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AFTERNOON SESSION — 5:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG
INVOCATION

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Special Governing Body Meeting — July 1, 2019
Regular Governing Body Meeting — July 10, 2019

PRESENTATIONS
a) Presentation of World Trade Center Steel. (Erik Litzenberg)
CONSENT CALENDAR

a) Request for Approval of Professional Services Contract in the Total
Amount of $113,480 for Investment-Grade Energy Audit to Solarize City
Facilities; Yearout Energy Services Company, LLC. (Caryn Grosse, PW
Project Administrator, clgrosse@santafenm.gov, 955-5938)

b} Request for Approval of an Impact Fee Credit Agreement in the Total
Amount of $108,339.82 for Sidewalk Improvements at 3240 Rufina Street;
KLG26, LLC. (Lee Logston, Senior Land Use Planner,

Irlogston@santafenm.gov, 955-6136)

c) Request for Approval of Change Order No. 3 to the Original Contract 18-
0835 with Bradbury Stamm Construction for the Paseo Real Wastewater
Treatment Plant - Anaerobic Digesters for the Amount of $165,593.80
Inclusive of NMGRT. (Alan MacGregor, Engineering Supervisor,

asmacgregor@santafenm.gov, 955-4623)
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d) Request for Approval of Award of Bid “19/14/B to PureOps for Meter
Calibration and Testing Services for the Water Division for the Amount of
$100,000 per Fiscal Year Beginning FY 19/20 for a Total Amount of
$400,000 Exclusive of NMGRT. (Michael Moya, Transmission &
Distribution Manager, mrmoya@santafenm.qov, 955-4243)

e) Request for Approval to Spend over $60,000 for the Remaining Term of
the Contract between the City of Santa Fe and Mobile Clean Car Wash.
This is a Four (4) year Contract and will Expire on 6/20/2022 with a
Remaining Fund Balance of $533,951. (Lawrence Garcia, ESD

Administrator, Imgarcia@santafenm.qov, 955-2241)

f) Request for Approval of Amendment No. 3 to the Professional Services
Agreement 17-0520 with John Shoemaker & Associates for Hydrology,
Hydrogeology, Permit Compliance and Management Requirements
Professional Services for the Total Amount of $271,001 Exclusive of
NMGRT. (Bill  Schneider, Water Resources Coordinator,
whschneider@santafenm.qov, 955-4203)

g) Request for Approval of Amendment No. 1 to PSA #18-1062 Business
Name Change: Gopher Grabbers, LLC to Gopher Guys, LLC in the
Amount of $75,000 per Year for Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Through Fiscal
Year 2021-2022. (Richard Thompson, Parks Division Director,

rcthompson@santafenm.gav, 955-2105)

h) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2019-___. (Finance Committee)
A Resolution Relating to a Request for Approval of Fourth Quarter (Year-End)
Budget Amendments for Fiscal Year 2018/2019. (Andy Hopkins, Senior

Budget Analyst, ajhopkins@santafenm.gov, 955-6177)

i) Request for Approval of CIP #503A, Salvador Perez Recreation Building
Structural and Building Envelope Rehabilitation Construction Services
Scope Under the 2018 GRT Bond to B&D Industries Together with the
Agreement Between Owner and Contractor in the Amount of
$1,252,984.38 Inclusive of NMGRT. (Jason Kluck, PW Project

Administrator, jmkluck@santafenm.gov, 955-9537)

i) Request for Approval of a Professional Services Agreement between the
City of Santa Fe and The Santa Fe Railyard Park Conservancy for
Management of the Santa Fe Railyard Park Programs in the Amount of
$150,000. (Robert Siqueiros, Railyard Project Administrator,
rmsiqueiros@santafenm.gov, 955-6977)

2.
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Request for Approval of a Professional Services Agreement Between the
City of Santa Fe and The Santa Fe Railyard Community Corporation
(SFRCC} to Fund the Railyard Events Marketing, Plaza Stage, Sound and
Lighting Equipment, and Digital Movie Projection Rental in the Amount of
$75,000. (Robert Siqueiros, Railyard Project Administrator,

rmsiqueiros@santafenm.qov, 955-6977)

Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on August 28, 2019:

BILL NO. 2019-17. An Ordinance Amending Section 11-14.5 SFCC 1987
to Allocate the Proceeds from the Sale or Lease of the Santa Fe Estates
to the General Fund. (Councilor Harris) (Mary McCoy, Finance Director,
mtmccoy@santafenm.gov, 955-6171)

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2019-_ . (Councilor Vigil
Coppler and Councilor Rivera)

A Resolution Approving the Design and Installation Plan for Thirty
Additional Banners Commemorating Veterans Along the Cerrillos Road
Corridor Between |-25 and Rodeo Road. (John Romero, Engineering
Division Director, jjromero1@santafenm.gov, 955-6638)

Request for Approval of General Fund and Community Development
Block Grant PSA Amendments. (Jacqueline Beam, Office of Affordable

Housing, jybeam@santafenm.gov, 955-6574)

1) Life Link (General Fund) Increase by $65,000.
2) SF Recovery Center (General Fund) Increase by $22,000.

El Castillo Retirement Residences Industrial Revenue Bonds

a)

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2019- . (Councilor Lindell)
A Resolution Declaring the Intent of the City of Santa Fe to Issue Industrial
Revenue Bonds in a Principal Amount Up to $80,000,000 to Finance
Acquisition, Construction, and Equipping of a New Aduit Residential
Retirement Facility to be Located at 401 Old Taos Highway in Santa Fe,
New Mexico, for the Purpose of Inducing El Castillo Retirement
Residences or Its Successors or Assigns to Undertake the Acquisition,
Construction, and Equipping of Such Project, and Authorizing the Giving
and Publication of Notices in Connection with Such Bonds. (Fabian
Trujillo, Manager Office for Business Growth, ftrujillo@santafenm.qov,
955-6912)

-3-
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b) Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on September 11, 2019:

BILL NO. 2019-18. An Ordinance of the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico
Authorizing and Providing for the Issuance and Sale of its Industrial Revenue
Bonds for the Benefit of El Castillo Retirement Residences in an Aggregate
Principal Amount Not to Exceed $80,000,000 for the Purpose of Financing
Acquisition, Construction, and Equipping of a New Adult Residential
Retirement Facility to be Located at 401 Old Taos Highway in Santa Fe, New
Mexico and Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a Lease and Purchase
Agreement Between the City and El Castillo Retirement Residences, an
Indenture of Trust Securing Said Bonds, a Morigage, a Bond Purchase
Agreement, Closing Documents, and Such Bonds in connection Therewith;
Providing for the Terms of the Series 2019 Bonds and Making Determinations
as to the Sufficiency of the Lease Payments and Other Matters Related to the
Project; Authorizing the Sale of Said Bonds and Any Ancillary Agreements in
Connection Therewith; and Authorizing Other Matters Pertaining to the
Issuance of Said Bonds. (Councilor Lindell} (Fabian Trujillo, Manager Office
for Business Growth, ftrujillo@santafenm.qgov, 955-6912)

12. Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing for August 28, 2019:

BILL NO. 2019-21: An Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a
Loan Agreement By and Between the City of Santa Fe and the New Mexico
Finance Authority, Evidencing a Special, Limited Obligation of the City to Pay a
Principal Amount not to Exceed $1,600,000, for the Purpase of Defraying the
Cost of Purchasing, Acquiring, and Installing Equipment and Related
Improvements to the City's Public Parking Facilities; Providing for the Payment of
the Loan Agreement from Certain Gross Receipts Tax Revenues Distributed to
the City; Providing that the Loan Agreement Will Constitute a Subordinate Lien
Upon the Pledged Gross Receipts Tax Revenues; Providing for the Distributions
of Gross Receipts Tax Revenues From the Taxation and Revenue Department to
be Redirected to the New Mexico Finance Authority for its Assigns Pursuant to
an Intercept Agreement for the Payment of Principal and Interest Due on the
Loan Agreement; Delegating Authority to the Mayor or, in the Mayor's Absence,
the City Manager or Finance Director, to Approve the Final Principal Amount,
Interest Rates, and Other Details of the Loan Agreement Within the Parameters
Set Forth in this Authorizing Ordinance, Including a Determination Whether
Interest on the Loan Agreement Will be Excludable From Gross Income for
Federal Income Tax Purposes, and to Execute and Deliver a Pricing Certificate
Reflecting the Final Terms of the Loan Agreement; Ratifying Actions Heretofore
Taken; Repealing All Action Inconsistent with this Ordinance; and Authorizing the
Taking of Other Actions in Connection with the Execution and Delivery of the
Loan Agreement and Intercept Agreement. (Councilor Vigil Coppler) (Brad
Fleutsch, Cash and Investment Manager, bifleutsch@santafenm.gov, 955-6885)

4-
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14.
15.

16.

17.

18.

Santa Fe Municipal Drug Strategy Task Force Progress Report. (Emily Kaltenbach,
Chair)

Request for Approval of an Agreement Between the Legislative Council Service of
the State of New Mexico and the City of Santa Fe for Parking in the State Capitol
Parking Facility, Bypassing the Committee Process Pursuant to Governing Body
Procedural Rule, IV.A3.a. (Noel Correia, Parking Division Director,

npcotreia@santafenm.goy, (505) 955-6611)

MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER

MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY
EXECUTIVE SESSION

In Accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act, NMSA 1978, Section 10-
15-1(H)(6), Discussion in which the Contents of Competitive Sealed Proposals
Solicited Pursuant to the Procurement Code are Discussed During the Contract
Negotiation Process for Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning
and Midtown Property Civic Engagement (RFP # 19/37/P and RFP # 19/45/P). (Erin

K. McSherry, City Attorney, ekmcsherry@santafenm.gov, 955-6512)

Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning

Request for the Approval of Professional Services Agreement in the Total Amount of
$325,960 for Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning; RFP #
19/37/P; Strategic Economics. (Kevin Kellogg, Asset Development Manager,

kckelloga@santafenm.gov, (505) 955-6213)

Midtown Property Civic Engagement

Request for the Approval of Professional Services Agreement in the Total Amount of
$65,000 for Midtown Property Civic Engagement; RFP # 19/45/P; U3 Advisors. (Liz
Camacho, Economic Development and Communications Administrator,

excamacho@santafenm.gov, (505) 955-6042)

MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK

a) Nominating Petition Verification Report for Candidates in the November 5,
2019 Regular Local Election. (Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk,
yyvigil@santafenm.qov, 955-6521)

b} Qualifying Contribution Verification Report for Candidates in the November 5,
2019 Regular Local Election Who Applied for Certification as a Participating
Candidate for Public Campaign Financing as Prescribed by § 9-3.5 SFCC
1987. (Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk, yyvigil@santafenm.gov, 955-6521)
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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
. Transit Advisory Board

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1) CONSIDERATION OF Bill No. 2019-14: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE
NO. 2019-____ . (Councilor lves)
An Ordinance Amending Section 14-5.5(D) Regarding the Midtown Local
Innovation Corridor Overlay District to Specify that the Provisions of the
Midtown Local Innovation Corridor Shall Supersede the Provisions of any
Other Overlay District(s), Including, But Not Limited To, the South Central
Highway Corridor Protection District as Set Forth in Subsection 14-5.5(A);
and Amending Table 14-5.5-4 to Remove References to Structures that
Fall Within the South Central Highway Corridor Protection District that
Also Fall within the Midtown Local Innovation Corridor Overlay District.
(Noah Berke, Planner Manager, Land Use Department,
niberke@santafenm.gov, 955-6647)

2) Appeal No. 2019-60 of Planning Commission Case No. 2018-83: Appeal
of the Planning Commission's May 16, 2019 Approval of a Preliminary
Subdivision Plat for 68 Residential Lots in the Proposed Dos Acequias
Subdivision, Located at 1616 Agua Fria Road, by the Following
Neighborhood Residents: Mary-Charlotte Domandi, Catherine Emmett,
Kathy Fleming, Siobhan Hancock, Dagne Larson Pantuliano, John L. Pitts,
and Gail Rachor. (Sally Paez, Assistant City Attorney,

sapaez@santafenm.gov, 955-6501)

-6-
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l. ADJOURN

Pursuant to the Governing Body Procedural Rules, in the event any agenda items
have not been considered prior to 11:30 p.m. and the Governing Body does not vote
to extend the meeting, such items shall be postponed to a subsequent meeting,
provided that the date, time and place of such meeting is specified at the time of
postponement.

NOTE: New Mexico law requires the following administrative procedures be followed
when conducting “quasi-judicial” hearings. In a “quasi-judicial” hearing all witnesses
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.

RECEIVED AT THE CITY CLERK'’S OFFICE

DATE:_July 26, 2019
TIME:__3:10 PM
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SUMMARY INDEX

SANTA FE CITY COUNCIL
July 31, 2019

ITEM ACTION PAGE
1. Call to Order Convened at 5:00 p.m. 1
5. Roll Call Quorum Present 1
6. Approval of Agenda Approved as amended 1-2
7. Approval of Consent Calendar Approved as amended 2
8. Approval of Minutes

a. July 1,2019 Approved as presented 2

b. July 10, 2019 Approved as presented
9. Presentations: Gift World Trade Center Steel 2-3
10.Consent Calendar Listing Listed 35
11. El Castillo Industriai Revenue Bonds Approved 5-10

b). Publish Notice of Public Hearing Approved 10
12.City Parking IRBs Approved 10-11
13. Municipal Drug Strategy TF Report Information only 11-13
13.1 Parking Lease with Legislature Approved 13-14
14.Matters from the City Manager Comments 14
15. Matters from the City Aftorney Comments 14-15

Executive Session Not Held 15
16. Midtown PSA for Planning Approved 15
17. Deleted
18. Matters from the City Clerk Candidate Matters 16
19. Communications with Governing Body Communications 16-17

Evening Session at 7:28 Quorum Present 17-18
F. Petitions from the Floor Petitions made 18-20
G. Appointments

1. Transit Advisory Board Approved 20
H. Public Hearings

1. Midtown Overlay Amendment Postponed 20-32

2. Dos Acequias Appeal Appeal Granted 32-46
. Adjournment Adjourned at 11:40 pm 46-47



MINUTES OF THE
REGULAR MEETING OF THE
GOVERNING BODY
CITY OF SANTA FE
July 31, 2019

AFTERNOON SESSION
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

A regular meeting of the Governing Body of the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico, was
called to order by Mayor Alan Webber, on Wednesday, July 31, 2019, at approximately
5:00 p.m., in City Council Chambers, City Hall, at 200 Lincoin Avenue, Santa Fe, New
Mexico. 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 Alan Webber

Councilor Signe |. Lindell, Mayor Pro-Tem
Councilor Roman “Tiger” Abeyta
Councilor Mike Harris

Councilor Carol Romero-Wirth

Councilor JoAnne Vigil Coppler

Councilor Renee D. Villarreal

Members Excused
Councilor Peter N. Ives
Councilor Christopher M. Rivera

Others Attending

Erik Litzenberg, City Manager
Erin McSherry, City Attorney
Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk

Carl Boaz, Council Stenographer

6. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Ms. Vigil requested that item 10 (e) and item 17 be deleted from the agenda and
announced that item 10 (g) was amended by the Finance Committee.

City of Santa Fe
Governing Body Minutes July 31, 2019 Page 1




MOTION:  Councilor Lindell moved, seconded by Councilor Vigil Coppler, to
approve the agenda as amended with items 10 (e) and 17 deleted and
with the amendment on 10 (g)

VOTE: The motion was approved on a voice vote with Mayor Webber and
Councilors Abeyta, Harris, Lindell, Romero-Wirth, Vigil Coppler and
Villarreal voting in favor of the motion and none voting against.

7. APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR

MOTION: Councilor Abeyta moved, seconded by Councilor Lindell, to approve
the Consent Agenda as amended.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and Councilor
Villarreal.

Against: None.

8. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
a) Special Governing Body Meeting on July 1, 2019
b) Regular Governing Body Meeting on July 10, 2019
MOTION: Councilor Lindell moved, seconded by Councilor Vigil
Coppler, to approve the minutes of July 1, 2019 and July
10, 2019 as presented.
VOTE: The motion was approved on a voice vote with Mayor
Webber and Councilors Abeyta, Harris, Lindell,
Romero-Wirth, Vigil Coppler and Villarreal voting in favor
of the motion and none voting against.

9. PRESENTATIONS

a) Presentation of World Trade Center Steel. (Erik Litzenberg)

City of Santa Fe
Governing Body Minutes July 31, 2019 Page 2




Mr. Litzenberg said that one year ago, the couple on the front row brought steel from
the World Trade Center suggesting that Santa Fe should receive one from 9/11 in NYC.
We were given one and now, it is mounted on the back wall at City Hall.

Mr. Richard Gomez said this was recovered after the 9/11 attack and has an
inscription on the outside. It is special for us to have this reminder. Last Veteran's Day he
rode in the parade with some of the Governing Body and was here to present the gift to
Santa Fe City from NYC Fire Dept and the Tribute Museum. The tribute was put together
for those during those first few hours to share the event with visitors from all over the world.
Those who felt the loss from being away from ground zero led him and his wife Susan to
believe the City of Santa Fe is a very appropriate place to have a piece of steel from WTC.
"Here we are, and it is a pleasure to be here and to respond in this way. Thank you.”

Councilor Harris thanked Richard and Susan Gomez for their gift.

Mayor Webber also thanked him and said we will all take time to look at it.

10.

CONSENT CALENDAR

a)

b)

d)

City of Santa Fe
Governing Body Minutes July 31, 2019 Page 3

Request for Approval of Professional Services Contract in the Total
Amount of $113,480 for Investment-Grade Energy Audit to Solarize
City Facilities; Yearout Energy Services Company, LLC. (Caryn
Grosse, PW Project Administrator,_clgrosse@santafenm.qgov, 955-
5938)

Request for Approval of an Impact Fee Credit Agreement in the Total
Amount of $108,339.82 for Sidewalk Improvements at 3240 Rufina
Street; KLG26, LLC. (Lee Logston, Senior Land Use Planner,

Ilogston@santafenm.gov, 955-6136)

Request for Approval of Change Order No. 3 to the Original Contract
18-0835 with Bradbury Stamm Construction for the Paseo Real
Wastewater Treatment Plant - Anaerobic Digesters for the Amount of
$165,593.80 Inclusive of NMGRT. (Alan MacGregor, Engineering
Supervisor, asmacgregor@santafenm.qov, 955-4623)

Request for Approval of Award of Bid ‘19/14/B to PureOps for Meter
Calibration and Testing Services for the Water Division for the
Amount of $100,000 per Fiscal Year Beginning FY 19/20 for a Total
Amount of $400,000 Exclusive of NMGRT. (Michael Moya,
Transmission & Distribution Manager, mrmoya@santafenm.gov, 955-
4243)




e)

9)

)

k)

City of Santa Fe

Request for Approval of Amendment No. 3 to the Professional
Services Agreement 17-0520 with John Shoemaker &
Associates for Hydrology, Hydrogeology, Permit Compliance and
Management Requirements Professional Services for the Total
Amount of $271,001 Exclusive of NMGRT. (Bill Schneider, Water
Resources Coordinator, whschneider@santafenm.gov, 955-4203)

Request for Approval of Amendment No. 1 to PSA #18-1062 Business
Name Change: Gopher Grabbers, LL.C to Gopher Guys, LLC in the
Amount of $75,000 per Year for Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Through Fiscal
Year 2021-2022. (Richard Thompson, Parks Division Director,

rcthompson@santafenm.gov, 955-2105)

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2019-36. (Finance
Committee)

A Resolution Relating to a Request for Approval of Fourth Quarter
(Year-End) Budget Amendments for Fiscal Year 2018/2019. (Andy
Hopkins, Senior Budget Analyst, ajhopkins@santafenm.qov, 955-
6177)

Request for Approval of CIP #503A, Salvador Perez Recreation
Building Structural and Building Envelope Rehabilitation Construction
Services Scope Under the 2018 GRT Bond to B&D Industries
Together with the Agreement Between Owner and Contractor in the
Amount of $1,252,984.38 Inclusive of NMGRT. (Jason Kluck, PW
Project Administrator, jmkluck@santafenm.gov, 955-9537)

Request for Approval of a Professional Services Agreement between
the City of Santa Fe and The Santa Fe Railyard Park Conservancy for
Management of the Santa Fe Railyard Park Programs in the Amount
of $150,000. (Robert Siqueiros, Railyard Project Administrator,

rmsigueiros@santafenm.gov, 955-6977)

Request for Approval of a Professional Services Agreement Between
the City of Santa Fe and The Santa Fe Railyard Community
Corporation (SFRCC) to Fund the Railyard Events Marketing, Plaza
Stage, Sound and Lighting Equipment, and Digital Movie Projection

Governing Body Minutes July 31, 2019 Page 4



Rental in the Amount of $75,000. (Robert Siqueiros, Railyard Project
Administrator, rmsiqueiros@santafenm.gov, 955-6977)

) Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on August 28, 2019:
BILL NO. 2019-17. An Ordinance Amending Section 11-14.5 SFCC
1987 to Allocate the Proceeds from the Sale or Lease ofthe Santa Fe
Estates to the General Fund. (Councilor Harris) (Mary McCoy, Finance

Director, mtmccoy@santafenm.gov, 955-6171)

m)  CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2019-37. (Councilor Vigil
Coppler and Councilor Rivera)
A Resolution Approving the Design and Installation Plan for Thirty
Additional Banners Commemorating Veterans Along the Cerrillos
Road Corridor Between |-25 and Rodeo Road. (John Romero,
Engineering Division Director, jiromero1@santafenm.gov, 955-6638)

An Action Sheet from the Public Works/CIP and Land Use Committee meeting on
Monday, July 29, 2019 regarding Item 10(m) is incorporated herewith to these minutes as
Exhibit 1.

n) Request for Approval of General Fund and Community Development
Block Grant PSA Amendments. (Jacqueline Beam, Office of
Affordable Housing, jybeam@santafenm.gov, 955-6574)

1) Life LINC (General Fund) Increase by $65,000.

2) Santa Fe Recovery Center (General Fund) Increase by
$22,000.

11.  El Castillo Retirement Residences Industrial Revenue Bonds

a) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2019-38. (Councilor Lindell)

A Resolution Declaring the Intent of the City of Santa Fe to Issue Industrial
Revenue Bonds in a Principal Amount Up to $80,000,000 to Finance
Acquisition, Construction, and Equipping of a New Adult Residential
Retirement Facility to be Located at 401 Old Taos Highway in Santa Fe, New
Mexico, for the Purpose of Inducing El Castilio Retirement Residences or Its
Successors or Assigns to Undertake the Acquisition, Construction, and
Equipping of Such Project, and Authorizing the Giving and Publication of
Notices in Connection with Such Bonds. (Fabian Truijillo, Manager Officefor
Business Growth, ftrujillo@santafenm.gov, 955-6912)

City of Santa Fe
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Mr. Trujillo presented this matter to the Council and said it would be helpful if El
Castillo could provide part of the Staff presentation.

Mr. Al Jahner came forward. He pointed out that El Castillo has provided a lot of
information to the Governing Body already, so this is just highlighting. El Castillo is a
nonprofit senior care center and a Life Plan Community which is different from most others.
Itis a local organization with no owners. All payments are made by those who are served.
El Castillo does not sell real estate, but guarantees life living arrangements. There have
rumors about high expenses. The cost ranges from $93,000 to $533,000 with the majority
in the middle.

There are over 1,900 such facilities in the country. He briefly described the statistics
for El Castillo’s facility. They began this project in 2015 for the purpose of keeping
increases in cost to a minimum through economies of scale. He said approximately a
thousand jobs would be created by this project.

Mr. Trujillo spoke briefly about the economic impact and provided a progress report
on clawback negotiations. El Castillo is nonprofit, and this is an $80 million project that will
provide 1,020 construction jobs and 80 permanent jobs. the property is already off the tax
rolls because the land is owned by a church. El Castillo is making a $3.6 million paymentin
lieu of taxes. The services will generate $4.7 million to state, city and county and provide up
to $990,000 in investments. It will fuel the construction industry.

Since the July 15 Finance Committee meeting the City has been negotiating the
clawback language. At the Finance meeting on August 19, he was confident we can
provide the proper language. The language is close to final agreement. The basis comes
from the City's 2012 IRB policy. We took the Finance Committee's advice and undertook
adding construction jobs into the basis.

Peter Franklin, Bond Counsel and Andreas Salazar, City Attorney's Office, were
finalizing the language.

Mr. Franklin explained IRB's as conduit bonds in which the City is helping a private
entity not by lending its own funds but supporting El Castillo's use of credit and cash flow
that will repay the bonds. Under state law. IRBs may be issued by municipal entities for
economic development purposes and also 501(c)3 projects. The city acquires legal title to
the property while bonds are outstanding and lease the property back to El Castillo while
they make lease payments that cover debt service on the bonds. No credit ratings are
affected. '

Councilor Villarreal asked Mr. Trujillo what the decision is on both resolution and
ordinance and if the Council is just voting on the ordinance portion.

City of Santa Fe
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Mr. Trujillo clarified that at this meeting, Council will consider the inducement
resolution that provides the City's intent to issue IRBs and on September 11, if the
Governing Body approves this, you will be considering the ordinance then. Part of the
process is that we would inform the County of the inducement resolution and provide a final
draft for the next meeting.

Councilor Villarreal asked if “intent” meant itis moving forward or why it was worded
that way.

Ms. McSherry said the language is consistent with City policy - expressing our intent
which is not binding.

Councilor Harris said they stumbled at Finance on that very issue, so he appreciated
Councilor Villarreal's question and the clarification to focus only on the resolution tonight. At
Finance we talked about the clawback provision and pilot provisions. We wanted to make
sure we understood what we are doing. Negotiating is still part of the process. Mr. Franklin
got mixed messages and was late for that meeting

Councilor Harris asked what things were still to be negotiated. He said he did vote
for the resolution. We heard Mr. Trujillo say September 11 and a 30-day notice to County
and State and thought they will have a complete package at that time. He asked if there
was anything else to be aware of until then. This is the first IRB he had seen and wanted to
get it right.

Mr. Franklin understood in the meeting with Mr. Buchholz and El Castillo that we will
agree upon language prior to the next Finance Committee meeting and the language in the
agreement performance and clawback would be final or as close to final as possible. If not,
the Finance Committee could decide on recommendations to Council.

Councilor Harris concluded that the Finance Committee is an interim step between
now and September 11. He asked about the Economic Development Department and the
report. This is predicated on a certain number of jobs. But this report says 629 construction
jobs. And Jennifer Jenkins had a spread sheet with 823 jobs and Klinger said 1,000+ jobs.

It is a bit of a moving target. And that needs to be verified. Mr. Eustace would need to
modify what that might do to this Economic Development Report. He respected the Finance
Department, but this is new so he would like the Finance Dept to review it and give an
opinion at the next Finance Committee meeting to see if it is on the mark or not.

Mayor Webber was glad to ask that of the Finance Department. Their evaluation
would be very useful not only for this measure but other things coming forward.

Councilor Harris agreed. There is another IRB following soon. We just need to make
sure we understand it and that the economic impact is as represented.
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Councilor Romero-Wirth noted that our policy for IRB does give the Finance
Committee a real role and, per 5.5.2, they may determine approval or rejection or make
recommendations to City Council and may also forward without recommendation. At the
meeting, we felt we needed a complete project proposal and would take the time to really
review it for a recommendation to the Governing Body. We are taking that responsibility
seriously.

Councilor Villarreal said the Committee had discussion with Staff on how it works.
She understood there are 17 to 22 permanent jobs here. So it is an $80 million IRB for 17 -
22 jobs. She thought we would lose in tax revenue.

Mr. Trujillo said the estimate was $990,000 over ten years loss but it would generate
more than that by $200,000.

Councilor Romero-Wirth added that it is at a property that currently generates no
property tax revenue.

Councilor Villarreal pointed out, on negotiating for Affordable Housing, that Mr.
Trujillo stated that Affordable Housing doesn't apply in this case. Our needs are great and
very few senior living places accept Medicaid. $98,000 at the low end is very expensive.
Nonprofits should have a charitable purpose and should be part of providing a subsidy for
low-income residents. She did not see benefit for any low income folks and there should
still be a way to consider that. We have a greater need for low-income and especially
elderly. There is only one place in Santa Fe that accepts Medicaid. So a financial analysis
for benefit of low income persons should be considered. She also did not know how it plays
out after ten years.

Councilor Vigil Coppler said her concerns are more related to the human element.
Having grown up in Santa Fe, El Castillo has always been known as a private entity and in
their history understood that being nonprofit was best. Charitable service should be part of
it. She wondered about the equity of this, compared with other businesses. She wondered
if the City would be open in the future to considering this arrangement for any other private
entity. The facility is exclusive. She has talked with people who say they could never be a
resident there because it is $0 expensive to live there. The human element is where our
elderly could go to live. The service is just for those with a certain income. There are not
many places for elderly people to live. She would call it the country club of assisted living
places and only a few can afford to live there.

We are putting ourselves out there for this facility and it is a noble gesture. But is it
something portrayed that we really want to be part of? For these 17 jobs, we have no
guarantee they would be living in Santa Fe and presumed they would be paid lower wages.
Maybe there should be a stipulation that they live here. The construction jobs are only
temporary so she wondered what real benefit the City would get. We are waiting for tax
revenue we might have had.
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Councilor Lindell asked Mr. Trujillo to clarify if this is for 10 years.

Mr. Truijillo said the repayment is a 30 year period. The economic analysis is over a
10 year period to compare apples to apples. But he offered to share information on a 30-
year period in which over $5 million in IRB would be abated and it would be less, since the
project over the first 10 years will be about $90,000 per year. After 10 years, it would be
$65,000 per year for cost to the City.

Councilor Lindell noted on the handout, to clarify, that we have a current agreement
for $165,000 to schools and the Community College. She pointed out that for the last fifty
years, the City got nothing for that property while the church owned it.

Mr. Trujillo agreed It is $3.6 million over the ten year period to schools and SFCC
that they are currently not receiving.

Councilor Lindell observed that this property currently has a waiting list of 200
people.

Mr. Jahner said they have about 300 people waiting for both locations but 200 are
for this property.

Councilor Lindell thought it was sad we have that many on a waiting list for a place
to live. Most of them are current residents. So they likely hope to sell their current home
and move into El Castillo. That may be aging in place. It is new housing. Most of our
attention in housing is focused on work-force housing and what people her age might need.

Councilor Harris asked Mr. Franklin if the original package talked about the benefit of
IRB for healthcare and hospitality. He had challenged Mr. Trujillo on the hospitality benefit
and Ms. Jenkins mentioned the housing benefit. The State IRB regulations do not indicate
housing as a benefit. He would accept health care, but itis hard to accept IRB for a housing
benefit.

Mr. Franklin nodded his agreement.

MOTION:  Councilor Lindell moved, seconded by Councilor Abeyta, to approve
Resolution 2019-38.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
and Councilor Romero-Wirth.

Against: Councilor Vigil Coppler.
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Abstained: Councilor Villarreal.

b) Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on September 11, 2019:
BILL NO. 2019-18. An Ordinance of the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico
Authorizing and Providing for the Issuance and Sale of its Industrial
Revenue Bonds for the Benefit of El Castillo Retirement Residences in an
Aggregate Principal Amount Not to Exceed $80,000,000 for the Purpose of
Financing Acquisition, Construction, and Equipping of a New Adult
Residential Retirement Facility to be Located at 401 Old Taos Highway in
Santa Fe, New Mexico and Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a
Lease and Purchase Agreement Between the City and El Castillo Retirement
Residences, an Indenture of Trust Securing Said Bonds, a Mortgage, a Bond
Purchase Agreement, Closing Documents, and Such Bonds in
connection Therewith; Providing for the Terms of the Series 2019 Bonds and
Making Determinations as to the Sufficiency of the Lease Payments and
Other Matters Related to the Project; Authorizing the Sale of Said Bonds
and Any Ancillary Agreements in Connection Therewith; and Authorizing
Other Matters Pertaining to the Issuance of Said Bonds. (Councilor Lindell)
(Fabian  Truijillo, Manager Office for Business  Growth,

ftrujillo@santafenm.gov, 955-6912)

MOTION: Councilor Lindell moved, seconded by Councilor Romero-Wirth, to
approve publishing notice of the Public Hearing on September 11,

2019.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and Councilor
Villarreal.

Against: None.

12. Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing for August 28, 2019:
BILL NO. 2018-21: An Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a Loan
Agreement By and Between the City of Santa Fe nd the New Mexico Finance
Authority, Evidencing a Special, Limited Obligation of the City to Pay a Principal
Amount not to Exceed $1,600,000, for the Purpose of Defraying the Cost of
Purchasing, Acquiring, and Installing Equipment and Related Improvements to the
City's Public Parking Facilities; Providing for the Payment of the Loan Agreement
from Certain Gross Receipts Tax Revenues Distributed to the City; Providing that
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the Loan Agreement Will Constitute a Subordinate Lien Upon the Pledged Gross
Receipts Tax Revenues; Providing for the Distributions of Gross Receipts Tax
Revenues From the Taxation and Revenue Department to be Redirected to the New
Mexico Finance Authority for its Assigns Pursuant to an Intercept Agreement for the
Payment of Principal and Interest Due on the Loan Agreement; Delegating Authority
to the Mayor or, in the Mayor's Absence, the City Manager or Finance Director, to
Approve the Final Principal Amount, Interest Rates, and Other Details of the Loan
Agreement Within the Parameters Set Forth in this Authorizing Ordinance, Including
a Determination Whether Interest on the Loan Agreement Will be Excludable From
Gross Income for Federal Income Tax Purposes, and to Execute and Deliver a
Pricing Certificate Reflecting the Final Terms of the Loan Agreement; Ratifying
Actions Heretofore Taken; Repealing All Action Inconsistent with this Ordinance;
and Authorizing the Taking of Other Actions in Connection with the Execution and
Delivery of the Loan Agreement and Intercept Agreement. (Councilor Vigil Coppler)
(Brad Fleutsch, Cash and Investment Manager, bjfleutsch@santafenm.gov, 955-
6885)

An Action Sheet from the Public Works/CIP and Land Use Committee meeting on

Monday, July 29, 2019 regarding his matter is incorporated herewith to these minutes as
Exhibit 3.

Mr. Fleutsch presented this matter to the Governing Body. He said no action was
necessary because it is only an introduction of the bond for parking. A resolution was
passed at Finance to apply to NMFA for $1,075,000 to install parking equipment to
automate three garages and in the packet was a letter from NMFA approving the loan
application. The ordinance will be presented for adoption at the August 28, 2019 Governing
Body meeting.

MOTION:  Councilor Vigil Coppler moved, seconded by Councilor Lindell, to
approve publication of notice of the public hearing on August 28.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and Councilor
Villarreal.

Against: None.

13.  Santa Fe Municipal Drug Strategy Task Force Progress Report. (Emily Kaltenbach,
Chair)
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A copy of the printed power poiht presentation of the Santa Fe Municipal Drug
Strategy Task Force Progress Report of July 31, 2019 is incorporated herewith to these
minutes as Exhibit 2.

Ms. Kaltenbach said it was an honor to be here. She noted that the State Director
was also here on behalf of the Task Force for Santa Fe and many of the task force
members were also present. The Task Force was formed in October 2017 and the staff
have been very supportive. She thanked them and the 234 people who shared in the
community input.

She described the model which was replicated in Vancouver and then Ithaca New
York. Santa Fe is next to become a model. She referred to the printed Power Point handout
that had an updated version. The foundation of the task force strategy is to reduce the
strategy of enforcement and increase the change to rehabilitation. She shared several
statistics, including that Santa Fe County rates are higher than state and national rates.
Drug overdoses account for 26% of all 911 calls and other codes also involve drugs. The
Office of the Medical Investigator showed 84 overdose deaths in Santa Fe. County last
year.

She showed the Task Force membership and noted the level of commitment by this
Task Force is deeply engaged with great leadership. They listened to the community, spent
time gathering data, and created guiding principles and shared values for their strategy.
Their resounding support was for treatment and not for incarceration. They came up with
eighty-four draft recommendations and will reduce the number in the final report. Among
the next steps through year end were to finalize the recommendations, present their work
to the community, continue learning sessions with experts; develop an implementation
plan; and submit the plan for Council approval.

Mayor Webber thanked her for the report.

Councilor Harris thanked her and acknowledged the range of people and was
impressed by the experts. He looked forward for what they come up with in next few
months.

Councilor Romero-Wirth was pleased with the report and encouraged them to look at
the timeline for their recommendations. Some might happen right away, and others would
have longer term goals and there could be an appropriate sequencing of them to be a
logical way to work with them.

Councilor Vigil Coppler was thankful for the report which was comprehensive and
well organized and ended with recommendations and an action plan. The
recommendations hit at the very core of the issues. Hopefully, they could see it come to
fruition.
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Councilor Villarreal thanked the Task Force especially for how they approached it
with shared values and how it connects back to behavioral health and working together.

Ms. Kaltenbach said some of the root causes around trauma and PTSD leads to
substance abuse; restorative justice also. We want to redefine treatment as it relates to
social support services. We need more access to behavioral health services.

Councilor Villarreal asked about EMS use of Naloxone in the City. Officer Mercado
said they have used Naloxone 184 times and there were 98 deaths in Santa Fe County.
EMS had contact with 70% or- 67 individuals.

Councilor Villarreal was interested in seeing what best practice is to engage people
here. She asked Ms. Kaltenbach to keep in touch with the Council.

Councilor Abeyta said slide #5 was troubling, considering the money the City gives
every year. He asked what impact that had on these numbers.

Director Ochoa said this group has done an incredible job. Specifically on that
question, they are not starting from scratch. Much of the Children &Youth funding goes for
factors in our children that keeps them from going down that path, like the Communities in
School program. We have sprouts of things we are doing with the funding and need to do
more in direct services to them. We do need to come together and advocate for bigger
funding sources to help us. She said she could suggest best ways to share the money to
be effective.

Councilor Lindell was grateful for the work being done. This work is never done but
we cannot lose our energy for it as part of our daily life to make progress.

Mayor Webber said how much he appreciated this progress report. One category the
Task Force picked out for the City is to be an advocate for state funding. We are already
partners in this philosophy. Many of these recommendations depend on state funding and
should be separated out and brought sooner as we approach the next legislative session
and not worry whether the whole report is not done yet.

13.1 Request for Approval of an Agreement Between the Legislative Council Service of
the State of New Mexico and the City of Santa Fe for Parking in the State Capitol Parking
Facility, Bypassing the Committee Process Pursuant to Governing Body ProoeduralRule,
IV.A.3.a. (Noel Correia, Parking Division Director, npcorreia@santafenm.gov, (505) 955-
6611)

Mr. Correia requested a full-month agreement with the State Legislative Council
Service for paid public parking on Saturdays and Sundays. He has tried to accomplish this
for several years and with new leadership, he hoped to get the agreement approved.
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Councilor Vigil Coppler supported this agreement but had questions on costbenefits
when the Legislative Council Service gets 2/3 and the City gets 1/3.

Mr. Correia said this is an estimated amount for four months after net expenses are
deducted, whatever balance is leftis the 2/3:1/3 agreement. He briefly explained the further
action and the patrols by enforcement vehicles. He explained the parking is not located
close to the Plaza or Railyard. A bus will drive by every 15 minutes.

Councilor Villarreal was hoping it would be free but understood. She asked if it was a
4-month agreement as a trial period.

Mr. Correia agreed. It is a pilot program to see how it works with all the activities that
occur on weekends. He added that the agreement took longer than anticipated. As
proposed, So it will go through November and the agreement can be extended or reduced,
as well. He briefly explained the issues involved.

MOTION:  Councilor Abeyta moved, seconded by Councilor Villarreal, to approve
the agreement as proposed.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and Councilor
Villarreal.

Against: None.

14. MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER

Mr. Litzenberg said, in light of the recent incident, that he was fully engaged here
until he was not here.

He announced that the second drive for the Munis project occurred yesterday which
was Energov. There were 79 permits and 28 inspections as of yesterday. The server was
down 30 minutes during that time. It was a successful go, but we should expect tweaks to
happen during the transition.

15. MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY

EXECUTIVE SESSION
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In Accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act, NMSA 1978, Section 10-
15-1(H)(6), Discussion in which the Contents of Competitive Sealed Proposals
Solicited Pursuant to the Procurement Code are Discussed During the Contract
Negotiation Process for Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning
and Midtown Property Civic Engagement (RFP # 19/37/P and RFP # 19/45/P). (Erin

K. McSherry, City Attomey, ekmcsherry@santafenm.gov, 955-6512)

Ms. McSherry pointed out that one itern was already removed, and the Governing

Body could decide not to go into executive session.

Councilor Villarreal said she felt okay about moving forward without any executive

session. The other Councilors agreed.

16.

17.

Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning

Request for the Approval of Professional Services Agreement in the Total Amount of
$325,960 for Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning; RFP #
19/37/P; Strategic Economics. (Kevin Kellogg, Asset Development Manager,

kckellogg@santafenm.gov, (505) 955-6213)

An Action Sheet from the Public Works/CIP and Land Use Committee meeting on
Monday, July 29, 2019 regarding this PSA for Midtown Property Economic Analysis
and Urban Planning is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit 4.

Councilor Abeyta said this was extensively discussed at Public Works and Finance.

MOTION:  Councilor Abeyta moved, seconded by Councilor Harris, to approve the
PSA.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor lves,
Councilor Lindell, Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and
Councilor Villarreal.

Against: None.
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This item was removed under Approval of the Agenda.

18. MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK

a) Nominating Petition Verification Report for Candidates in the November 5,
2019 Regular Local Election. (Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk,
yyvigil@santafenm.gov, 955-6521)

b) Qualifying Contribution Verification Report for Candidates in the November 5,
2019 Regular Local Election Wha Applied for Certification as a Participating
Candidate for Public Campaign Financing as Prescribed by § 9-3.5 SFCC
1987. (Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk, yyvigil@santafenm gov, 955-6521)

Ms. Vigil identified the candidates by district and reported that everyone was certified
and qualified for public campaign financing. A total of at least 150 separate contributions
were required.

Councilor Romero-Wirth asked if a candidate who was unopposed would not receive
public campaign money.

Ms. Vigil agreed.

19. COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY

Councilor Vigil Coppler said the City has too many weeds and is not doing enough about
the weeds. She wished the City had a better mechanism for dealing with the problem.
One complaint was very interesting - two delivery men wrote to her from their phone. They
were searching for a business to deliver a pizza to, but weeds blocked the whole business
front and the driver was frustrated that he couldn't find it. He sent a photo and the problem
was very clear. The weeds are getting out of hand in her district and surely we could get
creative with this. We are not prepared for them.

Councilor Abeyta introduced the resolution on the procurement manual and ordinance
amendment on procurement and protestors and vendor department. The thanked Nathan
Saiz and others who did a phenomenal job in our district.

For Spanish Market, he congratulated the Spanish Colonial Society. He was asked
to be a judge and it was very cool and thanked Councilor Romero-Wirth for presenting the
awards - some recipients were more talkative than others. He had a good time doing it.
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Councilor Abeyta wanted an update on the Short Term Rental ordinance amendments
and enforcements. He supported ADU and saw there is a lot of concern about changes in
the ordinance.

He referenced an article in the New Mexican about poor students performing worse
and many of those live in District 3. So in our discussion, we take into account the impact
on the schools.

Councilor Villarreal thanked Staff for Spanish Market. Without them, it would not have
happened.

She said homeowners have a responsibility to take care of our weeds. We need to
clarify who is responsible for what.

She requested an update on the candidates for the Women's Commission and
asked when it will occur.

Councilor Harris said he talked for 3 years about weeds and it is an exhibit of failure. We
have hired some people who are making a real difference but the leadership in the Parks
and Rec Department are failing us in that regard. We have to look at all departments. It is
visual evidence of the failures and he hated to end this time here on that failure. He was
lost for words.

Mayor Webber introduced for Councilor Ives a resolution on sale and alcohol us in the
Mountain Fest. He cosponsored with Councilor Abeyta on the Procurement Manual. That is
a visible evidence of success.

He also introduced an ordinance concerning sale and consumption of alcohol on city
Property to be adopted in 30 days rather than 60; a resolution adopting the 2021-2015
Senior ICIP, and a resolution supporting efforts of global citizen to address effects of
climate change.

He also noted the great weekend and the great job of the judges. He noted the City
Manager's daughter got a blue ribbon.

Mayor Webber apologized for running ten minutes late and the work to do. He
declared a 15 minute recess in preparation for the evening agenda. The meeting stood in
recess at 7:10 pm.

END OF AFTERNOON SESSION

EVENING SESSION - 7:28 P.M.
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A-E. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

The regular meeting of the Governing Body of the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico,
was called back to order for the evening session by Mayor Alan Webber, on Wednesday,
July 31, 2019, at approximatety 7:28 p.m. in City Council Chambers, City Hall, 200 Lincoln
Avenue, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

Present at the evening session were:

Members Present

Mayor Alan Webber

Councilor Roman “Tiger” Abeyta
Councilor Mike Harris

Councilor Signe Lindell
Councilor Carol Romero-Wirth
Councilor JoAnne Vigil Coppler
Councilor Renee D. Villarreal

Members Excused
Councilor Peter N. lves
Councilor Christopher M. Rivera

Others Attending
Erik Litzenberg, City Manager

Erin McSherry, City Attorney
Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk
Carl Boaz, Council Stenographer

F. PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR

Stephanie Beninato said she was glad that inspections were mentioned because
they are not working. The Catholic church is advertising on public property. She had never
been treated so rudely by the Mayor's Constituent Services Staff. She pointed out that
noise and signage violations are exactly what Constituent Services should deal with. They
told her that catholic churches could advertise on public property and asked Ms. Tapia to
show her where it said that was an exception. There is no such exception. Why is staff lying
to the public? Have these people not heard about separation of church and state? Mr.
Trujillo told her she should respect the catholic church because we are the City of Holy
Faith. Staff should receive instruction on the First Amendment.

Richard Polese said he was a homeowner and the situation on Cerro Gordo that
was troubling was the pavement in the 1300 block, which was traditional paving. He said
that was not the right way to go. The County Association did a quick survey without using
the right questions. 1200 to 1300 Cerro Gordo is not to be paved. It is recycled paving
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material, but the City has failed to fill the potholes and there were two incidents in front of
his house. Now they are tearing up the whole works and need to be cautious because
traditional paving causes much faster speeding.

Sam Hitt said he was not here to talk about the forest but about the National
Environment Act. This is an order that will live far beyond his hopefully short tenure. He had
previously sent a letter to the Governing Body about the details. The Council needs to
stand up for the citizens. In 2001, an environmental statement was written about the Santa
Fe Watershed. It has worked well and involves the public. But the Forest Service wanted to
spray herbicides and Council opposed it. That is part of the NEPA project. if this act
passes, we will go back to the 1940's and a person could cut down trees and build a road
through there without anyone being notified or ask permission.

Satya Kirsch talked about the health effect of continuous smoke from prescribed
bumns, in particular and suggested that although many people are afraid of wildfires, there
have been very few since 2011 but there have been many, many prescribed bums. They
will create long-term health effects for everyone in the area. The children living here and
parents and grandchildren for years to come. The documentation exists at
www.prescribedburns.com, which gives information contrary to the Forest Service
promotion. She believed the Forest Service is serving a terrorist agenda by trying to
frighten everyone about wildfires and stripping away our right to health and quality of life
here.

Dee Blanco was here to speak about the forest, "not because | am bored with my
life, but because of a growing, bubbling issue and probably most don't know about the
resiliency project which is not. We suggest since you had a Forest Service presentation
recently, you could have a hike to the resiliency area and see there is very little life in
general. We do the hikes every Sunday and a forest ecologist will be here on October 30
with a public lecture at the Center for Peace and Justice that outline the risks of this kind of
resiliency project.

Robb Foster also spoke about the resiliency project. He read his statement and said
there is no time for businesses to operate as usual for the environment with climate change
which the resiliency project does. "Within 18 months we have to make a change that could
change our current direction. | see a thorough document that represents inadequate and
old measures for our forest. Forest trees are extremely viable life forms and should not be
cut down and burned. We are desperately in need of a new direction to combat it."

Emmy Koponen said she was very angry with NEPA. "Again, our rights are being
stripped away through USDA Forest Service. The public will not have any say and had until
July 12 to comment and the website was down. So, the public is basically unaware of it.
NEPA started in 1970 and did a lot of good. The Trump Administration is something new.
Please stand up for our rights as citizens of USA. | want to be notified with time to respond.
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This one is with mining and piles and piles of poisons that will have no oversight because
we will not be notified."

Miraj Bukhari-Frayer said she is a current resident and just came from trip to Deming
New Mexico. The trip honored the courageous brave people in Deming and us as multiple
cities in New Mexico can have a work force to work more collaboratively in receiving
migrants. They come through and have families and have to go through court where there
are no translators. We need Portuguese translators and a number of needs at the shelter.
They try to estimate a means of providing food on the long run. Deming is disadvantaged.
The City did do a collection of funds and she would like to know how they are being used.

There were na other petitions from the floor.

G. APPOINTMENTS
a) Transit Advisory Board

Mayor Webber appointed Aurore Bleck, Chris Calvert, Stan Cooper, Mary McGinnis,
Colin Messer, Paul Thompson and Marcos Maez to the Transit Advisory Board.

MOTION:  Councilor Vigil Coppler moved, seconded by Councilor Lindell, to
approve the appointments to the Transit Advisory Board.

VOTE: The motion was approved on a voice vote with Mayor Webber and
Councilors Abeyta, Harris, Lindell, Romero-Wirth, Vigil Coppler and
Villarreal voting in favor of the motion and none voting against.

H.  PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1. CONSIDERATION OF Bill No. 2019-14: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO.
2019-36. (Councilor lves)
An Ordinance Amending Section 14-5.5(D) Regarding the Midtown Local
Innovation Corridor Overlay District to Specify that the Provisions of the
Midtown Local Innovation Corridor Shall Supersede the Provisions of any
Other Overlay District(s), Including, But Not Limited To, the South Central
Highway Corridor Protection District as Set Forth in Subsection 14-5.5(A);
and Amending Table 14-5.5-4 to Remove References to Structures that Fall
Within the South Central Highway Corridor Protection District that Also Fall
within the Midtown Local Innovation Corridor Overtay District. (Noah Berke,
Planner Manager, Land Use Department, niberke@santafenm.qgov, 955-
6647)
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Mayor Webber gave the procedures for the public hearing.

Mr. Berke presented the Staff Report for this case. He noted an error on page 2 of
the memo on applicability. #2 should be amended by striking through the words after 38
feet to the end of the paragraph. Mr. Berke said this matter was heard by the Planning
Commission on May 16, 2019, by the Public Works Committee on June 24th and then at
the Finance Committee on July 1 and was recommended for approval. The
recommendation would specify that provisions of the Midtown LINC would supersede all
other overlays. The South Central Highway Corridor limits height and setbacks and this
would establish a maximum height of 52' and of 62' for all in the SFAUD campus. It would
emphasize multi-family development and street-oriented development. Those portions
within 150 feet of a residential development outside the Midtown LINC limits the height to
38 feet. Amendments are intended to reestablish incentives for new investments and
development. At the Planning Commission meeting, there were questions on the visual
impact and concerns that the public was not aware of the amendment. Subsequently,
postings were made at the project site and along St. Michael's Drive for a public meeting on
June 18, 2019 at the GCCC. Approximately nine public members attended and raise
concerns on the increased density on the three properties.

A copy of a portion of the minutes from the Finance Committee meeting held on July 1,
2019 and the two photos mentioned that show the outline of building heights against the
Sangre de Cristo (not San Juan) Mountains are incorporated herewith to these minutes as
Exhibit 48

Mayor Webber opened the public hearing and limited speakers to a maximum of
three minutes each.

Hilario Romero, 1516 La Cieneguita, said he was a member of West Santa Fe River
Corridor Master Plan work group, working for six months on a plan for that area. It took a lot
of time and we worked hard each week and the overlays are what we need to follow and
suddenly there is an amendment here that was speculative without a plan. It is also
secretive because there is an anonymous developer involved and two businesses. The
established corridor rule established a clear sense for visible openness and continuity.
Doubling the height does not follow this rule. No need for high rise building is needed but
for Affordable Housing and more discussion is needed. We say we are the City Different
but the speed we are moving to high rise high density apartments means we will no longer
be a tourist destination.

Rick Martinez provided a handout to the Councilors. He said, “| have a lot of passion
for this and | know about view sheds. We worked on it for years. This is our only voice
tonight. There are no other opportunities. Four-story buildings do not go to the Planning
Commission,; just to the Land Use Director. There is- no traffic study to be done. We are
worried that it sits on top of a hill and can be seen in the pictures he sent out. The first was
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taken by the railroad tracks and he added dots to show the height just on St. Francis. It
means this is creating 8-story buildings, not just 4-story buildings.

Some were excavated to keep them under the height limit along St. Michael's Drive.
In the minutes from the last Finance Committee meeting, the heights at 52' were to
accommodate four stories. At the Planning Commission, they talked about whether 52 feet
was enough for four stories, when they had offices on first floor. So he asked if the City
would have to amend it again. Exhibit E on page 40 showed the Morningstar project and
was not showing how high they are.

In addition, Staff has not contacted those affected property owners.
Mayor Webber asked him to stop when three minutes had ended.

Barbara Fix said when she first heard of the project, she asked where it was located
and was told it was on Pacheco. She thought if it was nearby the McDonald's, it would be
even with St. Francis and would be okay. Then she found out it was the three buildings on
the hill that would need changes in the rules. She went to the ENN and it was presented as
a done deal and there was nothing anyone could do about it.

This is wrong but she thought when she came out on Harkle Road and saw the back
side of the buildings as a broad flat surface, that it would match the hillside and then have a
huge massive structure. When you see it driving down St. Michaef's, at the right is Christus
that is terraced and then the medical buildings. And then under St. Francis you see you are
in town. Before going under, it is just the beginning of town. This massive thing on top of
the hill just sticks out. If you change the rules after three years, why have them at all? How
is it that this is happening? If you have citizen involvement, don't do this.

John Eddy read a statement by the Board member of OSFA as follows:

“The Old Santa Fe Association wishes to go on record with its opposition to the
proposed change in the height ordinance on St. Francis Drive - as is found in the LINC
Overlay document. Currently, within the South Central Highway Overlay District, allowed
height is 24 feet, and as we all know, the proposal is for an increase to 52 feet.

An egregious expansion of the height ordinance such as this will impact the area
exponentially in terms of traffic stress on our citizens, as well as the overall aesthetic of a
major entrance corridor to our city. This area currently offers a pleasing view shed to our
foothills and indeed, the mountains behind Santa Fe. We believe that all of our residents,
no matter what part of town they live in, should not be deprived of this aesthetic, and
furthermore, we need to continue to acknowledge that travelers take their firstimpressions
of a city based on their initial encounter with the built environment.
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Driving into Santa Fe, from any direction, should feel like driving into Santa Fe, not
Phoenix or Denver.

Do not misunderstand; we acknowledge the urgent need for more housing in our
city. But there must be a more measured and disciplined way to go about achieving this,
rather than simply doubling density at the stroke of a pen. Many citizens, along with
members of OSFA, worked long and hard with careful consideration in the crafting of the
South Central Highway Overlay District Ordinance, as it stands, with good reason.

We urge you to maintain the height ordinance at 24 feet, protecting the South
Central Highway Overlay District as it is and look for other ways in which to solve our
housing dilemma. Thank you for listening to our concern."

Karen Heldmeyer, 325 East Berger, said she has been to most of the public
meetings on this rather tortured history on this application and would leave it to the Council
to ask the questions. The Planning Commission did a good job raising the issues but kicked
it over to Council.

The first meeting was advertised as having made a mistake with these two corridors
that need to be fixed. In the Linc ordinance itself, it says if two overlay districts overlap and
one is less restrictive, the one that is more restrictive would be followed and in the
discussion whether it was just an ordinance change, who would benefit and why do it.
There was much confusion on the result regarding what would be built and there was no
idea what would be built.

As it moved through the process, and the history of the South Central corridor, it
became clear that policy was approved decades ago to provide a good entrance to
downtown Santa Fe. And Midtown Linc was calling for more height. A lot of questions can
be asked on why we are doing this. What is the point, especially since what was passed
two and a half years ago? The more restrictive law should be followed.

Stephanie Beninato said these proposed changes are just to accommodate
developers so it the City Sold Out. Neighborhoods are not considered any more. This is a
view corridor. 1t would be different if it was down by the college. But it is up on Pacheco
and in the least pedestrian friendly of areas in the City with no sidewalk and the St. Francis
overpass. Spot rezoning changes are not to be allowed under the law. Don't do it by drop
of law; do it for the whole of the St. Michael's you promote as a pedestrian-friendty. How will
this ever be a pedestrian-friendly street? It is all about developers and approving it only by
Staff instead of by the Board of Adjustment. Your City Staff made up a process that ADU
could have tandem parking when the ordinance is very clear that tandem parking is only for
single-family residents. There is no ambiguity about what a single-family residence means.

Tandem parking doesn't mean people will park one behind the other and your staff violates
separation of powers and cares a whole lot more about development than ever.
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Christine Fredienberg said she lives across from post office on Pacheco. She said,
“None of us saw this coming. There has been no traffic review or noise pollution study. The
neighborhood was not surveyed. I'm circulating a petition. Nobody knew about this. When
you drive up Pacheco, you can't read that little yellow sign on the other side of the street.
you could at least send a post card to people. There are no Affordable Housing units there.
Don't we have a city regulation mandating a certain percentage of Affordable Housing?
How do people get in and out of this property? Pacheco is a mess now. Will the trees on
the street be taken down? And it will block the eastern sun and ice won't be taken care of
in the winter. It is unsafe every time the City puts no sand on that hill. What prompted
Councilor Ives to write the amendment? This is his area and he is not working for us. What
tax breaks will there be for the developer with no design restrictions for the developer?
People come here for Santa Fe design. This is a working class neighborhood, Will this
affect property taxes? It has pathetic traffic right now. it appears this project was quietly
pushed through and ill conceived. I'm very disappointed in the City Council. And this is not
respecting Santa Fe.

Matt O'Reilly said regarding these properties, that the main reason the Midtown Linc
was created was for Affordable Housing and work force housing. We don't need another
empty office building that is functionally obsolete, but we desperately need housing.

Karl Sommer gave a brief history of the steps that were taken by Council before very
directed to projects and were very successful. Jim Kirkpatrick came here in 1971 when the
Loretto School was falling apart. He came to the Council and asked them to change the
rules related to that property to incentivize its redevelopment of that entire subdistrict. And
the Council approved his proposal and his Loretto hotel was allowed to be built. That
project has been a boon to this town for decades. It is one of the functions of this Council to
look at and this district was created to incentivize the redevelopment of all of these
properties. This particular conflict in the ordinance does not allow that to happen here. The
building on the property now don't conform to 24 feet. They are obsolete under the current
ordinance and nothing could be done with them. They would have to be torn down. So one
purpose is to revitalize that would produce housing. Nothing will happen on this property if
you don't approve a change to the maximum height.

He asked Council to pass the legislation and reminded them of the incentive on this
district.

There were no other speakers from the public and the public hearing on this matter
was closed.

Mayor Webber asked for questions.
Councilor Abeyta asked Mr. Berke regarding the review process. If this is approved,

what is the review process? Does it go to the Planning Commission or is it approved only
by the Land Use Director?
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Mr. Berke said if it is a qualifying project, City Staff will process it administratively
and it will not go to the Planning Commission.

Councilor Abeyta asked what discretion the Land Use Director has.

Mr. Berke said the discussion would be to review the project for compliance and also
to evaluate a parking study and a Traffic Analysis, if needed.

Councilor Abeyta concluded that so as long as it complies with 52/, there would not
be much discussion. Could the Land Use Director have discretion to require it be lowered
to 42' or 48' or change setbacks.

Mr. Berke clarified that there are different requirements for setbacks, but the Land
Use Director could decide if it qualifies and could be built to the maximum height allowed.

Councilor Villarreal asked Staff to elaborate why the South Central corridor was
created - as an entrance to downtown or something else.

Mr. Berke confirmed the intent of the South Central Corridor was as an entryway to
our city and focused primarily on St. Francis Drive at its terminus where it meets St.
Michael's Drive, Old Pecos Trail and the I-25 corridor. All those properties have
landscaping, site design and other restrictions and a maximum height of 24'. One of the
only buildings in that district exceeding that height was the hospital which was created prior
to the corridor overlay.

Councilor Villarreal asked what the heights of these buildings are here.

Mr. Berke said the existing buildings are legally nonconforming. They were built
around 1970's and the South Central Corridor was adopted in the early 2000's. The Boone
Building is 42 feet high; the Ark Building is roughly 30 - 35' and the Momingstar conforms
with the South Central Highway Corridor at 24'.

Councilor Villarreal asked how the City missed these properties when considering
the LINC boundaries.

Mr. Berke said they were included for potential redevelopment. Everyone was led to
believe they would be entitled to 52' and it was not until it went to the Planning Commission
for consideration that a commissioner proposed the most restrictive height be applied. The
language in Midtown says the less restrictive shall apply. The less restrictive would be 52'
unless it is near a residential district, in which case it would be 38'.

Councilor Villarreal asked if Matt O'Reilly was part of this choice.
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Mayor Webber asked Mr. O'Reilly to provide a little history on LINC and what was
applied to this site.

Mr. O'Reilly said these three buildings were always in the LINC. They were always in
the Midtown LINC, but they were the three that were restricted. They are still available for
redevelopment.

Councilor Villarreal understood but thought they were also part of another overlay.

Mr. O'Reilly said LINC went through lots of hearings and at the start, a certain height
was proposed and a significant exception near existing developments were lowered to 38".
As Mr. Berke pointed out, the Planning Commission wanted to add for those in the South
Central Corridor should be lowered to 25'. So additional changes were proposed to protect
neighborhoods and is one of the big reasons why LINC was developed. One main purpose
of the LINC was creation of residential projects from older building stock.

Councilor Villarreal thought Staff was ready to come to 52' which creates significant
change. Did you ever consider a middle height since they are in both overlays?

Ms. Carol Johnson, Director, said this amendment was introduced by Councilor lves
and it was considered as proposed and no other alternatives were considered.

Councilor Villarreal asked if it was for another development. We haven't seen
anything, nor the Planning Commission so she wondered if there is something coming
forward.

Director Johnson said it was just a typical study by a potential buyer. They
considered the parameters that might result, and the details were never shared with us and
details were not shared with staff and there is no pending application.

Councilor Villarreal asked how high the one near McDonalds is.

Director Johnson said it was a minimum of 48'.

Councilor Harris told Mr. O'Reilly he had heard several versions with least restrictive
and most restrictive heights. In the general standard it says the height goes with underlying
zoning district. He asked what the LINC regulation says or where we would look to find
least or most restrictive rules.

Mr. O'Reilly said what he just said was the intentional rule. It was not intended that
other overlay districts would supersede LINC, but that LINC would supersede others.

There could be more clarifying language in the ordinance to make it perfectly clear.
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It wouldn't hurt to add that to this ordinance. He thought it was in Section 1.
Councilor Harris said it is silent on that question.
O'Reilly said the General Code says most restrictive would apply.

Even though he thought it was clear, these buildings were already over 25' in height.
So the Planning Commission wanted to make that clear.

Councilor Lindell said it was 52' and the handout talked about 52' previously. She
thought 52" was too tight for four stories but apparently it was not. She remembered being
on the Planning Commission when that apartment building was approved, and the

topography was sitting well down into a kind of swale, but these buildings are on a hillside.
She asked if they were 40 feet high.

Mr. Tom Gifford was the architect in town working with the potential owner. He said
he has studied the three properties at length.

Councilor Lindell presumed 40' could accommodate a 3-story building.

Mr. Gifford agreed.

Councilor Lindell suggest that given the topography she would think the potential
owner would think of demolishing them.

Mr. Gifford said nothing has been ruled out at this point.

Councilor Lindell said the way she would envision the 52' would be on the
downsiope side. The corridor was established for a specific reason and putting 4-story
buildings on the corridor means we may as well rescind the South Central Highway
Corridor. [f they were demolished, as nonconforming, she would ask Mr. Berke or Director
Johnson about allowing them to be rebuilt at the current height.

Mr. Berke explained that, if demolished, they would have to limit their building height
to 24'. There would be no way to rebuild them at 40°.

Councilor Lindell was not inclined to approve 52'. She thought 40 would be enough.

Councilor Romero-Wirth asked if there might be another way to do this amendment
to resolve the conflict of overlays.

Mr. Berke said it was presented as a text amendment from Councilor lves. But you
could do it as a variance to the height standards but would have to ask for the maximum
height.
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Councilor Romero-Wirth asked if Mr. Berke would have to know more about the
project, then.

Mr. Berke said no. It doesn't have to have a project. Relief could be sought through
zoning to achieve the maximum results. The process would be a math amendment that
would require public notice, an ENN meeting, go before the Planning Commission for a
recommendation to the Governing Body. A variance would just go to Planning Commission
and require mailing notification as well. Removing these buildings from the South Central
Corridor would allow them to be 52' high. They are currently within two overlays and they
could seek relief from the most restrictive which is the South Central Corridor.

Councilor Romero-Wirth saw if there had been a math amendment it would have a
more public involvement. Mr. Berke agreed.

Councilor Abeyta asked if Council would see drawings of what those buildings would
look at.

Mr. Berke said no. With a math amendment or rezoning or a text amendment, you
would not necessarily see that.

Councilor Romero-Wirth concluded there is no real way to see what would be built
on that site.

Mr. Berke agreed. It would not happen until a project application is submitted for
review.

Councilor Romero-Wirth observed that when it becomes a potential project, it could
be approved administratively. And there is no public input after the decision here.

Mr. Berke said if it is a qualifying project, it would be administrative approval. That
could happen if it was less than 30,000 square feet. It would not trigger a development
review - just a building permit.

Councilor Romero-Wirth asked if it would receive a traffic study. She asked if the
Land Use Director has authority to require a traffic study.

Mr. Berke said even though a qualified project, it would be reviewed by Traffic and
their decision to recommend such a study.

Councilor Romero-Wirth reasoned that the traffic issues could be addressed
administratively.

Mr. Berke agreed.
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Councilor Harris noted in note 2 that except for four-story buildings, on street
frontage, the second floor must be set back ten feet. He asked if that would apply to all
three streets.

Mr. Berke said it would apply to Pacheco and St. Michael's Drive. Those are the two
immediate access frontage points that would likely come to mind and would need to be
looked at in the proposal.

Councilor Harris understood but pointed out this is a highway. It doesn't say access
frontage so St. Francis should be part of that setback.

Mr. Berke agreed it would apply to all street frontages.

Mayor Webber said to Director Johnson that we have heard, if we approve this,
anything proposed would be exempt from further review and handled through LINC, but
nothing is changing for anything on that site.

Director Johnson agreed. There is no requirement for a development plan so
streamlining remains but review by staff.

Mayor Webber observed that if the Goveming Body refuses this amendment, the
Midtown LINC already exists and what we have heard about no public review process,
would still apply. He asked how we would know a project has no Affordable Housing.

Director Johnson clarified that no project has been submitted and the Affordable
Housing ordinance would apply to any application submitted.

Mayor Webber added that there is nothing to review dealing with removal of trees or
landscaping. This amendment is only about the height provision.

Director Johnson said it does deal with all conflicting standards, not just height. She
said the purpose of LINC was to take an auto-oriented location to a more walkable
community and creating incentive for more walking in the LINC. That was adopted in 2016.
Since then, the only development has been a Starbucks location.

Mayor Webber said there was also a question on how it relates to the view corridor.
Director Johnson agreed.
Councilor Romero-Wirth reminded them that three of us sit on the MPQO and the

overpass is in design stages of being reimagined and she did not know what pedestrian
features are included in the design.
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Mayor Webber agreed her point is spot on. Change is happening and we don't know
what it is.

Councilor Vigil Coppler commented that pedestrian access under the bridge is
needed. She said there are funds to create an underpass where the railroad track is along
St. Michael's.

Councilor Romero-Wirth wondered, if Council allowed for the building height,
whether we would be creating a precedent that would become the norm across the city.

Director Johnson said the height at 52' was part of the policy decision when LINC

ordinance was adopted. So it would be safe to say it is not a precedent but part of that
planning process.

Councilor Lindell asked Ms. McSherry or Ms. Paez if there could be an amendment
to limit height to 40' rather than 52'.

Ms. Paez said the current language in note #2 is clear about it being in the South
Central Corridor and only three parcels. There could be a process for a more descriptive
standard and multiple heights are more difficult to enforce. it is notimpossible but has not
been analyzed in context.

Councilor Romero-Wirth questioned if this needs more process then and if the
Planning Commission should weigh in or if it is something the Governing Body could do
right now.

Ms. Paez said she would want to make sure we are not creating more conflicts in it.
It could be changed to a different height but the more heights we add, the more we tinker
and make it complicated.

Director Johnson noted that Staff did not bring that amendment forward and it is
unfortunate Councilor Ives is not here to address it.

Councilor Lindell asked why, in that Note 2 the Governing body could not just
change the height limit there to 40",

Director Johnson said it is not just height, but other issues considered to be
problematic also.

Councilor Lindell said that was the problem we wrestle with. She was unclear what
else we are wrestling with.

Mayor Webber asked if the other provisions are overridden.
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Director Johnson agreed and there were other issues such as a more significant
setback and also density restrictions. Those also superseded the LINC overlay.

Councilor Lindell wanted to find a way to support some of this. The way it stands
now, she could not support it. She was trying to find some compromise so perhaps it could
be postponed, and a little more work done on it.

Councilor Vigil Coppler said she had actively studied Midtown LINC and recently
was at a breakfast last Friday on what is transpiring. Each presentation builds on the
former. St. Michael's was perfect the way itwas. She remembered when St. Michael's was
two lanes as was as St. Francis which stopped at St. Michaels. St. Michael's is a sea of
cement and a blight. We have done pretty much nothing since LINC was approved. It will
happen sometime. The owners of properties are tied up in lease agreements long term so
they are not free to develop their property the way LINC will allow. There is a vision for what
is to be here, and we need to keep sight of that. Some of them could be 52' and these
buildings to be excluded there. We could have many at that height instead of a sea of
cement. The owners are the guinea pigs and we are spending a lot of time on 52 or 40 or
24' and might be able to create something more beautiful. She would rather see a
developer make those buildings usable and more in line with something more appealing.
We need to have some vision and not the way things are now.

She added that we also have to think about the developer. They are not going to
come in to just building something. It might not be as appealing if there is no financial
benefit from it. We need to take it all back to the housing issue. Property owners there
could have a vision of residential development. We need to be mindful of not biting the
hand that feeds us.

Councilor Abeyta asked if the amendment could allow 52" if it is for housing and not
for commercial.

Mr. Berke said, if it is housing, they would be allowed 52'. It would be a shorter
height for non-residential use. But as the provisions are written now, they could not get
above 25'.

Councilor Villarreal pointed out a note on page 12 of the actual table that we are
amending that includes, "Except where any portion would be located within 150 feet of a
residential neighborhood." she asked what that meant.

Mr. Berke said where the building is within 150 feet of a residential area, they are
only entitled to 38' height. These three are not within 150"

Councilor Villarreal thought MorningStar was residential.

Mr. Berke agreed.
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Councilor Romero-Wirth pointed out that Morningstar is the only one at the correct
height and the others are all taller and nonconforming.

Councilor Harris understood the existing buildings are 40' tall and was not too
concerned about that. He saw in section B the incentive residential development and kept
thinking about the incentive of the IRB which also incentivizes. And Section C allows for
innovative redevelopment which is what this. He recalled the Council dealt with the
expansion of Christus St. Vincent's, which was in the South Central Corridor, so that was
allowed.

Mayor Webber found this very uncomfortable, first because Councilor Ives is not
here to represent his thinking or rationale in approaching this. And the Land Use team did
not take this on by themselves but only as a request from City Council. We have to read his
mind on how he thought it would work out. He took seriously the corridors entering the City.
Itis significant. Other cities have allowed violating the view into the city. We want a project
that begins to achieve what Councilor Vigil Coppler talked about - to make a change with a
good outcome. The fact that is conflicts with the protection district has not been resolved or
even addressed except to write up how to meet Councilor Ives's expressed intent.

He thought it best to postpone this until Councilor lves is here and let him address
his intent, but he did not want to run over the others in the process.

MOTION:  Councilor Abeyta moved, seconded by Councilor Lindell, to postpone
Adoption of Ordinance No. 2019-36 for 30 days (to August 28, 2019).

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and Councilor
Villarreal.

Against: None.

2. Appeal No. 2019-60 of Planning Commission Case No. 2018-83:
Appeal of the Planning Commission’s May 16, 2019 Approval of a
Preliminary Subdivision Plat for 68 Residential Lots in the Proposed Dos
Acequias Subdivision, Located at 1616 Agua Fria Road, by the Following
Neighborhood Residents: Mary-Chariotte Domandi, Catherine Emmett, Kathy
Fleming, Siobhan Hancock, Dagne Larson Pantuliano, John L. Pitts, and Gail
Rachor. (Sally Paez, Assistant City Attormey, sapaez@santafenm.gov, 955-
6501)
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A copy of the Appellant's Appeal Packet is incorporated herewith to these
minutes as Exhibit 5.

A copy of the Grant of Fire Department Emergency Access Easement is
incorporated here with to these minutes as Exhibit 6.

Ms. Paez presented the Appeal to the Govemning Body

A copy of the aerial map of this development area is incorporated herewith to these
minutes as Exhibit 7.

A copy of the development plan's site plan is incorporated herewith fo these minutes
as Exhibit 8.

Mayor Webber asked for ex parte disclosures and there were none.

Ms. Paez reminded Councilors this is quasi-judicial, so Councilors are like judges as
in a court of law. This is an appeal of a Planning Commission unanimous decision for Dos
Acequias at 1616 Agua Fria. 1t is an infill development project that utilizes existing
infrastructure for 68 new homes and 18 with Affordable Housing. The Planning Commission
thought it should be approved because it meets all criteria and design standards and does
not increase nonconformities. The appeal deals with access in an out of the proposed
development. She shared a larger map to show the roads and pointed out Agua Fria on the
map. The main access is a new road going south through the subdivision and next to
Mandela Magnet School and an emergency-only access gate as one of two access points
for the fire department. The third is a connector to Montafio Street and out to Velarde.

The appellants are seven neighborhood residents who request a locked gate at the
third access point to avoid traffic on Velarde which is a narrow street. The locked gate was
not proposed by city staff and was not at issue until the appeal in April. They came up with
six consensus agreements on things like one-story, added drainage, etc. City staff did not
oppose five of them but did not approve the locked gate that would violate a provision of
the code that two points of access are required.

The Planning Commission agreed with Staff, so they approved with conditions of
staff and agreed with five of the six consensus agreements. The City Attorney
recommendation is without the locked gate. The code does require a through street and
two connecting points.

Ms. Paez read the code provisions for the first time in April. But, in evaluating for the
appeal, and reviewing the origins, they come straight from the General Plan to ensure
multiple points of access. The General Plan is the City's Master Plan for growth and
development. So she agreed that the code does require an open access and it is in line
with ensuring health and safety. There are about 80 people involved and nobody argues
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about Velarde being a narrow street and any more traffic going on Velarde would stress
traffic. It was never contemplated that all the people in the new development would use
Velarde Street. And we don't have a way to poll everyone - the existing residents and the
68+ new residents.

All points of appeal are based on increases on Velarde. The Traffic Director agreed
that would not be the case. People on Nicole Place would prefer the new street.

The last main point is that there are a couple of arguments that claim the Planning
Commission violated two provisions, one from 2013 and one from 2005. Resolutions are
important statements of policy but do not have the force of law. It would require more
public input to become a law.

Appeals are allowed for violations of the City Code but not for violation of a
resolution.

In conclusion, she emphasized that the decision should be based on the facts in the
appeal. Other concerns are not appropriate for discussion tonight. She asked the
Governing Body to uphold the Planning Commission decision.

Ms. Paez turned the microphone over first to the appellant.

Appellant's Statements

Mr. Frank Herdman and two associates, Siobahn Hancock and Mary Charlotte
Domandi were sworn.

Mr. Herdman said he could provide evidence that the development does not conform
with code but that is in the packet. Instead, he went down the path of the consensus. He
said page 2 of the packet has a similar aerial. Velarde serves 77 residents. It is a narrow
street without sidewalks and does not conform to city standards. It is only 18' wide in places
and pedestrians have to walk in the street. At the intersection with Agua Fria, it is only 18'
wide and cannot accommodate two vehicles at same time. They do not want it to have
added traffic from the 68-unit development. And together, they came up with a solution.
Page 10 has the conditions - six total - and the Planning Commission did not approve the
first one regarding the locked gate for emergency access. He confirmed independently that
a locked gate was accepted by the fire chief.

Staff believe there are two code provisions, shown on page 12, which he read, and
Staff believe do not allow the locked gate.

Page 13 showed the proposed plat which would have a through street shown in red
and traversed the whole plat. He went through his understanding of “through street" as
referring in the code to "linear feet" even though it does not say linear.
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Regarding two access points, he explained the code does not say it must be an
unrestricted connection. There is a third access point as staff explained.

On page 14, he gave the basis for the Council's authority to decide. From the
minutes he also said gives wiggle room. Ms. Paez is correct on that point.

Mr. Herdman also talked about the General Plan being compatible with surrounding
area and clarified that Montano Street should not be a continuous street as staff proposed
because of previous Council action. It was in response to a previous plan.

On pages 18-20 of his packet was a petition signed by 90 individuals to making
Montano Street a continuous street.

He said in this case, unrestricted access makes no sense for these reasons and
briefly listed them from the packet.

Pages 21, 22 copied two pages from the Traffic Impact Analysis done by the
applicant showing LOS at entrance to Agua Fria and at Velarde and Agua Fria. Page 23
shows a map - for residents to cut through. Pages 24-28 had copies of petitioners who
support all 6 consensus points and today has 66 neighbors.

The packet also has the bill of rights on page 35.

He said the Developer and Appellants have adopted all six consensus points and
asked Council to reverse the Planning Commission decision. Adopting all six would benefit
everyone and harms absolutely no one. So it is a no-brainer.

Ms. Siobahn Hancock presented the reality of Velarde Street which is already at
maximum capacity. She referred to all the pictures including ones with many kids playing
on Velarde and others. There are no visible sidewalks and many homes have no off-street
parking. The street narrows at Agua Fria, slowing traffic. She and her neighbors on Velarde
Street do not want full access at Velarde Street for the new development. It is not
connectivity. We know what is safe. It does not mitigate 200 cars per day and will only
make that intersection more dangerous for inhabitants.

She asked the Governing Body to grant the appeal for an emergency access gate;
or otherwise, to deny the application. "We all have a right to live in our community." |

Ms. Mary Charlotte Domandi, 623 Velarde Street, affirmed what Mr. Herdman and
Ms. Hancock just said. She indicated she has lived on Velarde Street for 21 years and
during all that time, everyone has discussed the issue - it is the path of least resistance as
answered by the map on page 23.
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On a positive note, this case illustrates the process of infill. We support infill. It has
challenges and requires creative solutions. We worked with the developers and it could
serve as an example and came up with a practical solution for all. Emergency only has had
wide support. Kim Shanahan said this was a unique example of agreement with
developers. Rick Martinez and Karen Heldmeyer both supported it. She knew a resolution
does not have force of law.

The result would be a new infill development and a happy neighborhood. “l can't see
why anyone would stand in the way of this. There is no precedent to be set. And this
collaboration would work."

Applicant's Presentation
Mr. Joseph Karnes, Mr. Jim Seibert, and two others were sworn together.

Mr. Kares said he was speaking on behalf of the owners of the southern portion of
the proposed development property. He explained this is an effort of his client to maintain
the status quo. Itis essentially a private street, almost half-mile long, and substandard. No
one has a reason to drive it uniess they live there. Change is hard. We understand the
project was approved by Planning Commission would make a change.

The Appellants made two points: either close the gate or deny the development. The
issue is whether this application complies with city requirements and is controlling. The
Planning Commission unanimously approved it with all consensus points except the first.
But, if the project does comply with city code, you have no discretion. We went with
rezoning which was discretionary. What complies with City code needs to be approved.

As far as the gate goes, it is normally the developer who wants the gate. In this case,
and very interestingly, this is the exact opposite. to his credit, Mr. Laric and Mr. Karnes'
clients attended a total of 12 meetings above and beyond the ENN to hear and address all
concerns. Having been here for 13 years, he has seen the way the neighbors can have a
voice and maintain quality of life. The Ortiz family has owned their property for over a
century and the Sandoval family for 40 years. There were no houses out there and
developing at R-5 zoning, consistent with the area.

The question before you, is how often a developer and neighbors come to you arm
in arm in agreement. We have worked hard to come up with the six conditions of approval.

There is no connectivity effectively by linking by linking these two neighborhoods together.
We, the applicants, are here to stand up for the gate. There are already two gates - one at
Mandela School today that will remain, and also a gate at Sandoval with a padiock. And we
are proposing that it be an emergency access. There is also a gate on the east. Three
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gates already exist and what we and the neighbors are trying to do with the status quo on
access. You have the power to approve the solution. You have the power to solve the

problem. This is a discrete neighborhood solution. The project will pay to put it in and
maintain it.

This project violates no city code provision. It is time for 14 Affordable Housing and
54 market rate homes to be built there. It is one of the largest sites close to downtown.

Mr. Nicolas Laric was swomn. He said this implements R-5 zoning to help address
our housing shortage. Tonight's appeal means a total of 12 meetings with the neighbors
and have tried to address the concems of the neighbors and, at substantial cost to the
project, we agreed with all six conditions. This will resolve many neighbors' concerns about
traffic. For many years two gates have been there as well as chain link fence on the Ortiz
property. We just ask that you agree with the gate with emergency access. We are building
smaller, high quality homes and are excited to incorporate the new ADU ordinance and
other features for working families now and in the future. We thank Mayor Webber and
Council members. We want to be affordable to couples like police officers and teachers,
who could qualify for them. So it is real opportunity for working people to not commute 30
minutes and who could bike or take a bus to downtown.

"We are honored to work with Habitat on our new community and will meet all code
requirements and ask you to affirm the Planning Commission unanimous decision,
including five of the six conditions of approval."

Public Hearing

Mayor Webber said swom public comment would be limited to 2 minutes each.
Ms. Vigil swore in the many people who wanted to speak.

Stephanie Beninato was sworn and said, "This development is one of the best to
come before you in a long time. It not only has 14 Affordable Housing, but the developer
has been very sensitive to the neighbors, with real market rate, and reduced the size of
them. It is important to approve the development. | doubt most people in there will ever use
Velarde. Some of the legal arguments have been strained and our staff is right that
resolutions don't have the force of law. Maybe Mr. Herdman could give pro bono help in
rewriting them. If you really want affordable and efficient housing for medium income
people, please approve it and other developers will do other developments here."

Lyle Van Loon, 619 Velarde Street, was sworn and said, "This seems like a
straightforward issue. There are lots of convoluted things, but it is a simple situation. The
neighbors are okay with the development but using Velarde will be dangerous for kids
playing in the street. Those are real reasons, if you think of it in common sense. They won't
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necessarily see people on Velarde as part of their neighbors. We agree and the Planning
Commission is reading the fine print with no utility. | urge you to just take all six consensus
conditions. It is the real thing that shows you are listening to all us."

John Eddy was sworn and disclosed his interests at 933 Nicole Place. "It seems very
simple to me in the Planning Commission denial of the first condition. The neighbors want
the gate but also the development. Everyone wants the gate, so | urge you to approve it.
We all want the gate. Let's approve the development with the six consent items."

Roberto Lafluer - 621A Velarde Street, was sworm and said the code does allow for
accommodations to align nicely and is necessary. But Velarde does not meet the same
criteria laid out, and the code is vague, but this is refreshingly clear. It takes into
consideration that Velarde has no sidewalks. We walk on the street. People come to the
school and the park, so don't dismiss that part of the code. It is there to protect us. So the
neighbors and developer have achieved a solution and staff is trying to force you to
disregard the neighborhood. So for the resolution passed before. We are listening to you
and the disregard of the neighborhood is a shame to the community. Please approve what
we ask for - and follow the code."

Elizabeth at the dead end of Nicole Place, was sworn. She said, "Often, atthe end of
Velarde where it comes to Montario, there are cars and trucks parked on both sides of the
street. So coming up or going down, you must wait for both to get by. | have to be careful
that my lights don't hit a car. There is no way for a fire truck to get through there so it would
be ridiculous to open it up and the school kids would walk up and down the street and you
can't get out of Velarde when school begins or lets out with bumper to bumper traffic."

Rick Martinez was sworn and said, "I live across from the development. This is one
great opportunity for neighborhood and developer to work together. It is a good win-win.
Dos Acequias has a right turn and Velarde is identical - they are both just as bad - | hope
you look at that and grant the appeal."

Kathy Carpenter - 913 Nicole Place, was sworn and said, "Please listen to us and
accept our consensus and keep the gate there."

Karen Heldmevyer - Berger Street, was sworn and said, "l don't know why we are
here. There is so much lack of consensus on land use. Why would we throw it out when we
get it? It boggles my mind - Mary Charlotte said the GP is not an ordinance. It is an
aspirational document and some provisions are in conflict. When everyone agrees it is what
the Council should approve."

Anna Blye - 836 Old Nicole Place, was swom and said, "| am across from the
proposed development. | approve of the work of my neighbors. | grew up in the Barrio de
Cafiada and went to Capital High. | do differ from some neighbors. | did not sign the
consensus petition. | always felt it was heavy density, but the Planning Commission did
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approve it. | understand that is not why we are here. | would like to see a lower scale
project that only requires one access. Thank you."

Rae Domenico, 817 Acequia Place, was sworn and said, "We have been vigorously
opposed to the development and our document is in the packet. | prepared remarks for
tonight. | wanted to support the appeal. We really opposed the density of this development
- the infrastructure cannot handle it. Both Agua Fria and Velarde are totally inadequate to
support this development. It provides only one access for 68 homes. How is it that 68
homes only have one access in and out and right by Mandela which is doubling in size and
will have a big bottleneck. They come into our street and then double back because no left
turns are allowed. The people at the nursery there... *

Casey Damlar - 610 Velarde, was sworn and said, "I support the gate, the
consensus and as fairly new resident on Velarde - itis truly a neighborhood and a beautiful
place to live. The only way to make it work is that we make room for each other."

Aliana Bear - was sworn and said, "My friend lives on Velarde Street. | thought it was
crazy. | live in the Bay area where too many bad decisions are made when people did not
listen to the community. Your city is beautiful, and that area is precious. | support looking in
from the outside. | live on a street where they opened up access and people are rushing
through. So, as a human being - thank you very much.

There were no other public comments.

Discussion and Questions among Councilors

Councilor Villarreal thanked all who came tonight. She was curious about why this
included issues brought up by Nicole Place neighborhood residents and she wanted to
know why that was germane.

Ms. Paez explained that everyone who wants to submit a comment is allowed. The
submission indicated we might have allowed other issues, but we didn't. Those issues are
not before the Council on appeal.

Councilor Villarreal said she was not in favor of gated communities. Whoever
developed Velarde should be ashamed for having no sidewalks. There is no way to have
more traffic on Velarde, so she was okay with the gate in this situation. There are important
aspects to the development, and it is a good development. They said there was not clarity
on who is paying for the access there.

Mr. Karnes responded that the Santa Fe School Board did approve the emergency
access and part of the agreement is that the developer will pay for all of it. That easement
was recorded recently. and is in the packet.
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Councilor Villarreal said her other issue of great concern for this area was with
flooding last year and issues around stormwater management. One of those was brought
up and wanted to make sure that the developer works closely with our staff on meeting the
stormwater management plan. So | want to make sure the acequia and arroyos are working
with all the flooding and erosion issues. There is a need for that management there, as well
as the other areas close by.

Mayor Webber reminded her that we are not reviewing the plan.

Councilor Villarreal said she just needed to be sure the developer is aware of that.
She did not want the gate to set a precedent.

Councilor Vigil Coppler wanted to make sure if this Council adds the gate, that it is
not violating any of those codes.

Ms. Paez said her opinion was having stated that the gate locked would violate two
subsections: d 3 and d4 - one is for a through street. A rational interpretation would be
linear feet for the through street requirement that comes out of the General Plan and
Chapter 14 says to implement the provisions of the General Plan. So the through streetis a
plain understanding that it comes in one end and goes out the other.

The General Plan has all these things about connectivity and removing gates that
block connectivity and to show that the streets are all connected. So she agreed with the
conclusion of staff and Planning Commission that a locked gate would violate those
provisions.

Councilor Vigil Coppler asked if there is an avenue to do that.

Ms. Paez said the Applicant could have requested a variance and then it would be
incumbent on the Planning Commission that the provisions for variance criteria were met.
They require a number of factors and gave examples - not contrary to public interest.
Having two access points is consistent but the variance was never requested.

Councilor Vigil Coppler asked to hear from Mr. Kames about the variance.

Mr. Karnes said it would be a challenge to meet some of those criteria. The Planning
Commission approved the development and these folks were eloquent on the unique
situation. We come to you agreeing on a solution.

Councilor Vigil Coppler was not against the gate but wanted to know how to deal
with the regulations on the books. She asked if the Council shall just change that right now.

Ms. McSherry explained that the Governing Body cannot amend ordinances tonight.
That is for the future. It is a question of precedent. She would be concerned about calling a
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locked gate being a through street. Councilors might want to talk about why this is a
different type of through street. Itis up to the Governing Body to interpret its own code.

Mayor Webber said he would invite her to suggest some language down the road to
help with other issues.

Councilor Vigil Coppler said she had been on Velarde and did not remember how
she got in and out. She was there and had some confusion with the other Velarde Street. Is
there enough room to turn around?

A person from the public said no.
Councilor Vigil Coppler guessed the residents on Velarde are used to that.

Councilor Abeyta pointed out there has been no talk about opening the gate on the
east and on the other side it goes all the way to Agua Fria.

Director Johnson clarified there is not a dedicated ROW to the east but could provide
another means of emergency ingress/egress. A previous resolution prohibited that
easement from being created. The original intent was a parailel road with Agua Fria so you
would not have so many people coming out there. More streets broadly distributed relieves
the congestion with fewer cars at every intersection, so we don't have the bottlenecks.

Councitor Abeyta recalled in his time on the Planning Commission, that they
approved other subdivisions which had just one big loop. We have a lot of them in Santa
Fe.

Councilor Romero-Wirth reminded the others that we are here on this amendment.
We are not here on approving or disapproving the development. The only decision is
whether we allow all six consensus points.

Ms. Paez added that the Appellants asked for one of two alternatives - either
approve the locked gate or overturn the approval of the subdivision plat altogether. That is
what it is about.

Councilor Romero-Wirth was still concerned with the safety issue with a locked gate.
It is working now maybe. But would they have trouble getting out of there. Seems like it
would be a good idea to have another way to get out of there. She was also troubled by
ignoring code provisions, though it is admirable that neighborhood and developer are
working so well together.

Mayor Webber asked John Romero about the issue of traffic and LOS. We have
seen photos of the street and documented the Levels Of Service and heard the testimony
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that Velarde is impassable because it is so narrow and impossible to traverse, but the LOS
is better than the new road. Why is that a C?

Director Romero explained that they have a certain number of tools and it is hard to
model a street like this, so it looks at total entering and exiting at each end. Levels D and C
are not too different, and both are acceptable. It would take longer to negotiate Velarde
than the new street to be built and to encourage people to use that street. He didn't agree
with the Attorney and agreed with the neighborhood. We originally asked for traffic calming
and we asked them to remove that. They asked for speed humps at the typical distances.
and there is traffic calming on Velarde.

Mayor Webber, to make sure he understood, said one reason Velarde is rated better
is that the rating treats them as the same, but they are entirely different.

Director Romero said that was correct and volume is more at the intersection, but it
is difficult to model.

Mayor Webber noted on page 23 that we see miles traveled and up Velarde is 0.46
miles and up the new street it is 2.3 miles.

Director Romero said this connection would add traffic to Velarde and the.46
distance through Velarde would be what is in question. He thought it would be very unlikely
the people in the new development would use Velarde. It is a bit longer, but the distance
would be tolerated from the ease of using the new street.

Mayor Webber asked how wide the new street would be.
Director Romero said it would be 54" wide.

Mayor Webber summarized that it has very much to do with travel times, travel ease,
and relative street width and that Velarde is maxed out already and untenable.

Councilor Romero-Wirth asked if it would be possible to contemplate a locked gate
at a later date if what you are thinking doesn't come to pass.

Director Romero replied that anything is possible at any point in time, but the City
would have to take on all the cost and would have to install the gate. He did not think that
could be put on the developer at a later date.

Councilor Abeyta asked if the resolutions were in violation of the code for Montaiio
Street.

Ms. Paez said it appears the entire design came from the ordinance in 2011 and
implementing the 1999 General Plan principles. The resolution for Montafio Street was
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done in 2013. So the resolution is contrary to the code. By adding more locked points over
time, just makes it worse.

Councilor Abeyta could asked if the through street could be just a circle with no west
connection.

Ms. Paez thought it was a place where people did not want a connection. A
resolution is not subject to the same public vetting. Itis a statement of opinion on policy and
not always analyzed for harmony with existing law. A loop road would not meet the
intemational fire code for this size development which still requires two emergency
accesses.

Councilor Abeyta asked why they would not require improvements to Velarde.

Ms. Paez said that could not be done because it would require the City to condemn
front yards.

Director Johnson said that is an important question to ask. The code asks to
connect. if Velarde abutted this development, it would have to be brought up to current
standards. It is a very difficult decision to make. The code does allow if a road cannot be
improved. So the code acknowledges that there will be substandard streets.

Councilor Harris asked Director Johnson if Chapter 14 incorporates a formal
definition for through street.

Director Johnson said it does not, and, in the absence of a definition, the City reverts
to the dictionary for the plain meaning.

Councilor Harris affiimed that if access is there for public safety for use by
emergency vehicles, then, even though there is a gate, you have a through street.

Director Johnson explained this is why this matter is before the Governing Body
through our process. Staff couldn't reach that decision.

Councilor Harris thought if Council could eliminate the through street requirement,
we could approve the emergency gate.

Councilor Vigil Coppler asked Ms. McSherry about the language.
Ms. McSherry said it is up to the Governing Body.

Councilor Romero-Wirth asked when there is a substandard street, if a through
street could be approved with a locked gate.
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Director Johnson clarified that it is not the locked gate button limiting the amount of
traffic that would overwhelm that street. An opticon could benefit the developers for
emergency access. We are not precluded forever but metering the connection. That line of
reasoning would stand up stronger.

The Governing Body had no other questions.

Closing Statements

Ms. Paez said the neighborhood collaboration is great and how they came together.
But that cannot overcome the law. That is a problem. She believed "through streets" mean
open access. There are smart planning principles to consider.

Mr. Herdman said, on behalf of appellants, a provision in the code says quoted -
the necessary additional access shall make the street to conform. Staff said it did not
matter if it was nonconforming. This provision says Velarde would need a 50' ROW.

The Goveming Body is authorized to harmonize the conflicts in the code. This is a
mess. The code is a mess and Council has the power to hamonize and resolve those
conditions.

The code calls a through street as going through the development but there is no
language about connecting to streets. My clients worked hard with the developer - both Mr.
Karnes and | agreed with the consensus that would work. This is a very important
opportunity to honor the consensus and it is not inconsistent with the code and there is no
harm in adopting all six conditions of consensus.

Mr. Karnes said, "As far as the section. it is about bordering so it doesn't apply here.
But you as Council have the power to interpret the street and can say the through street
with emergency access gate that connects to a substandard street is a through street. 30
days later, it becomes law. It is not a precedent. It connects to two substandard streets:
Velarde and Agua Fria - and if you held to that, you would shut down all development.

Mayor Webber closed public hearing and noted it is 11:30 p.m. He asked the
Councilors what they wished to do about finishing the meeting.

Action on Agenda Time Deadline

MOTION:  Councilor Romero-Wirth moved, seconded by Councilor Vigil Coppler
to set aside the rule on midnight adjournment.
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VOTE: The motion was approved on a voice vote with Mayor Webber and
Councilors Abeyta, Harris, Lindell, Romero-Wirth, Vigil Coppler and
Villarreal voting in favor of the motion and none voting against.

Action of the Governing Body

MOTION:  Councilor Lindell moved, seconded by Councilor Villarreal, to grant
Option #2, the appeal and modify the decision of the Planning
Commission by imposing consensus condition #1 in addition to the
conditions of approval previously imposed by Planning Commission.

Discussion on the Motion:

Councilor Lindell said it is late and we have heard a lot of different things from many
people. | compliment staff for an excellent packet - well done. | compliment the developers
| and landowners for meeting 12 times with neighbors and walking in here with all on the
same side. | haven't seen that ever. | compliment you folks. Usually after three meetings, it
| is all over. It is hard for staff and for Council also, but we have a neighborhood and
developer who came together and walked in here with something they agree on. I'd very

much like us to support if.

Councilor Romero-Wirth said Councilor Lindell is making no distinction about a
through street.

Councilor Lindell agreed.

Mayor Webber said it was correct. The motion doesn't state findings for this specific
instance - through street or traffic metering.

Ms. McSherry was not sure the motion needs to have those. But how you interpret
through street would be helpful. Does it need at least two connections?

|

|

|

|

|

\

Councilor Harris said, "My one question had to do with the definition of through
| street and Ms. McSherry said the emergency access gate would constitute a through street,
so | feel it meets that and a philosophical statement from Ms. Paez on page 5 which she
| quoted from the General Plan and he requoted. This solution of consensus meets that
‘ criteria. I'm right there on harmonizing. This is a rarity and we should honor it and vote in

favor of the motion as stated.

|

\

|

|

|

\

Councilor Romero-Wirth said the fact that it is a substandard road is importantin my
mind.
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Ms. McSherry added that you are connecting to the road. And to clarify what
Councilor Harris said, she was not sure that Staff did say that regarding definition of
through street..

Councilor Harris pointed out that Director Johnson said the Council could make that
determination. He thought it would hold up.

Ms. McSherry asked if the Council wants to define all through streets with those
criteria, satisfying with emergency locked gate. It did not seem advisable to define all
through streets that way.

Councilor Harris agreed but chose to use it here.

Councilor Romero-Wirth added it was also because of the substandard nature of
Velarde. Otherwise, it would not be with a locked gate.

Mayor Webber asked Director Johnson for any other comment for the record.

Director Johnson said it has the distinction of Velarde being substandard. Things
change over time and it could later be widened, and the gate would no longer be needed.
But given current conditions it is prudent to meter traffic there.

Mayor Webber added that they could ask the Traffic Engineer to determine how
things are flowing.

Councilor Romero-Wirth said maybe they would find later that the emergency access
point was no longer needed because the traffic is using the new road.

Ms. McSherry appreciated their specificity in the discussion.

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

For: Mayor Webber, Councilor Abeyta, Councilor Harris, Councilor Lindell,
Councilor Romero-Wirth, Councilor Vigil Coppler and Councilor
Villarreal.

Against: None.

. ADJOURN

Having completed the agenda and with no further business to come before the
Governing Body, the meeting was adjourned at 11:40 p.m.
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Approved by:

_p—

Mayor Alan Webber
ATTESTED TO:

éxnda Y. V‘Q‘i:’cw Lé?rk

Respectfully submitted by:

Cond

Carl G. Boaz, Council Ste pher
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l ITEM #10m

EXHIBIT 1
Council July 31, 2019
ACTION SHEET
ITEM FROM THE
PUBLIC WORKS/CIP AND LAND USE COMMITTEE MEETING
OF

MONDAY, JULY 29, 2019

ITEM 11

Request for Approval of a Resolution Approving the Design and Installation Plan for Thirty Additional
Banners Commemorating Veterans Along the Cerrillos Road Corridor Between [-25 and Rodeo Road
(Councilors Vigil Coppler and Rivera) (John Romero, Engineering Division Director,

jromerol (@santafenm.gov, 955-6638)

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE ACTION:

Approved on consent

FUNDING SOURCE:

SPECIAL CONDITIONS / AMENDMENTS / STAFF FOLLOW UP:

VOTE FOR AGAINST ABSTAIN
CHAIRPERSON IVES Excused

COUNCILOR ABEYTA o Excused

COUNCILOR VIGIL COPPLER X

COUNCILOR HARRIS X

COUNCILOR VILLARREAL X




|B007 W0y Ad1j04 [oyooly ¥ Bniq buye|

6L0C 'LE ATNC
1H0d3Y SSTHO0Hd —F0HO4 MSVY.L
ADILVHLS ONSHd TvdIOINNW F4 VLNVS

B6L0T '1€ Aine 1ounog
T LigiHx3



oday ssaib
u ¥ 5521000y — 2o yse | ABejeng Onig iedioiungy

sojezu0g) Jainer J0AeN 8 eluEs JjoulioL
e ST ayebor

- gjdoad Burbuiq— 1569 9P ues uayo m:

1eym Buiop 34,9M 0S’ ‘o{qe} 8} 1e S9A0A asoyy
-jo-ouo AteAo pedu [IM oM SSE9NS pul 0} pUe
.m%mEmmWS&:ﬁo@ﬁb%mgmﬁ,mmﬁo&xuwo
abue.abny e st 9194} __Emgmgmﬁm:%cm\,m&

PR - Kjages ongnd oﬁweo%:m&é.__mcé%w_
409 atf] ok ouioo o} sey ABajehs’
71 pug Yayjobosuo 8XE} BUIoLoS

- Auna

6L0Z/LE/L



¢ HOSDN 80001 ~ 804 NSE! ABaless B sy 6L0Z/LEN

i[iININ ©4 elueg mou pue ‘AN ‘eoeyy| :'D'g 19AN0JUBA ¢ 8S|8 SI8UM

"0 shijeday pue ‘SAIV/AIH ‘@SOPIaA0

JO sajeu ui suononpal Jolew Buipnoul ‘sswono yyeay alignd ul JuawaAosduul
|I9||eied e yum Buoje — asn Bnip onews|qoid pue swL Jo sajel 1omo|
Auesiiubis Buieanal Jejnoejoads Jo poys bBuiyiou usaq aAey synsal ayl
‘s@ouanbasuod aaebau sy payidwe Ajuo saioijod Bnip

Jua41nd jey) buiziuboosal ‘asn Bnip onews|qold Bulpuey o} yoroidde mau e
pa|ie}ap ‘SaluUNod ud} Ul saI0 Jno-Aly) Aq paubis ‘uonnosay unpjuelq ay
‘Plemuioj Aem mau

e ueyo o1 [eob e ypm Q6L Ul unpjuesd ul pauaAuod adoing sscioe saiio woly
saAljejuasaldal ‘JuawLIBA0b JO s|aAd| Jaylo Je sasuodsal Yim paysiesun
‘adoing ul ainseaw yjeay olgnd e se pasaauold }sily sem |spow ay |

¢SAI931VELS ONAd TVdIDINNIN 4O AJOLSIH




voday ss2ub0id — 82504 ¥SE1 ABaIeiS Brag ediounig 6LoeILE/L

"SaljunWiWod asay) ul ajdoad jo Jaquinu }sajealb ay) 40} SaW0IN0
anljisod jsow ay} buiasiyse uo s| snooy a8y} 1By] sainsua ‘saioljod joyooje pue Bnip
Ag pajoedwi }sow asoyy Ajjeoadsa ‘siap|oyayels ||e Jo Juswabebus aaoeold

‘Aj9jBIpawWILI S10W }|8) pue 3AI03Y3

alow ale suonuaAIalul yons jo poeduwi sy} ‘Alunwiwiod ay) wolj uli-Ang si alay)
usypA "sjdoad sy pue Ajunwiwoo e Jo Jajoereyd anbiun oyl 193|)81 ‘|OA9| [B0]
oy} Je paubissp usym ‘swajqoud |eje100s Buissaid 0} SUOIUAAIBIUI pUe SUON|0S

"asn Bnip onews|qoud Jo sasned 100l
Sy} ssalppe pue asn Bnip anews|gold Aq pasned Alejes pue yjesay olgnd o) wiey
oy} Bunebiiw uo snaoy 0} salUNWWOD sabusjieys ABejens Bniqg (edisiunpy v

[loym e se

SaIIUNWWOD pue sajjiwe) J1ay) 0} Se ||am Se — Jou 10 uonaippe yum ajbbnis Asy)
laylaym — |oyog|e pue sbnip asn oym s|enpiaipul 0} swiey pale|al JuUswadioa
pue pajelal-6nip Buonpal Apueoyiubis uo sasnooy Abajeng Bnug jedidiuniy v

¢ 19POoIN Abajens Bnuq [edioiuniy e st jeupi



yocoy seaubcid - aoio4 yse | fBaveng Bnig redpirpy 6L0C/LEIL

Ll

L'le
L'0C
Sel
691
0ve

000°001/21eY
SN

8L0Z 1aquiavag  "yieaH jo 1dag WN/BINOId ABojoiapidT asn souelsqns WN

210¢-€10C ‘polied eled

¥ HNpY - Ssansiq [ejualy Juanbaid

908 ' SksIA g3 _um_um_mm_ 3S0pIaAQ ploldO
ez l Z1-6 SepeIS) ‘@S UIoIaH JUanD YINoA

9've yreaq asopsanO bnig
€62 L1z yieaq Ainfu| pajelas-1oyod)y
Bupjuug sbuig yinoA
Bunjuuq eburg ynpy
229 ¥'9G - syjeaq pajelai-joyody

000'00L/21ey 000‘00L/91ey

NN fjuno) 4g

Auno) a4 elues ui pedw| |oyooly pue Bniq




uoday ssaifiold - adiog yse | ABalens Brug jedcungy 6L0¢/LE/L

'asn |oyooe pue Brnup anews|qosd yum bBunbbnays suosiad
wody Buisue sanssi ay} Buissaippe 104 ue|d 216a1enS AjJlunwiwio) B Ul SUolN|os
w9)-buo| puswiwosal pue a10|dxa 0} JapJo Ul ‘(JUSWSI0JUS ME| pue uolonpal

wJey ‘Juswiead; ‘uonuanald) snooy JO Seale Juslayip SSOJoe a)eloge||0d O]

:asodung

WAEIES

pue gjeay a1jgnd ur pa3joos Abajel}s brip pajeulpiood e 10] Suoiepuatiiiodal

bursodoud pue ‘suadxe-enssi pue AUnwiwiod 8- ejues ayj wodf

indur buusyjeb ‘buiApns ‘Buijesoqeljoo Aq ji o} sesuodsal Aaijod pue floyode

sapnjoul] uonaippe bnip yjoq o} pajejs. swsjqosd 0} sayoeosdde meu dojorsp
0] 82104 Xse| Abajens bniq jedidiunpyy e ysi|qejss 0] UoiiNjosay v,

:12-11.0Z "ON UOBN|0Say 24 BJuES JO A)D

9s0dind pue uolnjosay :punoibyoeg




L

ucday ssaubolg - as.e4 ysey Afsle.js Bruq [ediouny

a4 ejuesg jo AyD ‘zayosueg anp
94 ejueg Jo Auo ‘ebaloN esi
Hes AN

uleyden (1d4S 19y ‘zeyoues awossp

94 elueg gv31 ‘49|I9o0N AlIsus

JUSOUIA 1S SNLSIYHD ‘enond assof
13uan) Aianooay a4 ejues ‘ejaleg BIAIAS
:s1aquisy A10SIApY

SJaquuaj\ 8210 Yse]

6L0c/LE/L

18 Alanoday a4 ejues ‘|apuapn suy)

$30IAIDS Y)|eaH uelpu| Jayows 1oig

2010 sAsuiony Joulsiq ‘JoNIsIq [eroIpnf | ‘urogsQ uuyor
$|00Y2S J1|qnd 24 eues ‘uaug.Q ans

Jieys-07) ‘Juswpeda(] all4 a4 ejues ‘opedIdW saIpuy
Sa2IAIRg |BJIPOW UBLBlAgsald ‘Zaulpep AleT

dnoug Buiaai ‘ueynsuo uoyonpay uueH ‘Buiaal aluseg
laAme ‘ybiuy sune

lrey) ‘souel||y Aaljod Bnig ‘yoequajjey Ajw3

J3JUa) |EDIPA EIWE BT ‘'UOSUYOI APUSAA
awpedaq a31104 o4 ejues ‘sAor |ned uieyded)
Jusled ‘erslsH asiuag

18juan ale) Isamyinog ‘19AmQ elne|

ason/Aiunos a4 elues ‘zenbulwoq xaly

Iajuan) utejunopw a4 eyues ‘uoxig Auo|

oplun ogand un sowos ‘zeiq ejadlew

AUIT 8T 8y ‘Ipreusaga( (seydIn

WNN Y2yaieasay ‘uopuos wij

WNN 'umoug eineT]

Japuajaq agnd ay} Jo saoiO MeT AN ‘Ineq jsuuag
JUBDUIA IS SNLSIYHD “aiF-oliuuy Aylex

aouel|Y UoUBASLd 24 ejues ‘tepuy alydog
rs1aquispy Bunop




poday ssailioig — 22104 wsey Afajeng Brug lediounyy B1L0Z/VE/L

uejd uonejuawsdw| ue Jo Juswdoorap
pue Juswissasse Ajjiqises) ‘SuoiepuaWIWL09al JO Juswaulay dois 1XaN
(ssa20.1d-ul) elBjI JSulehe SUOREPUSLULLIODSY JO JUSWSSASSY
suoljepuswuliodal pasodoid seapILWOI-gNS
sloquiawl AHUNWWOD $Z YIM SUONESISAUCD AlUNWIWON
suadxs-anss| Aq suonejuasald - suoissag Buluies
Buliayieb ejep pue yoieasay
(dreyo ‘zeyoueg awolar) Aases aignd pue ssuodsal Aousbiswg (¢
(sreyn ‘Buinai siuiag) uolonpal wieH (g
(lleyo ‘ejalieg einjAg) uaweal| (2
(1eyD ‘zeiq e|gosey) uonuanald (1
S93IWWOI-gNs 1IN0
gL0z Ainr aouls sbunasw Ajyjuop

.

ue|d YOAN/SSe201d 82104 yse|




usday ssaibold 41Saly BLOZ/LE/L

‘Pepasu Ajpjeladsep ale sanue paje|os! asay) ajesbeul pue ssoioe yiom jey seibajens
pue ‘so|is uj ajetado uayo 00} swiaysAs aoinuas Bunsixe Jey; aziubooea pinoys siesodosd Agjjod

“AlejunjoA pue pawojul ewney) ‘pasepuss-uosiad ale jeyl sigpowl
Juawijeas) pue UoRINPaS WIeY apnjoul eyl SaoIas [B100S 3)eAdla pinoys sjesodoud Aaljod

(Amuspt Jo siojoey passasddo
Jo pabajiaud Jaylo e pue uoiBial ‘sniels abeluew ‘Ayigesip ‘sniejs J1WoU09d 0190S ‘UoeluaLo
jenxas ‘Japuab ‘Ayoiuyls ‘aces) Anuapl feuonoasielul [BONRD JSPISUO pjnom sjesodoid Ad1joy

‘siybu pue saiunpoddo jo abues apim e 0} JaLleq e aq ueo ewbys ‘asn Bnip oewsigosd
wouy Buaaodal aie Jo ‘sbrup asn oym aidoad 104 "ash BnIp J8Yj0 pue [0YO|E YUm pajeloosse
ewbys sy} Sunuawindop ainjela)| Jo Apoq dAISUBIXS 8y} Japisuod pinoys siesodousd Asijod

‘passplIsuca st A)jiqIses) pue spoyap
‘seounosas Ajunwwoed ‘Buipuny alaym sueidssieob aysijeas uy pajoos aq pinoys sjesodoid Aaijod

"SSOUBAOAYS PUB pesu JNOJE S0USpIAS S|EJIBAE jSaq 8y} Uo paseq aq pjnoys sjesodoid Aoljod

"asn [oyoole pue Bnip onewslgord ssauppe o} uoddns [e100s
Alessadau ay} 40 Juawieal) JInoylim wWalsAs aonsni feuiwiad sy Jo no pue uf BulaAo sienpiapul
JO UlBYD 3y} xealq pue o0} $3ouBNbISUOI [Bl3)e|j02 3y} aonpal pinoys siesodoid Aoy

-sabueya pasodoid ayy Aq pajoeye Ajoalip
}SOW 3q [|IM OUM 8S0U) Uiim uogeynsuod uj pue a4 ejuesg Jo ajdoad s} 0} Ajjeuonusajul Buiua)si|
Ag padojansp aq pesjsul Jnq Bunjew uoistoap ansyeulsled pioAe pinoys siesodoid Adtjod

‘uofjezijeuiwd uo pasnoaoy sayoeoldde Ajjsoo
lano Buiag-lam Ayunwiwod pue yyesy alqgnd ‘syybu uewny szpuoud pinoys sjesodold Aoijod

‘Riajes oygndyasuodsau Aouabiawe pue ‘Aleacoaljuawieany
‘uonuanaid ssedwooua pue uoionpal Wiey ui pajool aq pinoys sjesodosd Adlod

90104 ysel SAIN 4S — so|diound Buiping




0k Hoday ssaibord - 02004 ¥sey ABajeug Brug rediiungy

"TRSTHUN PEIRR

-Brap pue mﬁ a0
SSORIBAC PINIDAI 0]
SBTAISS USIONDS

tiiey ajowold '9

. W

(T

®
"siasn Brup Buipnioul
‘paroaye Ajjoaaip
JSOW SOy} HnNsuo2
pue Alunwwo?
|EJ0] 34} 0} uajsiy g

SAlN -

S-U0U pue
ShalRiety

ae EE sjopouwl
juswijeal) ajeas|J g

N4 281 ouyMm
M JO SiBLeM

pue AuuBio
ay} ﬁomo_mmm N

@mm

6LOZ/LE/L

"S19SN dzZIjeuiwiId
124] sayoeroidde Jano
si1asn bnup jo Buiag
-l pue yljeay

9y} 9ZIJLoLd Y

oS
|

¢ ZAN
N WP
‘yieay ayqgnd @
aousni je1oel ‘sybu
ugwuny ‘uoissedwod
‘30USI0S Ul paseq
saloljod ajowoid ‘L

S31dIONIAd ONIAIND




woday ssabog - aoiz4 yseg ABTiene Enug ed Sungy

L g W
00°

‘asn bnip jebaji 01
anp wajsAs aansnl
|[BUILLID 3Y] Ul ¥oN)S
ajdoad jo saijur)
0} sasuanbasuos

3y} 2onpay ‘6

oA

Aoddins (2106Ss S)yoe|
R SS330L JuUBWIRa}
S]o1}Sal Jeyl waisAs
asnsnl jewiio e

ul ¥onjs 9)doad jo
uiey2 aul yeaig 'g

G6LAC/LE/L

"Il paau Ay uaum
‘sie Asul asoym
a|doad 01 iiswuiean
pue syioddns
[BID0S 9PINOId 2

SAN - ST 1dIONIdd ONIAIND




rA ) noday ssaifoig — 20104 5| Abeieng Brug rediongy G6LOC/ LS.

jJuawiadiojua me| wodj sasuodsal Asauns zy -
sBuygaw auo-uo-auo g| -
siaquuiswW AUNWIWOI/SSaUISN] pue ‘Yels SadlIAIas |eoipaw Aouabiaws ‘siapiaold Juswesn
SUEIDIUID SB YyoNns siapjoyayels Bulpnour sjenpiAlpul 08} YiM suoljesiaauo) AUunwwion ¢ -
SONIUNWIWOI UBDLIBWY SAIJEN WO} S|ENPIAIPUI
pue ‘sjenpiaipul 914997 ‘siuelbiwaw Buipnioul 1002 jo ajdoad ‘YinoA ‘siequisw Ajiwe;
‘Ssauss9awWoy J0 uonelaoiesul paosusuadxa anoym ajdoad ‘Alanodal ui ajdoad ‘siasn Brup
10 |oyogje Juaung aje oym sjienpialipul Buipnour pajedionted siaquisw Ajunwiwion ¢z -
SMIIAIJU| pue SUOIIESI9AUOY) AjUNWIWo)

‘pileay jou uayo ase oym asoy) Ajjervadsa ‘Ajlunwiwod

3y} Jo slaquiaw ||e JO Spaau ayj }o3|4a4 1a)39q SUOIIBPUBWWOIS 1Byl OS S3IIUNLILIOD
Juaiayip 108k saljod Bnip pue asn Bnip pue joyode moy puejsiapun 1a)aq 0} Ajunwiwoo
8} jo wnJjoads asiaAlp e wody Indul 1ayjeh o) sem suonesIaAuod AJunwwod Jo Jusjul ay |

oau.

w”_.f_ @__—t_m._ _ Co_u_.mw.hm\/coo >”_._C_\-EEOO 'ssasn Bnup Buipnjous

‘paroajje Apoauip
}SOLU S0} }Nsuod
pue Ajunwiwios
|ed0} ay} 01 usysi "¢




ddv3aH dM LVHMW



L poday ssa1B01d — 20104 wse ) AB3ieng Brug jediunpy 68L0Z/LEIL

'snje}s 21Wouo099 pue ‘abenbuel ‘wibuo jeuoneu ‘aoel J1Iay) Jo asnesaq pasijod
-1aA0 ucm uwN__m:_E:o ‘pajobue) |99} .&E:EEou Ea._m_EE_ oﬁ Eo.c m_azv_zvs >=m_omo_mm ﬂ:ma_o_tmn_

ook .w_m...ums,mm._mm:
&m; 9 22_« ate’ _mm:em,._mm S9!

el ul apym ase9 yjeay [ejusw Jo Juswieal} pajsisse Uonespaw ‘yuasuneal) Joy saunyoddo
oum:conm o>mc jou o_u s|enpIAlpUl se ‘asn m..:u uamEm_no.:_ suasiom :o;ﬁmﬁao:. EE :o_Emu._oa e S| alay |

.K?%Eﬁoq m£

.mmc_tom _m_._o;om:oo ui U:m B_c:EEoo a2y} ul a|qejiene >=Emcmm
alow mumE _u:m ._umuoEo._a u:m papuedxs aqg o} spasu Ansedes (Jvw) EmEﬂmm._ ._. um«m_mm< :o:mo_vms_

‘asn mEu pue _o_._oo_m Bh soshes
m:;_._m_u:: m£ ho swos ale 3m_x:m pue :o_mmmamv m:_us_u:_ SoNSS| :xmo: [eluaw u:m asid ‘ewnesj

.m:oa_u:oo m:_m:o; u:m mc.ﬁo? ._ooa_ u:m wisjoels .a_h:uomc_ u_Eo:oom

ok B B g R Gl mEm._mEa UoISISAIp pue
:o_uu:um._ E,ﬁ_._ m:oano «caE«mmb éo_Eg&n .mma mﬂnnﬁﬂ”nnmﬁﬂdsg_a jo sHsl m_._u Eonm 'SOIMUNWILIOD SANEN
Pue, ueiBuwy mcmxmmam-cm_qmqw mE ul. pue. Ezo> hot:_m_mwm_mm mmaE:EEo >cmE ut deb. uopewsojul paAIaoIad

sBuipui4 jo sjdweg — suoijesiaAuo) Ajunwwon




Gl ycday sealbol g — ano4 yse | fbaeds Gnig edourpy 6L0Z/LElL

‘sebusjjeyo ayj jo Aixeidwos
pue azis o pue Jaaowin} ‘sebepoys Buyjers o) anp Aj9Ajoaye sansst Bnup pue joyooje sseippe
0} Aioeded JUSWSDIOUS ME] JNOGE PAUIIUOD 1B SISPIOYINEIS JOYJO pue jeuuosied JuswIedous me

‘swedBoid abueyosxs ajpasu ajqeieae 104 Ajoedes ayj Buipuedxe papuUIWIWLIOIAL OS|E SISPIOYINEIS
‘uoneINPa PUe YIeaINo J9aJ)s ‘sajis uoiusrald asoplano ‘uoyesnps pue uonhqgliIsip suoxojeu
papuedxa papnjou) passnasip seap| ‘Auond e eq pjnoys aAije pue Ayjieay ajdoad dody 0} saajeussly

‘ash aouelsqns Joj suondo jusunead; Jo ebues e pue
(Buiusauoas Alues Buipnjoul) s39tAIas Yleay [eJudswl Ylog ‘papoasu ale $89)AI9S Lj|eey jelolaeyeq pasealou|

uswieas) dn-mojjo} jo xoej o} enp abieyosp 1ayje asdejal uayy
Inq [exdsoy ays ul xo3ap oym asoy} 10j suondo pue Ayoedes xojap eatpatu ajenbape jo xoe| e s| alay|

usuness) Bunjess o} ietlieq e si ewbiys anejjeq osje sishojdwzy -apewsiqoid aq ued uonuelss
pue Buuy jey podas siefojdwe se sseuisng [e20] Sjoaye ash 6nip pue joyoaje eafojdwe sgewejqold

‘asn 6nip pue joyooje
Apuwey jo 91249 ay) yealq 0) paau e S| a3y} pue anss| Juesyiubis e sy osn asuegysqns jeuonesausbisiu;

Ul @Sh [OYOJ]e SSeJpPPE ISNW SLOYe UORUBABId ‘[njusey Ajowanxa s| 394 ‘asueisqns |ebo} e se a|qeideose
Ajje1o0s ssow Buieq syi 0 ped ul anp peardsapim st asn [oyoaje jey) uondeased piay Ajlopim e si eley|

sBuipuid Jo ajdwesg — SUOIIESI9AUOY) J9p|oydyels

|
|
W ‘uUSJpIYd pue YInoA ‘saijiwe; ‘sjnpe Jo uonesnpa pue yseanno ybnoly esn Bnip o3 uoyippe



gi naday ssouboid — 30104 ysey ABsieng Brug ediounpy B8L0Z/1LE14

'SuB)oA aqIbifa sydnnwW yIm SPIoYaSNOY Ul 8peW SBM UO08]8S WopUes pue ps|ies Buiaq o soueyd jenba

ue pey isquinuy auoyd yoeg pPajiea alem siaquuinu sulpuel pue sauoyd J1eo yjog ‘Juealed ¢ ¢ F jo Joud jo uibiew

e sey sjduwes ay| ‘8102 ‘w62 YBnosy} pu2Z AW JO SIybiu sy} U0 PEIINPUOD B1BM SMBIAIBIUI ‘SI9)0A pais)siDal Jo s e
Wodf umel(q "0XIN MIN ‘84 ejues Jo A)1o ey ur sisjoa paisjsibai ealjoe poF gLz buuds lod ssibejess 943 paiy |

‘a|doad BunoA 10} swesboid asow
9jeald pue ‘suoln|os 19jjo o0} Jayjabo) ajdoad Buliq ‘Auanod ssaappe
‘siosh Bnip AAeay uo ajenjuasuod ‘jesauab ul sbnip 1o euenlliew
azi|ebaj/ozijeuiwilidap ‘sanssi Hnip uo uoizeanpa aroisdwi ‘yjjeay
|eJoiAeyaq/uoeyjigeyaljpuawileal) ul aiow 3saaul pjnom Auolew abie|y -
‘asn Bnip pue sbBnip 0} SaWO09 J1 UBYM UOI3IBIIP JUIIBJIP
e ojul A319 ay) aAow pue yjjeay alqnd uo snaoj 01 Al sy} JUBM SISJOA -
« Uonejiqeyal
pue juswieal) piemo} sidasn Bnup [9A9]-Mmo| Jo Juawuosiidw] pue jsadie

WoJ} $821n0Sal PIYs pinoys apA “f4om },uop isnl sa1onod bnap juasing,,
ey} (ea1be A|Buosis 9,1 g ‘@aibe 9,06) 9016. AjjeSIaAlun JSOW|e SISI0N -

8102 ‘s1e10/ passysibay AjiD a4 ejues Jo [|0d




Ll (D28 4S) UCUEICYEDD JB3IED T1 ULLg 24 BlUEY 6L0¢/Le/L

‘wiay} 0] sesuodsal Jualing ino pue o+ ejuesS Jo Ao
ay) Ul 8sn bnip pue joyoaje Yim pajeioosse saninbaul pue
A1ajes oiiqnd 0] S)Sil 1S0o ‘Anjeriow Alupiqiow 8y} 8anpoy

:aW02)N0 WIa)-buoT

‘Buisn aliym 8Jil Jaiyjjesy e aAlf 0) salisap oym 1o Aianoda.
ur si ‘Auenooal asn joyoafe pue bnip bunjess si oym uos.ied
AU 10J $82INI8S puk 81ed ‘Uoissedwod apinoid Jje em
aloym 8- BjueS e ajpaln) ‘S}oalls 1ojes ‘saliue- AyjesH
'UOISIA

aI02INO WI8)-buoT pue UoISIA



el woday ssaiiciy — sai0g yse| ABajeng Bnug jedisiunpy 6L0¢/ L8/l

uileay ul

sanuedsip pue saninbaul
(21208 aousladxa

oym 40 spooyloqybisu
pabejueapesip
Allesiwoucae

Ut apIsad oym

‘anss| yyeay (eiomneyaq
Uim sienplalpul

‘a(doad BunoA paajcau
1IN0 pue aIed 191s0)
‘paletaleaul Ajsnolasid

‘sssussalswWoy
Buiouaiiadxe sienpiaipul INVOIJINDIS
‘suosiad Buneads
: 1V ASOHL
ys16ug-uou ‘sjuribiwwl
‘10|02 JO SSNIUNWLIWOD d04 SFANSVIAN
‘siavIom abem 431393Vl

-MO|/SNielS JILIoUGID
-0120S M07 ‘|YDLEDT

NOILNIAT™d
— ASIH TVHINTOD
1V 3SOH1
d0Od SANSYIN
TVSAIAINN




6l Hoday ssoiEoid — Roiod sl ABajeyg finig pdouny 8LOCILENL

NOILvINad4d

ONINNVYd ALIMTIGVLNNODJV
® HOYV3IS3Y ONINIVYL ¥ dIHSY3AVIT ONIAONNA

JONVHO ADI170d J0IAY3S 103810 NOILVJ0gVvVT1102 AJVOO0OAQV

A

\ SUOIEPUIWWO0IIY B S|eoo Jo uonejuawajdw] us 3|0y s.Au9 ay) m_,__:_E._ﬂoQ/

Anoag 21wWou093 ¥ Jusawdoeasg Ajlunwwo) g

SJybul [IAID pue uewny Jo uonoajold § Al1vjes alignd v
S92IAI9S

Alejjlouy pue uononpay WleH ‘juawieal] pajusio-AIaA009Y €

uoleanNpg pue uonuaAald 2

AlljIgeluno2dy B diysispeaT ‘9ouBuIBA0S |

salobaje)) [eos)



[1FA woday ssa/boid ~ axag yse ) ABeieng Brug (ediomingy 6L0&/LEIL

"SI0 410 Jjaseu0 dfay

0] MOy pue ‘asn (}im PIJRIIOSSE SULIBY
Buionpal U0 SNJ0Y & Yim SSINISS
uonuanaid pue uoleINPs AUNWIWod

"(s30v) seouauadxg pooyp(iy) 3SIDAPY
asealoap o) paubisap siosfosd juswaidw  «
‘010 ‘aonsnl aAgelolsal ‘ewbys ‘vonuaaaid

3SOPISA0 ‘UOHONPa) UuBY ‘uoiuanasd ‘Lol asn djeudosdde-abe pue Ajeonsinbuy  uoneanp3
(0Uoole pue Bnup ‘a5e3 PaWIOUI BWNE] (SE LoNns Aleimno ‘ueaup-yateeses ;

$91d0} Uo uoiteanpa dijgnd puny pue Yoddng .- - O] SS8J0E YlIIM SUBS-] BILUES QPINQI. - g uUoljusAald ‘¢

_A:o vmuo_> joAjou g Hm_._ 3 m__n_,E,,mwv
suojjepuswiwoaay buibiawg

sauobs)ed g ul suoiepusLILLIOoal Yelp g pasodasd aney ssapiuILIoagns Jno4

Aobaje) Ag suonepuswiwoosay bulbiswg



Lz noday ssaufiord ~ aniod ysey Absweng Enig wdiouniy 610g/Lerl

"S9IIAISS LooNpaL

wrey/seoiues [enosauswieal) ul sidoad

Joy sessed snq apiaoid pue siapinosd SoIA19S
aled yyesyauauwness o} ob saynol snq ainsugz .

‘0J0 ‘S90IAIDS UOONPAI Wlrey
‘uonuanald ‘Juswieal) JapIOSIp Isn dueisgns
JO} 8sEq XE} MU 8)Baud 19/pue asealou| .

‘0je ‘Alenovsl Bupjsas ‘Auanooai

ut ‘Buisn Ajjusnno ajdoad Joy Buisnoy Buipnioul
‘Buisnoy pezIpISqns pue S|qepIoye asealou| .

: ‘Ao sy

ur jofid Juswiesn proido sigesiul pesiuedns
e Bunuawe|dwi jo Alqiseay syl youeassy -«

uogualeg AQjunos e ejues ayj je um_u:..“_nwm_ mmw A1eA00ai 40 @SN
: : joyooje pue Bnip o} diysuonefal Juaund :
0} JusLWes.) PaSISSe UOReIIPaL 104 mﬁon»ﬂw Uou] OB OU SENBIADUI 10 SPO0LS 8L s90IAI9g Ale[[Iouy
8} PUNOJE SJBUIEILOO dIeys O} SS300E ajeal) Jeauw 0} sjqe sj jey} pue poddns pue R uononpey wieH
-Auo ay) punase syuiod sseade/uORNgLASIP aled pPeseq-sauspIAe pue ‘palejuad ¢ e S1USLIO
BUOXO0[BU 9SESIIU| PUE S3JIAISS -uosted Ajeull} 0} 88008 SI9HO jusuijeal] ps} "
Buioayd Brup pased-AuUntuLIod Josuodg JBY] SBIIAISS JO WINNURUOI B 9j8AID -A1an0o9Yy '€

(uo pajoA 124 jJou p ajdwes)

suoljepuawiwoday buibiawg fiohajen

souoBa)ed G Ul SUOEPUSLLILLIOIAI Yerp ¢ pesodald aAey SSaRILILIOGNS JNo4

foBayen Aq suonepusuwoday buibiaw3




{229 4%) ucieIone}oD) J9aIE) O yihig 24 eWes

'peay

T & ) ¢
SR LRt

vlzg

2 ke

iy

| (uo _oﬁo.> wm> uo: .m_m a&mmv

suoljepusawwoaady buibiowy

seuobajed £ Ui suoepuaILIodl Yelp g pasodaid aAey SSapILULLIOIgNS JNO

Aobaye) Aq suonepuswiuodsy bulbiawg



£ yictday ssaBold — aviog yse ) Ahaens Bnig edisiungy

"(s30v) seousuedx3 pooypiiyd
8s1anpY Juanaid o} paubisep sposfold juaweidwy .

‘sjuedpiyed (y3 o4 ejues pue
swelbosd Juswieay wod} sajenpelt yum sieumo
ssauisng [e20] yim syoefoud diysiojuaws poddng

‘salsnpul abem-mo| 1ayjo pue
welnelsal ‘el ‘Aurendsoy ui Buynpayos ey
pue ‘saes| pred Ajiwey ‘aaes| 3ois pesjuesend

ajepuew ‘siayiom paddly Buipnioul ‘siexiom 10§
abem wnuwiuiw asies ‘vonesifial feaol ybnoayy
‘(suonosyoud
uoljeuluLasIp pue abem "a'1) sme| juawAoldwe
Ay Jo swiesboud yuawasiopue |Booj uayibuens

(uo pajoa 194 jJou g 9jdwes)

suoljepusawiwoady Guibiawg

‘senjiunpoddo
Juswdojersp Ajunwiwod pue ‘Alrwef
‘yinoA puedxe o} suoye poddns

"asn joyoaje pue Bnip Aq pejoedwi
Apeadje asoy] Jo xsu Jueayiubis

Je sueo- BUES JO SUORIPUOI
/BI20S pUE JUI0U0I8 SSaIppe

jey) seioljod usyjbuauis pue joeusy

[eocO

6L0¢/LE/L

saljiwe
9WOoUI-MOT JO
ALINoag 2ILIouU02]
ay} Buiuayibuang
v Juswdojaaa
Aunwwon g

Alobajen

sauobajed G Ul SuoHEpUSWILLICO Jelp g pasodosd aney SSapILIUIoIdns Jno4
fobajen Agq suonepuswiwoday buiblewg




$Z Hoday ssauboug - 90104 ¥se ) Alsieng Omq [ediauny 610%/L2/L

Jpajuawa|dwi si UOIBPUSWIWIO3I SIL} JI SUONEPUSWILLIOIa] Jayjo uo joedw ue aqg alay)

I\ ¢ s@ouanbasuoo papuajuiun Aue 8asaio) am ued (SIININOISNOD AIANILNINN -
¢ ABajel}s uonE2IUNWILLIOD SAIJIYS
ue uanb uoyeluswajdwi [NJSS82NS 0] SAIDNPUOD SJWID [0 JUBLIND BY) S| (998}
PINOM uoliepuaWwodal siy} sanssi |eoljijod alay} a1y ¢ LYOddNS/ALITYIY TVIILITOd -
¢£,90ue)dasoe 9sealoul 0} papasu S| Uoiielodqe||00 10 UoiReINpa
JEYAA {uoiepuawwodal ay—bBunusweidwi 105 sjqisuodsal 10—AQ pajoaye saousbe
1ay10 10 siap|oyayels Aay Buowe aauelsisal aq 0] A|@y1| @18y} s| ¢o1ignd [eisusb ayl yum
sejndodun Jo sejndod uonuanisiul siyy s| {JONVLAIOOV ¥IATOHINVLS/ALINNWINOD -
¢,UollEpUSWIWIODal
SIY} ssalppe 0} 82.0plom 3jenbape aiayl S| ¢ wis] Buo| ayy ur uonuanialul ay)

93SI9A0 [|IM JeY) AJIUS UE SISy} S| ¢ISE| UORUSAISIUL SIY} pinom Buo] MOH ¢ALITIGVNIVLSNS -

¢papuny aq ¥ ybiw
MOY pue ‘uciepuawioal sy} Bunuawaidwl Jo 1500 Byl 8q PINOM JEYAA ¢,UONEPUSLLILLIOIS]
siy) Juswa|dwi 0} $891N0Ssal [BIDUBUI PUB AJUNLWIWOD Y} aABY aM 0 ¢1S0D -
ZYsl-le/a|qeliaulnA Jsow asoyl aniss/Ajarenbape
sanss| A)inba ssaippe uolepuswiwodal siy} s80Qq ¢SINSSI ALINDI $3SSINAAY -
Zwanald ybiw 1 syjeap Jo Jaguunu ay)
uo psseq ‘Ajoud ybiy Jo 1 sj suleap pue Ainlul Jusaaid y fjim 10 —~ SSIUNWILLIOD PUE Sal|lLe)
‘sjenplalput uo joedwl I8y} pue JSpIosIP ash aoUelSqNS puB ash aauelsqns dljews|qo.d
Buronpal ul sAoays aq uolepuawWoas SIY} j|im ‘pajusws|dwil i ¢SSINIAILDILT -

SUOIJEPUSWIWIOISY JO UOIIOSI8S o) BLBIID




(*rd poday ssasBoryg ~ anc0 4 ysel Abates Gnig ediauny 6L0¢/iE/ L

(6102 129quWiLd8J :|eo9)) |enocidde R malAal [IDUN0D AJIO 10} ue|d juugns -

BULIO)IUO ©2uBWIOHS «

sanunuoddo Buipun4/suoneoidwi 3ebpng =

spaau Buiuies| pioddng uoneusws|dul| =

a|npayosg uonejusws|dw|/ouldwi] =
uoIEpUAWIWOIaI YOBa 10} SaljiAljoe/suonoe/syse) Jole| -
juolnoe OJul suoliepuswiwodal/sannesaduwl
oibajes;s ano Buluin] :ueld uonejuawsidw| dojeasq
SUOIEPUSWIWOISS JNO YIM PRIBIDOSSE JUswssasse Ajljigises) Jonpuo)
‘slaquuiaw AJunwiwiod pue ‘siepjoyayels
‘Jers A)Io ‘siaquuaw 1oUNod ‘siaquiaw 1o} saas bulutes| snunuo)
‘AJUNWIWOD a8y} 0} Yoeq YIom Ino jussald
"9104 AI10 pue ‘wis)-Buo| sA wusl-uoys ‘Aiobiajed
AQ Juasaud pue suonepuawiwoal Jo IsI| J8UoYS yonul e azijeuld

(6102 ‘Jequisoa —isnbny) sde)s 1xeN



aQz Hoday ssa/bolg - a0y yse | AGsiens Bnig jedicuingy 6L02/1.S/L

‘sBunesw 99))iWW09-qns pue 82104 Yse] Ino ui ajedpied -
‘sales buluies| paseg-gam Jno ul sjedoied
JOLISIP INOA Ul UONEBSISAUOD AIUNWWOD B }SOH -

'SYSY SjeIpauW]



aeng Srug jed Jiunw 6LOT/LEN.

podny ssaufiong - an.o4 yer | Afa

6102 ‘ZZ Adenuer "|IIH ayl
AN ‘eoey}] ‘YouAp ajueag JoAey pue AN ‘94 elueg Uaqgapn ue|y 10Aep

. 18118q Buiyiswos ‘ualayp Buiylowos op 01 uonebijqo jedow e

9ABY aM ‘9AIDS 0} pa)o9|d 9|doad sy ‘syjeap asoptano Gulja)204Ays pue uoijesaaledul
ssely :so1wapida omi Jybnoam aaey jeys saioljod Bnup snoajsesip jo Ainjuas-jjey e jo

uaping ayj Jeaq ‘Aujunod ayj ssodoe [jews pue abie| saIUNWWOD ayl| ‘Sa1} o om} inQ

"a|qissod st sbnup 0} sasuodsas aaniund wody Aeme JIYs e Jeyl mouy am ‘sioAew sy,

Yoot i £C MBS i UM IRE MW el SRR SHOLNEHINGD AR GIPAIBLNI M IIA IML
s ‘ NI T e ID i SO0 RN NOURO SHIBIM NYYY GV BNEAN IINVAS LB

o_no._n snupaypopoey ICIENS
J,useop ,sBnNIp uo 1B\,

~

JMJ ﬁ-.

-~

ON1GN3




¢ uoday ss2iEoud — eniog wse), Abaeng Bnug e h 8LOZ/LENL

INOAMNVHL




‘ ITEM #12

EXHIBIT 3
Council July 31, 2019

ACTION SHEET
ITEM FROM THE
PUBLIC WORKS/CIP AND LAND USE COMMITTEE MEETING
OF
MONDAY, JULY 29, 2019

ITEM 15

Request for the Approval of an Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a Loan Agreement By and
Between the City of Santa Fe and the New Mexico Finance Authority, Evidencing a Special, Limited Obligation of
the City to Pay a Principal Amount Not to Exceed $1,600,000, for the Purpose of Defraying the Cost of Purchasing,
Acquiring, and Installing Equipment and Related Improvement to the City’s Public Parking Facilities; Proving for the
Payment of the Loan Agrecment from Certain Gross Receipts Tax Revenues Distributed to the City; Providing that
the Loan Agreement Will Constitute a Subordinate Lien Upon the Pledged Gross Receipts Tax Revenues: Providing
for the Distributions of Gross Receipts Tax Revenues From the Taxation and Revenue Department to be Redirected
to the New Mexico Finance Authority or its Assigns Pursuant to an Intercept Agreement for the Payment of
Principal and Interest Due on the Loan Agreement; Delegating Authority to the Mayor or, in the Mayor’s Absence,
the City Manager or Finance Director, to Approve the Final Principal Amount, Interest Rates and Other Details of
the Loan Agreement Within the Parameters Set Forth in This Authorizing Ordinance, Including a Determination
Whether Interest on the Loan Agreement Will be Excludable from Gross Income for Federal Income Purposes, and
to Execute and Deliver a Pricing Certificate Reflecting the Final Terms of the Loan Agreement; Ratifying Actions
Heretofore Taken; Repealing All Action Inconsistent with This Ordinance; and Authorizing the Taking of Other
Actions in Connection with the Execution and Delivery of the Loan Agreement and Intercept Agreement (Councilor
Vigil Coppler) (Brad Fleutsch, Financial Planning and Reporting Officer, bjflcutsch(@santafenm.gov, 955-6885)

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE ACTION:

Approved on consent

FUNDING SOURCE:

SPECIAL CONDITIONS / AMENDMENTS / STAFF FOLLOW UP:

Add Councilor Villarreal as cosponsor

VOTE FOR AGAINST ABSTAIN
CHAIRPERSON IVES Excused

COUNCILOR ABEYTA Excused

COUNCILOR VIGIL COPPLER X

COUNCILOR HARRIS X

COUNCILOR VILLARREAL X




ITEM # 16

EXHIBIT 4
Council July 31, 2019
ACTION SHEET
ITEM FROM THE
PUBLIC WORKS/CIP AND LAND USE COMMITTEE MEETING
OF
MONDAY, JULY 29, 2019

ITEM 16

In Accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act, NMSA 1978, Section 10-15-1 (H)(6),
Discussion in which the contents of competitive sealed proposals (RFP # 19/37/P and RFP #
19/45/P) solicited pursuant to Procutement Code and discussed during the contract negotiation
process

Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning

® Request for the Approval of Professional Services Agtreement in the Total Amount of $325,960
for Midtown Property Economic Analysis and Urban Planning; RFP # 19/37P; Strategic
Economics (Liz Camacho, Economic Development and Communications Administrator,
excamacho(@santafenm.gov, 955-6042)

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE ACTION:

Approved

FUNDING SOURCE:

SPECIAL CONDITIONS / AMENDMENTS / STAFF FOLLOW UP:

VOTE FOR AGAINST ABSTAIN
CHAIRPERSON IVES Excused

COUNCILOR ABEYTA Excused

COUNCILOR VIGIL COPPLER X

COUNCILOR HARRIS X

COUNCILOR VILLARREAL ¥




EXHIBIT 4B
Councit July 31, 2019

Noah Berke
Councilor Romero-Wirth said tell us about this.

Mr. Berke reviewed his presentation which is herewith attached to these minutes
as Exhibit “1".

approved. The photos are herewith attached to these minutes as Exhibit *2”.

|
Mr. Berke passed out a set of photo renderings of the potential change if ‘
|
Mr. Berke said Land Use agrees with the request and recommends approval after |
analyzing the information. |
Councilor Romero-Wirth asked is this the only way to do this. To allow them to |

build and add stories on these properties to change the overiay.

Mr. Berke said it is the only way. When The LINK was going through the pubic
process and pubic meetings were held these areas were included in The LINK. At the
time this was shown to the public this property was entitied to up to 52 feet. At the
Planning Commission a Commissioner at the time suggested we should have used the |
more resiriciive of the two provisions and he proposed ihat as an amendment. The |
Commission recommended approval of the overlay LINK with this amendment that
allowed 24 feet in height. It was shown at public meetings at 52 feet. This is he only
way to undo the restriction.

|
|
|
Councilor Romero-Wirth asked who is effected by the height. !
Mr. Berke said the three properties. 1
|
Councilor Romero-Wirth askad who is not excited about the height. |
Mr. Berke said that is hard to speculate on. ‘
Councilor Romera-Wirth said based on public comment. !
|
Mr. Berke said one issue from the public comments was that it took away from ‘

the visual asthetics toward the San Juan Mountains from St. Francis. The other was the
potential for more density. More density is what The LINK intends to do. It atiows for

the development or redevelopment of the buildings.

Councilor Romero-Wirth asked will people be looking at a building rather than the
apartment complex in the area.

Mr. Berke said not at this point.

Finance Committee July 1, 2019 Page 5



Councilor Lindell asked how did we let people knaw about the public meeting on
this at the GCC.

Mr. Berke said wa posted three notice posters on the properties and stopped
moving this through the process to have that meeting even though this did not require a
public meeting.

Councilor Lindell asked is there a report on that.

Mr. Berke said he summarized that in his talking points. He can send that out to
all of the Committee members.

Councilor Lindell asked how about the building behind the McDonalds. How
many stories is that.

Mr. Berke said four.

Councilor Lindell asked across the road from it there is a four story building and
this is a request for 52 feet,

Mr. Berke said the request is to aliow up to 52 feet.

Councilor Lindell asked is that four stories.

Mr. Berke said it depends on the type of construction.

Councilor Lindell said it seems like three.

Councilor Harris said that would be tight.

Councilor Lindelt asked do we have a proposal on this property.

Mr. Berke said we da not, but we have had a conversation with the owner and

architect for the property and in order for them to have a project on this property to
make sense thay need 52 feet.

Councilor Harris said there is a significant penthouse on this buiiding for
mechanical use. If they add a story the penthouse is 10 feet tall. What does The LINK
say about penthouses.

Mr. Berke said they are atlowed up to 8 feet for mechanical equipment and
elevator shafts.

Councilor Rivera asked in this picture is that the Pollan building. They could do
twa stories and 8 feet for a penthouse.

Finance Committee July 1, 2019 Page 6



Coundilor Lindell asked how did we let People know about the public meeting on
this at the GCC.

moving th‘is through the process to have that meeting even though this did not require a
public meeting.
Councilor Lindell asked is there a report on that.

Mr. Berke said he summarized that in his talking points. He can send that out to
all of the Committee members.

Councilor Lindell asked how about the building behind the McDonalds. How
many stories is that.

Mr. Berke sald four.

Councilor Lindell asked across the road from it there is a four story building and
this is a request for 52 feat.

Mr. Berke said the request is to aflow up to 52 feet.

Councilor Lindell asked is that four stories.

Mr. Berke said it depends on the type of construction.
Councilor Lindelf said it seems like three.

Councilor Harris said that would be tight.

Councilor Lindell askad do we have a proposal on this property.

Mr. Berke said we do not, but we have had a conversation with the owner and

architect for the property and in order for them to have a project on this property to
make sense they need 52 feet

Councilor Harris said there is a significant penthouse on this building for
mechanical use. If they add a story the penthouse is 10 feet tall. What does The LINK
say about penthouses.

Mr. Berke said they are allowed up to 8 feet for mechanical equipment and
elevator shafts.

Councilor Rivera asked in this picture is that the Pollan building. They could do
two stories and 8 feet for a penthouse.

Finance Committee July 1, 2019 Page 6




7/10/2019 Yahoo Mail - Midtown LINC

Midtown LINC

From: Rick Martinez (morgmartinez@yahoo.com)
To.  morgmartinez54@gmail com; dmeinspahr@yahoo.com

Date: Sunday, July 7, 2019, 11:58 AM MDT

FEE INCENTIVES FOR QUALIFYING PROJECTS
Construction Permit Fees: N/A Plan Review Fees: N/A Development Review Fees: N/A Impact Fees: N/A

Water UEC:
Wastewater UEC:
Development Water Budget Fees:

N/A
N/A
72% of Regular Fee ($12,000/Ac-Ft vs. 16,600/Ac-Ft) (Tender of water rights not req'd.)

SUMMARY OF VARIOUS CHANGES TO EXISTING CODE SECTIONS (Note:See Ordinance #2016-39 fora
complete list of code amendments)

Max. Building Height:

Setbacks:

Max. Lot Coverage: Max. Gross Density: Min, Parking Required:
Signage:

Development Plan: HOMES Program:

« 52’ {Accommodates 4 Stories) | 62° @ SFUAD
« Elevator “Over-Runs” + Solar/Wind equipment not counted if <10 high

« 4™ story must be setback 10° from story below at street fagade

« Max. Ht. = 38’ within 150’ of existing residential development outside the LINC. « 0’ to 5’ @ Street Fagade | 5’ Side
Yard

 Exceptions for Integral Courtyards + Architectural Design

» None (Similar to all SC {Shopping Center) and most BCD districts)

¢ None

» None {Determined by Developer based on a Demand Study)

¢ Shared Parking Allowed throughout

 On-Street Parking may be used toward required parking (if available)

e Restriction of max. number of colors and letters do not apply

* Signs may be mounted on building walls

» Area of illumination not counted toward max. sign size

* Administrative {For Qualifying Projects)

o All “fee-in-lieu” contributions must be applied within the LINC {or in existing

residential neighborhoods adjacent to the LINC)

i
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PROPOSED
SUBDIVISION

Packet Pg. 2



VELARDE STREET

DOES NOT COMPLY WITH CURRENT STREET STANDARDS
NARROW WIDTH |
PARKING ON BOTH SIDES OF STREET |
LIMITED ON-SITE PARKING |
| ALMOST NO SIDEWALKS |
WALLS, TELEPHONE POLES, OTHER OBSTRUCTIONS CLOSE TO ROAD
| DANGEROUS INTERSECTION AT AGUA FRIA STREET

PacketPg. 3



VELARDE STREET PHOTOS
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VELARDE STREET PHOTOS
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VELARDE STREET PHOTOS
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VELARDE STREET P
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VELARDE STREET PHOTOS
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[u—

PROPOSED “CONSENSUS” CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

A gate with a padlock or Knox Lock shall be permanently installed at the
southwest comner of the proposed Dos Acequias subdivision where the
subdivision would connect to Montano Street in order to restrict vehicular ingress
and egress to and from the subdivision at such location to emergency vehicles
only. Such gate shall be installed and maintained by the developer of the Dos
Acequias subdivision at its expense.

. The width of the alley along the western-most border of the Dos Acequias

subdivision, which alley runs parallel to and is approximately the same length as
Nicole Place, shall be reduced to seventeen (17) feet to create a buffer that is five
feet wide between the lots on Nicole Place and the curb and gutter to be installed
along the western edge of said alley. Said buffer area shall be shown as open
space on the final recorded version of the subdivision plat. This condition is
subject to Fire Marshal approval.

. The residences (including their garages) located along the western-most street of

the subdivision, which street runs parallel to and is approximately the same length
as Nicole Place, shall be limited to one story.

The residences (including their garages) located along the western-most street of
the subdivision, which street runs parallel to and is approximately the same length
as Nicole Place, shall be set back at least thirty-seven (37) feet from the eastern
boundary of the lots on Nicole Place. Said 37-foot set back area shall be shown
on the final recorded version of the subdivision plat.

. Rain barrels shall be installed on each lot, and a rainwater catchment system in

the medians as shown on the attached drawing shall be installed in the
subdivision.

Any amendment to the foregoing five (5) conditions of approval shall constitute
an amendment to the conditions of preliminary and final subdivision plat
approval for the Dos Acequias subdivision and shall require a public hearing
before the Planning Commission with notification to be provided in the same
manner that was required for the original subdivision application submitted for
the Dos Acequias subdivision.

The foregoing six (6) conditions of approval are adopted for the preliminary
subdivision plat approval for the Dos Acequias subdivision and shall be adopted as
conditions of approval for final subdivision plat approval. The foregoing six (6)
conditions of approval shall be stated on the final recorded version of the subdivision
plat for the Dos Acequias subdivision.

Packet Pg. 10
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1)

2)

THE CODE DOES NOT PROHIBIT AN EMERGENCY ACCESS GATE

Section 14-9.2(D)(3): “At least one through street that traverse the entire
developed area shall be provided for each one thousand (1,000) feet of
developed area.”

This provision does not prohibit an emergency access gate at the proposed
connection to Montano and Velarde Streets because:

*

The terms “through street” are ambiguous.

The proposed subdivision has a “through street” that runs the entire distance
of the subdivision from north to south and therefore “traverses the entire
developed area.” See next page.

The provision does not require a connection to existing streets.

The provision does not prohibit a connection that is restricted to emergency
access as requested by the neighbors.

The provision makes no sense because it requires one through street for
every 1,000 feet “of developed area,” which in this case is 435,600 feet of
developed areas (approximately 10 acres x 43,560 sq. ft per acre), which
means that 435 “through streets” are required.

Staff arbitrarily applies this provision by using the distance of the
development from north to south. The width of the development, from east to
west, is only about 580 feet. See next page.

Section 14-9.2(D)(4): “At least two connections to the existing road network
points shall be provided for every ten acres of development.”

This provision does not prohibit an emergency access gate at the proposed
connection to Montano and Velarde Streets because:

The terms “connection to the existing road network points” are ambiguous.
The provision does not require an unrestricted connection.

The provision does not prohibit a “connection” that is restricted to emergency
access as requested by the neighbors.
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THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT HAS A “THROUGH STREET"
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NEW MEXICO LAW ALLOWS THE
GOVERNING BODY TO INTERPRET ITS OWN ORDINANCES

‘[Wlhere an agency authored an ordinance, that agency is particularly well situated
to determine the intent behind its own language.” Lantz v. Santa Fe Extraterritorial
Zoning Auth., 2004-NMCA-090, 1 11, 136 N.M. 74, 78, 94 P.3d 817, 821.

“[1])f [the zoning code] is ambiguous, ordinarily we would defer to the interpretation of
the code by the City Council, which is the body that enacted the code.” High Ridge

Hinkle Joint Venture v. City of Albuquerque, 1994-NMCA-139, { 32, 119 N.M. 29, 38,
888 P.2d 475, 484.

City Staff agrees:

Vice-Chair Hogan noted that the Commission has been told by several attorneys

that we have authonty, but we have a City Attorney here. Can you tell us if we need a
vafiance?

Ms. Paez said, "I think that Mr. Berke gave a good explanation why an open
connection is needed to a through street. | think they gave a good interpretation of the
code that it should connect through. As usual, there is wiggle in code interpretation but if
you agree with staff's interpretation that a gated connection is insufficient to satisfy the
code, then, you should not approve a gated connection without a vanance. But it is
within your power to interpret the code differently than staff.”

-- April 4, 2019 Planning Commission Meeting
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

RESOLUTION NO. 2013-4

INTRODUCED BY:

Councilor Bushee

A RESOLUTION
DECLARING THAT CITY STAFF SHALL TAKE NO FURTHER ACTION TO CONNECT

MONTANO STREET AND MAKE IT A CONTINUOUS STREET.

WHEREAS, on September 12, 2012, the Goveming Body adopted Resolution No. 2012-76
which directed staff to explore and make recommendations to the Governing Body regarding the
options for canstructing a continuous street on Montano Street or at a minimum providing limited
access for public safety response; and

WHEREAS, in response to the resolution, on November 15, 2012, staff held a public input
meeting at Frenchy’s Barn; and

WHEREAS, 70 residents of the Montano Street neighborhood attended the meeting and the
41 people who spoke at the meeting opposed any street connection on Montano Street; and

WHEREAS, as of December 3, 2012, 29 written comments were received from residents of
the Montano Street neighborhood and are sunmymarized as follows:

« 22 agaiunst a street connection

« 3 for a street connection (note: all three were from the same family/propeity)
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L + 11 favored some sort of emergency access (through Ashbaugh Park or other focations)
2 «  Other comments received include: request for an alignment plan; traffic study and cost
3 comparison of emergency access versus a street connection.

4 WHEREAS, on December 12, 2012, Public Works Department staff made a presentation to

5 | the Governing Body and recommended the following options for the Governing Body to consider:

6 +  Further evaluation of limited emergency access as recommended by the Fire Department
7 through Ashbaugh Park or other locations; or

8 *  No further action.

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

10 } CITY OF SANTA FE that the Governing Body hereby declares that no further action shall be taken
11 | by City staff to connect Montano Street and make itaoontinuou; street.

12 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that staff is directed to begin the process to vacate unusable
13 | dedicated right-of-way located outside the Velarde Street to Barela Lane emergency access

14 | connection of Montano Street.

15 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Governing Body shall consider and adopt an

16 [ordinance making this declaration law.

17 PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 9" day of January, 2013.

18

19 _>-—" Q-QLW’
20 DAVID COSS, MAYOR

21

22 | ATTEST:
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

7
é@w %M

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATTORNEY

M/Melissa/Resolutions 2013/2013-4 Montano Street (No Further Action)
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#3 — Agua Fria St. / Driveway “A” - Pages A-15 thru A-26

The resuilts of the 2022 analyses of the full access unsignalized intersection of Agua Fria St. /
Driveway “A” are summarized in the following tables:

intersection: 3 - Agua Fria St. / Driveway “A"

2022 AM Peak Hour BUILD 2022 PM Peak Hour BUILD
(EXIST. GEOM,) (EXIST. GEOM))
NO BUILD BUILD NO BUILD BUILD
Lanes LOS-Delay  Lanes LOS-Delay Lanes LOS-Delay  Lanes LOS-Delay
EBL | > [A- 85 >|Aa- ssleBL | > TA- 93 > [A - 95
EBT | 1 [wA- 00| 1 |[WA- o00]EBT | 1 [nwA- 00| 1 [NnA- o0
EBR NA- 00|l > [wa- oo]EBR N/A- 00| > |[NA- 0.0
WBL NA- 00l > [ A - 9sjwaL NA- 00f > [A - 93
WBT | 1 |NnA- 00| 1 [WA- oolweT] 1 |na- o0 1 [WA- 00
WBR| > |wAa- 00l > [nwa- oojwBr] > [wA- ool > [WwA- 00
sl |NBL NA- 00 > | D - 32.¢]NBL NA- 00| > [D - 31.9| <
mum- (NBT NWA- 00| 1 | D - 321|NBT NA- 00| 1 | D - 31.9 <
sl 'NBR NnA- 00] > | D - 321|NBR NA- 00 > [ D - 31.9] <jem
sl SBL | 1 [C - 197] > [D - 251|sBL | 1 [c - 188] > [ D - 33.2| <o
sl |SET nA- 00 1 | D - 251fsBT NA- 00 1 [ D - 332 <eijemm
- SBR | > | C - 197 > |D - 251|SBR | > | C - 188] > [ D - 332 <
Intersection:| v - 0.1 U - 1.4| Intersection:} ¥ - 0.1 u - 07

NOTE: “>" designates a shared lane with adjacent thru lane.

The 2022 analysis of the intersection of Agua Fria St. / Driveway “A" demonstrates that the
delays will be marginally acceptable for all conditions analyzed in this report. Therefore, no
recommendations are made for the intersection of Agua Fria St. / Driveway “A”

Impact Assessment

The proposed development will have minimal adverse impact on the adjacent transportation
system. All the levels-of-service were determined to be acceptable for all the conditions
analyzed in this report.

Access Design Specifications

A Determination of Warrants for Deceleration Lanes was performed for Agua Fria St. / Driveway
“A”. An eastbound right turn deceleration lane is warranted at a length of 150 feet plus a 4:1
taper. In addition, a westbound left turn deceleration lane is warranted at a length of 175 feet
plus a 4:1 taper. However, these lanes cannot be be constructed due to the lack of existing
right-of-way. See Appendix Pages A-27 thru A-30 for Determination of Warrants for
Deceleration Lanes worksheets.

e ————— . ]
February 15, 2019 Dos Acequias Development (Agua Fria St. / Osito P1.) Page 13
Traffic Impact Stud
P Y Packet Pg. 21




The queuing analysis demonstrates that the northbound left turn lane shouid be lengthened

from 65 feet to 150 feet plus transition for both the NO BUILD and BUILD Conditions.

It

appears from aerial photography that the asphalt is wide enough to lengthen the northbound ieft
turn lane; however, it would adversely affect the traffic caiming measures constructed along
Avenida Cristobal Colon just south of the intersection. Since this condition is not due to the
proposed development, no recommendations are made for the auxiliary lanes at the intersection
of Agua Fria St. / Ave. Cristobal Colon.

#2 - Aqua Fria St. / Velarde St. - Pages A-15 thru A-26

The results of the 2022 analyses of the unsignalized intersection of Agua Fria St. / Velarde St. are
summarized in the following table:

——

Intersection: 2 - Agua Fria St. / Velarde St.
2022 AM Peak Hour BUILD 2022 PM Peak Hour BUILD
(EXIST. GEOM) (EXIST. GEOM))
NO BUILD BUILD NO BUILD BUILD
Lanes LOS-Delay  Lanes LOS-Delay Lanes LOS-Delay  Lanes LOS-Delay
EBT | 1 |WA- 00 1 INNA- 00JEBT | 1 [nwA- 00| 1 |[NNA- 00
EBR | > |[NWA- 00| > [NA- ooleBrR | > [wAa- oo > [wA- 00
WBL| > (A - 95 > |A- g6lwBL] > | A - 94 > A - 95
WBT | 1 INNA- 00| 1 [NA- oo0jweT | 1 [WA- 00| 1 |NA- 0.
NBL | 1 |[C- 191 1 1C - 195INBL | 1 [c - 190 1 [c - 193]
MBR| > [c - 191 > [c - 195NBR] > [c - 190 > [ c - 194
Wntersection:| ¥ - 0.8 U - 0.9 Intersection:| v - 0.4 u - 04

NOTE: ">" designates a shared lane with adjacent thru lane.

The 2022 analysis of the intersection of Agua Fria St. / Velarde St. demonstrates that the level-
of-service will be acceptable for both the AM Peak Hour and PM Peak Hour NO BUILD and
BUILD conditions analyzed in this report. Therefore, no recommendations are made for the
intersection of Agua Fria St. / Velarde St.

February 15, 2019

Dos Acequias Development (Agua Fria St. / Osito PL)
Traffic Impact Study

Page 12
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This will serve to confirm that we, the undersi

that were presented to the City of
subdivision, case no. 2018-83: on

NEIGHBORHOOD PETITION

Santa Fe Plannin
April 4, 2019

gned, support the °

‘Consensus” Conditions of Approval
g Commission for the proposed 68-lot Dos Acequias
— specifically, an emergency-access-only gate on the
western end of the Dos Acequias subdivision at Montafio St. This gate will ensure that Velarde will not

be an access for the development, and provides a solution for everyone invotved.
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NEIGHBORHOOD PETITION

This will serve to confirm that we, the undersigned, support the “Consensus” Conditions of Approval
that were presented to the City of Santa Fe Planning Commission for the proposed 68-lot Dos Acequias
subdivision, case no. 2018-83: on April 4, 2019 — specifically, an emergency-access-only gate on the
western end of the Dos Acequias subdivision at Montafio St. This gate will ensure that Velarde will not
be an access for the development, and provides a solution for everyone involved.

Print name

Address

Signature
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NEIGHBORHOOD PETITION

This will serve to confirm that we, the undersigned, support the “Consensus " Conditions of Approval
that were presented to the City of Santa Fe Planning Commission for the proposed 68-lot Dos Acequias
subdivision, case no. 2018-83: on April 4, 2019 — specifically, an emergency-access-only gate on the
western end of the Dos Acequias subdivision at Montafio St. This gate will ensure that Velarde will not
be an access for the development, and provides a solution for everyone involved.

Print name Address Signature
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NEIGHBORHOOD PETITION

This will serve to confirm that we, the undersigned, support the “Consensus” Conditions of Approval
that were presented to the City of Santa Fe Planning Commission for the proposed 68-lot Dos Acequias
subdivision, case no. 2018-83: on April 4, 2019 — specifically, an emergency-access-only gate on the
western end of the Dos Acequias subdivision at Montafio St. This gate will ensure that Velarde will not
be an access for the development, and provides a solution for everyone involved.

Print name A@dress Signature ) ’
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This will serve to confirm that we, the undersi
that were presented to the City of Santa Fe Pl
subdivision, case no. 2018-83: on April 4, 2019 — specifically, an emergenc

NEIGHBORHOOD PETITION

gned, support the “Consensus” Conditions of Approval
anning Commission for the proposed 68-lot Dos Acequias
y-access-only gate on the

western end of the Dos Acequias subdivision at Montafio St. This gate will ensure that Velarde will not
be an access for the development, and provides a solution for everyone involved.
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-8%

INTRODUCED BY:

ipelols
Qattadsy

ESTABLISHING A NEIGHBORHOOD BILL OF RIGHTS.

WHEREAS, Santa Fe is experiencing an unprecedented rate of change and growth in its
real estate market; and |

WHEREAS, that change‘ has fueled rampant real estate speculation that, in some cases,
is materially changing the nature of Santa Fe’s neigthds; and

WHEREAS, the planning and land use department (PLUD) feels so overwhelmed; and

WHEREAS, many residents of Santa ?e feel that they do not receive enough notice of
the drastic changes that are occurring in their neighborhoods; and |

WHEREAS, many residents of Santa Fe feel that the input they try to provide the city
about changes in their neighborhood goes unheeded; and

WHEREAS, the governing body of the city of Santa Fe has passed many resolutions and
ordinances to try to help Santa Fe’s neighborhoods protect themselves against the encroachment
of inappropriate development; and |

WHEREAS, many of these measures have been inadequately executed or ignored
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altogether; and

WHEREAS, for many neighbarhoods, the changes that are being carried out or being
proposed for their area may cause perinanent and irreparable harm if not dealt with immediately.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF SANTA FE that we adopt the Neighborhood Bill of Rights as follows:

1. Every neighborhood has the right to determine its own character and quality of
life.

2. Every neighborhood has the right to be a safe, healthy place for people o live
and raise their families. |

3. Every neighborhood has the right to have an equitable share of city services and
city capital improvements.

4, Every neighborho&i has the right to receive adequate notice and timely
information about city decisions that will affect it

S. Every neighborhood has the right to have input into city decisions that will affect -

6. Neighborhood residents have the right to have the city help protect the fiscal and
emotional investment they have made in their homes.

7. Neighborhood residents have the right to work and operate their small businesses

‘in their homes under the provisions of the Home Occupation Ordinance.

8. Neighborhood residents have the right to enhan;:e, preserve and protect their
property for the advancement of themselves and their families under the laws as they are provided
in Chapter 14.

9. Neighborhood residents have the right to a fair and impartial administration of
appropriate city regulations and ordinances.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that staff is directed to implement the
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Neighborhood Bili of Rights by carrying out the following policies that have already been

endorsed by the governing body:

1. To ensure that land use staff’s dual obligations (to process development requests
and to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Santa Fe) are given equal
consideration in the development review process.

2. To assist neighborhoods in developing neighborhood plans to determine their
neighborhood character and needs, and to put into place laws and regulations that preserve that
character and fulfill those needs.

3. To enforce all sections of the city code which protect residents against hazards
and nuisances.

4, To enforce all provisions of Section 14-6 SFCC 1987 (Land Development Code)
to prevent inappropriate commercial encroachment in residential neighborhoods.

5. To strictly enforce all notice requirements in Chapter 14 SFCC 1987 and to
postpone any public meeting that is not duly noticed.

6. To schedule land use hearings only for projects that present complete
applications in a timely manner and to postpone those cases where significant new information
has been added to an application without sufficient time for the public to evaluate that
information.

1. To notify all Santa Fe residents of potential public works projects in their
neighborhoods and solicit public comment on those projects.

8. To reinstate the positions of neighborhood planner and neighborhood advocate.

9. To begin work on returning the zoned densities of the core downtown
neighborhoods to their built density.

10. To re-institute the pilot project on neighborhood infill.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that staff is directed to work with the
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comimunity to develop the following changes in law or policy:

1. A consistent written policy on how the city shall collect and evaluate public
comment on public works projects.

2. A code amendment that contains a written list of the requirements for complete
submittals for each type of land use case and that prohibits hearings on incomplete submittals.

3 A re-evaluation of notice requirements in Chapter 14 SFCC 1987 and proposed
code amendments for those circumstances where the current law appears to be inadequate.

4, An analysis of how to improve the city’s ability to contact citizens about
important community issues.

5. An analysis of how to distinguish appropriate from inappropriate infill and
proposed code amendments that prohibit inappropriate types of infill development.

6. Development of new mechanisms (such as neighborhood conservation districts)
which will aliow neighMﬁoMs to have a greater measure of self-definition and self-
determination.

7. An analysis of how to better incorporate citizen input into all the city’s decisions,
with special emphasis on land use decisions and public works projects.

8. Establish an office of neighborhood services.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that:

1. Within 60 days after the resolution is approved, the resolution shall be sent to the
City Planning Policy Commission, the Business and Quality of Life Committee and the Planning
Commission for recommendations on implementation and after the committees have reviewed it
that staff shafl return to the governing body within 90 days with a timetable for implementation.

2, The city manager shall submit to the governing body, within 60 days after
adoption of this resolution, the outline of a manual, for the guidance of citizens and staff,

detailing and explaining the various steps and requirements, including neighborhood notification,
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for seeking city approval or review of the most commonly contested [and use matters.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that it is not the intention of the city to violate

the rights of property owners.
PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED this 26th day of October, 2005.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BRUCE THOMPSON, Cl'%\T'I'ORNEY

Jp/cmassign/misc/neighborhood bill of rights res finat
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EXHIBIT 6

Council July 31, 2019

ITEM # 14-0504

GRANT OF FIRE DEPARTMENT EMERGENCY ACCESS EASEMENT

THIS GRANT OF FIRE DEPARTMENT EMERGENCY ACCESS EASEMENT is made this
_7 .day of May, 2019 by the Board of Education for and on behalf of the Santa Fe Public
School District, a New Mexico political subdivision (“Grantor”), whose address is 610 Alta
Vista Street, Santa Fe, New Mexico, 87501 in favor of the City of Santa Fe, a New Mexico
municipal corporation (“Grantee™), whose address i3 200 Lincoln Ave,, Santa Fe, New Mexico,
87504-0909.

RECITALS

A. Grantor is the owner of the real property and improvements located in the City of
Santa Fe, County of Santa Fe, New Mexico, commonly known as the Mandela
International Magnet School, 1604 Agua Fria St., Santa Fe, New Mexico, 87505 and
more particularly described on “Exhibit A" attached hereto and incorporated by [

. ]
reference, (“Property™). 0

B. Grantor desires to grant and Grantee desires to accept an Emergency Access

Easement across the Property subject to the terms and conditions set forth below. E

1. Grant. In consideration of the payment of Twenty-Two Thousand Dollars ($22,000.00), *
in hand paid by Dos Acequias, LLC, a New Mexico limited lability company. Grantor grants to
Grantee a Fire Department Emergency Access Easement for the limited use of the Grantee’s Fire

:Department, together with a temporary construction and maintenance easement on the property g

as shown and designated on “Exhibit B” attached hereto and incorporated by reference, and by [!1,
metes and bounds also described below (“Easement™):

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID EASEMENT, A POINT ON ,:':1
THE WEST BOUNDARY OF SAID PROPERTY WHICH LIES N23°50’16”"W 139.80 i
FEET FROM THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL AND IS SAID POINT E{

OF BEGINNING; : P
THENCE N20°25°55"W A DISTANCE OF 23.53 FEET; ™

THENCE A CURVE TO THE RIGHT 10.06 FEET WITH A RADIUS OF 48.00 FEET
AND CHORD OF N52°12°39"E, 10.04 FEET,;

THENCE N58°12’57E A DISTANCE OF 4.91 FEET;

THENCE N46°12°37'E A DISTANCE OF 40.52 FEET,

THENCE A CURVE TO THE LEFT 49.10 FEET WITH A RADIUS OF 41.86 FEET
AND CHORD OF S87°07°19"E, 46.33 FEET,;

THENCE N45°30'42”"E A DISTANCE OF 262.53 FEET;

THENCE $22°26°00"E A DISTANCE OF 23.92 FEET;

THENCE 545°30°42"W A DISTANCE OF 288.05 FEET;

THENCE A CURVE TO THE RIGHT 19.13 FEET WITH A RADIUS OF 86.74 FEET
AND CHORD OF S68°55°02”W, 19.09 FEET;
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THENCE A CURVE TO THE RIGHT 16.75' FEET WITH A RADIUS OF 35.00 FEET
AND CHORD OF 588°57°04™W, 16.60 FEET;;

THENCE N77°19°54"W A DISTANCE OF 6.11 FEET;

THENCE A CURVE TO THE RIGHT 13.36 FEET WITH A RADIUS OF 37.83 FEET
AND CHORD OF N67°12°51"W, 13.29 FEET;

THENCE S58°12°57"W A DISTANCE OF 8.78 FEET;

THENCE A CURVE TO THE LEFT 15.38 FEET WITH A RADIUS OF 28.00 FEET
AND CHORD OF 842°28°41"W, 15.19 FEET;

MORE OR LESS TO THE SAID POINT OF THE BEGINNING, HAVING AN AREA
OF 9,004.87 SQUARE FEET MORE OR LESS,

2, Limited Use; No third Party Beneficiaries. This Easement is granted for the sole
purposes of increasing Fire Department access to Grantor’s Property and to the subdivision
adjacent to the west boundary of Grantor’s Property being and intended to be the “Dos Acequias Eﬁ
Subdivision”, as more particularly described in “Exhibits C-1, C-2, and C-3", respectively (3
altached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, during emergency events. Grantee may not
use the Easement for any other purpose without specific additional written permission of Grantor E
Nothing in this grant shall be construed as a grant of a vehicular license or easement for access
over the Easement for the use of any lot or tract owner in the Dos Acequias Subdivision or of the
public at large. By its signature below, Dos Acequias, LLC acknowledges and accepts the
monetary obligations imposed by this Easement and the restrictions and limitations on use of the
Easement.

3. Grantee Improvements. Grantor will permit Graatee to install, all at Dos Acequia
LLC’s sole expense, an Opticon system or other means of opening the existing gate at the east P
side of Grantor’s Property by Fire Department vehicles, construct a paved access from the :‘\‘]
existing road to the Grantor’s west property boundary, and install an emergency access gate with M
an Opticon system for security at the west boundary of Grantor’s Property, all as described on
Exhibit B. Dos Acequias, LL.C shall be solely responsible for the maintenance and repair of the g
existing gate, Grantee’s installed security equipment, Grantee’s paved access and the new :";
emergency access gate on the west side of Grantor’s property.

4, Quality of Grantor’s Title. Grantor makes no covenants or warranties as to Grantor’s
title to the land over which the Easement lies.

3. Granter’s Reserved Rights. Nothing in this Easement Agreement shall be interpreted as
a limitation of the rights of Grantor with respect to Grantor’s use of the Property or Graator’s
discretion with respect to any exercise of those rights.

6. Insurance. Grantee agrees to maintain in full force and effect public Liability, property
and casualty insurance covering the Easement, and motor vehicle liability insurance and
worker’s compensation insurance coverage covering Dos Acequias, LLC's employees in
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amounts equal to or greater than the limits provided in the New Mexico Tort Claims Act. To the
extent permitted by law, Grantee agrees to name Grantor as an additional insured on its policies
of insurance. Dos Acequias, LLC shall obtain and maintain identical coverages in amounts no
less than that required of Grantee for any work on the Easement contracted for by Dos Acequias,
LLC with any third party.

7. Sovereign Immunity. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construcd as a general waiver
of sovereign immunity by Grantor or Grantee, and any tort claim with respect to the parties
arising in connection with this Agreement, shall be subject to the privileges and immunities of
the New Mexico Tort Claims Act (as amended)

8. Non-disturbance of Prior Grant of Easement. Grantor and Dos Acequias, LLC
acknowledge that there is an existing Temporary Pedestrian/Bike Trail Easement previously
granted by Grantor to Grantee which is recorded as Instrument #1664684 in the records of the
Santa Fe County Clerk on March 29, 2012. The parties agree that any improvements by Grantee
or Dos Acequias, LLC shall be performed in coordination with the City of Santa Fe
administrative department charged with responsibility for the previously granted easement,

9. Permanent Easement. Subject to the foregoing conditions, the Easement granted

herein, shall be a perpetual easement.

10, Entire Agreement; Governing Law; Binding Effect. This Agreement, together with
any exhibits, addenda or documents referred to in or supplied pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement, contains the entire agreement between the parties and may not be modified in any
manner except by an instrument in writing signed by all parties. This Agreement shafl be
governed by New Mexico law. Any disputes arising from this Agreement, not resolved through
mediation, shall be brought solely in the First Judicial District Court, Santa Fe County, New
Mexico. This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of Grantor, Grantee and
Dos Acequias, LLC and their respective heirs, personal representatives, successors and assigns.

11.  Assignment. The parties may not assign this Agreement or any rights or obligations
hereunder, by operation of law or otherwise, without prior written consent of the other party.

12.  Captions; Headings. Any captions or paragraph headings of this Agreement are not
necessarily descriptive, or intended or represented to be descriptive, of all the provisions
thereunder, and in no manner shall such captions and paragraph headings be deemed or
interpreted to limit the provisions of this Agreement.

13.  Recitals. Recitals stated above and the documents referred to therein are hereby
incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein.
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14.  No Waiver. No failure by any party to insist upon the strict performance of any provision
of this Lease or to exercise any right or remedy consequent upon a breach thercof, and no
acceptance of full or partial performance by either party during the continuance of any such
breach will constitute a waiver of any such breach of such provision,

15.  Severability. If any provisions of this Agreement, or the application of such provisions to
any person or circumstances, shall be held invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the
remainder of this Agreement, or the application of such provisions to persons or circumstances
other than those to which it is held invalid, shall not be affected thereby.

16.  Third Party Beneficiaries. Except as provided in paragraph 2 above relating to
emergency access to the Dos Acequias Subdivision, nothing contained in this Agreement shall be
deemed, constructed or interpreted, either by the parties hereto or by any third party, to create a
third party beneficiary. '

2438

17. Jaint Preparation, The parties acknowledge that this Agreement was prepared jointly
and as a joint effort and shall not be construed against either party.

18.  Execution; Counterparts. This ‘Agreement may be executed in one or more
counterparts, each of which is deemed to be an original hereof, and all of which shall together
constitute one and the same instruments.

19.  Authority to Enter into Agreement. The person signing below on behalf of each party
hereby attests that s/he has the power and authority to execute this Agreement on behaif of the

respective party.

20, Effective Date. The effective date of this Easement is the date of Grantor’s execution.

SIGNATURE PAGES FOLLOW

BISZ/ PZ2/.i8 QaICEODTR XuTD

GRANT OF EASEMENT

SOUNTY OF SANTA FE ) PAGES: 13
S5TATE OF MEW MEXICO ) ss
LALITH
o ‘{;\“Y C[E"o, I Hareby Certify That This Instrument UWas Filed fer
N 0‘ ..... ""‘{4‘ ‘. ecord On The 24TH Day Of July, 2819 at 01:00:51 PN
:: ; k :‘. ind UWas Buly Recarded as Instrument # 1891982
.:?m:: :Q:: J¥ The Records 0Ff Santa Fe County
X -4 [y re+
B Uitness My Hand And Seal Of Office

-":‘;-‘e'(ﬁfys .sﬁ,g;‘*::" J Geraldine Salazar
b UNTY WE Jeputy At County Clerk, Santa Fe, NM
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GRANTOR:

BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF THE SANTA FE PUBLIC SCHOOLS DISTRICT

By: //Z’f > \ i éf,

Bourd President and authorized representative

Date: /"7‘4(\1[ ? )‘017

o

Board Secré

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CUDDY & MCCARTHY, LLP

By: { Lﬂ !d’is_ﬂ . (5
Charlotte H. Hetherington, Esq.

Attorneys for Grantor

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF NEW MEXICO )

) ss.
COUNTY OF SANTA FE )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this l date of ‘\/
. » President of the Board of Education of the Saata Fe Public School District

on behalf of the Santa Fe Public Schools. g é
féotary

My Commission Expires:

Yoo \, 2033 : ALMA L BEJAR |

NOTARY PUBLIC

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
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ACCEPTED:

GRANTEE

CITY OF SANTA\FE-
By i
Erk Litzenberg, City Manager
Datg: (Q{Lﬁ-lggﬂ A/)-

, t ;‘ W T

a‘J (’\

A’I‘TFST'“ S

?1 hqdi -YAV

"luuu\‘

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

FeR
EnnK_McShm-y CltyAthomey

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
) ss.
COUNTY OF SANTAFE )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this [ﬁlhdate of S pehg 2019 by
Erik Litzenberg, as City Manager of the City of Santa Fe, a municipal corporation and by
Yolanda Y. Vigil as City Clerk.

Q/_«,(; L Cuer &JZQ.L&AA{E

Notary Public
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ACCEPTED BY:

DOS ACE?([AS, LLC

Nicholas G. Letek

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
STATE OF NEW MEXICO }
) 8.
COUNTY OF SANTA FE )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this [Q dateof June ,2019by P
Nicholas G. Lerck, as authorized representative of Dos Acequias, LLC.
% f/ﬁa_a/rﬂafrv
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

S, 2025
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QUITCLAIM DEED
SALLY B. ORTIZ, an unmarried woman, quitclaims to Judy Ortiz Vigil, z2n
unmarried wotnaa (address: 706 Gomez Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505}, Nadine O,
Kennedy, a married woman as her sole and separate property (address: PO Box 22090,
Santa Fe, NM 87502-2990), Barbara L. Ortiz, an unmarried woman (address: 706
Gomez Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505), and Charlene C. Ortiz, an unmarried woman
(address: 1228 Osage Ave., Santa Fe; NM 875035), as tenants in common, all right, title

Gt 15, 20

9
5
:
:
:
S
3

and interest in the following described real estate located in Santa Fe County, New

Mexico:

See the property description attached hereto and incorporated herein by

reference as Exhibit A,

WITNESS her hand and seal this 6th day of September 2012.

STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
Jss.
COUNTY OF SANTA FE )

Settys VL

SALLY B. ORTIZ

This instrument was acknowledged before me by Saly B. Ortiz on this 6th day of

September 2012,
vy =Y

-,

.@“\n‘,? €ip,

S

CULTCLALN DERC
COUNTY OF SANTR FE 1 PAGES | 2
STATE F MEW MELICO [T .
1 Hecoby Curtify Tnat Ths lnstvumnlz::; i:lza;;ptn on
cd On The 17TH Dey Of Swptamber, g
R‘T\J % Du -coarded a5 laktrusent 8 1661
o Tne Lofan 0F Sants Fa County

Hand Brd Seal Of Office
Vater ie Ceplntza
ty Cleck, Santa Fa, NI

EXHIBIT C-1
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“f1fty feet morc-or less to an lron'ataXe: “herae in n Jortrrrly
dircetion Yeasuring Zisht nunired an! =leven ot =ore of icgn to
8% iren etakes .Thenae in a Wasterly “lrectlon. =nnguring oneetiune
dred azd fifty feet to an iren mtakep Thonge in n Nartherly
direction zeasuring cleven feot more ar leds to an iren stake;
Thence in & JortheWescerly 4irection measuUring ninetr-aight feet
to sn {ton staxe: Thence in A Southarly direttion censuring thirty
[ feat zore or less to an irog stake:. Thence In &h Zasterly ¢irection
} .3easuring saventiesix feet zore or lera %o An Lron siake: Thepse
4 ‘ina doutherly direetiorn ‘seanurine sevenehunired an? thirty-three
Teet mare or leds to an - iron ftanie to the polnt of oririn.
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File No.: 01143-0879
pm o 10

'ATE OF NEW MEXICO e PAGHES: 1

[l Herelry Certify That This Instrument W e-Recorded for
[Record On The 26TH Day Of Jasuary, A.D., 2018 at 01:44:48 PM
And Was Duly Recorded as lustresnent # 1848617

10t The Records Of Senta Fe County
Withtss My Hand And Seal Of Office
Gereldine Salazar

by stewart santa fe
WARRANTY DEED
Nicholas Lerak and Kimbery Darlington, Husband and Wife
for consideration paid, grant(s) to

Nichclas G. Lerek and Kimberly Ann Darlington, Trustees of the Nicholas G. Lerek and Kimberfy Ann
Darlington Revocable Living Trust wa/d April 21, 2017

whose address is: 1616 Agua Fria, Santa Fe, NM 87505

the following described real estate in Santa Fe County, New Mexico:

Lot F-1, as shown an plat entitied “Lat Line Adjustment Survey for Rudy Redriguez & Julie Rodriguez
Adjusting Tract F & Tract G, Situate at 1614 Agua Fria Street, City of Santa Fe, Santa Fe County, New
Maxico", filed on Januery 8, 2018 as Instrument No. 1845703, appearing In Plat Book 828, Page 037,
records of Santa Fe County, New Mexico.

Subject to: Ressrvations, restrictions, sasamants of recond and taxes for 2018 and subsequent years.

with warranty covenants.

this 26th d nuary, 2018. . . M\

Nichotas Lerek Kimberly Dadington by Nicholas Lerek,
as her agent

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FOR NATURAL PERSONS

State of New Mexico
County of Santa Fe

dividually and as agent for Kimberty Darfington.

UNTY OF SANTAFE WARRANTY DEED|

Deputy - COMONTOYA Caunty Qlerk, Samta Fe, NM

EXHIBIT C-3

pregaing instrument was acknowledged before me on Mday of January, 2018 by Nichoals

Courtesy Instrument
No [labitity is assumed
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