de novo review, Appellants fail to conclusively establish that they meet all
three exception criteria.

VI. CONCLUSION

s If the Goveming Body concludes that:the Applicants fail to-meet-all the exception -
ctiteria, the Governing Body should deny the Appeal and affirm the Board’s decision.

e If the Governing Body concludes the Applicants met all exception criteria, the Governing
Body should vote to either: (1) grant the Appeal and grant the exception request in the
Application, finding that all exception criteria have been met; or (2) remand the
Application to the Board for further action in accordance with the direction of the
Goveming Body. -

¢ Applicants’ response to this criterion was that other structures in the vicinity have this green hue (Staff Report, p.
3, last 2 paras.) and that the color is appropriate for a setting within an evergreen forest and blends in the
surroundings,
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Lisa Mariinez, Land Use Department Director
200 Lincoln Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re:  Property at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca (the “Property™)
Appeal of HDRB action in Case # H-15-106

Dear _]\_/I._Mqrtingz: -
On behalf of Property owners Jimmy and Jennifer Day, this letter and accompanying form
constitute the Days’ appeal of the HDRB's decision to deny their application for an exception to

allow for the existing non-earth-toned stucco to remain on their home. Following are the Days’
responses to the substantive questions of the appeal form,

1. Description of the final action appealed from and date on which the final action was
taken, '

The Days applied for an exception to allow for the non-earth-toned stucto existing on
their home to remain. The final action was taken at the December 8, 2015 HDRB meeting. A
copy of the Board action letter and the adopted findings of fact and conclusions of law (the
“Findings”) are attached.

2. Describe the harm that would resuit to you from the action appealed from.

The Days purchased the Property in 2014 and soon after found that the exterior stucco was
sliding off the house in several Jocations. They took emergency action to mitigate further damage
and had new stucco installed without realizing that an exception is necessary for the green stucco
color. The stucco color is similar to several existing houses in the area and blends in with the
evergreen-forested slopes prevalent in the area and Historic staff recommended approval of the
application, Denial of the exception request would necessitate a second complete re-stucco of the
house, which would result in unwarranted expense and disturbance.

3, Please detail the basis for the Appeal.

The Property is located within the Historic Review District. The District Standards address
stucco color and other structural matters. The District Standards only apply when “the exterior
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features of buildings and other structures subject to public view from any public street, way or

- other pubilic place aré érécted, altered, or demolished.” (City'Code §14-5.2)F.2) If thé building is
not visible from a public place, then the District Standards do not apply. The Dhys have
maintained from the start that no exception is required, but submitted the appli¢ation in the
alternafive, in order to expedite resolution of the red-tag imposed by staff, as the red-tag harms
the Property.

The Findings state as fact that “the structure is visible from a place the public uses and is
invited to and where the public often views the house.” (Finding of Fact 6) While the Findings do
not identify the described location, testimony at the hearing indicated the location to be St. John's
College. As documented in the application materials, which are part of the record in this case, St.
John’s College is private property. St. John’s does not qualify as a public street, way or other
public place.

The implicit conclusion in the Findings that St. John’s is “a place the public uses and is
invited to” does not satisfy the express Code requirement and there is no evidence in the record
supporting the factual conclusion that St. John’s qualifies as a public street, way or other public
place. A determination to the contrary would transform private property into “public places”
without any indication of such intent in the Code and would vitiate the limitation, as it would
encompass all non-residential areas within the City.

The Code provisions addressing public streets and public ways are readlly identifiable end
limited. Structures visible from private streets and private ways are expressly ekcluded from the
exception requiresnent, However, the expansive reading of “other public places” stated in the
Findings would transform private streets and private ways into public areas given that the public
can travel on such streets and ways without permission of the property owners. Such a reading
would directly contradict the express language of the Code excepting structured visible from
private streets and ways from the exception requirement. Based on the foregoing, the exception
criteria do not apply to the application and the grounds for the HDRB’s denial are contrary to law.

Even if the exception criteria were applicable, the single finding of fact regarding the
exception criteria is not supported by the evidence in the record. The Order states as fact that “it is
not a hardship to the Applicant to go back and follow the rules of a brown color for the structure,
even if it is costly. (Finding of Fact 11) The Code does not define what constitiltes a hardship and
there is no basis in the Code supparting a finding that imposition of a costly action on a property
owner does not constitute a hardship. Furthermore, the evidence in the record shows that in
addition to the substantial cost, requiring that the house be re-stuccoed would resuit in
disturbance, which would also be a hardship to the Days.

Furthermore, there is evidence in the record that there are several houses in the vicinity
with green stucco, which blends in with the evergreens that are prevalent in the area (in contrast to
brown stucco, which would make the house more visible at a distance).

10
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© -+~ Historic'staff teconirenided approval of the Application and coricludéd thit the
Application satisfied all three of the exception criteria. Based on the foregoing, we request that
you overturn the HDRB decision and allow the status quo to remain.

ctrely,

eph Karnes

11




City of Santa Fe, New Mexico

200 Lincoin Avenue, P.C. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909
www.santafenm.gov

Javier M. Gonzales, Mayor Councilors:
Peter N, Ives, Mayor Pro Tem, Dist. 2
Patti]. Bushee, Dist. 1
Signe I. Lindell, Dist. 1
. .- .Joseph M. Magstas, Dist. 2
Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist. 3
Christopher M, Rivera, Dist. 3
Ronald 5. Trujillo, Dist. 4

Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

Project description; Andy Lyons, agent for Jimmy and Jennifer Day, owners, proposes to
temodel anon-statused Tesidential structure-inchnding construction of a 233 sq, fi. portai to a
height of 10°11” and application of nontraditional stucco. An exception is requested to use a
prohibited stucco color (Section 14-5.2(F)(2)(a)(ii)).

Case number: H-15-106
_Project Type: HDRB ,
PROJECT LOCATION(S): 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca
PROJECT NAMES:
OW — Jennifer Day 1240 Camino de Cruz Blanca
Santa Fe, NM 87505 505-820-1915
AP — Andrew Lyons i P.O. Box 8858
Santa Fe, NM 87504 5(5-982-7999

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their
hearing on December 8, 2015. The decision of the Board was to approve the portal addition and
deny the exception request to apply non-earth-toned stucco by finding that the structure is
publicly-visible, that earth-tone colored stucco is not a hardship, that any hardship is self-
inflicted because approvals and permits are lacking, and that the applicant shali restucco or
¢lastomeric paint the structure in an approved earth-tone colar, For further information please

call 955-6605.

Sincerely,

e

David Rasch
Supervising Planner, Historic Preservation Division
NOTE: Applicant can use this action letter 1o apply for construction permit, but the permit shall not be refeased until the end of the appeal

period which stans on the date of fling of the Findipgs and Cenclusions In the Cily Clerk’s office (SFCC 14-1.17(D)). Yous permit will be
denied if zny changes on plans that werz not approved by the HDRB o if conditions of approval are not mel. Please attach copies 0f chis letter

to nll when submiltjinp for constri: 1]
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TEM # 002

City of Santa Fe
Historlc Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conclusians of Law

‘Case #H-15-106
..Address - 1244 Camino de Cruz Blancy

"Agent’s Name ~ Andy Lyons
Owner/Applicant’s Name —Jimmy Day and Jennlfer Day

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing on
December 8, 2015.

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca Is a single-family resldence and garage that was
constructed in a simplified Santa Fe style in 1991 with alterations in 2011. The bullding has no
historic status in the Historic Review Histaric District. The applicant made exterior alterations
without approvals or construction permits and a stop work order has been issued, )

The applicant prnbéée; to remddél the bui!dlﬁg wnththe folE:wing twa items.

1. A 233 square foot portal will be constructed on the south elevation to a height of
10* 11", The portalis designed in a simplified character with sealed wooden viga posts
and a standing seam shed roof. The dear-finished viga posts will not match the other

portal on the building which has white-painted square posts, but the copper standing

seam will match other roofs on the bullding.
2. A green-colored stucco has been applied to the structure. An exception is

requested to apply a prohibited color (Code Section 14-5.2(F)(2){a)(ii)).

Staff presented responses to exceptlon criteria at the hearing and in its report.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. After conducting public hearfngs and having heard from the Applicant and all interested

persans, the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

Zaning staff determined that the Application meets underlying zoning standards.

3. Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the exception request to apply a
non-earth-toned stucco to the building; although, technically, Staff could not support
several statements in the exception criteria respanses and otherwise recommends
appraval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2{D)(9) General Design
Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (F) Historic Review Historic District.

4. The project is subject to requirements of the following sections of the Santa Fe Land

Davelopment Code:

M

Finding of Fact Form
HORB Case # 15-106

p.1
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X__ Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and
Massing {of any structure).
X__ Section 14-5.2(C), Regulation of Significant and Contributing Structures

5. The property Is located In the following district and subject to the related sections of the
Santa Fe Land Development Code:

. —_X_ Historic Review District {Section 14-5.2(F)),

6. ‘The portal is not publicly visible.

7. Code Section 14-5.2{F)(2){a) requires brown, tan or local earth tones for a structure
“whenever exterior features of buildings and other structures subject to public view
from any public street, way, or other public place are eracted, altered, or demolished”.

8. The structure Is vislble from a place the publlc uses and Is invited to and where the
public often views the house.

9. -An.Exception-Request was-Applicable {o-Hem 2 inthis-Application: -

X __Exception Request Applicable:
_X_ Exception criteria were not met,

10. Granting the exception is not necessary to prevent a hardship to the Applicant.

11. it is not a hardship to the Applicant to go back and follow the rules of a brown color for
the structure, even if It Is costly.

12. in this Histaric District, elastomeric stucco or elastomeric paint js al|owed

13. Under Sections 14-2.6(C), 14-2.7(C)(2}, 14-5.2{A){1), 14-5.2{C)(2)(a-d & f) and 14-
5.2{C)(3}{a) and (b), and Section 14-5.2{D) the Board has authority to review, approve,
with or without conditions, or deny, all or scme of the Applicant’s proposed design to
assure overall compliance with applicable deslgn standards.

14. Under Section 14-5.2{C){3]){b}, the Board has the authority to approve an application for
alteration or new construction on the condition that changes relating to exterior
appearance recommended by the Board be made in the proposed work, and no permit
is to issue untll new exhibits, satisfactory to the Board, have been submitted.

15. The information contained in the Application, and provided In testimony and evidence
establishes that all applicable requirements have been met for approved items.

 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW "

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimony submitted during the hearing,
the Board acted upon the Application as follows:

1. The Board has the authority to review and approve the Application.
2. The Board approved the ttem 1 inh the Application, with:

' X No additional conditions.
3. TheBoard denied item 2 In the Application.

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THiS 12'" DAY OF JANUARY 2016, THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW

BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

Finding of Fact Form
HDRB Case # 15-106
p.2
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City of Santa Fe
200" Lincoln Ave.
Santa Fe, NM 87904
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Date: 8! 205" Name:.ﬁl&%_%_aﬂi Phone: 782 7999

Email: Jdmﬁ&&m@axwmtmn
Work Site Address: l@_‘if—t {!¢,ﬂ ar) {@é&l anlA___ Verified on ArcGIS B3—

Historic District: Don Gaspar Area [0 Downtown and Eastside [J

Historic Review ransition [0 Westside-Guadalupe []

Historic Status rJ/A HCPI#

Date of Construction: : Red Flag (over 50 years oid) []

Alterations with Dates: Previous HDRB Case:

Proposed Work:

prtek_ ad v
Frredfng K E: T(wm
ef
Meet with Planner On-Site E/ In-Office
Date/Time: : Date/Time: Date/Time:
HDRB Hearing Required [J Resolve w/Administrative Approval [J

Assigned to: 'ZDR—'IC‘G'

Special Instructions:

Requires: Building Height Calculation [ Wall/Fence Helght Calculation [J

Field Notes:

Street Frontages

Follow-Up:
EXHIBIT
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December 8, 2015
Historie Districts Review Board Members 7
David Rasch, Supervising Planner in Historic Preservdtion D (2

 CASE # H-15-106 ADDRESS: 1244 Camino d Cruz Blanca
' Historic Status: Non-statused
Historic District: Historic Review

- REFERENCE ATTACHMENTS (Sequentially):

CITY SUBMITTALS APPLICANT SUBMITTALS
x__ Case Synopsis x __ Proposal Letter

District Standards & Yard wall
& fence standards. Vicinity Map

x___ Historic Inventory Form X ___ Site Plan/Floor Plan
X __ Zoning Review Sheet x__ Elevations
Other: X Photographs

X __ Other: exception responses

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the exception request to apply a non-earth-toned
-stucco to the building; although, technically, staff could not support several statements
in the exception criteria responses and otherwise recommends approval of this
application which complies with Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General Design Standards, Helghl
Pitch Scale and Massing and (F) Historic Review Historic District.

EXHIBIT

C




BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca is a single-family residence and garage that was
constructed in a simplified Santa Fe style in 1991 with alterations in 2011. The building
has no historic status in the Historic Review Histori¢ District. The applicant made
exterior alterations without approvals or construction pemmits and a stop work order has
been issued.

. The applicant proposes to remodel the building with the following two ltems.

1. A 233 square foot portal will be constructed on the south elevation to a helgttt
of 10’ 11°. The portal is designed in a simplified character with sealed wooden viga
posts and a standing seam shed roof. The clear-finished viga posts will not match the
other portal on the building which has white-painted square posts, but the copper
standing seam will match other roofs on the building.

2. A green-colored stucco has been applied to the structure. An exception is
requested to apply a prohibited color (14-5.2(F)(2)(a)(ii) and the criteria responses are
at the end of this report.

_ RELEVANT CODE CITATION

14-52(F) Historic Review District
(2)  District Standards

(@8)  The following structural standards shall be complied with whenever exterior features of
buildings and other structures subject to public view ﬁ'om any public strect, way, or other public
place are erected, altered, or demolished.

(i)  The color of stuccoed buildings shall predominantly be brown, tan, or local earth tones.
This does not include chocolate brown colors or white except dull or matte off-white (yeso).
Surfaces of stone shall be in the natural color. Entries and portals may be emphasized by the use
of white or other colors or materials. Painting of bmldmgs with bold repetitive patterns, or using
buildings as signs is prohibited.

EXCEPTION TO APPLY NON-EARTH-TONED STUCCO (14-5.2(F)(2)(a)(ii))
(i) Do not damage the character of the district

The Property is located in an area of the historic review district that is heavily forested with
evergreen trees. The house is located several hundred feet from Camino de Cruz Blanca and
it is not visible from any public street or public property. Several existing structures in the
immediate vicinity are colored in a similar .shade that blends with the surroundings.
The character of the district has in no way been damaged by the presence of these structures
and allowing the house to remain in its current condltxon will not damage the character of
the district.

20




Staff response: Staff does not agree with this statement. If the building were not publicly-visible
an exception and public hearing would not be required. !

(i) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to the public welfare

The plastering was done on an emergency basis. The Applicant had recently purchased the
Property and found it to suffer from severe neglect and disrepair. The 25 year old plaster
had never been maintained. The plaster slid off of the house in several places during a stoxt
in the spring of 2015. Water was entering the structure and causing immediate damage. The
Applicant took action to mitigate damages and given the existing green houses in the
vicinity, chose that color so that the house would blend into the surrounding forest. Givery,
the ongoing work, the Applicant had the portal constructed at the same time, Replastering
the house would constitute a hardship to the Applicant. It would be burdensome and -
wasteful] in terms of time and money.

Replastering would also create an injury to the public welfare. Just as the water towers
above St. John’s College have been colored to blend in to the escarpment, this house, which
is visible from the St. John’s campus, has been colored to blend in with the evergreen forgs
A change in color would make the house contrast brightly against the forested hillside as’ -

- seen from the St, John's campus. <

Staff response: Staff does not agree with this statement. An earth-tone color does biend mto e
landscape and one more compliant earth-toned building in the neighborhood would not injutg-he
public welfare. :

(it) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full rangeof
design options to ensure that residents can continue to reside within the district.

The City, the Historic District, and the immediate vwlm.g have long contained many
structures of this hue including several w e 1ness Gate area and another on+’
Gareta SHEeT, Tor which the Board recently approved an exception based in large part o v@b
lack of visibility from public areas. : g

This color is particularly appropriate for the Property because of its s%& within an
evergreen forest and because of its high visibility from the St. John's college campus; below

the Property tothe west. The color blends in with the surroundings-and enhances the rural
character of the hills above St. Johns and is appropriate for this locafion, THE POFAl 18 am |-

#

investmentthatistompatible with portals in the area and adds to the character and-utilitg
of the house. ‘ -

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statement.
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ANDREW LYONS
DESIGN AND DRAFTINGLLC
P.0. BOX 8858
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87504
505-982-7999

andrew(@andrewlyonsdesign.com

27 October 2015

Historic Design Review Board
Historic Preservation

City of Santa Fe

200 Lincoln Avenue

Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re:

Restucco and New Portal at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca

Dear Board Members,

Attached you will find my submitial on behalf of the property owners, Jimmy and Jeanifer Day, forthe .

Board’s review and epproval of two proposed revisions at the existing residence located at 1244 Camino de
Cruz Blanca.

The existing residence and detached garage were built by Stuart Udall in approximately 1991 in a
contemporary Pueblo style consisting of relatively sharp corners and a mix of flat roofs & parapets along
with some copper-colored pitched roofs. In 2011 the second owners of the house enlarged the kitchen by
enclosing an existing portal, and also enlarged the master bathroom via an addition. The Days are the third
owners of the property.

There are two revisions to the residence that we request approval from the HDRB for:

The first request is to retroactively approve the new green stucco that the owners applied to both
the residence and parage this past summer. Due to the fact that green stucco is not considered
‘carth tone’ by current interpratation of City Code as applied to the historic districts, this
retroactive approval will require the granting of an exception by the HDRB. Please see the
sttached owner-supplied documentation in regards to answering the three criteria required for this
exception request.

The second retroactive approval we seek is for the addition of a new portal on the south elevation
of the residence, approximately 25°-§1" long and 10’-11" tall, just outside the master bedroom.
This portal was under construction when it was red-tagged by Mr. Gary Moquino due to the
owners® not having Historic approval in hand nor a building permit. The portal was being
constructed with a copper-colored pitched metal roof similar to the existing pitched metal roofs on
the structure, and below is a viga-post supported wood structure to be sealed in transparent natural
finish. The extension of the existing walking surface under the new roof has new brick matching
the existing brick walkway. Once we have approval for this portal addition from the HDRB we
will apply for a building permit before resuming work to finish the project.

(9'deep)

We are requesting that the HDRB retroactively approve the two phases of proposed work as submitted.
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Jimmy and Jennifer Day
1240 Camino de Cruz Blanca
Santa Fe, NM 87505
505-660-8656

Over the last few years we have purchased three homes that are contiguous on
Camino de Cruz Blanca. We now own 8 acres. Two of these homes were built
in the early 1990's. Over the years, the stucco at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca
lost its elasticity and began to erode from the walls of the home. With the rain
this year, a large section of stucco fell from the side of the house. We have
taken our cues from nature and surrounding homes when repairing the old
stucco on this home. We are very pleased with the overall aesthetic of our family
compound and we are certain that it is a compliment to the historic nature of
Santa Fe.

There are many homes in the Historic Review District in varying shades of green.
We have followed the precedent already established in the Historic Review
District in the selection of color for our stucco repair.

| would like to present photographs of 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca and other
homes in Wilderness Gate that use the same or similar green colors. By
coloring the home with forest green stucco, it is harder to see in the trees. its
prominence on the side of the mountain is obvious. The views are. - ..
spectacular. It was our intention to reduce the visual footprint of the home and
let it “fade” into the landscape. It can only be seen from a few spots on the St.
John's College campus and from the arroyo below St. Johns. '

We are confident that Historic will agree that this home blends well with the

landscape and is a positive contribution to the view of the hills from St. John's
College.

This is the original color of the home at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca. It stood
out very brightly on the landscape as viewed from St. Johns College.
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The home is now forest green stucco. It can only be seen from a few places on

the St. John's campus and one road in Wilderness Gate due to the
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topography. There are homes in this photograph below that the draw the eye
away from the mountain. Qur forest green home blends into the landscape and
does not interrupt the view of the hills.

This is the view of the our home from Wilderness Gate.
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The home blends into the trees as seen from the dirt road that is the driveway to
the house.
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Camino de Cruz Blanca dead ends into Wilderness gate. 1654 Wilderness
Way. This home is light green and is located at the top of Wilderness gate.
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There is a guest house associated with this green home that is the same color as
our stucco.
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1616 Wilderness Gate is also the same color as our stucco. This is the view
from the road.

Everyone who enters Wilderness gate sees this home versus only the students
at St. Johns College seeing our home across the arroyo.
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Another home in Wilderness Gate easily seen from the main road.




This green water tank is within 300 yards of our home it is a similar green color
and much larger than our house,
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More green water tanks nearby as well as green electrical boxes efc.

35



ign.com
daydesign.com

daydes
505-860-8656 cell

Jennifer Day
ennifer




1244 Camino Cruz Blanca — Exception Criteria Responses

The Applicant provides the following responses to the City Code criteria for
approval of the request for an exception to the historic district overlay provisions
concerning the stucco color and the rear portal on the house at 1244 Camino de Cruz
Blanca (the “Property”).

(i)

N

(iii)

Do not damage the character of the district;

The Property is located in an area of the historic review district that is heavily
forested with evergreen trees. The house is located several hundred feet from
Camino de Cruz Blanca and it is not visible from any public street or public
property. Several existing structures in the immediate vicinity are coloredin a
similar green shade that blends with the surroundings. The character of the
district has in no way been damaged by the presence of these structures and
allowing the house to remain in its current condition will not damage the
character of the district.

Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an infury to the '

The plastering was done on an emergency basis. The Applicant had recently
purchased the Property and found it to suffer from severe neglect and
disrepair. The 25 year old plaster had never been maintained. The plaster slid
off of the house in several places during a storm in the spring of 2015. Water
was entering the structure and causing immediate damage. The Applicant
took action to mitigate damages and given the existing green houses in the
vicinity, chose that color so that the house would blend into the surrounding
forest. Given the ongoing work, the Applicant had the portal constructed at
the same time. Replastering the house would constitute a hardship to the
Applicant. It would be burdensome and wasteful in terms of time and money.

Replastering would also create an injury to the public welfare. Just as the
water towers above St. John's College have been colored to blend in to the
escarpment, this house, which is visible from the St. John's campus, has been
colored to blend in with the evergreen forest. A change in color would make
the house contrast brightly against the forested hillside as seen from the St.
John's campus.

Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a
full range of design options to ensure that residents can continue to reside

within the district.
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The City, the Historic District and the immediate vicinity have long contained
many structures of this hue including several within the Wilderness Gate area
and another on Garcia Street, for which the Board recently approved an
exception based in large part on its lack of visibility from public areas.

This color is particularly appropriate for the Property because of its setting

within an evergreen forest and because of its high visibility from the St. John's

college campus, below the Property to the west. The color blends in with the
surroundings and enhances the rural character of the hills above St. Johns
and is appropriate for this location. The portal is an investment that is
compatible with portals in the area and adds to the character and utility of the
house.
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Photo #6- East Elevation

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca
27 October, 2015
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Photo #7- East Elevation of Garage

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca
27 October, 2015
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SUMMARY INDEX
HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD
December 8, 2015

ITEM ACTION TAKEN PAGE(S)
B. Roll Call -~ Quorum Present 1
C. Approval of Agenda Approved as amended 2
D. Approval of Minutes '
November 24, 2015 Approved as amended 2
E. Findings of Fact & Conclusions of Law Approved as presented 2
F. Business from the Floor None 3.
G. Communications Discussion and presentation 3
H. Action ltems
1. Case #H-15-107 Approved with conditions 35
61712 Acequia Madre
2. Case #H-15-108 Approved with conditions 5-9
1270 and 1272 Canyon Road
3. Case #4-15-110A Designated contributing 910
767v2 Acequia Madre
4. Case#H-15-110B 7 Approved with conditions 1012

- J67v Acacys
. Gase#H-15-106 :
1244 Caminp de Cruz Blanca

Approved portal; denied green color

Casg #H-15-108A ‘Designa!éd primary facades
312 Pino Road
7. Case #H-15-1098 Approved with conditions
312 Pino Road
8. Case #H-13-072 Approved with conditions
123 East Buena Vista Street
[ Matters from the Board : Discussion
J. Adjoumment Adjourned at 7:45 p.m.
Historlc Districts Review Board Index Dacember 8, 2015
EXHIBIT

v

1921
2226

31
32

Page 1
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A

MINUTES OF THE
CITY OF SANTA FE

HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD

December 8, 2015

CALL TO ORDER
A regular meetlng of the City of Santa Fé Historic Districts Review Board was called fo order by Mr.

Rasch in the absence of the Chair and Vice Chair on the above date at approximately 5:30 p.m. in the Gity
Council Chambers at City Hall, Santa Fé, New Mexico. '

ROLL CALL
Roll Call indicated the presence of a quorum as follows:

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Ms. Cecilia Rios, Chalr
Mr. Frank Katz, Vice Chair
Ms. Meghan Bayer

Ms. Jennifer Biedscheid
Mr. Edmund Boniface

Mr. Buddy Roybal

MEMBERS EXCUSED:
Mr. William Powell

_ OTHERS PRESENT:

Mr. David Rasch, Historic Planner Supervisor

Ms, Donna Wynant, Senior Planner, Current Planning Division
Ms. Theresa Gheen, Assistant City Attorney

Ms. Lisa Martinez, Land Use Department Director

Mr. Carl Boaz, Stenographer

NOTE: All items in the Committee pécket for all agenda items are incorporated herewith by

reference. The original Committee packet Is on file in the Historic Planning Department.

Historic Districts Review Board Minutes November 24, 2015 Page 1
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5 Case #H-15-106 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca, Historic Review District. Andy Lyons, agent for
Jimmy and Jennifer Day, owners, proposes to remodel a non-statused residential structure Including
construction of a 233 sq. ft. portal to a height of 10' 11* and application of nontraditional stucco. An
exception is requested to use a prohibited stucco color (Section 14-5.2(F)(2)(a)()). (David Rasch)

Mr. Rasch gave the staff report as follows:

* BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca Is a single-family residence and garage that was construcled In a
simplified Santa Fe style in 1991 with alterations in 2011. The building has no historic status in the Historic
Review Historic District. The applicant made exterior alterations without approvals or construction permits
and a stop work order has been issued.

The applicant proposes to remodel the bullding with the following two items.

1. A 233 square foot portat will be constructid on the south elevation to a height of 10° 1. The
portal is designed in a simplified characler with sealed wooden viga posts and a standing seam
shed roof. The clear-finished viga posts will not malch the other portal on thie building which has

.white-painted square posts, but the copper standing seam will match other roofs on the buliding.

2. A green-colored stucco has been applied fo the structure. An e:'«:eptlon is requested 1o apply a
prohibited color {14-5.2(F)(2){a)(if) and the criteria responses are al the end of this report.

RELEVANT CCDE CITATION

14-5.2(F) Historic Review District
{2) District Standards

(a) The following structural standards shall be complied with whenever exierior features of buildings and
other structures subject to public view from any public street, way, or other public place are erected,
altered, or demolished.

(i) The color of stuccoed bulldings shalt predominantly be brown, tan, or local earth tones. This does not
include chocolate brown colors or white except dull or matte off-white (yeso). Surfaces of stone shall be in
the natural color. Entries and portals may be emphasized by the use of white or other colors or malerials.
Painting of buildings with bold repetifive pattems, or using buildings as signs is prohibited.

EXCEPTION TO APPLY NON-EARTH-TONED STUCCO {(14-5.2(FX2){a)(il))

{I} Do not damage the character of the district

Historic Districts Review Board Minutes November 24, 2015 Page 13
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The Property is located in an area of the historic review district that Is heavily forested with evergreen trees. The
house is located several hundred feet from Camino de Cruz Blanca and it is not visible from any public street or
public property. Several existing structures in the immediate vicinity are colored in a similar green shade that
blends with the surroundings. The character of the district has in no way been damaged by the presence of
these structures and allowing the house to remain in its current condition will not damage the character of the
district.

Staff response: Staff does not agree with this statement. If the building were not publicly-visible an
exception and public hearing would not be required.

(i) Are required o prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury fo the public welfare

The plastering was done on ah emergency basis. The Applicant had recently purchased the Property and found

it to suffer from severe neglect and disrepair, The 25-year-old plaster had never been maintained. The plaster

slid off of the house in several places during a storm in the spring of 2015. Water was entering the structure and

causing Immediate damage. The Applicant took action to mitigate damages and given the existing green houses

in the vicinity, chose that color so that the house would blend into the surounding forest. Given the ongoing

wark, the Applicant had the portal constructed at the same time. Replastering the house would constitute a
_hardship to the Applicant. It would be burdensome and wasteful in terms of ime and money.

Replastering would also create an injury to the public welfare.  Just as the water towers above St. John's
College have been colored to blend in to the escarpment, this house, which is visible from the St. John's
campus, has been colored to blend in with the evergreen forest. A change in color would make the house
contrast brightly against the forested hillside as seen from the St. John's campus.

Staff respanse: Staff does not agree with this statement. An earth-tone color does blend Into the
landscape and one more compliant earth-toned building in the neighborhood would not injure the public
welfare.

(il) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by providing a full range of design options fo
ensure that residents can continue lo reside within the district,

The City, the Historic District, and the immediate vicinity have fong contained many structures of this hue
including several within the Wildemess Gate area and another on Garcla Street, for which the Board recently

approved an exception based in large part on its lack of visibility from public areas.

This color Is particularly appropriate for the Property because of its setting within an evergreen forest and
because of its high visibility from the St. John's college campus, below the: Property to the west. The color
blends in with the surroundings and enhances the rural character of the hills above St Johns and is appropriate
for this location. The portal is an Investment that is compatible with portas in the area and adds to the character
and utility of the house.

Staff response: Staff agrees with this statlement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Historig Districts Review Board Minutes November 24, 2015 Page 14
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Staff recommends approval of the exception request 1o apply a non-earth-toned stucco to the building;
although, technically, staff could not support several stalements in the exception criteria responses and
otherwise recommends approval of this application which compiles with Section 14-5.2(D)(9) General
Design Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (F) Historic Review Historic District.

Questions to Staff

Chair Rios noted there are three exception criteria to meet and asked Mr. Rasch.how many they met.

Mr. Rasch said they met the third criterion. The pdblic visibility is extremely limited with a slight view
from the west on Camno Cruz Blanca, But the entire property is visible from the open driveway at St.
John's which is considered a public way.

~ Inthe second criterion, conceming the green stucco, he didn't agree with the statements. Most are
brown stuceoed. .

Chair Rids'asked Mr. Rasch to read the code for that.

Mr. Rasch did read the criterion for the Board from the Code.

Chalr Rios commented that this applicant stuccoed it green without prior approval.
Member Roybal asked if there is an alternative finish to allow this.

Mr. Rasch said if the Board denied the green stucco, the Board could lock at elastomeric stucco or
paint since it is non-contributing and not an adobe building.

Member Roybal asked if the other green houses were in compliance.

Mr. Rasch said not the ones on Wildemess Gate but the one on Garcia was approved by exception in
2011. :

Memt;er Roybal concluded that the rest of the green structures don’t meet criteria elther.

Mr. Rasch agreed. They are in violation. |

Member Bayer understood that fo meet the criteria for an exception, they have to meet all three.

Mr. Rasch agreed. He said he advised the applicants that they might need to glve mbre information.

Member Kalz asked then, since it is quite clear that they don’t meet the three criteria for an exception,
why the staff is recommending approval.

Historic Districts Review Board Minutes November 24, 2015 Page 15
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. Mr. Rasch sald he thought the public visibility was so minor and then the whole question of being on St.
Johns properly is public visibility or not. The City Attomey says it Is.

Member Katz asked if he would like to change his recommendation.

Mr. Rasch said, “l think | am not caring 100 much about this one because it is not right on the street
frontage. What you can see from the street frontage Is so minor. | think you would need more testimony to
make it better.”

Applicant's Preseniation

Present and sworn was Mr. Andrew Lyons, P.O. Box 8858, Santa Fe, who said, based on his
experience, the portal is included in staff approval, considering where the house is located. As for the
stucco, there is precedent for . There was an exception granted for the house on Garcia Street that it
appears the Board members went by this aftermoon. He didn't know what their responses were.

He added that the color green has been under consideration by the Board fo be an approved color.

It pretty much disappears into the trees with the deep green. He thought i is anice feature.

Questions to Applica o

Chair Rios said In her many years on the Board, she did not recall the Board ever considering green
colored stucco as an approved historic color.

" Mr. Lyons clarified that he didn't mean to say “the Board.” “| was under the understanding that it has
come up in front of the City before. Green peaple wanted fo do green; not the mint green of the old days -
the 50's, 60's and 70's thal used to be around here. But greens fike this. | have heard this several times
over the years. { know you've been on the Board for a fong time so maybe | haven't come to the Board. But

it has been under discussion at the City, is my impression. | think it would be a good idea, personally.”

Mr. Rasch said the applicant is correct. The City is looking at a green color as an approved color In the
escarpment overlay district. 1t has been discussed for sevaral years now. The Escarpitient Working Group
is considering it. They may be defunct at this time. But they were thinking that from a distance green fades
more than brown. So the escarpment district is considering it. There are areas within historic districts that
are In the escarpment district, as well. They are minimal and this house is not in the escarpment district.

Chair Rios asked, in reference to the house on Garcia Street that the Board saw today, which really ls
very difficult fo see from the street, if Staff could describe the streetscape and also the color of green.

Mr. Rasch said the streetscape is varied with different sizes of residences on the north east. But on the
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southwest, is mostly SAR (School of Amerlcan Research) property and that is set pretty far from the strest.
Some of the houses are close to the street but not this green one. The green color is a lot lighter - ilke
Member Roybal’s jacket.

Chair Rios noted there are lots of frees on the property.
Mr. Rasch agreed. The Board required additional trees 1o screen the green stuccoed house on Garcia.

Member Roybal referred to the letter from Mr. And Mrs. Day and assumed they were aware of this
property being under HDRB purview. [The letter Is attached to these minules as Exhibit 2]

Mr. Rasch said he didn't know if they were aware or not.

Chair Rios said the realtors should know. They are supposed fo notify buyers.

Member Roybal asked Mr. Lyons if his clients would be willing fo change the stucco color.
Mr. Lyons said no.

Member Bayer asked If they were aware their house Is in the historic distri_ct{

Mr, Lyons didn't know whether they were or not.

Member Katz said they surely did know that building permits were required and did not apply fora
pemit for the portal addition. ‘

Mr. Lyons agreed.

Member Boniface pointed out that there are various shades of green. Some of the houses the Board
looked at and specifically the ones he ciled are not the same color. They were much more muled, greyed
out and, although illegally done, the one the Board did give the exception for on Garcia but it was a very
different color - more grey than green. He was having a hard time with this. These people know they must
get permits. They've bought three homes. They must have known it is in historic district

He said he would be more inclined to ask the applicant o meet the code and follow the code. He asked
what the purpose of having codes is and then not follow them. He was just not convinced this Is the way o

go.

Member Biedscheid recalled at the last mesting that Morley’s tenets for Santa Fe Style were discussed
and one of them echoes the current code with earth-toned colors and says any fight color which Garcla
Street is. And he called out green as not permitted.

Member Katz acknowledged not much was visible from Cruz Blanca but it Is very visible from St
John's so it is very noticeable, St. John's is a very public place, not only with students and professors but a
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lot of the public go there for public events.

Member Bayer said, in reviewing the responses to the criteria, she agreed with Mr. Rasch’s
recommendation on #1 and with Member Katz. This property is very visible from the St. John's campus. On
the second criterion, the applicant referenced other green houses but since they were done liegally, they
are not applicable and the one exception was more grey than green and a lot less visible from the sireet,

Public Comment

Present and swom was Mr. Joseph Kames, 200 West Marcy Street, counsel for the applicant. As a
follow-up on Mr, Rasch’s staff report, he took exception to his statement in the criteria responses rather
than the criteria themselves.

The statement for #1 - “do nat damage the characler of the district” and the response is “that the
house is not visible from public street or public property.” St. John's is private property and he had an issue
with the City Attorney's interpretation of the Code with respect to whether private property that is open to
the public meets that criterion but rather than argue with the code, they decided to go ahead with the
application. He belleved that St. John's is not public property and they submitted information for the record

There was also a comment made that the house is visible from Camino Cruz Blanca and would like to
know for the record where it is visible from that street. He went and looked carefully and didn't believe itis
visible at all. He recommended that the exact location be inciuded in the record.

Regarding #2 - *are required fo prevent a hardship to the applicant or an Injury to the public welfare,”
there are two prongs to that criteria. The first paragraph of the response addresses the hardship criterion.
He thought that stands on its own and satisfied it. Asfo injury to public welfare, an earthtone or brown
would stand more in the forested area than a green color. He understood that staff disagreed with that. He
submitted that all three criteria are satisfied in this case. The house is minimally visible from any streets.
We recognize it is visible from St. John's which is private property. The other green colored houses we
don’t know if they are legal or not but the Board approved the application for the house on Garcia Street.

Member Katz said the standard is publicly visible. It does not say visible from a public place. So that
would support the view of the City Attomey - that it means visible from a place that the pubiic uses.

Mr. Rasch read the standards again.
Chair Rios asked Mr. Rasch to describe the public visibillty from Camino Cruz Blanca.

M. Rasch said in the van, we saw it as visible just west of the applicant's front house, looking back you
could see the top of the building.

Historic Districts Review Board Minutes November 24, 2015 . “Pageis
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Action of the Board

Membear Katz moved in Case #H-15-106 at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca, to approve the portal
that, even though constructed without a permit, is not publicly visible, and secondly, make a finding
that the grounds for the exception are not all met: that It is visible from a place uses and is Invited
and often viewing the house, and it certainly is not necessary to presenta hardship for the
applicant. They may not like that the rule is for a brown color and it is not a hardship to follow the
rules although costly to go back and follow the rules. He added that in this district, elastomeric
stucco or elastomeric paint is allowed. Member Boniface seconded the motion and it passed by
unanimous voice vote.

6. Case#H-15-109A 312 Pino Road. Downtown & Eastside Historic District. Jay Jay Shapiro, agent for
Linda Aragon, owner, requests a historic status review of a contributing residential structure and a
yardwall with primary elevation designation if applicable. {Donna Wynant)

Ms. Wynant gave the staff report as follows:
BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

312 Pino Road is a 1,230 square foot smgle-famlly residential structure that was constructed by 1928 in
the Spanish Pueblo Revival Style. It is fisted as contributing to the Downtown and Eastside Histeric District.
The applicant requests a historic status review of 313 Pino Road and the yardwall with primary elevation
designation.

The walis were tradmonal built with adobe, and plaster. Three addmons were built onto the orginat
house throughout the years as shown on the applicant's site plan. In 1957758, a portal was bulit onto the
front of the house (west/southwest elevation) and a closet was bullt onto the southeast comer. A utility/bath
room was built onto the south side of the house in 1981. The Aroyo Pino acequia was covered sometime
in the 1950s.

The stone wall, originally 4 feet in height, was Increased to over 5 feet in the late 1960's. Staff therefore
assumes the arlginal wall is historic since it was constructed prior to 1966. The applicant proposes 2
parking spaces at the north end of the property and §14-7.1(F) requires visibility o be provided where
driveways meet the street. The appiicant therefore proposes fo reconfigure the wall to allow for site visibllity
as required by traffic engineering and shown on the proposed site plan.

[Note: In the discussion, the last two sentences in this paragraph were stricken from the report.]

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the property retain its contributing status to the Downtown & Eastside Historic
District and that the north side of the house (along Pino Road) and the portls be designated as primary
elevations as shown on the attached diagram as Fagades #1, 2, 3and 4. Staff also recommends the rock
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SUMMARY INDEX
HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD
January 12, 2016

i

EXHIBIT

E

ITEMACTION TAKEN PAGE(S)
‘B. RoltCall Quorum Present 1
C. Approval of Agenda Approved as presented 1
D. Approval of Minutes
December 8, 2015 Approved as amended 2
E. Findings of Fact & Conclusions of Law Approved as presented 2
F. Business from the Floor None 2
G. Communications Discussion and presentation 23
H. Action ltems
1379 Canyon Road
2. Gase #H-16-002A North and West are primary 9-13
450 Camino Monte Vista
3. Case#H-16-004 Approved with conditions 13-15
311 East Palace Avenue
4, Case#H-16-005 Approved with conditions 15-18
202 Chapelle Strest
5. Case #H-16-003 West and South are primary 18-22
425 Sandoval Street
I Matters from the Board Discussion 24-25
J.  Adjournment Adjourned at 7:12 p.m. 25
Histaoric Districts Review Board January 12, 2016 Page 0
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~ MINUTES OF THE
CITY OF SANTA FE
HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD |
| January 12, 2016
A. CALLTO ORDER

A regular meeting of the City of Santa Fé Historic Districts Review Board was called to order by Mr.
Rasch in the absence of the Chair and Vice Chair on the above date at approximately 5:30 p.m. in the City
Council Chambers at City Hall, Santa Fé, New Mexico.

B. ROLL CALL

Roli Call indicated the presence of a quorum as follows:

- MEMBERS PRESENT:
Ms. Cecilla Rios, Chair
Mr. Frank Katz, Vice Chalr
Mr. Edmund Boniface
Mr, Buddy Roybal

MEMBERS EXCUSED:
Ms. Meghan Bayer
Ms. Jennifer Biedscheid
Mr. William Powell

OTHERS PRESENT:

Mr. David Rasch, Historic Planner Supervisor
Ms. Theresa Gheen, Assistant City Altorney

Ms. Lisa Martinez, Land Use Department Director
Mr. Carl Boaz, Stenographer

NOTE: All items in the Committee packet for all agenda itemé are incorporated harewith by
reference. The original Committee packet is on file in the Historic Planning Department.
C. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Membsr Boniface moved to approve the agenda as presented. Member Katz seconded the
motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote.

Mistoric Districts Review Board Jenuary 12, 2016 i Page 1
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D. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: December 8, 2015

Chair Rios requested a change on page 31, third sentence, under Questions to Applicant, should read,
“Chair Rios commented that in past proposals coming before the Board, people foam sprayed without
bubbles being formed.” )

Member Katz requested the following changes fo the min.utes:

On page 19, top paragraph in the rrhoii'onj.mirdline following the colon, “that it is visible front a place

( the public uses, is Invited to use, and often views the house." *It certalnly is not necessary to prevent (not
present). : i

i

On page' 22, on the second line from the fop, after e word “fagade” - ‘between the two west fagades;'
On page 26, an the in the motion, third line, after the word "windows” it should say, “on non -primary
fagades.”

Member Boniface moved to approve the minutes of December 8, 2015 as amended. Member
Roybl seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote.

E.  FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Case #H-15-107. 617% Acequia Madre.

Case #H-15-108. 1270 and 1272 Canyen Road.
Case #H-15-110A. 767% Acequia Madre.

Case #H-15-110B. 767% Acequia Madre.

Case #H-15-106. 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca.
Case #H-15-109A. 312 Pino Road.

Case #H-15-109B. 312 Pino Road.

Case #H-13-072. 123 East Buena Vista Street.

Lol S o o ol o i

There were no proposed changes.

Chalr Rios movad to approve the Findings of Fact and Concluslons of Law as presented.
Member Boniface seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous voice vote.

F. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR
There were no speakers from the public.

G. COMMUNICATIONS V
Historic Districts Review Board January 12,2016 Page 2
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ITEM # Jj;-¢

City of Santa Fe
Historic Districts Review Board
Findings of Fact and Conciusions of Law

Case #H-15-106

Address — 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca

Agent’s Name - Andy Lyons

Owner/Applicant’s Name — Jimmy Day and Jennifer Day

THIS MATTER came before the Historic Districts Review Board (“Board”) for hearing on
December 8, 2015,

BACKGROUND & SUMMARY:

1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca is a single-family residence and garage that was
constructed in a simplified Santa Fe style in 1991 with alterations in 2011. The building has no
historic status in the Historic Review Historic District. The applicant made exterior alterations
without approvals or construction permits and a stop work order has been Issued.

The applicant proposes to remodel the building with the following two items.

1. A 233 square foot portal will be constructed on the south elevation to a height of
10' 11". The portal is designed in a simplified character with sealed wooden viga posts
and a standing seam shed roof. The clear-finished viga posts will not match the other
portal on the building which has white-painted square posts, but the copper standing
seam will match other roofs on the building.

2, A green-colored stucco has been applied to the structure. An exception is
requested to apply a prohibited color (Code Section 14-5.2(F)(2)(a)(ii)).

Staff presented responses to exceptlon criteria at the hearing and in its report.
FINDINGS OF FACT

1. After conducting public hearings and having heard from the Applicant and all interested

persans, the Board hereby FINDS, as follows:

Zoning staff determined that the Application meets underlying zoning standards.

3. Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the exception request to apply a
non-earth-toned stucco to the building; although, technically, Staff could not support
several statements in the exception criteria responses and otherwise recommends
approval of this application which complies with Section 14-5.2(D)}(9) General Design
Standards, Height Pitch Scale and Massing and (F) Historic Review Historic District.

4. The project is subject to requirements of the following sections of the Santa Fe Land
Development Code: '

N

Finding of Fact Form
HDRE Case # 15-106
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10.
11.

12,

_X__ Section 14-5.2(D}9) General Design Standards, Helght Pitch Scale and

Massing (of any structure).

X__ Section 14-5.2(C), Regulation of Significant and Contributing Structures
The property is located In the following district and subject to the related sections of the
Santa Fe Land Development Code:

__X_Historic Review District {Section 14-5.2(F)}
The portal is not publicly visible.
Code Section 14-5.2(F){2)(a) requires brown, tan or local earth tones for a structure
“whenever exterior features of buildings and other structures subject to public view

from any public street, way, or other public place are erected, altered, or demolished”.
The structure is visible from a place the public uses and Is invited to and where the
public often views the house.
An Exception Request was Applicable to Item 2 In this Application:

X__ Exception Request Applicable:

_X__ Exception criteria were not met.

Granting the exception Is not necessary to prevent a hardship to the Applicant.
It is not a hardship to the Applicant to go back and follow the rules of a brown color for
the structure, even if it is costly.
In this Historic District, elastomeric stucco or elastomeric paint is allowed.

13,

14.

‘Under Sections 14-2.6{C), 14-2.7{C)(2), 14-5.2(A){1), 14-5.2[C){(2}a-d & #] and 14-

5.2(C)(3}{a) and (b), and Section 14-5.2(D) the Board has authority to review, approve,
with or without conditions, or deny, all or some of the Applicant’s proposed design to
assure overall compliance with applicable design standards.

Under Section 14-5.2(CM3)(b), the Board has the authority to approve an application for
alteration or new construction on the condition that changes relating to exterior
appearance recommended by the Board be made in the proposed work, and no permit
is to issue until new exhibits, satisfactory to the Board, have been submitted.

15. The information contained in the Application, and provided in testimony and evidence

establishes that all applicable requirements have been met for approved items.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimony submitted during the hearing,
the Board acted upon the Application as follows:

1. The Board has the authority to review and approve the Application.
2. The Board approved the ltem 1 in the Application, with:

X___ No additional conditions.
3. The Board denied Item 2 in the Application.

IT IS SO ORDERED ON THIS 12™ DAY OF JANUARY 2016, THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW
BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE.

Finding of Fact Form
HDRB Case # 15-106
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SOMMER, KARNES & ASSOCIATES, LLP

Malling Address Karl H, Sommer, Attorney at Law
Post Office Box 2475 khs @scmmerasaoc.com
Santa Fe, New Mexico 875042476 Joseph M, Karnes, Attorngy at Law
. Jmk@sommer-ggoc.com
Street Address
200 West Marcy Street, Suite 139 Mychal L. Delgado, Cortified Paralegal
Santa Pe, New Mexica 87501 mid@sommer-assoc.com
Telephone:(505) 98¢.3Boc .
Pacsimile:(508)082.1745 James R. Hawlay, Attomney at Law
rh @sommer-Hesot.com
0f Counsel
Licensed in New Mexdeo and California
October 13, 2015
David Rasch _
City of Srta FeHistoric Resources Departmremt
200 Lincoln Avenue
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Re:  Property at 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca (the “Property”)
DearDavid: ... S R —

. .=-----. Onbehalf of Property owner Jennifer Day, I am writing to request your confirmation that
the standards set forth in the City Code for stucco color of the home on the Property and the portal
constructed on the back of the home do not apply to the Propetty.

The Property is located within the Historic Review District. The District Standards address
stucco color and other structural matters, The District Standards only apply when “the exterior
features of buildings and other structures subject to public view from any public street, way or
other public place are erected, altered, or demolished.” (City Code §14-52.F.2) If the building is
not visible from a public place, then the District Standards do not apply.

I conducted = site visit to the Property and the neighborhood. The home on the Property is
set back over 100 feet from, and is not visible from Camino de Cruz Blanca, The home is visible
from Wilderness Artoyo, however, as shown in the photo attached as Exhibit A, Wilderness
Arroyo is not a public street. The home is also visible from St. John’s College. However, a3
shown on Exhibit B, St. John’s is a private university. I carried out a search of public streets and
public places in the area and did not identify any such location from which the house on the

Property is visible.

Please confirm the foregoing and if you are in agreement, forward written documentation
that the District Standards do not apply to either the stucco color or portal. If you conclude that
the District Standards do apply, please let me know the basis for your conclusion.

Sifickrely,
Jofeph Kames

EXHIBIT
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ANDREW LYONS

DESIGN AND DRAFTING LLC
. P.O. BOX 8858
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87504
505-982-7999
andrew@andrewlyonsdesign.com
2 September 2015
Mr. David Rasch . . SEP -3 201
Historic Preservation :
City of Sania F
200 Lincoln A:enue Ll @3(?

Sarita Fe, NM 87501 - |
Re:  Proposed New Portal ot 1244 Camsino de Cruz Blanca

Dear David, ‘

Attached you will find my submittal ot behalf of the property owners, Jimmy mud Jennifer Diay, for a new
portaltobebuﬂtonthelouﬂasidaofthelrhomelocahedat1244CmninodnGruzBlanca. . :

Iamrequeshngmadminismﬁvuppmvalleuerforthisnewpomlsoﬂmtlmayﬁ]eforabdldhgpemit
As you are aware, they b oomu'ueﬁmwiﬁnoltheﬂ-ﬁstoncapwovalnorapemt ‘The portal is
located on the south sido of thé existing structure, at the east end, and connects to previously existing brick
walkways. The portal is to have a brick walking surface to match what was there. The viga posts,
rectangular carrying beams, and vigas carrying the roof will all be seuled in a transparent, natural-colored
finish 'I'hppltchedmutalstandmgseammfwmbecoppermeolortomntchﬂlemshngmnmlmofsﬂmt
are located in various louhons on the stricture, and the pitch is less than 1-on-12.

The height of the portal will be 9°-0" from walking surface to bearing of the carrying beams, andaathn
new portal ties into the existing house, it is shorter than the existing structure,

Please don’t hesitate to call ment982-7999 ifyou have any questions regarding this submittal. Thaok you
for your time and eonsidcranon.
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Please don’t hesitate to call me at 982-7999 if you have any questions regarding this submittal. Thank you
for your time and consideration,

Andrew Lyons
Attachments

Cc: Jimmy and Jennifer Day
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HISTORIC DISTRICTS RE_ VIEW BOARD APPLICATION
PROJECT LOCATION: ] D\"f"f ﬁ"vv"v’\l‘ G‘Q,b C/ U Q é“'mx_q

HISTORIC ISTRICT: Downtown & Eastside [ ) Don Ggspar Area [ | Wesiside-Guadalupe [ ]
(from attachod map) Historic Transition { |  Historic Review [+ Landmark ({ourside of histaric distvicts) { ]
PROJECT PROPOSAL:

CONSTRUCTION COST: 3 MK

BASE FEE: § + EXCEPTION: § + POSTER: § = TOTAL: §

(base fee = % of 1% of conxtruction cost, not to exceed 52,000 and not less than $250)
(ench exception has an additional fee of 8350) (825 per poster with one (1) poster por streot frontage)

owner:_\eainiEee. DAY PHONE #5025~ L0 - K ST
OWNER MAILING ADDRESS: __[ 250 " CAMNO De oz BANCA

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE: SAMTA Fe o MR 7SDS

emalL:__d e iEeR @ AY)A}ID.ES’T'@U- oM

APPLICANT: _Z L L . ....PHONE #:
MATLING ADDRESS:____ SAM&

CITY. STATE, ZIP CODE:
_EMAIL:

PREAPPLICATION MEETING: Date: q_ { )’: { f Case Planner:, DGWTEJ, @“g J'l
PRELIMINARY ZONING REVIEW: Date: 1Oy3 ¢ 5 Planncr:_h_é—_z‘ew__

(You must schedule a meeting with Zoning Planner prior to the HDRB submittal deadline date: Worksheet will not
be reviewed on the HDRB submittal deadline day/Preliminary Zoning Review Form must be submitted with
proposal)

ARFIDAVIT 1TO AUTHORIZE AG ENT (IF APPLICABLE) '
I am,/We are the owner(s) and record title holder(s} of the property located at: _/ 23 /D FAMING e SRz BC

[/We authorize _& ENNIEER TS -A)-/D 4 &4 97 30 8ct as myrour agent tg execute this application.
= Date: __ /€ £ A 7/1D
Date: /

** ALL signatures on this page must be original signatures (no coples, no digital signatures)

EXHIBIT
i 1




HISTORIC DISTRICTS REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION
PROJECT LOCATION; | ?L%““‘ C‘VUV"\A\\D GQ,L( qu,'Z, Q (-%’L(_Cq
HISTORIC DISTRICT; Downtown & Eastside { ) Don Gaspar Arca [ | Wesiside-Guadalupe [ ]

Historic Transition{ |  Historic Review [~4 Landmark (outside of historic districts) [ ]

(from sttachod map)
PROJECT PROPOSAL:
CONSTRUCTION COST: § Sl

+POSTER: § = TOTAL: §

BASE FEE: § + EXCEPTION: §

(hase fee = % of | % of construction cost, not 10 exceed 52,000 and not less than $250)
(525 per poster with one (1) poster per stroet froatage)

PHONE #:_ 825~ L (0 -~ §TSho

z AeAVCa

(ench exception has an additional fee of $350)

pS——— W N TS A/

OWNER MAILING ADDRESS:
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:
EMAML: .3 J

APPL[CANT:_K,. S :
MATLING ADDRESS: ___ SAM&

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:
EMAIL:

PREAPPLICATION MEETING: Datei_*) { 31 {5 CasoPlanner: D W’EL &9 ’-ﬁ_

PRELIMINARY ZONING REVIEW: Date: /P73 - 3~ mannenm

(You must schedule a meoting with Zoning Planner prior to the LDRB submittsi deadtine dute; Worksheet will not
be reviewed on the HDRE submittal deadline day/Preliminary Zoning Review Form must be submiteed with

_ ._PHONE ¥

proposal)
AFFIDAVIT TO AUTHORIZE AGENT (IF APPLICABLE) _
LD rAMING e CRUZ BiAr

1 am,/We are the owner(s) and record title holder(s) of the property located at:

t . -
hires T - £ oN %o nct as my/ouf agent tg execule this applicarion.
Date: /a/ /_37/ )~ .

1}
8.8 feolle ¥ 2 =
oS 188)8 E ¥ B
Jt S0 1T s T ) — Date:
1 [4¥] I v N ©
i lng TN &g i T
d X = [O9iS 5§ § &
M G nSSSe o ‘i i = ¥ 5
LaB .1138-8‘? = oh %
>l Sg9cw & | I *
S=xwed i mBTN a |
EcsQiS° o 1 || 5 N
SSET s 2 | 8 ignatures (no copies, no digital signatures)
LB BiIBTZ= 8 ¢ = 8
o .
e I £ x
e miS R e S E
Feelhie S & |l I e 8 o
S o a . =~ ==
oSG (2 = | il & BT
UCEE | DHOR, < << i - =2 ©=
- S N - S Sl
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e E .- T oy
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i = L M4me-gp  Nox &
e G O~ lsd o 3
te e @ I2giNs 98F 3
ne g = =T = 3]
= & (35485 8% S
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~Jaan

Address; /22 %/ "{/ f_)MW AD 0/ =3 ())’L&&—
Hearing Date:, / /{/ <2 'z // 5 ' POMS:._L__'

I have received the public notice poster(s) and I agree to post notice of the proposed project on the site
fifteen (15) days prior to the Historic Districts Review Board hearing. Tam aware that a decision of the

HDRB may be appealed by any aggrieved party within fifteen (15) days of the adoption of Findings and
Conclusi . '

— | 20 _oll. Zors
'signamﬁfhppﬁaumfm'er Date

bpeo Lrons
Printed Name Applicant/Owner
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City of Santa Fe, N ew Mexico

200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909, Santa Fe, N.M. 87504-0909
www.santafenm.gov

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

Patti J. Bushee, Dist. 1

Signe 1. Lindell, Dist. {

Joseph M. Maestas, Dist. 2

Carmichael A. Dominguez, Dist. 8

Christopher M. Rivera, Dist. 3

Ronald S. Trujillo, Dist. 4

Bill Dimas, Dist. 4

Project description: Andy Lyons, agent for Jimmy and Jennifer Day, owners, proposes to
remodel a non-statused residential structure inchuding construction of a 233 sq. ft. portal to a
height of 10°11” and application of nontraditional stucco. An exception is requested to use a
prohibited stucco color (Section 14-5.2(F)(2)(a)(ii)).

Case number: H-15-106

Project Type: HDRB

PROJECT LOCATION(S): 1244 Camino de Cruz Blanca

PROJECT NAMES:

OW - Jennifer Day 1240 Camino de €ruz Blanca
Santa Fe, NM 87505 505-820-1915

AP — Andrew Lyons P.O.Box 8858

Santa Fe, NM 87504 505-982-7999

BOARD ACTION

This is to certify that the Historic Districts Review Board (HDRB) acted on your request at their
hearing on December 8, 2015, The decision of the Board was to approve the portal addition and
deny the exception request to apply non-earth-toned stucco by finding that the structure is
publicly-visible, that earth-tone colored stucco is not a hardship, that any hardship is self-
inflicted because approvals and permits are lacking, and that the applicant shall restucco or
elastomeric paint the structure in an approved earth-tone color. For further information please
call 955-6605.

Sincerely,
o
\
David Rasch .
Supervising Planner, Historic Preservation Division

NOTE: Applicant can use this action fetter to apply for consiruction parmit, but the permit shall not be relensed until the end of the appeat
period which starts on-the date of filing of the Pindings and Conclusions in the City Clerk’s office (SFOC 14-3,17(D)). Your permit will be

denied ifany changes on plans thet were not spproved by the HDRB or if conditions of approval are not met. Please attach copies of thia [étter
to all sets when submittioe for construction permits,
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Code Excerpts
Appeal of 1244 Camino Cruz Blanca

SFCC 14-5.2(F)(2) Historic Review District — Design Standards
(a) The following structural standards shall be complied with whenever
exterior features of buildings and other structures subject to public
view from any public street, way, or other public place are erected,
altered, or demolished:

(i) The color of stuccoed buildings shall predominantly be
brown, tan, or local earth tones. This does not include chocolate
brown colors or white except dull or matte off-white (yeso).
Surfaces of stone shall be in the natural color. Entries and portals
may be emphasized by the use of white or other colors or
materials. Painting of buildings with bold repetitive pattemns, or
using buildings as signs is prohibited.

SFCC 14-5.2 (C) Regulation of Significant and Contributing Structures in the Historic
Districts (Ord. No. 2004-26)

k % * %

(5) Exceptions
Staff shall determine whether an exception to this section is required. The

historic board may grant an exception to the regulations set forth in this section

provided that such exception does not exceed the underlying zoning.

(b) Design Standards and Signage
The board may recommend exceptions to Subsections 14-5.2(D)(1-8, 10-
11) and 14-5.2(E) through (1) for construction or alterations within the
historic district. The recommendation for exceptions shall be made to the
governing body. Procedures for public notice and hearing before the
governing body shall be as set forth in Section 14-3.6(B)3). Exceptions
are project specific and do not apply to the subject property in perpetuity.
If approved by the governing body, the inspections and enforcement
office shall accept and review an application for, and issue, as
appropriate, a building permit. The applicant for such exceptions shall
conclusively demonstrate and the board shall make a positive finding of
fact that such exceptions comply with all the criteria listed as follows:

(i) Do not damage the character of the district;
(i) Are required to prevent a hardship to the applicant or an injury to

the public welfare; and

(iii) Strengthen the unique heterogeneous character of the City by
providing a full range of design options to ensure that residents
can continue to reside within the historic districts.

SFCC 14-12 (Definitions)

PUBLICLY VISIBLE: The portion of a structure visible from a public street, way or other area to
which the public has legal access; and provided that to be publicly visible, a structure need not be
adjacent to a public street or way or area to which the public has legal access.
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