
REGULAR MEETING OFAg e V\d a THE GOVERNING BODY
AUGUST 8, 2012

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

AMENDED AGENDA 

Added Item H-10 

AFTERNOON SESSION - 5:00 P.M. CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
n\1E <ii~'j?- 11M" _;3: iJOe_

1. 	 CALL TO ORDER 
(~- \iLL dY _-~

2. 	 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE t~U\,LD BY _~~ ~ 
3. 	 SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG 

4. 	 INVOCATION 

5. 	 ROLL CALL 

6. 	 APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

7. 	 APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR 

8. 	 APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Reg. City Council Meeting - July 25,2012 

9. 	 PRESENTATIONS 

a) Employee of the Month for August 2012 - Lori Soliz, Community Services
Department, Main Library. (5 minutes) 

b) 	 Proclamation - "Joe Schepps Day" - August 8,2012. (5 minutes) 

c) 	 Vanessa Vigil - Citizen Recognition for her Assistance to the Santa Fe
Police Department. (5 minutes) 

10. 	 CONSENT CALENDAR 

a) Bid No. 12/26/B - Santa Fe River Park - EI Parque Del Rio Renovationsand Improvements and Agreement Between Owner and Contractor;
Lockwood Construction Company. (Brian Drypolcher) 

1) 	 Request for Approval of Budget Increase - Project Fund 
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b) 	 Request for Approval of Construction Improvements - Hillside to Cross of 
The Martyrs Pedestrian Improvements Project Using Bid 12/02/B On Call 
Roadway & Trails Construction Services Agreement; TLC Plumbing & 
Utility. (LeAnn Valdez) 

c) 	 Request for Approval of Services Agreement - FY 2013 Paratransit 
Services for Santa Fe County Residents; City of Santa Fe and St. Vincent 
Hospital d/b/a Christus St. Vincent Regional Medical Center. (Jon 
Bulthuis) 

d) 	 Request for Approval of Professional Services Agreement - Third Party 
Administrative Services for Comprehensive Insurance Coverage, Claims 
Administration, and Broker Services for City of Santa Fe; Cannon Cochran 
Management Service, Inc. (Barbara Boltrek) 

e) 	 Request for Approval of Second Request for 2010 General Obligation 
Bond Award and Agreement - Supplement Local Funding for Library 
Materials for Santa Fe Public Library; State of New Mexico Department of 
Cultural Affairs, State Library Division Fund 47800 Capital Appropriation 
Project. (Patricia Hodapp) 

1) 	 Request for Approval of Budget Increase - Grant Fund 

f) 	 Request for Approval of Procurement Under State Price Agreement - Two 
(2) Work Trucks and One (1) Backhoe for Facilities Maintenance Division; 
Don Chalmers Ford and Adobe Truck & Equipment. (Robert Rodarte) 

g) 	 Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on September 12, 2012: 

1) 	 Bill No. 2012-26: An Ordinance Amending Section 24-2.6 SFCC 
1987 to Extend the Truck Ban Currently in Place on Camino Carlos 
Rey to Calle de Oriente Norte. (Councilor Trujillo, Councilor 
Bushee and Councilor Dimas) (John Romero) 

2) 	 Request for Approval of the Community Development Block Grant 
2011-2012 Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Review 
(CAPER). (Kym Dicome) 
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h) 	 Request for Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Case 
#2012-25, 203 E. Santa Fe Avenue Rezoning to RAC, and Case #2012­
83, Appeal of the June 7, 2012 Decision of the Planning Commission in 
Case #2012-54 Denying New Mexico Oil & Gas Association a Special Use 
Permit for a Professional Office at 203 E. Santa Fe Avenue. (Kelley 
Brennan) 

i) 	 Request for Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Case 
#2012-45,424 Acequia Madre Rezoning to RC- 8 AC. (Kelley Brennan) 

j) 	 Pursuant to Resolution #2012-32, Report Regarding Best Practices 
Related to Special Dispenser Permits and Amendments to State Law to 
Prevent Abuse of the Special Dispenser License Process. (Alfred Walker) 

11. 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012-__: (Councilor Wurzburger) 
A Resolution Declaring September 15th as "OPA! Day" in the City of Santa Fe; 
Recognizing and Celebrating the Vast Contributions that Greece and Greeks 
Have Made Through the Ages to Our Way and Quality of Life. 

12. 	 CIP #859A - St. Francis Crossing from the Acequia Trail to Railyard: Request for 
Approval of Recommendation for Project Development. (Isaac Pino) 

13. 	 Request for Approval of Proposed Employee Wellness Program. (Vicki Gage) 

14. 	 Request for Review and Approval of Santa Fe County's Request for a Master 
Meter in the City's Water Distribution System and the Club at Las Campanas' 
Use of Treated Effluent as a Backup to the Club's Raw Water Pipeline for Golf 
Course Irrigation. (Brian Snyder and Marcos D. Martinez) 

15. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER 

16. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY 

Executive Session: 

In Accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act §10-15-1(H)(7), NMSA 
1978, and Pursuant to City of Santa Fe Resolution No. 2012-31, Quarterly 
Discussion of Threatened or Pending Litigation in Which the City of Santa Fe is 
or May Become a Participant. 
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17. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK 

18. 	 COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY 

EVENING SESSION -7:00 P.M. 

A. 	 CALL TO ORDER 

B. 	 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

C. 	 SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG 

D. 	 INVOCATION 

E. 	 ROLL CALL 

F. 	 PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR 

G. 	 APPOINTMENTS 

H. 	 PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

1) 	 Request from La Boca Feliz, LLC, for a Restaurant Liquor License (Beer 
and Wine On-Premise Consumption Only) to be Located at Taberna La 
Boca, 125 Lincoln Avenue. (Yolanda Y. Vigil) 

2) 	 Request from Life Vessel of Santa Fe, LLC, for a Restaurant Liquor 
License (Beer and Wine On-Premise Consumption Only) to be Located at 
Light Vessel, 199 Paseo de Peralta, Suite D. (Yolanda Y. Vigil) 

3) 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012-__ (Councilor 
Calvert, Councilor Rivera, Councilor Wurzburger, Councilor Bushee, 
Councilor Ives, Councilor Trujillo, Councilor Dominguez and Councilor 
Dimas) 
A Resolution Proclaiming Severe or Extreme Drought Conditions in the 
City of Santa Fe and Restricting the Sale or Use of Fireworks Within the 
City of Santa Fe and Prohibiting Other Fire Hazard Activities. (Fire 
Marshal Gonzales and Alfred Walker) (Postponed at July 25, 2012 City 
Council Meeting) 
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4) CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-22: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012-__. (Councilor Wurzburger and Councilor Ives) 
Bill No. 2012-22: An Ordinance Amending Section 2-1.11 SFCC 1987 to 
Authorize the Mayor to Appoint a City Councilor as Parliamentarian of the 
Governing Body. (Geno Zamora) 

5) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012-__. 
Case #2012-52. Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment. 
Santa Fe Planning Group, Agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, Request 
Approval of a General Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to Change 
the Designation of 8.62± Acres of Land from Public/lnstitutional to 
Community Commercial. The Property is Located at 2400 Alumni Drive, in 
the Vicinity of Siringo Road and Alumni Drive. (Heather Lamboy) 
(Postponed at July 25, 2012 City Council Meeting) 

6) CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-19: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012· . 
Case #2012-53. Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2. Santa 
Fe Planning Group, Agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, Request 
Rezoning of 8.62± Acres of Land from R-5 (Residential, 5 Dwelling Units 
Per Acre) to C-2 (General Commercial). The Property is Located at 2400 
Alumni Drive, in the Vicinity of Siringo Road and Alumni Drive. (Heather 
Lamboy) (Postponed at July 25, 2012 City Council Meeting) 

7) CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012 
Case #2012-30. Bienvenidos General Plan Amendment. JenkinsGavin 
Design and Development Inc., Agent for Bienvenidos Properties LLC, 
Requests Approval of a General Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to 
Change the Designation of 2.94± Acres of Land from Community 
Commercial and Transitional Mixed Use to Residential - Low Density (3-7 
Dwelling Units Per Acre). The Property is Located South of Rufina Street 
and West of Richards Avenue. (Dan Esquibel) (Postponed at July 25, 
2012 City Council Meeting) 

8) CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-24: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012-__. 
Case #2012-31. Bienvenidos Rezoning to R-5. JenkinsGavin Design 
and Development Inc., Agent for Bienvenidos Properties LLC, Requests 
Rezoning of 7.62± Acres of Land from R-3 (Residential, 3 Dwelling Units 
Per Acre) to R-5 (Residential, 5 Dwelling Units Per Acre). The Property is 
Located South of Rufina Street and West of Richards Avenue. (Dan 
Esquibel) (Postponed at July 25, 2012 City Council Meeting) 
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9) CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-21: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012- . 
Bill No. 2012-21: An Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a 
Loan Agreement and Intercept Agreement by and Between the City of 
Santa Fe, New Mexico (the "Governmental Unit") and the New Mexico 
Finance Authority, Evidencing a Special, Limited Obligation of the 
Governmental Unit to Pay a Principal Amount of $5,000,000, Together with 
Interest Thereon, for the Purpose of Defraying the Cost of Purchasing, 
Furnishing, Equipping, Rehabilitating, Making Additions to and Making 
Improvements to the Railyard Condo Unit for Existing and Future Municipal 
Facilities; Providing for the Payment of the Principal and Interest Due 
Under the Loan Agreement Solely from (1) the Revenues of the 
Governmental Unit's One-Half of One Percent (1/2%) Municipal Gross 
Receipts Tax Distributed to the Governmental Unit by the State Taxation 
and Revenue Department, (2) the Revenues of the Governmental Unit's 
One-Eighth of One Percent (1/8%) Municipal Infrastructure Gross Receipts 
Tax Distributed to the Governmental Unit by the State Taxation and 
Revenue Department, and (3) the Revenues of the State-Shared Gross 
Receipts Tax Distributed to the Governmental Unit Pursuant to Section 7-1­
6.4, NMSA 1978, as Amended; Providing for the Distribution of Certain 
Gross Receipts Tax Revenues to be Redirected by the State Taxation and 
Revenue Department to the New Mexico Finance Authority or its Assigns 
for the Payment of Principal and Interest Due on the Loan Agreement 
Pursuant to an Intercept Agreement; Approving the Form and Terms of, 
and Other Details Concerning the Loan Agreement and the Intercept 
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. (Dr. Melville Morgan and Helene 
Hausman) (Postponed to September 12, 2012 City Council Meeting) 

10) 	 Request from Los Alamos National Bank for a Waiver of the 300 Foot 
Location Restriction to Allow the Dispensing and Consumption of Beer and 
Wine at the Santa Fe Children'S Museum, 1050 Old Pecos Trail, Building 
B, Which is Within 300 Feet of St. John's United Methodist Church, 1200 
Old Pecos Trail. The Request is for Los Alamos National Bank's Company 
Picnic to be Held on Saturday, August 25, 2012 from 1 :45 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
(Yolanda Y. Vigil) 

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

NOTE: New Mexico law requires the following administrative procedures be followedwhen conducting "quasi-judicial" hearings. In a "quasi-judicial" hearing all witnessesmust be sworn in, under oath, prior to testimony and will be subject to reasonable cross­examination. 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
955-6520, five (5) days prior to meeting date. 
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AFTERNOON SESSION - 5:00 P.M. 

1. 	 CALL TO ORDER 

2. 	 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

3. 	 SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG 

4. 	 INVOCATION 

5. 	 ROLL CALL 

6. 	 APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

7. 	 APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR 

8. 	 APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Reg. City Council Meeting - July 25,2012 

9. 	 PRESENTATIONS 

a) Employee of the Month for August 2012 - Lori Soliz, Community Services 
Department, Main Library. (5 minutes) 

b) Proclamation - "Joe Schepps Day" - August 8, 2012. (5 minutes) 

c) Vanessa Vigil - Citizen Recognition for her Assistance to the Santa Fe 
Police Department. (5 minutes) 

10. 	 CONSENT CALENDAR 

a) 	 Bid 1\10. 12/26/B - Santa Fe River Park - EI Parque Del Rio Renovations 
and Improvements and Agreement Between Owner and Contractor; 
Lockwood Construction Company. (Brian Drypolcher) 

1) Request for Approval of Budget Increase - Project Fund 

b) 	 Request for Approval of Construction Improvements - Hillside to Cross of 
The Martyrs Pedestrian Improvements Project Using Bid 12/02/B On Call 
Roadway & Trails Construction Services Agreement; TLC Plumbing & 
Utility. (LeAnn Valdez) 
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c) 	 Request for Approval of Services Agreement - FY 2013 Paratransit 
Services for Santa Fe County Residents; City of Santa Fe and St. Vincent 
Hospital d/b/a Christus St. Vincent Regional Medical Center. (Jon 
Bulthuis) 

d) 	 Request for Approval of Professional Services Agreement - Third Party 
Administrative Services for Comprehensive Insurance Coverage, Claims 
Administration, and Broker Services for City of Santa Fe; Cannon Cochran 
Management Service, Inc. (Barbara Boltrek) 

e) 	 Request for Approval of Second Request for 2010 General Obligation 
Bond Award and Agreement Supplement Local Funding for Library 
Materials for Santa Fe Public Library; State of New Mexico Department of 
Cultural Affairs, State Library Division Fund 47800 Capital Appropriation 
Project. (Patricia Hodapp) 

1) 	 Request for Approval of Budget Increase - Grant Fund 

f) 	 Request for Approval of Procurement Under State Price Agreement Two 
(2) Work Trucks and One (1) Backhoe for Facilities Maintenance Division; 
Don Chalmers Ford and Adobe Truck & Equipment. (Robert Rodarte) 

g) 	 Request to Publish Notice of Public Hearing on September 12, 2012: 

1) 	 Bill No. 2012-26: An Ordinance Amending Section 24-2.6 SFCC 
1987 to Extend the Truck Ban Currently in Place on Camino Carlos 
Rey to Calle de Oriente Norte. (Councilor Trujillo, Councilor 
Bushee and Councilor Dimas) (John Romero) 

2) 	 Request for Approval of the Community Development Block Grant 
2011-2012 Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Review 
(CAPER). (Kym Dicome) 

h) 	 Request for Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Case 
#2012-25, 203 E. Santa Fe Avenue Rezoning to RAC, and Case #2012­
83, Appeal of the June 7, 2012 Decision of the Planning Commission in 
Case #2012-54 Denying New Mexico Oil & Gas Association a Special Use 
Permit for a Professional Office at 203 E. Santa Fe Avenue. (Kelley 
Brennan) 
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i) 	 Request for Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for Case 
#2012-45, 424 Acequia Madre Rezoning to RC- 8 AC. (Kelley Brennan) 

j) 	 Pursuant to Resolution #2012-32, Report Regarding Best Practices Related to 
Special Dispenser Permits and Amendments to State Law to Prevent Abuse of 
the Special Dispenser License Process. (Alfred Walker) 

11. 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012-__: (Councilor Wurzburger) 
A Resolution Declaring September 15th as "OPAl Day" in the City of Santa Fe; 
Recognizing and Celebrating the Vast Contributions that Greece and Greeks 
Have Made Through the Ages to Our Way and Quality of Life. 

12. 	 CIP #859A - St. Francis Crossing from the Acequia Trail to Railyard: Request for 
Approval of Recommendation for Project Development. (Isaac Pino) 

13. 	 Request for Approval of Proposed Employee Wenness Program. (Vicki Gage) 

14. 	 Request for Review and Approval of Santa Fe County's Request for a Master 
Meter in the City's Water Distribution System and the Club at Las Campanas' 
Use of Treated Effluent as a Backup to the Club's Raw Water Pipeline for Golf 
Course Irrigation. (Brian Snyder and Marcos D. Martinez) 

15. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER 

16. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY 

Executive Session: 

In Accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act §10-15-1 (H)(7), NMSA 
1978, and Pursuant to City of Santa Fe Resolution No. 2012-31, Quarterly 
Discussion of Threatened or Pending Litigation in Which the City of Santa Fe is 
or May Become a Participant. 

17. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK 

18. 	 COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY 
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EVENING SESSION - 7:00 P.M. 

A. 	 CALL TO ORDER 

B. 	 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

C. 	 SALUTE TO THE NEW MEXICO FLAG 

D. 	 II\JVOCATION 

E. 	 ROLL CALL 

F. 	 PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR 

G. 	 APPOINTMENTS 

H. 	 PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

1) 	 Request from La Boca Feliz, LLC, for a Restaurant Liquor License (Beer 
and Wine On-Premise Consumption Only) to be Located at Taberna La 
Boca, 125 Lincoln Avenue. (yolanda Y. Vigil) 

2) 	 Request from Life Vessel of Santa Fe, LLC, for a Restaurant Liquor 
License (Beer and Wine On-Premise Consumption Only) to be Located at 
Light Vessel, 199 Paseo de Peralta, Suite D. (yolanda Y. Vigil) 

3) 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012- (Councilor 
Calvert, Councilor Rivera, Councilor Wurzburger, Councilor Bushee, 
Councilor Ives, Councilor Trujillo, Councilor Dominguez and Councilor 
Dimas) 
A Resolution Proclaiming Severe or Extreme Drought Conditions in the 
City of Santa Fe and Restricting the Sale or Use of Fireworks Within the 
City of Santa Fe and Prohibiting Other Fire Hazard Activities. (Fire 
Marshal Gonzales and Alfred Walker) (Postponed at July 25,2012 City 
Council Meeting) 

4) 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-22: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012-__, (Councilor Wurzburger and Councilor Ives) 
Bill No. 2012-22: An Ordinance Amending Section 2-1.11 SFCC 1987 to 
Authorize the Mayor to Appoint a City Councilor as Parliamentarian of the 
Governing Body. (Geno Zamora) 
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5) 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012­
Case #2012-52. Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment. 
Santa Fe Planning Group, Agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, Request 
Approval of a General Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to Change 
the DeSignation of 8.62± Acres of Land from Public/Institutional to 
Community Commercial. The Property is Located at 2400 Alumni Drive, in 
the Vicinity of Siringo Road and Alumni Drive. (Heather Lamboy) 
(Postponed at July 25,2012 City Council Meeting) 

6) 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-19: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012­
Case #2012-53. Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2. Santa 
Fe Planning Group, Agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, Request 
Rezoning of 8.62± Acres of Land from R-5 (Residential, 5 Dwelling Units 
Per Acre) to C-2 (General Commercial). The Property is Located at 2400 
Alumni Drive, in the Vicinity of Siringo Road and Alumni Drive. (Heather 
Lamboy) (Postponed at July 25,2012 City Council Meeting) 

7) 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012__. 
Case #2012-30. Bienvenidos General Plan Amendment. JenkinsGavin 
Design and Development Inc., Agent for Bienvenidos Properties LLC, 
Requests Approval of a General Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to 
Change the DeSignation of 2.94± Acres of Land from Community 
Commercial and Transitional Mixed Use to Residential - Low Density (3-7 
Dwelling Units Per Acre). The Property is Located South of Rufina Street 
and West of Richards Avenue. (Dan Esquibel) (Postponed at July 25, 
2012 City Council Meeting) 

8) 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-24: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012­
Case #2012-31. Bienvenidos Rezoning to R-5. JenkinsGavin Design 
and Development Inc., Agent for Bienvenidos Properties LLC, Requests 
Rezoning of 7.62± Acres of Land from R-3 (ReSidential, 3 Dwelling Units 
Per Acre) to R-5 (ReSidential, 5 Dwelling Units Per Acre). The Property is 
Located South of Rufina Street and West of Richards Avenue. (Dan 
Esquibel) (Postponed at July 25,2012 City Council Meeting) 
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9) 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-21: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 
NO. 2012­
Bill No. 2012-21: An Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a 
Loan Agreement and Intercept Agreement by and Between the City of 
Santa Fe, New Mexico (the "Governmental Unit") and the New Mexico 
Finance Authority, Evidencing a Special, Limited Obligation of the 
Governmental Unit to Pay a Principal Amount of $5,000,000, Together with 
Interest Thereon, for the Purpose of Defraying the Cost of Purchasing, 
Furnishing, Equipping, Rehabilitating, Making Additions to and Making 
Improvements to the Railyard Condo Unit for Existing and Future Municipal 
Facilities; Providing for the Payment of the Principal and Interest Due 
Under the Loan Agreement Solely from (1) the Revenues of the 
Governmental Unit's One-Half of One Percent (1/2%) Municipal Gross 
Receipts Tax Distributed to the Governmental Unit by the State Taxation 
and Revenue Department, (2) the Revenues of the Governmental Unit's 
One-Eighth of One Percent (1/8%) Municipal Infrastructure Gross Receipts 
Tax Distributed to the Governmental Unit by the State Taxation and 
Revenue Department, and (3) the Revenues of the State-Shared Gross 
Receipts Tax Distributed to the Governmental Unit Pursuant to Section 7-1­
6.4, NMSA 1978, as Amended; Providing for the Distribution of Certain 
Gross Receipts Tax Revenues to be Redirected by the State Taxation and 
Revenue Department to the New Mexico Finance Authority or its Assigns 
for the Payment of Principal and Interest Due on the Loan Agreement 
Pursuant to an Intercept Agreement; Approving the Form and Terms of, 
and Other Details Concerning the Loan Agreement and the Intercept 
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. (Dr. Melville Morgan and Helene 
Hausman) (Postponed to September 12, 2012 City Council Meeting) 

ADJOURN 

Pursuant to the Governing Body Procedural Rules, in the event any agenda items 
have not been addressed, the meeting should be reconvened at 7:00 p.m., the 
following day and shall be adjourned not later than 12:00 a.m. Agenda items, not 
considered prior to 11 :30 p.m., shall be considered when the meeting is 
reconvened or tabled for a subsequent meeting. 
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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 
955-6520, five (5) days prior to meeting date. 
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SUMMARY INDEX 

SANTA FE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 


August 8, 2012 


ITEM ACTION PAGE # 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

APPROVAL OF AMENDED AGENDA Approved [amended] 

APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR Approved [amended 2 

CONSENT CALENDAR LISTING 2·3 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: REGULAR 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JULY 25, 2012 Approved 3 

PRESENTATIONS 

EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH FOR AUGUST 
2012 - LORI SOLIZ, COMMUNITY SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT, MAIN LIBRARY 3 

PROCLAMATION - "JOE SCHEPPS DAY"­
AUGUST 8,2012 4 

VANESSA VIGIL - CITIZEN RECOGNITION FOR 
HER ASSISTANCE TO THE SANTA FE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT 4 

CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION 

BIDS NO. 12/26/B - SANTA FE RIVER PARK­
EL PARQUE DEL RIO RENOVATIONS AND 
IMPROVEMENTS AND AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
OWNER AND CONTRACTOR; LOCKWOOD 
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY Approved 4·5 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF BUDGET 
INCREASE - PROJECT FUND Approved 4-5 



ITEM 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF SERVICES 
AGREEMENT - FY 2013 PARATRANSIT SERVICES 
FOR SANTA FE COUNTY RESIDENTS; CITY OF 
SANTA FE AND ST. VINCENT HOSPITAL D/BH/A 
CHRISTUS ST. VINCENT REGIONAL MEDICAL 
CENTER 

****_************_****u**•••••u*********** 
END OF CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION 
*************.H** * * **.******************************* 

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012· 71: 
A RESOLUTION DECLARING SEPTEMBER 15TH 
AS "OPA! DAY" IN THE CITY OF SANTA FE; 
RECOGNIZING AND CELEBRATING THE VAST 
CONTRIBUTIONS THAT GREECE AND GREEKS 
HAVE MADE THROUGH rHE AGES TO OUR WAY 
AND QUALITY OF LIFE 

CIP #859A - ST. FRANCIS CROSSING FROM 
'rHE ACEQUIA rRAIL TO RAILYARD; REQUEST 
FOR APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDATION FOR 
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF PROPOSED 
EMPLOYEE WELLNESS PROGRAM 

REQUEST FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF 
SANTA FE COUNTY'S REQUESr FOR A MASrER 
METER IN THE CITY'S WATER DISTRIBUTION 
SYSTEM AND THE CLUB AT LAS CAMPANAS' 
USE OF TREATED EFFLUENT AS A BACKUP 
TO THE CLUB'S RAW WATER PIPELINE FOR 
GOLF COURSE IRRIGATION 

MATTERS FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION 

ACTION PAGE # 

Approved 5 

Approved 6 

Referred to BTAC 7·8 


Approved (amended] 8·17 


Approved [amended] 17·26 


Approved 26·27 


Approved 27 
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ITEM ACTION PAGE # 


EVENING SESSION 

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

PETITIONS FROM rHE FLOOR 

APPOINTMENTS 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

REQUEST FROM LA BOCA FELIZ, LLC, FOR 
A RESTAURANT LIQUOR LICENSE (BEER 
AND WINE ON·PREMISE CONSUMPTION 
ONLY) TO BE LOCATED AT TABERNA LA 
BOCA, 125 LINCOLN AVENUE 

REQUEST FROM LIFE VESSEL OF SANTA FE, 
LLC., FOR A RESTAURANT LIQUOR LICENSE 
(BEER AND WINE ON·PREMISE CONSUMPTION 
ONLY) TO BE LOCATED AT LIGHT VESSEL, 
199 PASEO DE PERALTA, SUITE 0 

REQUEST FROM LOS ALAMOS BANK FOR A 
WAIVER OF THE 300 FOOT RESTRICTION TO 
ALLOW THE DISPENSING AND CONSUMPTION 
OF BEER AND WINE AT rHE SANTA FE 
CHILDREN'S MUSEUM, 1050 OLD PECOS TRAIL. 
BUILDING B, WHICH IS WITHIN 300 FEET OF ST. 
JOHN'S UNITED METHODIST CHURCH. 1200 
OLD PECOS TRAIL. THE REQUEST IS FOR LOS 
ALAMOS NATIONAL BANK'S COMPANY PICNIC 
TO BE HELD ON SATURDAY, AUGUST 25,2012, 
FROM 1:45 P.M. TO 5:00 P.M. 

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012· 
A RESOLUTION PROCLAIMING SEVERE OR 
EXTREME DROUGHT CONDITIONS IN THE CITY 
OF SANTA FE AND RESTRICTING THE SALE OR 
USE OF FIREWORKS WITHIN THE CITY OF SANTA 
FE AND PROHIBITING OTHER FIRE HAZARD 
ACTIVITIES 

Quorum 28 

28·29 

None 29 

Approved 29·30 

Approved 30·31 

Approved 31 

Withdrawn 32 
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ITEM ACTION PAGE # 

CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012·20: ADOPTION OF 
ORDINANCE NO. 2012·25. BILL NO. 2012·22: AN 
ORDINANCE AMENDING SEcrlON 2·1.11 SFCC 1987, 
TO AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO APPOINT A CITY 
COUNCILOR AS PARLIAMENTARIAN OF THE GOVERNING 
BODY Approved 32·33 

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012·72. CASE 
#2012·52. SHELLABERGER TENNIS CENTER GENERAL 
PLAN AMENDMENT. SANTA FE PLANNING GROUP, 
AGENTS FOR ERIC ROSE AND SAM HITMAN, REQUEST 
APPROVAL OF A GENERAL PLAN FUTURE LAND USE MAP 
AMENDMENT TO CHANGE THE DESIGNATION OF 8.62± 
ACRES OF LAND FROM PUBLICIINSTITUTIONAL TO 
COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL. THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED 
AT 2400 ALUMNI DRIVE, IN THE VICINITY OF SIRINGO 
ROAD AND ALUMNI DRIVE Approved 33·38 

CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012·19: ADOPTION 
OF ORDINANCE NO. 2012: 27. CASE #2010·53. 
SHELLABERGER TENNIS CENTER REZONING 
TO C·2. SANTA FE PLANNING GROUP, AGENTS 
FOR ERIC ROSE AND SAM HITMAN, REQUEST 
REZONING OF 8.62± ACRES OF LAND FROM R·5 
(RESIDENTIAL, 5DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE) 
TO C·2 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL). THE PROPERTY 
IS LOCATED AT 2400 ALUMNI DRIVE, IN THE 
VICINITY OF SIRINGO ROAD AND ALUMNI DRIVE Approved 38·39 

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012· 
CASE #2012·30. BIENVENIDOS GENERAL PLAN 
AMENDMENT. JENKINSGAVIN DESIGN AND 
DEVELOPMENT, INC., AGENT FOR BIENVENIDOS 
PROPERTIES, LLC, REQUESTS APPROVAL OF A 
GENERAL PLAN FUTURE LAND USE MAP 
AMENDMENT TO CHANGE THE DESIGNATION OF 
2.94± ACRES OF LAND FROM COMMUNITY 
COMMERCIAL AND TRANSITIONAL MIXED USE TO 
RESIDENTIAL - LOW DENSITY (3·7 DWELLING UNITS 
PER ACRE). THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED SOUTH 
OF RUFINA STREET AND WEST OF RICHARDS 
AVENUE Postponed to 08/28/12 
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ACTION PAGE # 

CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012·124: ADOPTION 
OF ORDINANCE NO. 2012 CASE #2010·31. 
BIENVENIDOS REZONING TO R·5. JENKINSGAVIN 
DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT, INC., AGENT FOR 
BIENVENIDOS PROPERTIES, LLC, REQUESTS 
REZONING OF 7.62:1: ACRES OF LAND FROM R·3 
(RESIDENTIAL, 3 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE) TO 
R·5 (RESIDENTIAL, 5 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE). 
THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED SOUTH OF RUFINA 
STREET AND WEST OF RICHARDS AVENUE Postponed to 08/28/12 39 

CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012·21: ADOPTION OF 
ORDINANCE NO. 2012·_, BILL NO. 2012·21: AN 
ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING 'rHE EXECUTION AND 
DELIVERY OF A LOAN AGREEMENT AND INTERCEPT 
AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA FE, 
NEW MEXICO (THE "GOVERNMENTAL UNIT") AND THE 
NEW MEXICO FINANCE AUTHORITY, EVIDENCING A 
SPECIAL, LIMITED OBLIGATION OF THE GOVERNMENTAL 
UNIT TO PAY A PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF $5,000,000, 
TOGETHER WITH INTEREST THEREON, FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF DEFRAYING THE COST OF PURCHASING, 
FURNISHING, EQUIPPING, REHABILITATING, MAKING 
ADDITIONS TO AND MAKING IMPROVEMENTS TO THE 
RAILYARD CONDO UNIT FOR EXISTING AND FUTURE 
MUNICIPAL FACILITIES; ET AL. Postponed to 09/12/12 40 

MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER None 40 

MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK Information 40 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY Information/discussion 40-43 

ADJOURN 43 
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MINUTES OF THE 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE 


GOVERNING BODY 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 


August 8, 2012 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Aregular meeting of the Governing Body of the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico, was called to order 
by Mayor David Coss, on Wednesday, August 8, 2012, at approximately 5:00 p.m., in the City Hall Council 
Chambers. Following the Pledge of Allegiance, Salute to the New Mexico flag, and the Invocation, roll call 
indicated the presence of aquorum, as follows: 

Members Present 
Mayor David Coss 

Councilor Rebecca Wurzburger, Mayor Pro-Tern 

Councilor Patti J. Bushee 

Councilor Christopher Calvert 

Councilor Bill Dimas 

Councilor Carmichael A Dominguez 

Councilor Peter N. Ives 

Councilor Christopher M. Rivera 

Councilor Ronald S. Trujillo 


Others Attending 
Robert Romero, City Manager 

Geno Zamora, City Attorney 

Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk 

Melessia Helberg. Council Stenographer 


6. APPROVAL OF AMENDED AGENDA 

Robert Romero, City Attorney, said Item H(10 had been added to the Amended Agenda. He said 
at the request of the Fire Department, staff is asking to withdraw Item H(3). He said Items H(7) and H(8) 
are postponed to the Council meeting of August 28,2012. and Item H(9) is postponed to the Council 
meeting of September 12, 2012. 

MOTION: Councilor Wurzburger moved, seconded by Councilor Dominguez, to approve the agenda as 
amended. 

VOTE: The motion was approved on avoice vote with Councilors Bushee, Calvert, Dimas, Dominguez, 
Ives, Rivera, Trujillo and Wurzburger voting for the motion and none against. 



7. 	 APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR 

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

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 
Councilor Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 

a} 	 (Removed for discussion by Councilor Calvert]. 

b) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF CONSTRUCTION IMPROVEMENTS - HILLSIDE TO 
CROSS OF THE MARTYRS PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT USING BID 
12102lB ON CALL ROADWAY & TRAILS CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT; 
TLC PLUMBING & UTILITY. (LeANN VALDEZ) 

c) 	 (Removed for discussion by Councilor Rivera] 

d) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - THIRD 
PARTY ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES FOR COMPREHENSIVE INSURANCE 
COVERAGE, CLAIMS ADMINISTRATION AND BROKER SERVICES FOR CITY OF 
SANTA FE; CANNON COCHRAN MANAGEMENT SERVICE, INC. (BARBARA 
BOLTREK) 

e) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF SECOND REQUEST FOR 2010 GENERAL 
OBLIGATION BOND AWARD AND AGREEMENT - SUPPLEMENT LOCAL FUNDING 
FOR LIBRARY MATERIALS FOR SANTA FE PUBLIC LIBRARY; STATE OF NEW 
MEXICO DEPARTMENT OF CULTURAL AFFAIRS, STATE LIBRARY DIVISION FUND 
47800 CAPITAL APPROPRIATION PROJECT. (PATRICIA HODAPP) 
1. 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF BUDGET INCREASE - GRANT FUND. 

f) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF PROCUREMENT UNDER STATE PRICE 
AGREEMENT - TWO (2) WORK TRUCKS AND ONE (1) BACKHOE FOR FACILITIES 
MAINTENANCE DIVISION; DON CHALMERS FORD AND ADOBE TRUCK & 
EQUIPMENT. (ROBERT RODARTE) 
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g) REQUEST TO PUBLISH NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON SEPTEMBER 12, 2012: 

1) 	 BILL NO. 2012·26: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 24·2.6 SFCC 1987, 
TO EXTEND THE TRUCK BAN CURRENTLY IN PLACE ON CAMINO CARLOS 
REY TO CALLE DE ORIENTE NORTE (COUNCILOR TRUJILLO, COUNCILOR 
BUSHEE AND COUNCILOR DIMAS). (JOHN ROMERO) 

2) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK 
GRANT 2011·2012 CONSOLIDATED ANNUAL PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
REVIEW (CAPER). (KIM DICOME) 

h) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
FOR CASE #2012·25, 203 E. SANTA FE AVENUE, REZONING TO RAC, AND CASE 
#2012·83, APPEAL OF THE JUNE 7, 2012 DECISION OF THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION IN CASE #2012·54 DENYING NEW MEXICO OIL & GAS ASSOCIATION 
A SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR A PROFESSIONAL OFFICE AT 203 E. SANTA FE 
AVENUE. (KELLEY BRENNAN) 

i) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
FOR CASE #2012-45, 424 ACEQUIA MADRE REZONING TO RC-8 AC. (KELLEY 
BRENNAN) 

j) 	 PURSUANT TO RESOLUTION #2012·32, REPORT REGARDING BEST PRACTICES 
RELATED TO SPECIAL DISPENSER PERMITS AND AMENDMENTS TO STATE LAW 
TO PREVENT ABUSE OF THE SPECIAL DISPENSER LICENSE PROCESS. (ALFRED 
WALKER) 

8. 	 APPROVAL OF MINUTES: REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JULY 25, 2012 

MOTION: Councilor Wurzburger moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, to approve the minutes of the 
Regular City Council meeting of July 25,2012, as presented. 

VOTE: The motion was approved on avoice vote with Councilors Bushee, Calvert, Dimas, Dominguez, 
Ives. Rivera, Trujillo and Wurzburger voting for the motion and none against. 

9. 	 PRESENTATIONS 

a) 	 EMPLOYEE OF THE MONTH FOR AUGUST 2012 - LORI SOLIZ, COMMUNITY 
SERVICES DEPARTMENT, MAIN LIBRARY. (5 MINUTES) 

Mayor Coss read the letter of nomination into the record. 

Ms. Soliz thanked the City, saying said she did what anyone would do under the circumstances. 
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b) 	 PROCLAMATION - "JOE SCHEPPS DAY" - AUGUST 8, 2012. 

Mayor Coss read a Proclamation into the record declaring August 8, 2012, as Joe Schepps Day in 
Santa Fe. Mayor Coss presented Mr. Schepps with acopy of the proclamation and a plaque. 

Councilor Wurzburger said many other business persons, long ago, at multiple times, would have 
given up on Sanbusco and Mr. Schepps never did. She said his legacy of Sanbusco as an economic 
element of the Railyard will remain for years to come, and Santa Fe will continue to be grateful to Mr. 
Schepps for his leadership, vision, passion, and grace in making decisions under pressure. 

Joe Schepps thanked the City for this honor, saying he doesn't think any other town would have 
afforded him the opportunities to do what he has done. He said he loves Santa Fe very much. He said, 
"Thank you, thank you, thank you, thank you, thank you." 

c) 	 VANESSA VIGIL - CITIZEN RECOGNITION FOR HER ASSISTANCE TO THE SANTA 
FE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

Captain Aric Wheeler read a letter into the record thanking and praiSing Vanessa Vigil for her 
assistance in stopping inappropriate behavior. He said she saw something happen that was inappropriate 
and used her cell phone to gather information which helped to build acase for the Police Department. 

Captain Wheeler presented Ms. Vigil with aplaque, thanking her for her brave efforts. On behalf 
of Target management, he presented Ms. Vigil with a$100 Visa gift card. 

Ms. Vigil thanked the Police Department and the City for this honor and for their support for 
everything. 

Ms. Vigil was given astanding ovation. 

CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION 

10 (a) 	 BIDS NO. 12126/B - SANTA FE RIVER PARK - EL PARQUE DEL RIO RENOVATIONS 
AND IMPROVEMENTS AND AGREEMENT BETWEEN OWNER AND CONTRACTOR; 
LOCKWOOD CONSTRUCTION COMPANY. (BRIAN DRYPOLCHER) 
A. 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF BUDGET INCREASE - PROJECT FUND 

Councilor Bushee said on page 8of the packet, Deductive Altemate No.3 provides, "... Delete all 
striping required for East Alameda Street from Delgado Road to East Palace Avenue." She asked if that is 
on-road striping. 
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Mr. Drypolcher said Deductive Alternate No.3 included the narrowing of a portion of Alameda 
Street, which would mean the current striping would be rendered obsolete and new striping would be 
required. He said, with the deduction of Deductive Alternate No.3, Alameda is not being narrowed at that 
location, so there is no reason to change the location. He said it was for on-street striping, but the striping 
is staying as is. 

Councilor Bushee said then the bike lanes would be there. 


Mr. Drypolcher said there is alot of parking "along there,· and doesn't believe there are any 

dedicated bicycle lanes, but there are sharrows, and that striping and signage would remain. 

Councilor Bushee asked if there is room to put in a bicycle lane. 

Mr. Drypolcher said to include abicycle lane, it would be necessary to get of a lot of the parking 
along the south side of Alameda, and knows of no plans to do that this time. 


MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Wurzburger, to approve this request. 


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


For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 

Councilor Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 


Against: None. 


10 (c) 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF SERVICES AGREEMENT - FY 2013 PARATRANSIT 
SERVICES FOR SANTA FE COUNTY RESIDENTS; CITY OF SANTA FE AND ST. 
VINCENT HOSPITAL D/BH/A CHRISTUS ST. VINCENT REGIONAL MEDICAL 
CENTER. (JON BULTHUIS) 

Councilor Rivera said he is an employee of St. Vincent Regional Medical Center, and he removed 
this item to recuse himself from participation and voting on this Item. 

MOTION: Councilor Calvert moved, seconded by Councilor Trujillo, to approve this request. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 
Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 


Recused: Councilor Rivera. 
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****************************************************** 
END OF CONSENT CALENDAR DISCUSSION 
****************************************************** 

11. 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012· 71: (COUNCILOR WURZBURGER) A 
RESOLUTION DECLARING SEPTEMBER 15TH AS "OPAl DAY" IN THE CITY OF SANTA FE; 
RECOGNIZING AND CELEBRATING THE VAST CONTRIBUTIONS THAT GREECE AND 
GREEKS HAVE MADE THROUGH THE AGES TO OUR WAY AND QUALITY OF LIFE. 

Councilor Wurzburger asked Alex Pataxis and Elaine Dundon to talk about this wonderful idea. 

Councilor Dominguez said he had the opportunity to sit on one of the Mayor's radio shows during 
the Greek Festival and learned a lot. 

Mr. Pataxis thanked Councilor Wurzburger for introducing this Resolution. He said on September 
15,2010. he and Elaine were in Greece. He said they started to do a lot of things to try to reinvent and 
rebrand Greece and help people understand and recognize the contributions Greece has made over many 
centuries and millennia to arts, drama. theater, language, science, medicine, architecture - so much of 
what Santa Fe is about, and of course democracy. He said on September 15. 2010, with the support of 
the Mayor of Rethymno, Crete, Greece, they declared the first Opa Day, noting more than 400 people from 
around the world attended the event in Rethymno. which was the first City in Greece to recognize Opa 
Day. He said September 15th is also the day recognized by the U.N. as the International Day of 
Democracy. He said, unfortunately, the U.N. did little to recognize from where democracy came. and one 
of the reasons this day was chosen. 

Mr. Pataxis said last year Opa Day was celebrated in different organizations. restaurants. 
businesses. schools and such on 5 continents. and this year it will be celebrated for the first time in China. 
He said many Greeks came to New Mexico as explorers with the Spanish Conquistadors. He said he 
would like Santa Fe to be the first City in North America to recognize Opa Day before others do, noting 
Santa Fe is the oldest Capitol City in New Mexico. He said there are proposals in Toronto, Chicago, New 
York and other places with large Greek communities. 

MOTION: Councilor Wurzburger moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, to adopt Resolution No. 2012-71. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 
Councilor Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 
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12. 	 CIP #859A - ST. FRANCIS CROSSING FROM THE ACEQUIA TRAIL TO RAILYARD; 
REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF RECOMMENDATION FOR PROJECT DEVELOPMENT. 
(ISAAC PINO) 

Councilor Bushee said she sat in a lot of meetings around this issue, and doesn't have asense 
that everyone is ready to make adecision on this, and asked "if you would like to take another pass 
through BTAC." She said ahybrid also was floating around. She would like to refer this back to BTAC, 
look at the hybrid. 

MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Rivera to refer Item 12 back to the Bicycle 
and Trails Advisory Committee. 

DISCUSSION: Mayor Coss said he supports the motion. He said, "I just want to say on the record that we 
have heard from the School for the Deaf several times, and they support an above-grade crossing, and just 
as a Santa Fean who lived here before S1. Francis Drive went through, knitting the community back 
together with overpasses and underpasses and ways to get across that road is an important thing, so I 
think it does deserve more study." 

Councilor Wurzburger asked for clarification of the Motion which came from Public Works, because it didn't 
choose one option or the other, and took aposition that further study was needed. 

Mr. Pino said he can't give the specific wording, but "what you just stated is exactly where they went with 
it." He said no decision, nor selection was made, and it was brought forward so that it could be studied 
further. 

Councilor Wurzburger said the clear intention of the action from her perception as Chair, that this was by 
no means an end to the process, but the Public Works Committee didn't want to move forward with it at 
this time, and it was brought forward so it could be studied further. 

Mayor Cess said this is the conversation he had with Councilor Wurzburger, which was to continue the 
investigation of the options. 

Councilor Trujillo asked Councilor Wurzburger if she wanted clarification about what was voted on at Public 
Works, and Councilor Wurzburger said yes. 

Councilor Trujillo said what happened at Public Works was he made a motion for abridge which died for 
lack of asecond. A motion was then made for an underpass, which was a tie vote, with the Chair voting 
against the motion. He said amotion was then made to send it forward to Council without 
recommendation. 

Councilor Wurzburger said the recommendation was to have further study of it, but it wasn't tied to a 
Committee. 
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Mayor Coss said he thinks sending it back to BTAC again is appropriate. He said Mr. Pino's Memo says 
the recommendation from Public Works was ".. ceasing further development of the project." However, he 
doesn't think the Public Works Committee wanted to cease examination of the options. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 
Councilor Rivera and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: Councilor Trujillo. 

Explaining her vote: Councilor Wurzburger said, "Yes. And with the understanding that it is to 
consider both options, not one option." Councilor Calvert said there are 3options. Councilor 
Wurzburger said, "Three options. Yes, correct. 3options including the no-build option." Mayor 
Coss that that makes it 4 options. Councilor Wurzburger said, "Yes. Options. Including people. 
That was number 5, and we actually spent a lot of time talking about how maybe this didn't have to 
be done by engineering solution." 

13. 	 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF PROPOSED EMPLOYEE WELLNESS PROGRAM. (VICKI 
GAGE) 

MOTION: Councilor Dominguez moved, seconded by Councilor Calvert, to approve this request. 

DISCUSSION: Councilor Dominguez said, "I just want to get it out there and just say, so there's no 
conversation privately, or even publicly, or they can have it if they want. I'm probably one that could take 
advantage of the wellness program, so there you go." He said, "For the most part, the record shows that I, 
and others have been in support of this concept, or this idea. We approved it at the City Council during our 
budget hearing. And some of the other initiatives that I have going forward at Council are in support of this 
kind of concept as well. I think we, as aGoverning Employee, want to invest in our employees. We want 
to make sure that our employees are healthy. And this was brought up in the context that wellness is tied 
to our health insurance premium cost, and that is the way it was brought up in the budget hearings that we 
had beginning in March, or whenever it was, April." 

Councilor Dominguez continued, "But there's some things that I'm frustrated about. The Governing Body 
has the fiduciary duty to make sure that we have abalanced budget and that budget is implemented and 
that budget is reflective of the priorities we have as aGoverning Body through the citizens or 
constituencies that we have. But this has changed anumber of times, and I'll get to acouple of examples 
of where my frustration lies. During the budget hearings, the May 21 st Memo, it basically said that wenness 
programs provide employees free access to the GCCC. Then when we get to the May 30th Memo - it was 
aMay 24th Memo that was approved at the May 30th City Council meeting where we approved the budget. 
And the language was actually changed. It said, "Provide employees and their family members, who are 
covered dependents on the employee City of Santa Fe Health Insurance Plan, free access to the GCCC. 
Against, wellness tied to health insurance premium costs. And I don't think that anyone has aproblem with 
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that, except my problem was that I didn't know that that change in that Memo was made, and I didn't read 
the Memo and I should have. But. nonetheless I felt like it was kinda just placed in there and nobody told 
me about that change. Nonetheless, we approved it and what it comes down to is that I had a 
conversation with another City Councilor to find out if Iwas over-reacting to that change, and I felt like 
maybe it could come back to the Finance Committee so we can look at fiscal impacts, because (lgain, we 
want to have good data to make sure that we make the appropriate responsible decisions during the next 
budget cycle: 

Councilor Dominguez continued, "So then, we get to the June 18th Finance Committee meeting, and that's 
where we start to get into the fiscal impact, and we didn't have that information before. $24,000, that's 
what it was reported at the time. But, "m going to give you two examples of why this is frustrating for me, 
even more. I'm in support of it, but it's frustrating. I felt like really it was maybe shoved down our throats if 
you will." 

Councilor Dominguez continued, "If you look at the packet, and if you look at page 4, and you look at the 
background, and I guess maybe... Robert do you want me to ask your staff, or do you want me to ask you 
these questions." 

Mr. Romero said, "Councilor, ask the question and I'll decide if Iwant to...." 

Councilor Dominguez said, "What it says here is that City employees... on May 30,2012, the Governing 
Body approval recommendation by Group Insurance Benefits Committee, that would allow all City 
employees and their family members who are covered on the employee health insurance to utilize the 
GCCC and the Ft. Marcy and Salvador Perez recreational facility free of charge. That was not in the 
Memo that was approved in City Council. The Memo actually... the memo, I'm not talking about what was 
said, the memo itself did not include the other facilities. That's really relatively minor." 

Councilor Dominguez continued, "But I want you then to look at, and this is where the frustration really 
comes in .. I had to print this out to make sure that I was reading it right. Again, we have afiduciary 
responsibility to make sure that we have a budget that's taking care of and implemented and all this other 
stuff. Look at page 16 of the packet, it's really the FIR. 16 is the second page of the FIR. And look at 
page 5. And I want to make sure that I'm reading this correctly. On page 5, you've got $29,000 Increase 
Wellness Coordinator Hours. And it's coming out of Fund 5700. That's reflected in the FIR as well. 
Correct. Then if you look at Item 3 on page 5, Impact on current Admin GCCC Staff for $10,000, and that's 
coming out of Fund 5700. But if you look at the FIR on page 16, that $10,000'says its coming out of Fund 
6107. Am I reading that correctly." 

Mr. Romero said he didn't create the FIR and he was gone Thursday and Friday when it was created. 

Ms. Gage said, "There is some confusion between me and GCCC staff on that $10,000. That $10,000 
does come out of Fund 6107." 

Councilor Dominguez said, "That's fine, but it's not reflected in page 5of the Memo that we have." 
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Ms. Gage said, "And you're referring to the chart that I put.... yes." 

Councilor Dominguez said, "And that's just part of that frustration. If you go further down, and you look at 
the gift cards for atotal of $45,265. In the Page 5 memo it says it's coming out of 6107, and if you look at 
the fiscal year 13114, $45,265, it says irs coming out of Fund 5700." 

Ms. Gage apologized, saying the 5700 was reflecting the $3,000 for Fiscal 12113 for the card scanner. 
She said the $45,265 comes out of Fund 6107. 

Councilor Dominguez said, "That's not what this says. And so again, having that fiduciary responsibility to 
make sure that the budget is legitimate. No, I already made a motion. I just want to express my 
frustrations and the Goveming Body can move this forward if they want to, but I think I just want that those 
concems noted for the record. So that's alii have Mayor, thank you." 

Councilor Wurzburger said she respects Councilor Dominguez's frustration and is sorry about the 
confusion in the numbers. She said the work in which he has been engaged, with respect to promoting 
this as apriority of the City is extremely important. She said, "I also would like immediately to have a 
healthy food station outside the Council Chambers." She said she knows they are working on that 
independently. 

MO'flON: Councilor Wurzburger moved to approve this as aone-year program, and then refer it back to 
the Finance Committee for consideration to get it to their level of satisfaction. MAYOR COSS NOTED 
THERE ALREADY IS AMOTION FOR APPROVAL ON THE FLOOR BY COUNCILOR DOMINGUEZ. 

FRIENDLY AMENDMENT: Councilor Wurzburger said she accepts the Motion and would like the Chair 
and Staff to work with the Finance Committee to clarify the numbers for levels 2 and 3. THE 
AMENDMENT WAS FRIENDLY TO THE MAKER AND SECOND AND THERE WERE NO OBJECTIONS 
BY THE OTHER MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNING BODY. 

Councilor Calvert said as we discussed this at the Finance Committee, the sentiment was that we wanted 
the follow-up and commitment programs to start immediately. He said those didn't kick in until year 2and 
year 3. He said, "In other words, when you do some of the screening, and if it comes back indicating 
something, then at that point you will commit. It's part of the privilege of free at GCCC you'll commit to one 
of these programs as is appropriate. I think we expressed that theme, that we wanted that to kick in 
immediately." 

Councilor Dominguez said, if I read this correctly, the first year essentially is part of the screening, and the 
intent is to start some of that immediately. 

Councilor Dimas reiterated what was said. He recalls 3tiers were discussed at that Finance Committee 
meeting. He said his suggestion is just to move forward with this, commenting we've spent enough time 
on this already, and we already voted on this initially, and the vote was unanimous that this program move 
forward and that all of the people on the premium plan with the insurance program be given free access to 
the GCCC. 
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Councilor Dimas said, "I think the 3-tiered program for the wellness program is agood program. I don't 
have aproblem with that. However, I think that it should be a voluntary thing and not some kind of a 
mandatory thing for them to have access to the GCCC. I don't think that was the intent of the Council 
when we actually voted for this issue at the time. And it was because they were actually going to pay more 
for their insurance, and the Benefits Committee would like to exchange, in other words the cost and be 
given free access to the GCCC, and that was avote that this Council took. So I would just recommend 
that we bite the bullet and do this as it stands and give them access to the GCCC as soon as possible and 
get this thing going and the 3-tier program be avolunteer program that the employees can undertake if 
they wish to co that." 

Councilor Wurzburger hopes that Finance can look at this sooner, rather than later. She said, "I'm not 
saying look at it over the next year. It's whatever clarification you made on those subsequent phases of 
the program and hopefully Finance can get back to that and come back as soon as we can with it, if you 
choose, a three year program, but for now, aone-year effort." 

Councilor Calvert said part of this concept is we want our employees to be healthier, and as a result we 
hoped our insurance costs would come down and be more sustainable. He said, "I think that's why we 
said, like if you look at page 6of our thing, your true incentive, it talks about taking the risk assessment on­
line and attend two City-sponsored wellness activities and contests. And when we diSCUSSed this at 
Finance, we said not just attend any two, we want them specific to what is indicated by the screenings, and 
that we actually would like to see that start in year 1, because the sooner you start on that, the sooner 
you're going to get to realizing the benefits that the program is intended for." 

Councilor Bushee said at Finance this wasn't the most well put together program presentation and it was 
pretty confusing. 

Councilor Bushee said, "Just to be clear, if we're just voting tonight on year-one incentive, it does not 
include the $75 gift card. That's year two, correct. So, that helps me a little bit, because you back page on 
page 17 of our packet of the FIR, it starts out by saying that we're basing our current payroll deduction on 
87 employees that use the GCCC, whereas then you're going to have health care rewards for 500 
employees. It's been very weird the projections. The expectation is there may be 500 employees, but 
you're only basing your budget right now on 87 employees. And what we asked for at Finance, was that 
you make sure the program included all the facilities, even though they're all free. But just that all of them 
participate. So if you are able to move into year 2or some other form of that program, we'll at least be 
able to gauge how well it worked in the first place. And so that I understand...." 

FRIENDLY AMENDMENT: Councilor Bushee asked to amend the motion "that it be a mandatory 
requirement from the start, that whoever chooses to participate and enroll at GCCC or any of the facility for 
no cost, that they also have to sign up for the United Health Care Wellness Program, and work on things 
like diabetes prevention and other things." THE AMENDMENT WAS FRIENDLY TO THE MAKER AND 
SECOND AND THERE WERE NO OBJECTIONS BY THE OTHER MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNING 
BODY. 
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Councilor Calvert said, "What I was talking about is that we need some of these things that are indicated to 
be initiated and participation to start right away." 

Councilor Bushee said, "We made that part of the recommendation at Finance." 

Councilor Bushee asked, with regard to the impact on current adm. GCCC staff, if this means we have to 
add somebody, or if you are taking it from the General Fund to put in the GCCC Fund - what is that cost. 

Ms. Gage said where the confusion on this is that Dr. Sue Perry has a $10,000 budget already coming out 
of 6107 that she uses for the programs that she's been doing. Where the confusion comes from, on the 
FIR that was provided, it was showing that additional staff time and energy would cost about $9,000 which 
would be absorbed, and there would be no new personnel. It would be employees already there and 
budgeted for those hours. 

Councilor Bushee said then it's not really astart up cost to this program, and why does the $10,000 have 
to be there, and asked if "we can strike that $10,000 to start." 

Ms. Gage said the $10,000 is already part of the budget, so it's already absorbed in the budget. She said 
the $9,000 in the FIR prepared by the GCCC is already absorbed, so those aren't new costs, those are 
absorbed costs. The new costs would be $29,000 for wellness coordinator's position to from 20 hours to 
32 hours and in years 2-3, the $75 gift cards, and in year 1 a $3,000 card reader to replace the current 
reader that is in use right now. 

Ms. Vigil said the old card reader has died, and to track everyone who uses the facility. she needs to 
produce amembership card. She is in the process of purchasing anew one. which will be acost 
associated with the program as well. 

Councilor Bushee said it is hoped there will be asavings in insurance programs. She thinks anything that 
isn't astart-up cost should be stricken. She asked about the tracking so we can know how effective the 
program is working out, and she will re-emphasize it in the motion if necessary. 

Ms. Perry said the idea of health risk assessment and biometric screen is a baseline to get people started 
on wellness. as well we work with United Health Care and this information is plugged into its system and 
can track this information for this. She said they can come up with a report when requested for the people 
who have completed the health risk assessment this year and plugged in their biometric screening 
numbers, so we'll know they are eligible for the card use at the recreation center. It will also indicate how 
many people are doing this. 

Councilor Bushee said then they will be doing the tracking. She asked for clarification that the additional 
funding for the Wellness Coordinator hours is not coming out of GCCC. She is behind the program, but 
she is concerned about how the GCCC budget is going to be impacted. She said the City continues to 
subsidize that facility with taxpayer dollars, and wants to be sure this is awise investment, and doesn't 
think the GCCC should be paying for Sue Perry. 
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Ms. Gage said the reason it is coming out of that fund is because that is where Dr. Perry's salary currently 
is paid. 

Councilor Bushee said it is an accounting thing, but she doesn't understand it, and "I don't really know that 
it's agood idea for GCCC to paying for that. Is there another fund that's recommended." 

Mr. Romero said he understands Sue Perry is paid from Human Resources, but she has been moved to 
the GCCC because it was felt at that time it was more appropriate that she was there. He said he believes 
the money is transferred from the HR in General Fund to the GCCC to pay Sue Perry. He said it is 
proposed that the additional funding for the wellness program would come from the Insurance Fund 
because the additional work would be to help the Insurance Fund. She would be paid partly from HR at 
the GCCC, and the additional costs would be paid by the Insurance Fund. 

Councilor Bushee asked that the FIR be redone to make it clear what will be coming from the GCC, so she 
will be more comfortable with this. 

Councilor Ives said he would like to echo the comments of Councilors Calvert and Bushee to immediately 
implement the requirement for people to attend wellness programs. 

FRIENDLY AMENDMENT: Councilor Ives would like to amend the motion to "moving from the year 2 
incentive the language that says 'and attend two City sponsored wellness activities or contests' up into the 
year 1incentive so that it specifically provides that." THE AMENDMENT WAS FRIENDLY TO THE 
MAKER AND SECOND AND 'rHEIR WERE NO OBJECTIONS BY THE OTHER MEMBERS OF THE 
GOVERNING BODY. 

Councilor Bushee asked if this includes the health assessment, and Mayor Coss said they have to do that 
to start. 

Councilor Ives said they do that in any event in year one, so this is just adding those additional programs 
that were meant to be in the plan in year 2, which we would like to see happen in year 1. The reason we 
are doing this is to ultimately save our insurance costs 

Councilor Bushee said, "We really need to look at what we serve at that cafe or cafeteria at the GCCC. I 
know they started trying at one point somebody serving healthier food, but everyone wants burgers and 
fries. This is all part of our healthy community thing here. We should really be.. ." 

Councilor Rivera asked Ms. Gage, "Just so we are clear on this, and I've heard from several City 
employees, but this is just for membership specifically to the GCCC, just membership into the facility. 
Once you get in, there is a fee for ice skating, for swimming, that is not free to employees." 

Ms. Vigil said, "The swimming part is. It's for the drop-in fee to get into the Center, but it doesn't cover 
lessons, camps, clinics, skatin~ rentals, class, just entrance to the facility." 

Councilor Rivera asked if it includes swimming. 
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Ms. Vigil said you can swim and there is no additional cost to swim. 


Councilor Rivera said when he was in the Fire Department, he was always under the impression that 

benefits, regardless of whether they're great or bad had to be negotiated with the unions. He said if he 

were in the union he would want to get this into the contract right away, so after Year 1, there's no way to 

put astop to it. He said it is abenefit with amonetary value and he believes it should be negotiated with 

each of the 3 unions. 


Ms. Gage said each of the 3 unions have membership and representation on the Group Insurance Benefits 

Committee, and it was their suggestion if we want to reduce our costs, we should encourage wellness. 

She said it was agreed in the Committee, but it was not negotiated during contract negotiations. She ~aid 


the thought at the time was to see how it would work and if it would make adifference. 


Councilor Rivera asked if the intention is to negotiate it or to do an MOU which might be included in the 

contract. 


Ms. Gage said they can't do an MOU, because the contract can't be changed through an MOU. 


Mr. Rivera asked what has been done in the past with mid-stream changes. 


Mr. Romero said, "I think the only thing that is in the contracts, and I believe it's in police and fire, has 

something to do with co-pays, but I don't believe anything else to do with our insurance bene'flt is in... it's 

not in AFSCME I don't believe, but I believe it is in Police and Fire. I think our thought was that this is part 

of the of the insurance benefit. and we haven't put that in the contract before.H 


Councilor Rivera said what I'm saying is that benefits have always been negotiated, or a topic of 

negotiation, and this clearly is abenefit with amonetary value, and he wants to make sure where it will be 

ayear from now. 


Councilor Ives said it was discussed at Finance that these were intended as incentives as opposed to 

benefits, commenting that language was discussed back and forth, and his tacit assumption has been that 

incentives per se do not need to negotiated as part of the contracts, and that they're outside of that benefit 

designation which otherwise would me it something that would be subject to negotiation. 


Councilor Rivera said, "With all due respect, I believe there are many incentives in the contract now that 

are negotiated, maybe since they were pulled out via past negotiating sessions, but I believe incentives are 

also abenefit. Am I correct. Incorrect." 


Judith Amer, Assistant City Attorney said, "This is part of the health benefit. If you go to the gift card part, 

that might be an incentive, but this is an enhanced benefit program, that's what they call it. The words 

incentive benefit get mixed up. But if it's anon-taxable transaction, it's an enhanced benefit that has 

certain criteria set out by the Council and staff as to how to get the enhanced benefit.· 


Councilor Rivera said, "So enhanced benefits don't need to be negotiated." 


City of Santa Fe Council Meeting: August 8, 2012 Page 14 



Mr. Romero said, "For whatever reason, Police and Fire, I believe, have the $10 copay in their contract. 
AFSCME has, I don't believe, nothing regarding the specifics of co-pays or emergency room copays in 
their contracts, and I believe the Benefits Committee was put together to work together instead of 
negotiating with each union. But I guess it could be put into the contracts, but it seems like the Benefits 
Committee has worked well, because all 3 [unions] are working together, along with management, so 
everybody in essence negotiates the same thing. I think in the past, there's been times when one union 
might negotiate one specific benefit a little bit different than the others, so I guess it's mixed, and it could 
be in each contract, or it could stay out. If we had direction, we could move in either direction." 

Councilor Rivera said he just trying to figure out where it will it go ayear from now, on which he is unclear. 
However, he does support this and believes it is agood idea, but if he were aunion President he would 
like the opportunity to negotiate that. 

Councilor Dimas noted the program was supposed to start July 1$., and asked how quickly can we begin­
what is the target date. 

Ms. Gage said the plan was to use the GCCC as the pilot for the first two months. The wellness staff was 
looking to do employee enrollment into the incentive part of the wellness program during October through 
December to make it effective January. She would defer to Dr. Perry to see if it is possible to move up the 
date. 

Ms Perry said if it is moved up, it that it doesn't give her sufficient time to let everybody know how it will 
work, to educate them on how to take the health risk assessment and to set up dates when people can 
come in and bring their proof of the other items which are needed as detailed in the Committee packet. 
She said they will be fortunate to be able to do a free biometric screening sponsored by the City in October 
2012. She said, thanks to Project Hope, this will be the only year they would be able to do it for free. 

Ms. Perry said the idea is that they need time to get this program up and running properly. 

Councilor Dimas said it sounds as though it is amandatory thing then, before they can use the GCCC, and 
Ms. Perry said this is correct. 

Councilor Dimas said he had suggested that this be avoluntary program, but if they are going to have to 
wait until January to start using the GCCC, they've lost 6 months and it comes back to the Council for 
approval again during the budget cycle. He doesn't think that works, and wants this to be avoluntary 
things for the employees, but he can't support it if it is amandatory thing before being able to use the 
GCCC. 

Councilor Calvert said it is avoluntary program, and employees still can go to the GCCC anytime they 
want, it just won't be free. 

Councilor Dimas said, "Then it's not voluntary, it's mandatory." 

Councilor Calvert said he doesn't see it that way. 

City of Santa Fe Council Meeting: AugustS. 2012 Page 15 



Councilor Dimas said, "It's mandatory if you are going to be able to use the GCCC. You still have to pay, 
so what's the difference. What's the benefit or what's the incentive there." 

Councilor Wurzburger said, "My understanding is the only twist on this is tying it into the concept of linking 
it with the insurance, and that's the uniqueness of the program. And that we're not yet... maybe as we go 
through this and learn more about having really positive results, we can have agoal of saying, anytime a 
City person wants to go to any our facilities and work-out [inaudible] and for free, but that's not where I 
think we are budget-wise, but I'm inferring, not being on Finance, as to why you went down that path." 

Councilor Dominguez said this is true. He said during the budget hearings this was to get employees 
involved in awellness program to get health costs down. He said this comes down to how we measure 
that. He said if we have 300 partiCipating employees, but health insurance costs aren't going down, we 
need to know why. 

Dr. Perry said she is always delighted to see people moving and doing more. She said, as ahalf-time 
employee she has worked hard to let employees know about the health risk assessment, takes gift cards 
to them, and she does as much marketing and hands-on signing up people as possible. She hasn't been 
able to get the percentage of engagement in any of the wellness program which would make adifference 
in costs and peoples' well-being. She said if we don't "have them do something like ahealth risk 
assessment, which we can tract, and the biometric screen, we have no way of tracking what it's doing. So 
if you want to do this because you think it's agreat thing, and you just know that we can't tell whether it will 
make adifference, that would be what you would get." 

Dr. Perry continued, "The other part of it is that people need to have skin in the game. And people can all 
appreciate that. And the bottom line is there's tons of precedence. My background, among other things is 
as abehaviorist, which is people know what they need to do, but they're not doing it. So part of it is 
offering incentives and benefits that say you don't have to do these things, absolutely. You'll still get your 
insurance. You'll still pay for whatever you do for it. However, if you want to use the GCCC for free, 
instead of paying the discounted rate, or you want agift card or you eventually want to get adiscount on 
your programs, then you need to sign up for some of these things that the wellness program is bringing to 
your places of work, because it's not just about the recreation center. It's also about bringing programs to 
sites, which I've been doing, so it's easy for people to participate and take advantage of these things. So 
that's the logic behind it Councilor Dimas." 

Councilor Dominguez said we probably should have brought Dr. Perry into the process earlier, because a 
lot of these issues would have been flushed out early on. He is still concerned about the difference 
between the words "incentive" and "benefit." He said the "last memo at the last Finance meeting called it an 
incentive, and we had this discussion with Mr. Pino, and there were acouple times he said benefit, but it 
was clearly indicated in the Memo that it was an incentive. And what I understand is there's areason why 
you call it abenefit versus an incentive, because of the IRS. And so I never got that clarified, unless it's in 
here somewhere that I didn't read. If it's a benefit, is it taxable, and if it is an incentive is it not taxable." 

Ms. Gage said, "Councilor Dominguez, you're correct, abenefit is part of the compensative package. An 
incentive is like agift card that would be ataxable type of exchange." 
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Councilor Dominguez said we were told at the last Finance Committee meeting it is an incentive, and now 
it's going to be taxable. 

Ms. Gage said, "No. It's not taxable. It's not an incentive. It's a benefit." 

Councilor Dominguez said that's not what it said, and again, part of his frustration. 

Ms. Gage said, "I understand. It was communicated by Teresita Garcia that it is abenefit." 

Councilor Dominguez said some of this could have been flushed out earlier, and "I can see why now that 
there was an attempt to kind of just make it go without any discussion. I can see why." 

Councilor Dominguez asked if the $10,000 will be an employee for the 5700 fund, or will the employee be 
spread throughout the program. 

Ms. Gage said the $10,000 is the current budget that Sue Perry uses for her Wellness activities, and it was 
inadvertently labeled in her memo as additional staff. The $10,000 has been budget which will be 
absorbed and does not come from 5700, that was error, and will come from Fund 6107, the Health Fund. 

Ms. Vigil said the request is to increase Sue Perry's hours from 20 to 32 hours, which is a$20,000 impact, 
and to increase current, part time, front desk staff employees hours from 20 too 32 hours aweek, which is 
the $9,000 difference. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, Councilor Rivera, 
Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: Councilor Dimas. 

Explaining her vote: Councilor Bushee, "Yes, but there's some unclear things, like whether the 
dependents are also having to avail themselves of all the wellness programs. If they participate. 
It's still a little loosey goosey, so if somebody can put it down on paper for me, that would help." 

14. 	 REQUEST FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF SANTA FE COUNTY'S REQUEST FOR A 
MASTER METER IN THE CITY'S WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM AND THE CLUB AT LAS 
CAMPANAS' USE OF TREATED EFFLUENT AS A BACKUP TO THE CLUB'S RAW WATER 
PIPELINE FOR GOLF COURSE IRRIGA'·ION. (BRIAN SNYDER AND MARCOS D. 
MARTINEZ) 

Acopy of the proposed Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Santa Fe and Santa 
Fe County for aMaster Meter Installation in the City Water Distribution System, with the amendments 
proposed by Councilor Wurzburger is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "1." 
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[NOTE on Exhibit "1": The amendment to Item #3 was incomplete and did not contain the 
language in the first part of the sentence, "In addition to being subject to the availability of 
supply,,,," Mr. Martinez said "I can insert that and make that part of the Agreement that the 
Council will approve and sign,"] 

Brian Snyder said two weeks ago, you heard a similar item, a request from Santa Fe County to 
purchase of water via an additional master meter, in accordance with our Water Resources Agreement. 
He said there is a proposed MOU in the packet which was drafted by City staff, between the City and 
county staff, for your consideration. He said at the July 25, 2012 Council meeting, the Council awarded 
temporary water service for two weeks. He said during that period the item was taken to the Public Utilities 
Committee for further discussion, noting the PUC moved this forward to Council without recommendation. 
He said the items in the packet consist of the handouts at the July 25th Council meeting. He said 
representatives from Santa Fe County and Las Campanas are in attendance to answer questions. 

Mayor Coss acknowledged that Commissioner Vigil, Steve Ross and Patricio Guerrerortiz are in 
attendance from the County. 

Councilor Wurzburger apologized to the people from the County, that she didn't think to move this 
item up on the agenda. 

MOTION: Councilor Wurzburger moved, seconded by Councilor Dominguez for purposes of discussion, to 
approve this request with the following two amendments: 

(1) 	 On page 1, New Item 3, replacing old Item 3. Conditions of Delivery: "In addition to being 
subject to the availability of supply, the County and the Club agree that the City shall 
deliver water to the County for the Club's golf course irrigation only when the BOD is 
unable to divert water for more than seven [7] days." 

(2) 	 On page 2, New Item 14, replacing the old Item 13. Term: "The term of this agreement 
shall be for 30 days from the date of approval. The parties may agree to extend the term 
by written mutual agreement." 

DISCUSSION: Councilor Bushee said she doesn't know what happened at PUC, saying she was hoping 
for minutes, and asked if the plan is or is not to provide effluent to Las Campanas and if that was 
considered at the PUC. 

Mr. Snyder said a number of things were considered and discussed at the PUC, one of which is the 
agreement before the Council tonight. 

Councilor Bushee said, "The title has been advertised as a backup use of treated effluent, and I don't know 
what transpired at PUC." 

Mr. Snyder reiterated that several options were discussed at PUC, one which is before the Council this 
evening, and another was the use of treated effluent. These were the two major discussions at PUC, and 
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pros and cons were listed for each of these options. He said no action came from the Public Utilities 
Committee as to which one to move forward. He said what is in the packet is based on Santa Fe County's 
original request for an additional master meter in accordance with the Water Resources Agreement. 

Councilor Bushee asked if the PUC discussed effluent, saying, "I thought that's what we mandated when 
we sent it to Committee." 

Councilor Calvert said it was discussed, but he doesn't believe anyone wants to go back on what we have 
done. He said, first of all, he doesn't believe it can be done that quickly and whether it will really help 
them. He said the County was insisting that it come out of its water allotment, noting the County wasn't 
asking for consideration of e'ffluent. The County made it clear that the County felt they had an agreement 
with us and they wanted to honor it. 

Councilor Bushee said, "The gentleman who spoke last, said give us acouple of weeks, we need the water 
now: 

Councilor Calvert said he understands, but that isn't what the County was saying to us. 

Councilor Bushee said, "So you didn't discuss it at PUC, what was last stated by the gentleman that 
represented the homeowners from Las Campanas." 

Councilor Calvert said no. 

Councilor Trujillo said, "You state about the delivery of water and Councilor Rivera brought it up, that as 
we're going right now, we're sending them an additional million of gallons aday." 

Mr. Snyder said that was discussed at the PUC, however, unfortunately, the BOD has not been able to 
divert during the last week because of the monsoonal activity, and causing sediment increases in the 
River. He said they did divert one evening and part of another which got Las Campanas in the 
neighborhood of 1million gallons, but that was one time. He said it was the intention in bringing the BOD 
back on line, if the River quality met our requirements, that we would provide additional water to Las 
Campanas, but that never materialized. 

Mayor Coss said Councilor Trujillo's question is iI it was from the master meter. 

Councilor Trujillo said he wants to be sure in this situation that they are not getting an additional million 
gallons to fill their ponds, which should have been filled up already. 

Mr. Snyder said, "I believe I understand you to say that this request for amaster meter would be to provide 
them additional water for purpose of irrigation and not to fill their ponds and irrigate. Currently, the way 
we've been doing it for the last two weeks, we've been providing them approximately 1million gallons a 
day for purposes of irrigation. During certain times of the year, as I understand from Las Campanas, that 
meets their requirements. During other times of the year, it's getting to the point where they're above a 
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million gallons aday, they're somewhere closer to 1.3 million gallons at day, at this current time. So this 
water would go toward irrigating the golf course." 

Councilor Ives said, "In the context of Councilor Wurzburger's motion, presumably that higher use of water 
is asummertime thing, primarily. Would that be an accurate statement." 

Mr. Snyder said it could occur during the summer monsoonal time periods, it could also occur during the 
Spring runoff, in which case, the quality of the water in the River from the runoff is such that we are not 
able to divert. He said during the Spring, less irrigation is happening at the golf course, and Las 
Campanas can speak to the quantities it would need, but it wouldn't as high as the quantity is used daily 
during the summer. 

Councilor Ives said presumably the 1million gallons per day which the County has agreed to deliver to 
Campanas would be used for irrigation which would be the use throughout the 30 day period proposed by 
Councilor Wurzburger. 

Mr. Snyder said there isn't a limit in the agreement. The 1million gallons aday has been used over and 
over as the approximate usage by Las Campanas, but there is no specific language in the agreement that 
calls out that they are limited to 1million gal/ons aday. 

Councilor Ives said, "It's certainly helpful to understand that, which I didn't before. And I suppose Iwould 
just ask, for clarification, is the reason this water is being delivered is because of pre-existing agreements 
between the City and County that require the City to deliver this water, essentially for the benefit of the 
County. And in this instance, the County is simply directing that that water be delivered to Las Campanas. 
Correct." 

Mr. Snyder said, "That is correct. The County in this instance is already a City customer and this is a 
request for an additional meter in accordance with the Water Resources Agreement, which is our City/ 
County customer agreement, and Las Campanas would be the ultimate beneficiary from the County. But, 
the City would be selling the County water as far as this. 

Councilor Ives said, pursuant to Paragraph 1of the Agreement, to be sure we're not over-committing on 
our obligation to deliver water under that Agreement, the water delivered pursuant to this Memo is 
deducted from the City's obligation to deliver water to the County under the Water Resources Agreement. 

Mr. Snyder said this is correct. 

Councilor Calvert said one of the phrases in the agreement is the last sentences of Item #1 , as follows: 
Under the WRA §11, Points of Delivery, "Additional points of delivery may be requested by the County with 
the consent of the City, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld," He said the key word is 
unreasonably, and he asked staff to provide an opinion on that. 
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Geno Zamora, City Attorney, "I'll give a thumbnail sketch of that analysis, starting from the premise that 
Brian Snyder just mentioned, that the Water Resources Agreement is essentially acustomer agreement 
where the County is acustomer and City water is being sold to that customer under those agreements. 
However, you look to parallels and analogies, such as the LandlordfTenant relationship, where this is, 
instead of it being a City structure, and you are asking the tenant for a reasonable use of the City structure, 
while in this instance, you're talking about City water and you're examining a reasonable use of City water. 
That is why there are recitals regarding balancing the use of the water, and the quantities. So, in that 
reasonableness analysis, the City may consider the ultimate use of the water in this reasonableness 
analysis and consider whether balancing all the uses of the available City water that is being sold to 
customers, is it reasonable to deliver the water for this purpose, for the purposes being considered tonight. 
That's the thumbnail sketch." 

Councilor Ives asked, "is there any indication that the delivery of this water pursuant to this agreement 
would result in any shortage of supply on behalf of the City to any of its other water customers." 

Mr. Zamora deferred to Brian Snyder. 

Mr. Snyder said, "I don't think I have astraightforward answer, other than under the Water Resources 
Agreement we have an obligation to provide up to 500 afy or 850 afy, depending on drought conditions, to 
the County, as identified in the Water Resources Agreement now, through 3 metering points. This is an 
additional metering point to that. Typically when BOD is not on line is when the Water Resources 
Agreement would be put into effect. We would also be pumping the wells most likely, or using other 
sources, other than the BOD for City customers. So it's difficult to say would other City customers be 
affected by this. I think we would all be affected in this region because the BOD would be off-line." 

Councilor Ives said, "My question was simple. Is there anybody the City is not serving as the result of this. 
Are we meeting our demands across the City." 

Mr. Snyder said, "Yes, at this time. Yes." 

Councilor Bushee said, "Brian, did I hear you say that in the week that we're off-line from the Buckman 
Direct Diversion water, 1million gallons per day was used at the golf course. Did I hear that right." 

Mr. Snyder said, "I can't speak to the specifics of what was used. I understand it was in the range of 1to 
1.3 million gallons aday." 

Councilor Bushee said, "My definition of reasonable use of water is not to use water for agolf course when 
in the same meeting, that I believe we did not advertise correctly, and I will be asking for an advisory 
opinion from the City Attorney on that last meeting. Not only did we do it on some emergency basis to go 
back and have adiscussion, and now we're here at this point... where... in the same meeting we voted on 
initiating amarketing campaign to ask our constituents within the City limits to do better and try and save 
less than 100 gallons per day. This to me continues to be outrageous. I mean, from the staff, and I know 
others... there was an attempt to say we would include effluent, that wasn't even really considered. This is 
just completely unreasonable, if not unreasonable, to me, outrageous." 
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Mayor Coss said, "I just want to point out on that last point, I think Las Campanas is very willing to go back 
to using effluent. I'm not sure it's the best policy choice for the City, because we just approved the Effluent 
Management Plan to not include that use." 

Councilor Calvert said, "We didn't approve it." 

Mayor Coss said, "Well it's under consideration. I would just say, for the sake of the Santa Fe River 
downstream, whether it's the beavers or the farmers, starting to divert effluent to Las Campanas again is 
going to be problematic. It also will be problematic when we start to build SWAN Park and want to put 
effluent in that pipeline. But it gives a 10% increase in water use off that well, that aquifer we've been 
trying to preserve. And I think that's what is hard for us to get our head wrapped around is we're using 10 
to 12 million gallons aday, isn't that right." 

Mr. Snyder s~id the City is at about 13 to 13.5 million gallons per day. 

Mayor Coss continued, "So 1.3 million is a 10% increase in water use. That's relatively astounding for us 
to contemplate that, but we do have an agreement with the County, and that's the other side of the 
equation for me. Idon't favor using effluent again there. I think, logistically, from asystem point of view, 
we can meet demand now, if we have this Agreement and we were using 1million gallons aday there at 
the golf course, and we had afire in the watershed and we couldn't use reservoir water, then we couldn't 
meet demand. I think that's something we need to consider. And Councilor Wurzburger is saying not 
forever, for 30 days, because there are a lot of logistics and technical problems for us with this." 

Councilor Wurzburger said, "It is important during the 30 days, that we have the opportunity to sit with the 
County and revisit what has changed since we did our agreement. What's happened with respect to the 
flow of the River, the fires, and are we willing to do the kind of, as I said the orange and the red is the way 
I'm describing it. And if we have some kind of matrix we can sit down and look at it and see what are our 
choices, and under what conditions. And meanwhile, I do understand from conversations with the County 
that Las Campanas is proceeding with trying to repair its two storage areas where there is aproblem as 
well as explore other options. She said this is a matter of going back to an agreement that we have, that 
some conditions have changed that make our ability long term to certainly not be as well able to do 
[inaudible], but I think it's appropriate for us to give this 30 days, especially as acondition under #14, and 
#3 has to do with if it goes down for 7days straight, that we can't do this sort of protection." 

Councilor Calvert said, "Not wanting to throw fuel in the fire, but I do want to clarify, because also in the 
memo that I asked from legal, there was some other information, and I would just like to read it for the 
record. It says, 'It may be instructive to review the County's own conditions on supplying potable water to 
Las Campanas. The County has executed abulk water supply agreement that prohibits potable water use 
for Las Campanas Golf Course irrigation. The County will not supply water to the Las Campanas Golf 
Course under this agreement. Water given to the coop, pursuant to this agreement, shall not be used for 
the golf courses under any circumstances.' That's the bulk water service agreement between the County 
and Las Campanas Limited Partnership. However, in 2011, the County and the Club at Las Campanas 
entered into araw water supply agreement in which the County agreed to supply the Club with up to 600 
afy of raw water and the Club would pay for water taken as awholesale 2 rate class customer. In that 
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agreement, the County stated that the County, in consultation with the Club, shall use its best efforts to 
develop a backup water supply and to provide full backup water in the event of pnaudible] abilities from the 
BDD to BS2DA: 

Councilor Calvert continued, "I guess my point on all that is, if I were to vote for a plan that's been 
proposed here tonight at all, I would want it limited to this year alone. And I would like to see that backup 
plan that the County would give them time to develop in the coming months. But I don't want to continue 
then on this same path, even with those conditions forever." 

Councilor Wurzburger said this a 3~-day agreement, period. 

Councilor Calvert said then it doesn't go beyond this season. 

Councilor Wurzburger said it does not go beyond 30 days, the season might be longer. I'm saying that 
under Item 14, lithe term of this agreement shall be for 30 days from the date of approval. The parties may 
agree to extend the term by written mutual agreement." That is under certain conditions. 

Councilor Calvert said, "I do not accept that latter part of it." 

Councilor Wurzburger said they may agree to extend the term by written mutual agreement, which means 
they would have to come back to us for such condition, and would argue it could consider consideration of 
the plan that Councilor Calvert referenced. 

Councilor Bushee said she also wants to be clear that we are not precluding the discussion of putting Las 
Campanas in the mix in the TEMP. I know, Mayor, you keep referencing that we don't want to, but I think 
they've extended that possibility and I don't know... are we precluding that. 

Mayor Coss said he doesn't believe it's precluded, and asked if it was discussed at PUC as an option. 

Councilor Calvert said it wasn't requested. 

Councilor Dominguez said, "I don't think it was posted on the agenda to talk specifically about that, but 
there were comments made about the priority for the use of the effluent such as for parks, the SWAN Park 
and even Councilor Trujillo's idea at one pOint that we have effluent infrastructure to provide effluent for 
landscaping and that sort of thing. So it wasn't an agenda item, if you will, but it was something that was 
discussed. Because I certainly do not want to use effluent water for Las Campanas. I think that we could 
use that water better for our City residents and our City parks and for all residents, really." 

Councilor Bushee said, "Forgive me, but the impression I got, in fact I think that will be reflected in the 
minutes of the last meeting, was that it was to be sent off to PUC, and that on ashort term basis and we 
didn't declare an emergency, but we voted on it as if it were an emergency, last minute. And the 
discussion was to get through that week or whatever time when we were on well water and then go to PUC 
and examine the option of effluent, and I don't quite get it that it had to be requested by the County. I 
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understood and it continued to be advertised as the "Use of treated ef11uent as a backup to the Club's Raw 
Water Pipeline." So, I feel like somehow this discussion is being had or not being had, publicly anyhow, 
and I think it should be. We worked long and hard back when to get Las Campanas on effluent instead of 
using our potable water, and I think it's really important to consider that. I understand the facility is built 
and their willingness to explore that opportunity. I'm not sure why we're not." 

Mr. Marcus Martinez said, "One thing that you may not have heard that was discussed at the Public 
Utilities Committee meeting. is that the effluent agreement with The Club at Las Campanas has lapsed. 
They neglected to renew their effluent provision that would allow them to have effluent up to 2027. And so 
one of our actions that was discussed was whether the Committee would look at anew agreement with 
Las Campanas to provide them effluent, but that was afactor the Public Utilities Committee heard and is 
aware of, and I don't know that you were aware of it." 

Councilor Bushee said, "No. I guess I'll have to have a longer visit on this one with you, because I really 
feel like perhaps we wouldn't have sent the water downstream.... thank you." 

Councilor Calvert said he would like to have acopy of the amendments before we vote. 

There was a short break while Marcus Martinez, Assistant City Attorney 
provided a copy of the amended MOU to the members of the Governing Body 

and entered it for the record [Exhibit u1"]. 

Mayor Coss asked Mr. Martinez to review the amendments, noting there is a new #3 and anew #14. 

Mr. Martinez said this is correct. He said, "The new #3 now reads, 'The City shall deliver water to the 
County for the Club's golf course irrigation only when the BOD is unable to divert water for more than 7 
days'." 

Mr. Martinez said, "The new #14 now reads, 'The term of this agreement shall be for 30 days from the date 
of approval. The parties may agree to extend the term by written mutual agreement'." 

Councilor Wurzburger said, "I'm sorry, Mayor, point of clarification. Excuse me Councilor. On my copy and 
what I have read into the record 3 times, Item #3 includes an important part of the first part of the sentence 
as follows: 'In addition to being subject to the availability of supply, .. .' She said what he just read didn't 
include that and asked if that is still there. 

Mr. Martinez said, "I can insert that and make that part of the Agreement that the Council will approve and 
sign." 

Councilor Wurzburger said that puts it in context. 

Mayor Coss asked Councilor Wurzburger to read Item #3, noting it is not in the copy of the MOU we 
received. 
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Councilor Wurzburger said, "In addition to being subject to the availability of supply, .." She said there are 
other ways of interpreting it, other than the following part of the sentence and the reason she is concerned 
that it be included. 

Councilor Bushee asked what the additional language means legally, commenting it doesn't seem very 
specific. 

Mr. Martinez said, "What it means is that this water is provided subject to the availability of supply and then 
it introduces another condition behind it. The subsequent condition is that the City shall deliver water when 
the BOD is unable to divert water for more than 7days. So it sets up one condition and then another one. 
First, it's subject to the availability of supply, and in addition to that...." 

Councilor Bushee said, "What does that mean. On adaily basis, does that mean on an overall basis, does 
that imply if there's fire or there's some kind of emergency management issue. What does that mean 
legally." 

Mr. Martinez said, "I think it's more of an operational term, so that if we couldn't move water through 
pipelines, or the pipelines are constrained by how much volume of water they can move through them at 
anyone time. If there is a limitation on the amount that we can physically supply to all of our customers, 
that limitation will apply to this Agreement. And in addition to that, it is that the City shall deliver water to 
the County only when the BOD is unable to divert water for more than 7days. So I think it's clearly 
operational, and I don't know enough about the system to say when that happens, but that's my 
understanding of what that language means." 

Councilor Bushee said, "And then, 14. What happens after 30 days. What's the plan, and does it assure 
the Council that it does come back before us for public discussion. In fact, I think these things should be 
public hearings, to be honest." 

Mr. Martinez said, "The term provision in the amendment indicates that this would terminate 30 days from 
the date of approval. In order to bring this back, we'd have to have discussions with the County and there 
would have to be some requests to extend the term by mutual written agreement. And that wouldn't be by 
staff, it would be by the two bodies which would be agreeing, basically, to extend the term." 

Councilor Bushee said then in 30 days this just expires completely. 

Mr. Martinez said, "Unless there is a movement to extend the term. That's correct." 

Councilor Wurzburger said, "Council members and Councilor Bushee, in particular, the rationale for me for 
that is it opens the door for having the discussion that we need to have with respect to what if. I don't want 
to come back here 30 days from now and have the same problem that we have right now, even if we have 
the drought. So to me, the only way it could be extended is if we've working out some kind of additional 
understanding of how we might move forward with having a better plan. That's what I meant by having 
that in there. Or we could just strike it, and then we can just wait and see what happens for purposes of 
getting it moved forward." 
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VOTE: The motion, as amended, was approved on the following Roll Call vote: 

For: Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives and Councilor Wurzburger, and 
MayorCoss. 

Against: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Rivera and Councilor Trujillo. 

The resulting vote was a tie vote, and Mayor Coss voted in favor of the motion, as amended, 
to break the tie vote, and the motion was approved. 

Explaining her vote: Councilor Bushee said, "Drought or no drought, I will never be amenable to 
putting potable water to the tune of a million gallons or more aday on agolf course. No." 

Explaining his vote: Councilor Calvert said, "I think it's the same vote that I had the last time, so a 
reluctant yes, and hopefully that we don't have to come to this situation ever again, and better 
plans will be forthcoming as aresult of this." 

Explaining his vote: Councilor Dominguez said, ·You know, for me, it's pretty bizarre as I said at 
Public Utilities. Las Campanas is aCounty customer and we're over here having to take the 
beans for that, if you will, so I'm going to be areluctant yes, but it'll be ayes." 

Explaining his vote: Councilor Ives said, "I join in the reluctant yeses, but it is ayes. 

Explaining his vote: Councilor Trujillo said, "I've had my discussions with the Commissioner, and 
you know, I know we're obligated to give this water to Las Campanas, and I don't want to get into 
litigation, but I'm under the same.... and I'll say it again....Agolf course. We're going to water a 
golf course with amillion gallons of water pretty much, and in my heart I cannot vote for this, even 
though we are obligated. No." 

16. MAT'rERS FROM 'rHE CITY ATTORNEY 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEW MEXICO OPEN MEETINGS ACT §10-15-1{H){7), NMSA 
1978, AND PURSUANT TO CITY OF SANTA FE RESOLUTION NO. 2012-31, QUARTERLY 
DISCUSSION OF THREATENED OR PENDING LITIGATION IN WHICH THE CITY OF SANTA 
FE IS OR MAY BECOME A PARTICIPANT. 

Mayor Coss asked to move the Executive Session to the end of the agenda. 

Mr. Zamora said it is the discretion of the Goveming Body, but he has held Kelley Brennan here 
for the provision of the Executive Session. 
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MOTION: Councilor Dimas moved, seconded by Councilor Ives, that the Council go into Executive Session 
for the purpose of quarterly discussion of threatened or pending litigation in which the City of Santa Fe is or 
may become a participation, in accordance with §10-15-1 (H)(7) NMSA 1978, and pursuant to City of Santa 
Fe Resolution No. 2012-31. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 

Councilor Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 


Against: None. 


Absent for the vote: Councilor Trujillo. 


The Council went into Executive Session at approximately 7:00 p.m. 


MOTION TO COME OUT OF EXECUTIVE SESSION 

MOTION: At approximately 7:40 p.m. Councilor Dominguez moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, that 
the City Council come out of Executive Session and stated that the only items which were discussed in 
executive session were those items which were on the agenda, and no action was taken. 

VOTE: The motion was approved unanimously on avoice vote with Councilors Calvert. Dimas, 
Dominguez, Rivera and Trujillo voting in favor of the motion, none voting against, and Councilors 
Wurzburger, Ives and Bushee absent for the vote. 

Mayor Coss moved Items 15, 17 and 18 to the end of the evening agenda 

END OF AFTERNOON SESSION AT 7:40 P.M. 
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EVENING SESSION 

A. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

The Evening Session was called to order by Mayor David Coss, at approximately 7:40 p.m. 
Following the Pledge of Allegiance, salute to the New Mexico Flag, and Invocation, Roll Call indicated the 
presence of aquorum as follows: 

Members Present 

Mayor David Coss 

Councilor Rebecca Wurzburger, Mayor Pro-Tem 

Councilor Patti J. Bushee 

Councilor Christopher Calvert 

Councilor Dimas 

Councilor Carmichael A. Dominguez 

Councilor Rivera 

Councilor Ronald S. Trujillo 


Members Excused 

Councilor Ives 


Others Attending 

Robert P. Romero, City Manager 

Geno Zamora, City Attorney 

Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk 

Melessia Helberg, Council Stenographer 


F. PETITIONS FROM THE FLOOR 

Mayor Coss gave each person 3minutes to petition the Governing Body. 

Councilor Wurzburger arrived at the meeting 

Fred Flatt, resident of Las Acequias, said he has asimple request. He said, "I'm going to ask 
two people up there to resign. And that would be you David, and you Carmichael, because you guys 
protected Martin Lujan all these years when you know he wasn't doing his job and getting paid for it, for not 
being there. You guys protected him. And now here it is it finally blows up in your face. You guys are 
responsible for him being here all these years, collecting all that money, some of my taxpayer money going 
to him and I resent that greatly. And I'm serious. Resign, you two. 

Sophie Ortiz, student at Wood Gormley. Miss Ortiz said, "It's not easy being green. Hello, my 
name is Sophie Ortiz. I'm a 6th grader at Wood Gormley Elementary School, and I believe that we only 
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have one earth and that we should take care of it. For that reason, I started aGo Green Club at my school 
that will help us do our part in protecting the environment. I'm here tonight to ask the City Council to 
consider banning plastic bags here in Santa Fe. Plastic bags are very harmful to our environment. 
They're loading the landfills, they're suffocating animals and they're littering our plant. Only 1%of plastic 
bags made are recycled. The rest end up stuck on our fences, floating in our lakes and rivers and 
strangling marine life." 

Ms. Ortiz continued, "I recently read about the City of Los Angeles banning plastic bags. I'd like to 
see our City Council show that same kind of leadership. In the next 3 months, we will be gathering 
petitions and support for this new law. Thank you for caring about my generation and future generations in 
Santa Fe.n 

G. 	 APPOINTMENTS 

There were no appointments. 

************************************************************************************************************************* 

MOTION: Councilor Dominguez moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, to Move H(9) to be heard after 
Item (2). 

VOTE: The motion was approved on avoice vote with Councilors Bushee, Calvert, Dimas, Dominguez, 
Rivera, Trujillo and Wurzburger voting for the motion and none against. 
************************************************************************************************************************* 

H. 	 PUBLIC HEARINGS 

1) 	 REQUEST FROM LA BOCA FELIZ, LLC, FORA RESTAURANT LIQUOR LICENSE 
(BEER AND WINE ON·PREMISE CONSUMPTION ONLY) TO BE LOCATED AT 
TABERNA LA BOCA,125 LINCOLN AVENUE. (yOLANDA Y. VIGIL) 

The staff report was given by Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk, noting the location is not within 300 feet 
of achurch or school. She said the application includes an outdoor seating area, so as acondition of 
approval, staff is requesting the Applicant to install a railing and athree and half foot tall gate to enclose 
the proposed licensed premise. She said the Applicant has agreed to the condition. She noted there are 
staff reports in the Council regarding litter, noise and traffic, and staff recommends the business be 
required to comply with all City Ordinances. 

Public Hearing 

There was no one speaking for or against this request. 
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The Public Hearing was closed 

MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Rivera to grant the request from La Boca 
Feliz, LLC, for aRestaurant Liquor License (beer and wine on-premise consumption only), to be located at 

Tabema la Boca, 125 Lincoln Avenue, with the condition of approval as stated by the City Clerk. 


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


For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor 

Rivera and Councilor Trujillo. 


Against: None. 


Absent for the vote: Councilor Wurzburger 


2) 	 REQUEST FROM LIFE VESSEL OF SANTA FE, LLC., FOR A RESTAURANT LIQUOR 
LICENSE (BEER AND WINE ON·PREMISE CONSUMPTION ONLY) TO BE LOCATED 
AT LIGHT VESSEL, 199 PASEO DE PERALTA, SUITE D. (yOLANDA Y. VIGIL) 

The staff report was given by Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk, noting the business is not within 300 feet 
of achurch or school, noting it is located at DeVargas Mall. She said the building is still under construction 
and will be required to comply with all City Ordinances. 

Public Hearing 

There was no one speaking for or against this request. 

The Public Hearing was closed 

MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Dominguez, to approve the request for a 
Restaurant Liquor License (Beer and Wine on-premise consumption only) to be located at Light Vessel, 
199 Paseo de Peralta, Suite D. 

DISCUSSION: Councilor Calvert asked if this in the area of the mattress place, and Ms. Vigil said yes, it is 
at the end near the mattress place. 

Councilor Bushee said, "This isn't for them really, it's just... can we have Matt make sure that any new 
changes there have to kick in certain things and I've been trying to get them to do the, not so much water 
harvesting. but redirecting the water from the parking lot flooding and coursing over to the Arroyo 
Mascaras, causing erosion. So just see if that kicks in any kind of changes there.". 
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Councilor Wurzburger arrived at the meeting 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor 
Rivera and Councilor Trujillo. 

Against: None. 

Abstain: Councilor Wurzburger said she will abstain since she wasn't here for the discussion. 

10) 	 REQUEST FROM LOS ALAMOS BANK FOR AWAIVER OF THE 300 FOOT 
RESTRIC'nON TO ALLOW THE DISPENSING AND CONSUMPTION OF BEER AND 
WINE AT THE SANTA FE CHILDREN'S MUSEUM, 1050 OLD PECOS TRAIL, 
BUILDING B, WHICH IS WITHIN 300 FEET OF ST. JOHN'S UNITED METHODIST 
CHURCH, 1200 OLD PECOS TRAIL. THE REQUEST IS FOR LOS ALAMOS 
NATIONAL BANK'S COMPANY PICNIC TO BE HELD ON SATURDAY, AUGUST 25, 
2012, FROM 1:45 P.M. TO 5:00 P.M. (yOLANDA Y. VIGIL) 

AMemorandum dated August 8, 2012, with attachments, to Mayor Coss and City Councilors, from 
Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk, regarding this matter, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "2." 

The staff report was given by Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk, noting there is a letter in the packet 
[Exhibit "2"] from Rev. Greg Kennedy of St. Johns United Methodist Church stating the Church does not 
have an issue or objection to this request. 

Public Hearing 

There was no one speaking for or against this request. 

The Public Hearing was closed 

MOTION: Councilor Bushee moved, seconded by Councilor Dimas, to grant the waiver of the 300 foot 
restriction and to allow the dispensing and consumption of beer and wine at the Santa Fe Children'S 
Museum, 1050 Old Pecos Trail, Building Bfor the Los Alamos National Bank's company picnic to be held 
on Saturday, August 25, 2012, from 1:45 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor 

Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 
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3) 	 CONSIDERA'flON OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012· _ (COUNCILOR CALVERT, 
COUNCILOR RIVERA, COUNCILOR WURZBURGER, COUNCILOR BUSHEE, 
COUNCILOR IVES, COUNCILOR TRUJILLO, COUNCILOR DOMINGUEZ AND 
COUNCILOR DIMAS). A RESOLUTION PROCLAIMING SEVERE OR EXTREME 
DROUGHT CONDITIONS IN THE CITY OF SANTA FE AND RESTRICTING THE SALE 
OR USE OF FIREWORKS WITHIN THE CITY OF SANTA FE AND PROHIBITING 
OTHER FIRE HAZARD ACTIVITIES. (FIRE MARSHAL GONZALES AND ALFRED 
WALKER) (Postponed at July 27,2012 City Council Meeting) 

This item was withdrawn from the Agenda by the Fire Department. 

4) 	 CONSIDERA'flON OF BILL NO. 2012·20: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO. 2012·25 
(COUNCILOR WURZBURGER AND COUNCILOR IVES). BILL NO. 2012·22: AN 
ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2·1.11 SFCC 1987, TO AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR 
TO APPOINT A CITY COUNCILOR AS PARLIAMENTARIAN OF THE GOVERNING 
BODY, (Postponed at July 25, 2012 City Council Meeting) 

Geno Zamora, City Attorney, said the bill is quite self-explanatory, switching the Parliamentarian 
from the Mayor to amember of the Governing Body. 

Councilor Bushee said she is happy to have aParliamentarian again, and at the last attempt. we 
asked that someone be trained in parliamentary procedure, and asked if this has been done. 

Mr. Zamora said, "If I recall correctly, that discussion took place when an amendment was 
introduced for the City Attorney to serve as Parliamentarian. And the intent at the time of that amendment 
was that we would send amember of the City Attorney's Office to be trained specifically in parliamentary 
procedure. When that amendment failed, and was changed to amember of the Governing Body, that was 
no longer pursued by the City Attorney's office. 

Councilor Bushee asked if anybody in the City Attorney's office is trained in parliamentary 
procedure. 

Mr. Zamora said there has been some obscure training for his City Attorneys, but to his 
knowledge, no one is specifically trained or certified in parliamentary procedures. 

Councilor Bushee said we have abided by Robert's Rules of Order "forever," and she doesn't 
recall aCity Attorney who actually knew Robert's Rules of Order. She said the only person who knew 
parliamentary procedure who served on the Council was Frank Montano. She said the League and others 
offer it, and she wants to know some of the members of the Goveming Body could get more conversant 
with it. She said there are several interpretations to each article in Robert's, and drill it to fine detail. She 
believes the City Attorney's Office should be trained. 
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Mr. Zamora thanked Councilor Bushee for her comments, saying it is possible to place an 
amendment that the Parliamentarian and a members of the City Attorney's Office shall be trained in 
parliamentary procedure on at least an "X basis." 

Councilor Wurzburger said, with regard to the training, she would expand that to an opportunity for 
every member of the Council to at the least understand the rules, noting this was part of the intent in bring 
forth the upcoming procedural rule changes. She said this would be agreat addition to the appointment of 
aParliamentarian - an amendment which provides that proper training occur for the City Attorney's Office 
and that some version of that be provided to the City Council. 

Public Hearing 

Speaking to the request 

There was no one speaking for or against this request. 

The Public Hearing was closed 

MOTION: Councilor Wurzburger moved, seconded by Councilor Bushee, to adopt Ordinance No. 2012­
25, with the addition that proper training be given very quickly to at least one representative from the City 
Attorney's Office, the appointed Parliamentarian and an overview study session on parliamentary 
procedure will come to the entire City Council. 

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

-For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor 
Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 

5) 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012· 72. CASE #2012·52. SHELLABERGER 
TENNIS CENTER GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT. SANTA FE PLANNING GROUP, AGENTS 
FOR ERIC ROSE AND SAM HITMAN, REQUEST APPROVAL OF A GENERAL PLAN FUTURE 
LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT TO CHANGE THE DESIGNATION OF 8.62± ACRES OF LAND 
FROM PUBLICIINSTITUTIONAL TO COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL. THE PROPERTY IS 
LOCATED AT 2400 ALUMNI DRIVE, IN THE VICINITY OF SIRINGO ROAD AND ALUMNI 
DRIVE. (HEATHER LAMBOY). (Postponed at July 25,2012 City Council Meeting). 

Items H(5) and (6) were combined for purposes ofpresentation, discussion and public hearing, but 
were voted upon separately. 
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Acopy of a Memorandum prepared August 2,2012, for the August 8,2012 City Council Hearing, 
with attachments, to Mayor David Coss and Members of the City Council, from, is incorporated herewith to 
these minutes as Exhibit "3." 

Apower point presentation Shellaberger Tennis Center, entered for the record by Heather 
Lamboy, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit" 4." 

The staff report was presented by Heather Lamboy via power point. Please see Exhibit "4" for the 
specifics of this presentation. 

Councilor Bushee asked what is the trail to which the applicant6 will be contributing. 

Ms. Lamboy said there is no formal name for the trail. It is an old road bed along aditch. She said 
Los Pinos Trail is to the south, and doesn't know if you would like to consider it as part of that system, but it 
eventually would feed into the Arroyo de los Chamisos Trail which is accessed off Yucca. She said it 
would connect St. Michaels and Yucca. She said the length of the trail to be contributed would be 1,100 
linear feet of trail, not amotorized trail. 

Councilor Dominguez on page 11, there is acondition of approval for an easement for awater line, 
which is "perfected for the portion of the property adjacent to the north parking lot. 

Ms. Lamboy said things were done informally at the College of Santa, and the Brothers never had 
formal easements because they didn't anticipate separate property owners. So, that would be to the north 
of the Shellaberger facility, along the parking lot to be able to eventually connect to the State property 
where the barracks are located. 

Councilor Dominguez said then we won't be taking parking spaces away from Alumni, and Ms. 
Lamboy said they will not. 

Public Hearing 

Presentation by the Applicant 

Mayor Coss gave Ms. Long 5 minutes to present the case on behalf of the Applicant. 

Nancy Long, representing the Applicant was sworn. Ms. Long introduced the new owners of 
the tennis center, Eric Hitman and Sam Rose. She said the Applicants are in agreement with all conditions 
of approval. 
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Ms. Long said the owners of the Tennis Center really rescued the Tennis Center about ayear ago. 
She said when the City purchased the property from the College of Santa Fe in 2009. this tract was 
excluded from that sale. There was a hefty mortgage on the property which the College put on the 
property when it was in financial decline. The bank took the property over. and that bank went under, and 
U.S. Bank then inherited the property and was really trying to unload the property any way they COUld, 
noting the Bank wasn't interested in running aTennis Center. She said many members of the Community 
played tennis there that were sponsoring youth programs, some of the high school tennis teams play there 
and have tournaments there, and they really were trying to save the Tennis Center. However, Mr. Hitman 
and Mr. Rose were able to do that about ayear ago and the closing had to happen very quickly. She said 
the financing they were able to obtain required their personal guaranties, commenting they had to throw 
the deal together quickly to be able to save the Tennis Center. 

Ms. Long said at this point, they are looking perfecting what it is they bought, noting they have a 
recreational use in a residential zone, which was apermitted use when it was the College of Santa Fe. At 
this pOint, it is privately owned, so it no longer is aconforming use according to City Code. It makes 
insurance difficult to get if there was damage to the property. She said reconstruction or repair of the 
property may be prevented. 

Ms. Long said the facility already is in place, commenting it is a beautiful facility. She said asmall 
portion of the property is not developed. She said the owners are seeking to get the zoning which 
complies with the existing recreational facility. 

Ms. Long said the Governing Body may have noticed this on the agenda for the past month. She 
said they were asking to postpone it in order to work out some issues with the Santa Fe University of Art 
and Design, in terms of the zoning categories, the zoning uses which are allowed in C-2, and the 
University has some concerns about that. She said she believes they have come to an agreement in 
terms of some restrictions, noting this would be aprivate agreement between the University and the 
owners of the Tennis Center. She said she believes all of the issues have been worked out, and ask for 
the support of the Governing Body to get the Tennis Center in compliance with what is already there. 

Speaking to the request 

Everyone speaking was sworn en masse 

Mayor Coss gave each person 3 minutes to speak to the request. 

Frank Herdman, representing the Santa Fe University of Art and Design [previously sworn. 
Mr. Herdman said he would like to confirm what Ms. Long said earlier. The parties have reached an 
agreement that addresses the University's concern, so he is here to support the application and wish the 
new owners the best of luck in their ventures. He said Mr. Olmstead of the University also will offer abrief 
comment in support of the application. 
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Mary Schreiben, 2119 Rancho Siringo Road [previously sworn], said she represents the 
informal neighborhood association which is south of the University of Art and Design. She said, on behalf 
of the neighborhood association, they support the General Plan Future Land Use and Map Amendment, 
and rezoning request from Public Institution R-5 to Community Commercial C-2. However, as a 
neighborhood, they want to go on record to oppose future rezoning of the property to commercial uses for 
retail, restaurant, bar, fast food or any similar commercial uses. They do support the extra protection 
conditions staff has placed on the property and the empty lot to the east of the existing Tennis Center. 
She said they are interested in retaining the educational and residential neighborhood character of our 
neighborhood. She said they consider this to include the University, DeVargas Middle School, Nava 
Elementary, Santa Fe High School and various charter schools in their neighborhood which are in the 
adjacent and surrounding single-family residential neighborhoods. 

Ms. Schreiben said, "To this end, we request City staff develop an educational overlay for the 
entire area south of St. Michael's Drive to Zia Road, and we also request the City Zoning Office create a 
specific educational zoning within the institutional zoning that we have for all future and existing schools. 
Thank you very much." 

Tom Olmstead, representing Santa Fe University of Art and Design [previously sworn]. Mr. 
Olmstead said Larry Hinz, University President, was unable to attend because he is out on town on 
business. Mr. Olmstead said the Tennis Center has been agood neighbor to the University, and they work 
together sharing resources, facilities and equipment throughout the year, and hope this will continue. He 
said the University wants the owners of the Tennis Center to be slJccessful, because this aids the overall 
school as well. 

Rick Martinez [previously sworn], said this whole campus needs to have amaster plan zoning 
so we can find out how much commercial really is planned for the rest of the campus. He said there is the 
potential for more commercial. He said Ms. Schreiben is correct, we need to look at changing the zoning, 
noting right now it is up in the air. He said the City owns the property and should be responsible and zone 
it and come with amaster plan for the future use of the property, because right now it is up in the air and 
we're just piecemealing it as we go, which isn't the way to go. 

Sam Hitman [previously sworn], said he and Mr. Rose have owned the property for ayear, 
noting they are new to Santa Fe, and thrilled to be part of the community. He said they had asuccessful 
year one in getting youth and different aspects of tennis going. He said they have no plans to develop the 
extra land at this time, mostly because of the insurance and appraisals and the compliance of trying to get 
everything in line and run a business in acommercial area. He thanked the Governing Body for their time, 
reiterating they are excited to be part of the community. 

The Public Hearing was closed 
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Councilor Bushee said, given concerns about the empty parcel, how could we impose restrictions, 
noting this is a blanket commercial zoning which allows alot of things. 

Ms. Lamboy said the City Attomey's Office regularly has stated we can't put restrictions on the 
uses allowed in aC-2 Zoning District. She noted she included a list of the allowed IJses in aC-2 Zoning 
District. She said it has come to her attention that there is an agreement between the University and the 
applicants, which is private, that they will limit their uses in acertain way which is agreeable with the 
University. She said the City will just be enforcing the uses permitted in a C-2 Zoning District. 

Tamara Baer, Current Planning, said staff had that same concern, but the City cannot restrict 
uses through zoning. She said staff asked for acondition of approval which requires that any level of 
development on the open land will require that adevelopment land must be brought to the Planning 
Commission for its review and approval. She said normally, someone could build up to 10,000 sq. ft. and 
just do that through Building Permit Approval process. However, in this case, the condition of approval 
which is acceptable to the applicants, would be that any further development of that vacant land will have a 
development plan which will go to apublic hearing before the Planning Commission for approval. 

Councilor Bushee asked if this is a recommended condition of approval. 

Mayor Coss said the applicant agreed to this condition of approval. 

Councilor Bushee commented that C-2 allows just about anything. She asked, with regard to the 
facility, will further parking be required with the change in zoning. 

Ms. Lamboy said if they operate the current facility as is, no additional parking is required. If there 
is redevelopment of the site which is vacant, of course it will have to meet Chapter 14 parking standards, 
but they do have adequate parking for commercial zoning. 

Councilor Dominguez asked, with regard to parking and any future development, if this is 
something which would be captured with that condition of approval under Current Planning #1. 

Ms. Lamboy said it would be captured under that condition, or, for example, if there was achange 
in use for the existing Shellaberger building. There would be azoning review to determine whether there is 
appropriate parking for the change in use, but at this point the owners are not contemplating any type of 
change in use. 

Councilor Trujillo asked if the change in zoning would allow for big signs to be put on the building. 
He said his constituents have approached him telling him they have heard the owners have plans for this 
place to have agigantic neon sign. He said these are rumors that have been raised by his constituents in 
that district, and again asked if the rezoning will allow them put agigantic neon sign up on the site. 
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Ms. Lamboy said the property will be subject to the City's sign standards, and reminded him that 
this business is set off Siringo Road by asignificant distance, noting off-site advertising is permitted by City 
Code. So the business will be limited to those signs which are permitted by City Code, and neon flashing 
signs aren't something that you find in Santa Fe. She said they would have to seek the permits. She 
would defer to the applicant if they have such proposals. 

MOTION: Councilor Calvert moved, seconded by Councilor Trujillo, to adopt Resolution No. 2012-72, 
approving Case #2012-52 the Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment with all Conditions of 
Approval as recommended by staff, and adopting the Planning Commission's Finding of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law in this case. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor 
Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 

6) 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012-19: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO. 2012-26. 
CASE #2010-53. SHELLABERGER TENNIS CENTER REZONING TO C-2. SANTA FE 
PLANNING GROUP, AGENTS FOR ERIC ROSE AND SAM HITMAN, REQUEST 
REZONING OF 8.62± ACRES OF LAND FROM R-5 (RESIDENTIAL, 5 DWELLING 
UNITS PER ACRE) TO C-2 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL). THE PROPERTY IS 
LOCATED AT 2400 ALUMNI DRIVE, IN THE VICINITY OF SIRINGO ROAD AND 
ALUMNI DRIVE. (HEATHER LAMBOY) (Postponed at July 25, 2012 City Council 
Meeting). 

MOTION: Councilor Calvert moved, seconded by Councilor Trujillo, to adopt Ordinance No. 2012-26, 
approving Case #2012-53, the Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2, with al/ conditions of approval 
as recommended by staff, and adopting the Planning Commission's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
law. 

DISCUSSION: Councilor Bushee asked the owners what are their intentions are with regard to developing 
the vacant land. 

Sam Hitman, owner, [previously sworn], said, "We don't have any plans at this point, but we're tennis guys, 
so naturally we're more drawn toward recreation and the Driscoll Rec Center is right there. As we kind of 
get our feet in there.... we' don't even have an address yet. We're sort of taking baby-steps, making sure 
the business is running well, so this is amajor step and I thank you, but we don't have any plans. 
Recreation is what we're drawn to, but kindawhatever makes the most sense. We are enjoying our 
relationship with the University. As the University grows and enrollment grows, we'd like to continue to 
work with them and what kind of flows in that area and what would make sense." 
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Councilor Bushee asked him to speak to the restrictions that the University asked of them. 

Mr. Hitman said, "There were two general areas that we sort of clumped together, some concerns. One 
area was we sort of generalized that the language was, and Frank can comment on it, areas of usage that 
were detrimental to the students or to the happenings of campus, and it was sort of that type of language, 
so it was general. And then one area was clumped together, it was more competing curriculums. It was 
just like we wouldn't want a tennis center built across the street. Their concerns were another art &design, 
or something similar, so we just agreed to those." 

Councilor Bushee said, "I can tell you that the rebar sticking up in some of your parking little cement things 
just took someone's Volvo bumper off when she cruised over it, so you might want to look at that." 

Mr. Hitman said he'll look into that. 

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

For: Councilor Bushee, Councilor Calvert, Councilor Dimas, Councilor Dominguez, Councilor Ives, 
Councilor Rivera, Councilor Trujillo and Councilor Wurzburger. 

Against: None. 

Explaining her vote: Councilor Bushee said, "Yes, I'm grateful for the development plan 
consideration because C-2 is pretty onerous. Thank you." 

7) 	 CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 2012-_. CASE #2012·30. BIENVENIDOS 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT. JENKINSGAVIN DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT, 
INC., AGENT FOR BIENVENIDOS PROPERTIES, LLC, REQUESTS APPROVAL OF A 
GENERAL PLAN FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT TO CHANGE THE 
DESIGNATION OF ± ACRES OF LAND FROM COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL AND 
TRANSITIONAL MIXED USE TO RESIDENTIAL - LOW DENSITY (3·7 DWELLING 
UNITS PER ACRE). THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED SOUTH OF RUFINA STREET AND 
WEST OF RICHARDS AVENUE. (DAN ESQUIBEL) (Postponed at July 25,2012 City 
Council Meeting). 

8) 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012·124: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO. 2012_. 
CASE #2010·31. BIENVENIDOS REZONING TO R·5. JENKINSGAVIN DESIGN AND 
DEVELOPMENT, INC., AGENT FOR BIENVENIDOS PROPERTIES, LLC, REQUESTS 
REZONING OF 7.62± ACRES OF LAND FROM R·3 (RESIDENTIAL, 3 DWELLING 
UNITS PER ACRE) TO R·5 (RESIDENTIAL, 5 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE). THE 
PROPERTY IS LOCATED SOUTH OF RUFINA STREET AND WEST OF RICHARDS 
AVENUE. (DAN ESQUIBEL) (Postponed at July 25,2012 City Council Meeting). 
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Aletter dated August 7,2012, to Yolanda Vigil, City Clerk, regarding Case #2012·30 Bienvenidos 
General Plan Amendment and Case #2012-31, Bienvenidos Rezoning to R·5, requesting postponement of 
these cases to the August 28,2012 City Council meeting, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as 
Exhibit "5 ." 

9} 	 CONSIDERATION OF BILL NO. 2012·21: ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO. 2012· • 
BILL NO. 2012·21: AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION AND DELIVERY 
OF A LOAN AGREEMENT AND INTERCEPT AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE 
CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO (THE "GOVERNMENTAL UNIT") AND THE NEW 
MEXICO FINANCE AUTHORITY, EVIDENCING A SPECIAL, LIMITED OBLIGATION OF 
THE GOVERNMENTAL UNIT TO PAY A PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF $5,000,000, 
TOGETHER WITH INTEREST THEREON, FOR THE PURPOSE OF DEFRAYING THE 
COST OF PURCHASING, FURNISHING, EQUIPPING, REHABILITATING, MAKING 
ADDITIONS TO AND MAKING IMPROVEMENTS TO THE RAILYARD CONDO UNIT 
FOR EXISTING AND FUTURE MUNICIPAL FACILITIES; PROVIDING FOR THE 
PAYMENT OF THE PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST DUE UNDER THE LOAN 
AGREEMENT SOLELY FROM (1) THE REVENUES OF THE GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 
ONE·HALF OF ONE PERCENT (% %) MUNICIPAL GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 
DISTRIBUTED TO THE GOVERNMENTAL UNIT BY THE STATE TAXA'nON AND 
REVENUE DEPARTMENT, (2) THE REVENUES OF THE GOVERNMENTAL UNIT'S 
ONE·EIGHTH OF ONE PERCENT (118 %) MUNICIPAL INFRASTRUCTURE GROSS 
RECEIPTS TAX DISTRIBU'rED TO THE GOVERNMENTAL UNIT BY THE STATE 
TAXATION AND REVENUE DEPARTMENT, AND (3) THE REVENUES OF THE STATE· 
SHARED GROSS RECEIPTS TAX DISTRIBUTED TO THE GOVERNMENTAL UNIT 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 7·1·6.4, NMSA 1978, AS AMENDED; PROVIDING FOR THE 
DISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN GROSS RECEIPTS TAX REVENUES TO BE 
REDIRECTED BY THE STATE TAXATION AND REVENUE DEPARTMENT TO THE 
NEW MEXICO FINANCE AUTHORITY OR ITS ASSIGNS FOR THE PAYMENT OF 
PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST DUE ON THE LOAN AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO AN 
INTERCEPT AGREEMENT; APPROVING THE FORM AND TERMS OF, AND OTHER 
DETAILS CONCERNING THE LOAN AGREEMENT AND THE INTERCEPT 
AGREEMENT; RATIFYING ACTIONS HERETOFORE TAKEN; REPEALING ALL 
ACTION INCONSISTENT WITH THIS ORDINANCE; AND AUTHORIZING THE TAKING 
OF OTHER ACTIONS IN CONNECTION WITH 'rHE EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF 
THE LOAN AGREEMENT AND INTERCEPT AGREEMENT. (DR. MELVILLE MORGAN 
AND HELENE HAUSMAN). (Postponed to September 12, 2012 City Council Meeting) 

This item is postponed to the City Council meeting of September 12, 2012. 
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10) 	 REQUEST FROM LOS ALAMOS BANK FOR AWAIVER OF THE 300 FOOT 
RESTRICTION TO ALLOW THE DISPENSING AND CONSUMPTION OF BEER AND 
WINE AT THE SANTA FE CHILDREN'S MUSEUM, 1050 OLD PECOS TRAIL, 
BUILDING B, WHICH IS WITHIN 300 FEET OF ST. JOHN'S UNITED METHODIST 
CHURCH, 1200 OLD PECOS TRAIL. THE REQUEST IS FOR LOS ALAMOS 
NATIONAL BANK'S COMPANY PICNIC TO BE HELD ON SATURDAY, AUGUST 25, 
2012, FROM 1:45 P.M. TO 5:00 P.M. (yOLANDA Y. VIGIL) 

This item was moved to be heard after Item H(2). 

15. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY MANAGER. 

There were no matters from the City Manager. 

17. 	 MATTERS FROM THE CITY CLERK 

Yolanda Vigil, City Clerk, reminded the Council that the next Council Meeting will be on Tuesday, 
August 28,2012, noting it was moved because of the New Mexico Municipal League Annual Conference. 

18. 	 COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE GOVERNING BODY 

Acopy of "Bills and Resolutions scheduled for introduction by members of the Governing Body," 
for the Council meeting of August 8, 2011, is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "6" 

Councilor Dimas 

Councilor Dimas wished his youngest daughter, Jessica, avery Happy Birthday tomorrow. He 
said, "Happy Birthday, hita." 

Councilor Calvert 

Councilor Calvert introduced the following: 

1. 	 An Ordinance relating to the health, safety and welfare of the residents of the Montano 
Street neighborhood; directing staff to explore and make recommendations to the 
Governing Body regarding the options for constructing or not constructing acontinuous 
street on Montano Street or at aminimum providing limited access for public safety 
response. Acopy of the Ordinance is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit 
U7~" 
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2. 	 An Ordinance relating to the Land Development Code, relating to distressed merchandise 
sales signs and licenses, which bring it into conformations with the amendments we 
recently made to the signs in terms of penalty, size and enforcement. Acopy of the 
Ordinance is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "8" 

Councilor Calvert said the green light at the traffic signal at DeVargas Mall and Paseo de Peralta 
going west takes a lot longer to change, and asked Mr. Romero to look at this, commenting traffic is 
backing up considerably. 

Councilor Rivera 

Councilor Rivera had no communications. 

Councilor Trujillo 

Councilor Trujillo reminded everyone that school starts next week, and to be aware of the children, 
noting the speed vans will be at all schools in the morning and afternoon. 

Councilor Bushee 

Councilor Bushee asked Mr. Romero to ask Nick Schiavo to look into asolar cooperative similar to 
the one in Taos, perhaps in the Northwest Quadrant. 

Councilor Bushee said she has a request for Geno Zamora for an advisory opinion for the 
advertiSing on the original Las Campanas, and she will share her thoughts and concerns with him. 

Councilor Wurzburger 

Councilor Wurzburger introduced the following: 

1. 	 A Resolution adopting the 2014-2018 Infrastructure Capital Improvements Plan (ICIP). 
She said the Public Works Department will be reducing this to 4-5 items and would like the 
input of the Governing Body in this effort. Acopy of the Resolution is incorporated 
herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "9." 

2. 	 A Resolution designating the Economic Development Division as the authority for the City 
of Santa Fe's economic development activities in accordance with the New Mexico 
Economic Development Department Certified Communities Initiative. Acopy of the 
Resolution is incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "10." 
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Councilor Wurzburger said for anyone in District #2, and on Cruz Blanca near Wildemess Gate, 
that we are getting additional patrols, and she and Councilor Ives know the kind of car that is going door to 
door and they are taking this very seriously and are trying to stop it before it before it goes further. 

Councilor Dominguez 

Councilor Dominguez said he would echo Trujillo's comments about school starting, and to 
encourage the public to be safe and aware. He asked Mr. Romero ask the Police Department to pay 
special attention that. 

Councilor Dominguez asked, with regard to the action taken on the Crossing Guarding Program, 
for staff to see if there is any way to monitor that action and how it's working, so we will be prepared when 
the School approaches the City next year. 

Mayor Coss 

Mayor Coss introduced aResolution declaring the establishment of a Sister City relationship 
between the City of Santa Fe and the City of Livingstone, Zambia. Acopy of the Resolution is 
incorporated herewith to these minutes as Exhibit "11." 

Mayor Coss said he won't be here for the August 28th meeting. and will be at the NMML 
Conference, and asked to be excused. He said the meeting is in Las Cruces, and he would encourage 
City staff and Councilors to attend these meetings. 

Mayor Coss reminded everyone that the Employee Benefit Committee is having an Employee 
Picnic on Sunday, beginning at 11 :00 a.m. at Alto Park. 

Mayor Coss said the Council adopted aResolution asking to appoint a Charter Commission, and 
he has some names from Councilors. 

Mayor Coss said, pursuant to Councilor Dimas's Resolution for a Full Court Press, he had agood 
meeting today with Espanola Mayor Alice Lucero and Commissioner Danny Mayfield. They are moving 
toward appointing awork group to do acomprehensive plan, and urged the Council to let him know of 
people who should be considered for appointment. 

I. ADJOURN 

The was no further business to come before the Goveming Body, and upon completion of the 
Agenda, the meeting was adjourned at approximately 8:35 p.m. 
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Approved by: 

Mayor David Coss 

ATTESTED TO: 

Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk 

Respectfully submitted: 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA FE AND 

SANTA FE COUNTY FOR A MASTER METER INSTALLATION 


IN THE CITY WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 


The City of Santa Fe ("City"), a home-rule municipality organized under the laws of the State of 
New Mexico and the County of Santa Fe, ("County) (collectively the "Parties") enter into this 
Water Supply Agreement. This agreement will be effective as ofthe date ofthe last signature. 

RECITALS 

1. The City and the County entered into a "Water Resources Agreement between the City 
of Santa Fe and Santa Fe County" ("WRA") on January 11, 2005, which addresses the Wholesale 
Water Delivery from the City Independent Water System to the County Independent Water 
System. Under the WRA §11, Points of Delivery, "Additional points of delivery may be 
requested by the County with the consent of the City, which consent shall not be unreasonably 
withheld." 

2. The County is requesting an additional point of delivery from a six (6) inch meter to 
provide golf course irrigation water to their customer, the Club at las Campanas. 

3. Under normal operating conditions, the Club is able to divert water for golf course 
irrigation via a raw water pipeline from the Buckman Direct Diversion (BOD). 

4. Under conditions in which the water quality at the BDD is too turbid or otherwise non­
divertable, the Club has no access to raw water. 

AGREEMENT 

1. Quantity. The quantity of water delivered to the County under this agreement shall be 
deducted from the City's obligation to deliver water to the County under the Water Resource 
Agreement. 

2. Rate. The rate described by the 2005 Water Resources Agreement shall apply. 

3. Conditions of Delivery. The City shall deliver water to the County for the Club's golf 
course irrigation only when the BOD is unable to divert water for more than seven (7) days. 

4. Billing and Payment. The City will bill the County on a monthly basis based on the 
quantity of water used at the City rates specified above. The County will pay such bills within 
thirty (30) days of receipt. Any questions on billing will follow the City's standard procedures 
on billing. 

5. Responsibility for water service equipment. The City shall maintain the meter and 
related equipment for measuring the quantity of water delivered to the County at the new 
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point of delivery. The City and County shall attempt to resolve any inconsistency in billing, 
metering, or calibration as set forth in § 16, Dispute Resolution, of the 2005 WRA. 

6. Interruption of Service. The City reserves the right to interrupt service for a reasonable 
period for maintenance and repairs to its property or equipment. The City will use reasonable 
diligence to furnish a regular and uninterrupted supply of water; however, interruptions or 
partial interruptions may occur or service may be curtailed or fail as a result of circumstances 
beyond the control of the City, including but not limited to those caused by public enemies, 
accidents, strikes, legal processes, damages to transmission or distribution facilities of the City, 
repairs or changes in the City's transmission or distribution facilities. The City will endeavor to 
give reasonable notice in advance of any planned shutoff. 

7. Shortage Sharing for Wholesale Water Delivery. The parties will follow the shortage 
sharing provisions in the 2005 WRA. 

8. Assignment. This Agreement shall not be assigned without the prior written consent of 
the City. Such approval will not be withheld unreasonably. If so assigned, this Agreement shall 
extend to and be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties hereto. 

9. Notice. Notice may be given either in person or by certified U.S. mail, postage paid. 
Notice shall be considered to have been received within three (3) days after the notice is mailed 
if there is no actual evidence of receipt. 

10. New Mexico Tort Claims Act. Any liability incurred by the City of Santa Fe in connection 
with this Agreement is subject to the immunities and limitations of the New Mexico Tort Claims 
Act, NMSA 1978 § 41-4-1, et. seq., as amended. The City and its "public employees" as defined 
in the New Mexico Tort Claims Act, do not waive sovereign immunity, do not waive any defense 
and do not waive any limitation of liability pursuant to law. No provision in this Agreement 
modifies or waives any provision of the New Mexico Tort Claims Act. 

11. Third-Party Beneficiaries. By entering into this Agreement, the Parties do not intend to 
create any right, title or interest in or for the benefit of any person other than the City and the 
County. No person shall claim any right, title or interest under this Agreement or seek to 
enforce this Agreement as a third-party beneficiary of this Agreement. 

12. Changes to Agreement. Changes to this Agreement are not binding unless made by 
written amendment, signed by the parties. 

13. Construction and Severability. If any part of this Agreement is held to be invalid or 
unenforceable, the remainder of the Agreement will remain valid and enforceable if the 
remainder is reasonably capable of completion. 

14. Term. The term of this agreement shall be for 30 days from the date of approval. The 
parties may agree to extend the term by written mutual agreement. 
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Notice to the City shall be to: 

City of Santa Fe 
Water Division Director 
801 W. San Mateo Road 
P.O. Box 909 

200 lincoln Ave 
Santa Fe, NM 87504 

Notice to the County shall be to: 

Santa Fe County 
Public Works Director 
P.O Box 276 
Santa Fe, NM 87504 
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16. Signature of Parties. This agreement is effective upon the signature of all the Parties. 

For the City: 

David Coss, Mayor Date 
City of Santa Fe 

Attest: 

Yolanda Y. Vigil, City Clerk Date 

Approved as to Form: 

Geno Zamora, City Attorney Date 

Dr. Melville Morgan, Finance Director Date 
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For the County: 

Virginia Vigil, Chair, Board of Santa Fe Date 
County Commissioners 

Approved as to Form: 

Stephen C. Ross, Santa Fe County Attorney Date 

Attest: 

Valerie Espinoza, Santa Fe County Clerk Date 

Teresa Martinez, County Finance Director Date 
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DATE: August 8, 2012 

TO: 

VIA: 

FROM: 

Request from Los Alamos National Bank for a waiver of the 300 foot location restriction 
to allow the dispensing and consumption of beer and wine at the Santa Fe Children's 
Museum, 1050 Old Pecos Trail, Building B, which is within 300 feet of St. John's United 
Methodist Church, 1200 Old Pecos Trail. 

BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY 

Pursuant to §60-6B-10 NMSA 1978, a request for a waiver of the 300 foot location 
restriction has been submitted to allow the dispensing and consumption of beer and wine 
at the Santa Fe Children's Museum, 1050 Old Pecos Trail, Building B which is within 
300 feet of St. John's United Methodist Church, 1200 Old Pecos Trail. This request is 
for Los Alamos National Bank's company picnic to be held from 1 :45 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
on Saturday, August 25,2012. 

Attached is a letter from Rev. Greg Kennedy, St. John's United Methodist Church, 
stating that they have no objection to this request. 

ACTION REQUESTED 

I hereby request that the City Council indicate its decision on the request for a waiver of 
the 300 foot location restriction to allow the dispensing and consumption of beer and wine 
at the Santa Fe Children's Museum, 1050 Old Pecos Trail, Building B, which is within 
300 feet of St. John's United Methodist Church, 1200 Old Pecos Trail. The request is 
for Los Alamos National Bank's company picnic to be held from 1 :45 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
on Saturday, August 25,2012. 

Attachment Letter I Los Alamos National Bank 
Letter I St. John's United Methodist Church 
Special Dispenser Permit Application 
§60-6B-10 NMSA 1978 

SSOO1,PMS· 7195 
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YolaildaXigfl, CMe 
City Clerk 
PO Box 909B 

Santa fe, NM-87505 

Dear Yolanda, 

los AlamosNationai Bank (LANB) is hosting its annual company pimic at the Santa F£ 

ChiidrenJs Museum on August 25, 2012 from 2:00-6:00 pm. We are expecting about 20D people 

and Cowgirl Catering will be providing the food and beverages induding beer and wine. LANa wiE 

be providing fencing to dose off the outside area and wili also provlde two security guan.h during 

the event. 

Marketing Coordinator 



1200 Old Pecos Trail ST. ,JOHN'S 
Sonto Fe, NM 87505

UNITED METHODIST CHURCH 

T982..5397 
F505-983-4777 
Greg.postor@sfsljohnsumc.org 
www,sfsijobnsumc.org 

Rev. Greg Kennetly 

7 August 2012 

Dear Santa Fe City Council, 

St. John's United Methodist Church does not have an issue or an objection to the 
use of alcohol at the Children's Museum for the Los Alamos National Bank's com­
pany picnic on 25 August 2012 from 2-5. 

Los Alamos National Bank is an important business member in our community and 
we are happy to support them in this. 

Sincerely, 

J1.~ 
Rev.Greg Kennedy 

http:www,sfsijobnsumc.org
mailto:Greg.postor@sfsljohnsumc.org


ALCOHOL & GAMING I)lVlSION 

SPECIAL lJISPENSER PERMIT API)LICATION (60~6A-1l) 


Fce Per day: _ $50.00 Public Celebration 

~$25.00 Private Event (Catered) (all fees are non refundable) 


A copy of aJl approved pennits will be sent to the Speciallnvestigulions Division of th~ DeplU1m~nt of Pubiic Safety. T1H.:y will notify you directly if they need additional information 


LICENSE HOLDER INFORMATION Uquor License # Z:f::c>9 
Business Name (DBA) ~?-HS h,~.~.r!::.~. Co ....,8~!~~.~ .... Owner Nllme~?- 5'h. Jell O:cr p Local Option District _ S1M. t.i -R 
Street Address -"lJ:J.... 5..__7.(d.~~........_...___ ..... _. .._. __."'__ Mailing Address ..... "..._ 

City, State & Zip ~__.{;:.......~_...:2.T:§:P. ...L..........._..~ ... ,... Telephone II ~~~J:?:~(e~== ......._Fax # ...~&"" 9~2. yo t( 7 
EVENT INFORMATION 

Description of Evenf.kA tV..8"'~~~'-f-t~!.1~I.L ..._...__...,.... Date(s) of Event ~ t Z!z.< I(2'- Begin Time ! : <{ SeM End Time ~ 

Physical Address of Event (0,£0 at d R4.tAJ$ fy - S.f- C.t\c{drtA<..s v14lA.~ c:N""'\ Number of Persons expected 2crn .__._ 

Description of Security ___~.. ~... (~4!8 (r c.. I (,~_",!-,g.4_.. _¥c.~'!..:J,_""" 

Security Contact Name pu '2) ~~r.:2__,,_~___.._.. .____. 


Sponsor of Event ~ . '=:-J4!1JN "\ Contact Name n ttle- l':>Gd/l1.6.2l'f Telephone # ~.:;;m 

Name (print) .,S.J~'b:e~~ Signatu~..,~ ___ Telephone II .tg?-~s 7 Date .. ~~p'2.. 

LICENS}-:' HOLDER §: SERVl<:R CERTIFICATION: 1, ~..5~~~> (Licensee) hereby certify thatthisevent is within the same local option .. ,,1 ".':; '':'',' I" 

district as the dispenser's license, that event is not within 300 Ft. ofa church or school unless alcoholic beverages were sold there prior to July I, 1981 or a waived!;' :) J. ~J ~ I ;1.) 

obtained from the local governing body. I further certify that all persons providing the service of alcoholic beverages are server certilicd and that they arc my /.. v,'" < 
employees and that ALL the information in this application is true and correct. :7 /\,: ~\' /,s> _ ·7; 
NOTE; List ofservers including name, server permit #- and server expiration date must be attached to permit application. ; '::-' 'r, "'0 'j . ~ 
Licensee agrees that if any statements or representations herein are found to be false, the director may refuse to is . ionnl pennits. ~ ~. ~t ~ Q.o .'.: 

Licensee Name (print) _hl t~\e.& \3~b.-:> ____.____ Signature _ _____......_ .... Date _.~{IL'i',~ '. v'O,y ,.' ~ : 
All pro fils dcrivr:d frorn the sale of liquor will go only 10 the Ikcnscc. \ y the owner or aut riled person under this license may sign the permit. "''?if }.-. I I ~ .,,' 

I I , ~;\i'. \ \ ' '\ 
, II t H f\' 

NOTARY1Nf'ORMKflON _ 

Subscribed and Sworn before me this _7f~ day of~3.u.c.t-, 20 ..L:b.. Notary Public --'_.~I&~j' EXP~?~ ~t)f .~.. W-L..-____ 

LOCAL GOVF.RNING BODY API>ROVAt 

Print Name ....._........" ....... ___________. ",,,. Tille .______" .... """..__ Dalc _.........._.._.__SigIHllUfC ___ " __,,, PhOlle Fox ______,,_. 


A LCOIIO,. & GAMING DIVISION USE ONtV 
Approved by: _ ..._...._,,__ Date ..........__.___,__'...... Permit Number _,________. 

"-Att~Ch~~nt~;-'''I)'i::j~~~'plan ,,,, (PictW'cs) 2) fl.:cS (listed on lop ofpiI/.lc) 3) Server infonnulion lisl ".;J, 

http:ofpiI/.lc




RE: 	 Applicant - Susan's Fine Wine & Spirits 
Description of Event - Networking Event 
Date of Event - August 18, 2011 
Location - Santa Fe Children's Museum -1050 Old Pecos Trail 

~'!';;~lf~~,.···.t:_"'I!l!i!'$jjt:'S!t~\'!B~_-rt;;..Ai NIiiP 

Note: Above location is within 300ft of a Church and/or School 
(St John's United Methodist Church) 

D Subject Building 

D 300ft Buffer (Location) 

Building Footprints 

""" County Parcel Lines 

. (DRAFT STATUS) 


:~:l 
'////// / //,/ / //, 

This infonnation is for reference only. 

The City of Santa Fe assumes no liability 

for errors associated with the use of these 


data. Users are solely responsible for 

confirming data accuracy when necessary. 


o 300 Feet ... 
~-----------------



NextPage LivePublish Page 1 of 1 

60-6B-IO. Locations near church or school; restrictions on licensjpg. 

No license shall be issued by the director for the sale of alcoholic beverages at a licensed premises 
where alcoholic beverages were not sold prior to July 1, 1981 that is within three hundred feet of any 
church or school. A license may be granted for a proposed licensed premises if the owner or lessee has, 
prior to establishment of a church or school located within three hundred feet of the proposed licensed 
premises, applied for, been granted and maintained a valid building permit for the construction or 
renovation of the proposed licensed premises and has filed on a form prescribed by the director a notice 
of intention to apply for transfer of a license to the proposed licensed premises. A license may be 
granted for a proposed licensed premises if a person has obtained a waiver from a local option district 
governing body for the proposed licensed premises. For the purposes of this section, all measurements 
taken in order to determine the location of licensed premises in relation to churches or schools shall be 
the straight line distance from the property line of the licensed premises to the property line of the 
church or schooL This provision shall not apply to any church that has been designated as an historical 
site by the cultural properties review committee and which does not have a regular congregation. 
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DATE: 	 August 2, 2012 for the August 8, 2012 City Council hearing 

TO: 	 Mayor David Coss 

Members of the City Council 


VIA: 
bert P. omero, P.E., City Manager 

Matthew S. O'Reilly, P.E., Director, Land Use Department ~P 
Tamara Baer, ASLA, Planning Manager, Cunent Planning Divisi~ 

FROM: 	 Heather L Lamboy, AICP, Senior Planner, CUttent Planning Division i 
Case #2012-52. Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment. Santa Fe 
Planning Group, agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, request approval of a General 
Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to change the designation of 8.62+ acres of 
land from Public/Institutional to Commurrity Commercial The property is located 
within the Santa Fe University of Art and Design campus. (Heather Lamboy, Case 
Manager) 

Case #2012-53. Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2. Santa Fe Planning 
Group, agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman. request rezoning of 8.62± acres of land 
from Residential-S (Residential, 5 dwelling units per acre) to Commercial-2 (General 
Commercial). The property is located within the Santa Fe University of Art and 
Design campus. (Heather Lamboy, Case Manager) 

I. RECOMMENDATION 

The Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL with conditions as outlined in this 
report 

On June 7, 2012, the Planning Commission found that the application met all code 
criteria for a General Plan Amendment and Rezoning. No redevelopment of the building 
or property is anticipated at this time. In the event that any redevelopment occurs on the 
vacant portions of the site, as a condition ofapproval, the applicant will be required to get 

Cases #2012-52 and2012-53; Shellaberger Tennis Center GP Amendment & Rezoning Pagel 0/3 
City Council: August 8, 2012 
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Development Plan approval from the Planning Commission regardless of the size of the 
proposed development. 

II. APPLICATION OVERVIEW 

The Shellaberget Tennis Center was constructed in 2002, as a part of the College of Santa 
Fe campus. Because the College of Santa Fe was an existing use when the Oty adopted 
the first zoning code in 1962, it was considered a legal non-confonning use. The land use 
designation, in the Oty's Genetal Plan, is public/institutional The College developed 
over the years through a series of Special Exception approvals in an R-S (residential) 
zoning district. 

In 2009, the Shellaberger Tennis Center was deeded to the bank that held the mortgage 
for the College and in September 2009, the remainder of the College of Santa Fe property 
was sold to the City of Santa Fe, which then leased the property to Laureate Education 
for the Santa Fe University of Art and Design. The current owners of Shel1aberger 
purchased the property in July 2011 from the bank that held the defaulted note on the 
property. In order to satisfy financing, insurance, and to be able to make improvements 
to the facility in the future, the zoning must allow the use of the property. 

Chapter 14, the Land Development Code, only permits this type of facility in the 
following districts: C-2 (General Commercial), BCD (Business Capitol District), SC-1, 2, 
& 3 (Shopping Center) and 1-1 (Light Industrial) zoning districts. Additionally, a 
representative from the Santa Fe University of Art and Design (SFUAD) asked the 
applicants to meet with SFUAD to discussed expected uses on the site in the future. The 
Planning Commission recommended both the General Plan amendment and the rezoning 
with a unanimous voice vote. 

The following conditions are recommended by the Planning Commission: 

1. 	 If any major changes are contemplated to the site (other than routine maintenance 
or interior renovations), the applicant shall request a Development Plan 
Amendment subject to Planning Commission review and approval. 

2. 	 The existing Development Plan illustrates the construction of a trail in Phase 3. 
The applicant shall contribute to the construction of related off-site trails at a 1:1 
ratio in lieu of building an on-site trail at the time of any future development. 

3. 	 When any additional development occurs on the site, a traffic study will be required 
and may demonstrate the need for additional infrastructure improvements. 

Cases #1012-51 and 2011-53: Shellaberger Termis Center GP Amendment & Rezoning Page2of3 
CityCouncil: August 8, 2012 
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III. ATIACHMENTS: 

EXHIBIT 1: 
1. Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
2. Conditions of Approval 

EXHIBIT 2: Planning Commission Minutes June 7,2012 

EXHIBIT 3: Planning Commission Staff Report Packet 

Cases 1#2012-52 and 2012-53: Shellaherger Tennis Center GP Amendment & Rezoning Page 3 0/3 
City CCMleil: August8, 2012 
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Exhibit 1 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 


Conditions of Approval 


5 



ITE~A # /:J - 05lj.::t 

City of Santa Fe 

Planning Commission 


Findings ofFact and Conclusions ofLaw 


Case #2012-52 
ShellabergerTennis Center General Plan Amendment 
Case #2012-53 
Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2 

Owner's Name - Eric Rose and Sam Hitman 
Applicant's Name - Santa Fe Planning Group 

THIS MATTER came before the Planning Commission (Commission) for hearing on June 7, 
2012 upon the application (Application) of Santa Fe Planning Group as agent for Eric Rose and 
Sam Hitman (Applicant). 

The subject site (Property) is located within the campus ofthe Santa Fe University of Art and 
Design and is comprised ofa total of 8.62 ± acres of land zoned R-5 (Residential - 5 dwelling 
units/acre). 

The Applicant seeks (I) approval of an amendment to the City of Santa Fe General Plan Future 
Land Use Map ~ changing the designation of the Property from "PubliclInstitutional" to 
"Community Commercial" and (2) to rezone the Property from R-5 to C-2 (General 
Commercial). 

After conducting a public hearing and having heard from staff and all interested persons, the 
Commission hereby FINDS, as follows: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

General 

1. 	 The Commission heard testimony and took evidence from staff, the Applicant, and members 
of the public interested in the matter. 

2. 	 Code §14-3.2(D) sets out certain procedures for amendments to the Plan, including, without 
limitation, a public hearing by the Commission and recommendation to the Governing Body 
based upon the criteria set out in Code § 14-3 .2(E). 

3. 	 Code §§14-3.5(B)(1) through (3) set out certain procedures for rezonings, including, without 
limitation, a public hearing by the Commission and recommendation to the Governing Body 
based upon the criteria set out in Code §14-3 .5( C). 

4. 	 Code §14-3.1 sets out certain procedures to be followed on the Application, including, 
without limitation, (a) a pre-application conference [§14-3.l(E)(l)(a)(i)]; (b) an Early 
Neighborhood Notification Qili"N) meeting [§ 14-3.1 (F)(2)( a )(iii) and (xii)]; and (c) 
compliance with Code Section 14-3.1(H) notice and public hearing requirements. 
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Case #2012-52 - Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment 
Case #20]2-33 - Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2 

Page 2 of5 

5. 	 A pre-application conference was held on December 15,2011. 
6. 	 Code Section 14-3.l(F) establishes procedures for the ENN meeting, including (a) 

scheduling and notice requirements [Code §14-3.1 (F)(4) and (5)]; (b) regulating the timing 
and conduct ofthe meeting [Code §14-3.1 (F)(5)]; and (c) setting out guidelines to be 
followed at the ENN meeting [§14-3.1(F)(6)]. 

7. 	 An ENN meeting was held on the Application on March 19, 2012 at the Shellaberger Tennis 
Center at 1600 St. Michael's Drive. 

8. 	 Notice of the ENN meeting was properly given. 
9. 	 The ENN meeting was attended by the Applicant, City staffand other interested parties and 

the discussion followed the guidelines set out in Code Section 14-5.3.l(F)(6) .. 
10. Commission staff provided the Commission with a report (Staff Report) evaluating the 

factors relevant to the Application and recommending approval by the Commission ofthe 
proposed Plan amendment and the rezoning, subject to the conditions set out in the Staff 
Report (Conditions) as modified. 

The General Plan Amendment 

11. Code §14-3.2(B)(2)(b) requires the City's official zoning map to conform to the Plan, and 
requires an amendment to the Plan before a change in land use classification is proposed for a 
parcel shown on the Plan's land use map. 

12. The Commission is authorized under Code §14-2.3(C)(7)(a) to review and make 
recommendations to the Governing Body regarding proposed amendments to the Plan. 

13. The Commission has considered the criteria established by Code § 14-3.2(E)(l) and finds the 
following facts: 
(a) 	Consistency with growth projections for the City. economic development goals as set 

forth in a comprehensive economic development plan for the City, and with existing land 
use conditions, such as access and availability ofinfrastructure [§14-3.2(£){J)(a)). 
The proposed amendment is consistent with the existing development on the Property and 
on surrounding properties and is generally consistent with the economic development 
objectives set forth in the City ofSanta Fe Economic Development Strategy for 
Implementation", dated May 21. 2008, implementing the Angelou Economics report 
entitled "Cultivating Santa Fe's Future Economy". Existing infrastructure is sufficient to 
serve the Property as developed. 

(b) Consistency with other parts ofthe Plan [§14-3.2(E)(J)(b)). 
The proposed amendment is generally consistent with the growth management and 
development policies ofthe Plan, as well as with other themes set out in the Plan, 
including complying with the Economic Diversity, Character, Urban Form, Community~ 
Oriented Development and Mixed Use themes. 

(c) 	The amendment does not: (i) allow uses or a change that is significantly different from or 
inconsistent with the prevailing use and character oflhe area; (ii) affecl an area ofless 
than two acres, except when adjusting boundaries between districts; or (iii) benefit one 
ofafow landowners at the expense ofthe surrounding landowners or the general public 
[§J 4-3.2(E)(J)(c)). 
The proposed use is consistent with the prevailing institutional and commercial uses and 
character of the area; affects an areaof8.62± acres; and will not benefit one ofa few 
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Case #2012·52 - Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment 
Case #2012-33 Sbellaberger Tennis CenterRezoning to C-2 
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landowners at the expense of the surrounding landowners of the genera1 public, in that 
the tennis center use provides a benefit to the members of the general public through 
programming by providing recreational opportunities to youth and providing a 
recreational resource to abutting institutional users. 

(d) An amendment is not required to conform with Code §J4-3.2(£){J){c) ifi! promotes the 
general welfare or has other adequate public advantage ofjustification [§J4­
3.2(E)(J){d)). 
This is not applicable. 

(e) 	Compliance with extraterritorial zoning ordinances and extraterritorialplans [§14­
3.2(E){J)(e)). ­
This is not applicable. 

(t) 	Contribution to a coordinated, adjusted and harmonious development ofthe municipality 
which will, in accordance with existing andfuture needs, best promote health, safety, 
morals, order, convenience, prosperity or the general welfare as well as efficiency and 
economy in the process ofdevelopment [§14-3.2(D){J){tt}}. 
The proposed amendment will contribute to a coordinated, adjusted and harmonious 
development of the City in that the tennis center serves the community by providing 
recreational opportunities to the public and in that any future development on the 
Property will be subject to deve10pment plan review through a public process. 

The Rezoning 

14. Under Code §14-3.5(A)(I)(d) any individual may propose a rezoning (amendment to the 
zoning map). 

15. Code §§14-2.3(C)(7)(c) and 14-3.5(B)(1)(a) provide for the Commission's review of 
proposed rezonings and recommendations to the Governing Body regarding them. 

16. Code §§14-3.5(C) establishes the criteria to be applied by the Commission in its review of 
proposed rezonings. 

17. The Commission has considered the criteria estabHshed by Code §§ 14-3.5(C) and fmds, 
subject to the Conditions, the following facts: 
(a) 	One or more ofthe following conditions exist: (I) there was a mistake in the original 

zoning; (ii) there has been a change in the surrounding area, altering the character ofthe 
neighborhood to such an extent as to justify changing the zoning; or (iii) a different use 
category is more advantageous to the community, as articulated in the Plan or other 
adopted City plans [SFCC §J4-3.5(C)(J)(a)). 
There was not a mistake in the original zoning; the expansion oflhe Santa Fe University 
of Art and Design and the increase of other governmental uses surrounding the Property 
have changed the character of the surrounding area to such an extent as to justify 
changing the zoning ofthe Property; and the proposed use category is more advantageous 
to the community in accordance with the facts found by the Commission in paragraphs 
13(a) and (b) above. 

(b) All the rezoning requirements ofSFCC Chapter 14 have been met [SFCC §14­
3.5(C)(J)(b)). 

In accordance with the facts found by the Commission in paragraphs 13 and 17( a) above, 

all the rezoning requirements ofSFCC Chapter 14 have been met. 
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(c) 	The proposed rezoning is consistent with the applicable policies ofthe Plan (Section 14­
3.5(A)(c)}. 
In accordance with the facts found by the Commission in paragraphs 13(a) and (b) above, 
the proposed rezoning is consistent with the applicable policies of the Plan. 

(d) The amount ofland proposed for rezoning and the proposed use for the land is consistent 
with City policies regarding the provision ofurban land sufficient to meet the amount, 
rate and geographic location ofthe growth ofthe City (SFCC §14-3.5(C)(J)(d)]. 
The Property consists of 8.62± acres and its use as a tennis center is consistent with the 
cited City polices. 

(e) 	The existing andproposed infrastructure. such as the streets system, sewer and water 
lines, andpublic facilities, such as fire stations and parks, will be able to accommodate 
the impacts ofthe proposed development (Section 14-3.5(C}(e)/; 
Existing infrastructure is sufficient to serve the Property as developed and in the event 
that the Property is further developed in the future, is subject to the Conditions, including 
development plan review and an analysis of traffic impacts based on actual future uses. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Under the circumstances and given the evidence and testimony submitted during the hearing, the 
Commission CONCLUDES as follows: 

General 

1. 	 The proposed Plan amendment and rezoning were properly and sufficiently noticcd via mail, 
pUblication, and posting ofsigns in accordance with Code requirements. 

2. 	 The ENN meeting complied with the requirements estabHshed under the Code. 

The General Plan Amendment 

3. 	 The Commission has the power and authority at law and under the Code to review the 
proposed amendment to the Plan and to make recommendations to the Governing Body 
regarding such amendment. 

4. 	 The proposed Plan amendment meets the criteria established by Code Section 14-3.2(E)(1) 
and the Commission recommends that it be approved by the Governing Body, 

The Rezoning 

5. 	 The Applicant has the right under the Code to propose the rezoning ofthe Property. 
6. 	 The Commission has the power and authority at law and under the Code to review the 

proposed rezoning of the Property and to make recommendations regarding the proposed 
rezoning to the Governing Body based upon that review. 

8. 	 The proposed rezoning meets the criteria established by Code Sections 14-3.5(A)(I) and the 
Commission recommends that it be approved by the Governing Body. 

[REMAINDER APPEARS ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
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Shellabetget Tennis Center-Conditions ofApproval 
City Council 


Case #2012-52 and #2012-53 General Plan Amendment to Community Commercial and Rezone to C-2 
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Fire Department: 
1. 	 Shall Comply with International Fire Code (IFC) 2009 Edition. 
2. 	 Shall meet fire department access for C-2 zoning. 
3. 	 Shall have 20 feet road width for fire department access. 

Traffic Engineering: 
1. 	 The Developer has not provided a Traffic Study, because no new development will occur at this time. At 

the time of Development a Traffic Study will be required. The amount of development may be limited by 
potential impacts on the local roadway network. 

2. 	 1be Developer shall replace street name signs at the intersection of Siringo and Yucca to include both 
Yucca St and the private road to the north of Siringo Rd. Design and placement of signs to be reviewed 
and approved by the City of Santa Fe Public Works Department. 

Roadway and T.rails Engineering: 
1. 	 The existing development plan illustrates the construction of a trail in Phase 3. The applicant shall , 

contribute to the construction of related off-site trails at a 1:1 ratio in lieu of building an on-site trail at the 
time ofany future development. 

Current Planning: 
1. 	 Any development on the site, beyond maintenance, repair, and improvements within the existing structure 

shall require a Development Plan Amendment subject to Planning Commission review and approval 
2. 	 An easement for a water line acceptable to the Water Division shall be perfected for the portion of the 

property adjacent to the north parking lot prior to mylar recordation . 

Fire 
Department 

Traffic 
Engineering 

Roadway & 
Trails 
Engineering 

Current 
Planning 

Rey 
Gonzales 

John 
Romero 

Eric 
Martinez 

Heather 
Lamboy 

..,10. 

..,10. 
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 


RESOLUTION NO. 2012-_ 


A RESOLUTION 

AMENDING THE GENERAL PLAN FUTURE LAND USE CLASSIFICATION FROM 

PUBUC/INSTITUTIONAL TO coMMl1NrrY COMMERCIAL FOR AN 8.62± PARCEL 

OF LAND LOCATED IN THE VICINITY OF SmINGO ROAD AND ALUMNI DRIVE 

(2400 ALUMNI DRIVE) IDENTIFIED AS TRACT E COLLEGE OF SANTA FE 

REPLAT,PLAT BOOK 635, PAGES 46 AND 47 AND LYING WITHIN TOWNSHIP 17N, 

RANGE 9E, SEcnON 34, NEW MEXICO PRIME MERIDIAN. ("SBELLABERGER 

,TENNIS CENTER" GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT, CASE NO. 2012-52). 

WHEREAS, the agent for the owner of that certain parcel of land comprising 8.62± 

acres identified as Tract E-ColJege ofSanta Fe RepJat, in the vicinity ofSiringo Road and A1umni 

Drive intersection and Jying within Township 17N, Range 9E, Section 34, New Mexico Prime 

Meridian, Santa Fe County, State ofNew Mexico (the "Property") has submitted an application to 

amend the General Plan Future Land Use Map classification of the Property from 

Publiclinstitutional to Community Commercial; and 

WHERAS, pursuant to Section 3-19-9 NMSA 1978, the General Plan may be 

12 
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1 amended, exteuded or supplemented; arid 

2 WHEREAS, the Governing Body has held a public hearing on the proposed 

3 amendment, reviewed the staff report and the recommendation of the Planning 

4 Commission and the evidence obtained at the public hearing, and has detennined that the 

proposed amendment to the General Plan meets the approval criteria set forth in Section 

6 14-3.2(0) SFCC 1987; and 

7 WHEREAS, the reclassificatjon of the Property would be substantially consistent with 

8 the General Plan themes and policies for Land Use (General Plan, Chapter 3) and Growth 

9 Management (General Plan, Chapter 4); and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ~OLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 

11 CITY OF SANTA FE: 

12 Section 1. That the General Plan Future Land Use Map classification for the 

·13 Property be and hereby is amended as shown in the General Plan Amendment Map attached 

14 hereto as EXIllBIT A and incorporated herein. 

Section 2. Said General Plan amendment and any future development plan for the 

16 Property is approved with and subject ·to the conditions set forth in the table attached hereto as 

17 EXHIBIT B and incorporated herein summarizing City of Santa Fe staff technical memoranda 

18 "-__..,,,.,.-ommisSion on June 7,2012. 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 
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Shellaberger Tennis Cetlt,""...;.Conditions of Approval 

City Council 


Case #2012-52 and #2012-53 General Plan Amendment to Community Commercial and Rezone to C-2 
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Fire Department: 	 Fire Rey 
1. 	 Shall Comply with International Fire Code (IFC) 2009 Edition. Department Gonzales 
2. 	 Shall meet fire department access for C-2 zoning. 
3. 	 Shall have 20 feet road width for Ere department access. 

Traffic Engineering: 	 Traffic John 
1. 	 The Developer has not provided a Traffic Study, because no new development will occur at this time. At Engineering Romero 

the time of Development a Traffic Study will be required. The amount of development may be limited by 
potential impacts on the local roadway network. 

2. 	 The Developer shall replace street name signs at the intersection of Siringo and Yucca to include both 

Yucca St. and the private road to the north of Siringo Rd. Design and placement of signs to be reviewed 

and approved by the City of Santa Fe Public Works Department. 


.,
Roadway and Trails Engineering: 	 Roadway & Eric 

1. The existing development plan illustrates the construction of a trail in Phase 3. The applicant shall Trails Martinez, 

contribute to the construction of related off-site trails at a 1:1 ratio in lieu of building an on-site trail at the Engineering 

time of any future development. 

Current Planning: 	 Cuttent Heather 
1. 	 Any development on the site, beyond maintenance, repair, and improvements within the existing structure Planning Lamboy 

shall require a Development Plan Amendment subject to Planning Commission review and approval. 
2. 	 An easement for a water line acceptable to the Water Division shall be perfected for the portion of the 


property adjacent to the north parking lot prior to mylar recordation. 


~ 

(j) 
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1 CITY' OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 

2 BILL NO. 2012-19 

3 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

AN ORDINANCE 

11 AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE; 

12 CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS FOR THE "SHELLABERGER 

13 TENNIS CENTER PARCEL"; CHANGING 8.62± ACRES FROM R-S 

·14 (RESIDENTIAL, 5 DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE) TO C-2 (GENERAL 

COMMERCIAL) AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE WITH RESPECT TO 

16 A CERTAIN PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE VICINTY OF SIRINGO ROAD 

17 AND ALUMNI DRIVE, AND IDENTIFIED AS TRACT E OF THE COLLEGE OF 

.18 SANTA FE REPLAT, PLAT BOOK 635, PAGES 46 AND 47, AND LYING WITHIN 

19 TOWNSHIP 17N, RANGE 9E, SECTION 34, NEW MEXICO PRIME MERIDIAN; CITY 

OF SANTA FE, SANTA FE COUNTY, STATE OF NEW MEXICO. ("SHELLABERGER 

21 REZONING," CASE NO. 2012-53). 

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

23 Section 1. That a certain parcel of land comprising 8.62:1:: acres (the "Property") 

24 located within Township 17N, Range 9~ Section 34, New Mexico Prime Meridian, Santa Fe 

County, State of New Mexico, :which are located within the municipal boundaries of the City of 

1 

17 
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1 Mexico, which are located within the municipal bound~es ofthe City of saitta Fe, is restricted ~ 

_2 and classified as C-2 (General Co:mmercial) as described in the zoning map attached hereto as 

3 EXHIBIT A and incorporated herein.­

4 Section 2. The official zoning map of the City of Santa Fe adopted by Ordinance 

No. 2001-27 is hereby amend~d to confonn to the chang~ in zoning classifications for the 

6 Property set-forth in Section 1 ofthis Ordinance; 

7 Section-3. This rezoning action and any future development plan for the Property is 

8 approved with and subject to the conditions set forth in the table attached ~ereto as EXHIBIT B 

9 and incorporated herein summarizing the City of Santa Fe staff technical memoranda and 

conditions recommended by the Planning Commission on June 7, 2012. 

11 Section 4. This rezoning action is subject to the time restrictions set forth in Section 

12 14-3.5(D)(1) SFCC 1987 (Two-year ReviewlRecission). Resolution 2011-26 has extended 

13 zoning approvals for a limited duration oftime. 

14 Section 5. This Ordinance shall be published one time by title and general summary 

and shall become effective five days after publication.­

16 

17 

-18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 
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Shellaberger Tennis Center-Condltions ofApproval 

City Council 


Case #2012-52 and #2012-53 General Plan Amendment to Community Commercial and Rezone to C-2 
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Fire Department: 	 Fire Rey 
1. 	 Shall Comply with International Fire Code (IFC) 2009 Edition. Department Gonzales 
2. 	 Shall meet fire department access for C-2 zoning. 
3. 	 Shall have 20 feet road width for flre department access. 

Traffic Engineering: 	 Traffic John 
1. 	 The Developer has not provided a Traffic Study, because no new development will occur at this time. At Engineering Romero 

the time ofDevelopment a Traffic Study will be required. The amount of development may be limited by 
potential impacts on the local roadway network. 

2. 	 The Developer shall replace street name signs at the intersection ofSiringo and Yucca to include both 

Yucca St and the private road to the north of Siringo Rd Design and placement of signs to be reviewed 

and approved by the City ofSanta Fe Public Works Department. 


Roadway and Trails Engineering: 	 Roadway & Eric 
1. The existing development plan illustrates the construction of a trail in Phase 3. The applicant shall Trails Martinez. 

contribute to the construction of related off-site trails at a 1:1 ratio in lieu of building an on-site trail at the Engineering 

time ofany future development 


Current Planning: 	 Current Heather 
1. 	 Any development on the site, beyond maintenance, repair, and improvements within the existing structure Planning Lamboy 

shall require a Development Plan Amendment subject to Planning Commission review and approval. 
2. 	 An easement for a water line acceptable to the Water Division shall be perfected for the portion of the 


property adjacent to the north parking lot prior to mylar recordation. 


N 
....lo. 

'i.tions of Approval- Shellaberger (Cases #2012-52 lit 2012-53) 	 EXIDBIT B, Page 1 
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and I want to keep that. I would have to say that staff is correct in what you analyzed and 
I appreciate the hard work. 

Commissioner Ortiz: Thank· you to all residents for coming out. I went to Wood 
Gormley and I was raised in that area. I understand why you want to keep it the way you 
want to keep it. I appreciate what you have brought forward and I support staff's 
recommendations. 

Commissioner Bordegaray moves to recommend denial of Case #2012-25 - 203 E. 
Santa Fe Avenue Rezoning to RAe, seconded by Bemis. Motion passed by unanimous 
pote. 

Commissioner Pava - yes 

Commissioner Harris - yes 

Commissioner Villarreal - yes 

Commissioner Bemis:"" yes 

Commissioner Linden - yes 

Commissioner Ortiz- yes 

Commissioner Bordegaray - yes 


10. Case #2012-54. 203 E. Santa Fe Avenue Special Use Request for Professional Office. 
Sommer, Karnes, & Associates, agent for New Mexico Oil and Gas Association, requests 
a Special Use Permit for a professional office located at 203 E. Santa Fe Avenue 
(northeast corner ofEast Santa Fe Avenue and Webber Street). (Heather Lamboy, Case 
Manager) 

Commissioner Bordegaray mopes to deny Case #2012-54 - 203 E. Santa Fe Al'enue 
Special Use Request for Professional Office, seconded by Bemis. Motion passed by 
unanimous pote. . 

Commissioner Pava - yes 

Commissioner Harris - yes 

Commissioner Villarreal- yes 

Commissioner Bemis - yes 

Commissioner Lindell - yes 

Commissioner Ortiz - yes 

Commissioner Bordegaray - yes 


--It--ll. Case #2012-52. Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment. Santa Fe 
,",",,' 	 Planning Group, agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, request approval of a General 

Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to change the designation of8.62± acres ofland 
from Public/InstitutionaJ to Community Commercial. The property is located within the 
Santa Fe University of Art and Design campus. (Heather Lamboy, Case Manager) 

Planning Commission Minutes - 6/7/12 	 Page 31 
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Ms. Lamboy: The College of Santa Fe campus consists of many tracts. When the 

college was dissolved this one tract was split off. It is zoned R5. The surrounding 

zoning is Rl to the south and R3. Future land use consists of institutional and across the 

street is residential low density. There is a proposed trail that would connect Yucca with 

St. Michael's Drive (aerial view). Parking is provided adjacent to the building. There 

has been a lot of discussion about the trail. The trail has been abandoned and priorities 

have shifted. The request is to put off the trail until any development occurs on this 

particular site. Another amendment was in the condition relating to any type of 

development plan the request was to add any interior improvements to #3. What we are 

concerned about is how the site would change over time. Recommend approval with the 

conditions in the revised report. 


Nancy Long, 2200 Brothers Road. Santa Fe, New Mexico 
I am representing the new owners of the tennis center. We meet change in circumstance 
and benefiting the community. These owners rescued the tennis center from an uncertain 
future. We are asking for zoning to comply with use already there. There was great 
danger that the tennis center would be lost through default. It has state ofthe art facilities 
and flooring. It is used by non-profit groups, and continued use is a real concern to the 
city, community members and members from the tennis center. There were a number of 
groups that tried to get financing to purchase it from the bank. Last July Mr. Pittman and 
his partner, Mr. Rose, were able to secure financing and keep it as a tennis center. There . 
was no time to confonn the zoning. The property is &5. This is not allowed. It was a 
special exception within R5 when it was a college facility. If they want to expand or 
make improvements they could not do that. It is a non~conforming use: In order to get 
their financing they had to sign personal guarantees because the zoning did not conform. 
They are seeking to get rezoned - as it has created problems with insurance. We are 
trying to fix the zoning to conform what is there. C2 is the only zoning category that 
would allow private recreational use and is the most appropriate. We do comply with 
code. We agree with staff conditions. 

CUrrent planning #1 that any development on the site be on maintenance, repair and 
improvements within the eXisting structure shall require a development asking that the 
phrase 'and improvements within the existing structure" without development plan 
approval. The additioriaI condition we agreed to is that should there be any further 
development on the site that as a safeguard we have agreed to the condition that any 
further development would come back for development plan approval. That way. the 
University or any residential users would have a chance to examine that plan. The C2 
does allow a broad array ofuses. We did agree to that condition. 

Sam Pittman, Santa Fe. NM 
We are new to the Santa Fe community. My business partner and I run tennis centers. 
We find centers in bankruptcy or under utilized. We are very excited to be part of the 
community. We are very tightly tied in with the college. When the time comes we 
understand that the use has to be approved and meet all the conditions, meet traffic study, 
etc. It was advised to us that we should attempt to make something right in the zoning 
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that was not right. Our goal is to get into compliance. We want to keep the facility first 
class. We have no plans at this time but believe it is extremely important to work with 
the university. 

Mary Shruben - Sirin20 Road, Santa Fe, NM 

I am here to speak in favor of the rezoning because we realize they have had major 

changes there. They provide an incredible service for some youth programs and we want 

to make sure they can be viable and get the financing and insurance they need. The only 

concern the neighborhood has are that they not be converted in any way into any retail. 

restaurant, bar. liquor store of any kind. The proposal for developing a motor pool is 

questionable. Any increase of traffic in the area is going to make things worse. That is 

our only reservation. We understand that the C2 zoning is a compromise. At our ENN 

we had a good discussion and are happy with this proposal. 


Frank Herdman, 123 E. Marcy Street, Santa Fe. NM 

Represents the University - it wasn't until this afternoon that the university understood 

C2 zoning. We hope to have those discussions as this proceeds to the city council if the 

property ever changes hands. 


Rick Martinez: 

I went to the ENN meeting - there is no master plan with this entire section. The 

University has an option to buy that property in 8 years. I suggest we get a master plan 

for that entire area. 


Public hearing closed. 

Chair Spray: On November 3rd this commission approved changing 2.5 acres from R5 to 
C2. I voted against that. How many times do we retrace these steps - we need' the 
appropriate zoning. 

Ms. Baer: We agree that there should be a master plan and we .have discussed creating a 
zoning district that would suite this property. We hope to move forward on that front. 
We also support a master plan. The city now owns the propertyso who would do the 
master plan and who would pay for it. When the state or some entity of the state 
purchased the property we lost some level of control and the degree to which the city 
zoning applies. 

Chair Spray: I have trouble going to a C2 because it is everything. It appears that the 
school may not have understood what is meant by C2. It seems a very broad concept to 
put all that. Is it possible to put the C2 on the facility itself. 

Ms. Baer: You cannot apply zoning to a portion of a parcel. 

Ms. Brennan: We did propose to the applicant that we could do a lot split. 
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Commissioner Harris: Perhaps less than perfect and C2 is simply the best fit. To my 
way of thinking, the city purchasing the College of Santa Fe was to maintain a certain 
amount of integrity. This particular piece of property is to c1ean up the zoning and I 
would favor this rezoning. 

Commissioner Pilva moves to approve Case 2012-52, Shellaberger Tennis Center 
General Plan Amendment, seconded by Commissioner Harris, motion passed by 
unanimous voice vote. 

* 12. Case #2010-53. Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2. Santa· Fe Planning 
Group, agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, request rezoning of 8.62± acres of land 
from Residential-5 (Residential,S dwelling units per acre) to Commercial-2 (General 
Commercial). The property is located within the Santa Fe University of Art and Design 
campus. (Heather Lamboy, Case Manager) 

Commissioner Pava moves to recommentl Case #2010 ..53, Shelloberger Tennis Center 
Rezoning to C-2 with exceptions to the gOl'erning body, subject to conditions outiinef/ 
in Exhibit A and modified in the handout, seconded by Commissioner Bemis. Motion 
passed by unanimous voice vote. 

H. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR 

None 

I. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS 

Mr. O'Reilly: The condominium ordinance was approved by the City' Council and went into 
effect on May 30th

. 

J. MATIERS FROM THE COMMISSION 

Commissioner Bordegaray: What is the mechanism for communicating a recommendation 
for a master plan. 

Commissioner Bortiegaray makes a motion to recommend or encourage that the city 
develop a master planfor the site for the Santa. Fe University Design, seconded by 
Commissioner Pavao Motion paSsed by unanimous voice vote. 

[This item was not listed as an action item}. 

Commissioner Villarreal- somewhat timely because ofthe redevelopment of S1. Michael's 
Drive and the Long Use Planning. . . 

Planning Commission Minutes - 6/7/12 Page 34 

26 



Exhibit 3 

Staff Report Packet 

.June 7, 2012 

27 



@fiQw ®(1 ~C!'rnGCID U@~~®W m®~@@) 


e 	 0 
DATE: 	 May 23, 2012 for the June 7, 2012 Planning Commission meeting 

TO: 	 Planning Commission Members 

VIA: 	 Matthew S. CYReilly, P~E., Director, Land Use Department Y\7tl 
Tamara Baer, ASLA, Planning Manager, Cuttent Planning Divisi~ 

FROM: 	 Heather L Lunboy, AICP, Senior Planner, C=tPlanning Division i 
Case #2012-52. Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment. Santa Fe 
Planning Group, agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hittnan, request approval of a General Plan 
Future Land Use Map Amendment to change the designation of 8.62± acres of land from 
Public/Institutional to Community Commercial. The property is located within the Santa Fe 
University of Art and Design campus. (Heather Lamboy, Case Manager) 

~	Case #20~53. Shellaberger Tennis Center Rezoning to C-2. Santa Fe Planning Group, 
agents for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, request rezoning of 8.62± acres of land from 
Residential-5 (Residential, 5 dwelling units per acre) to Commercial-2 (General Commercial). 
The property is located within the Santa Fe University of Art and Design campus. (Heather 
Lamboy, Case Manager) 

I. RECOMMENDATION 

The Land Use Department recommends APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS as outlined in 
this report. 

The application meets all code criteria for a General Plan Amendment and Rezoning, as discussed 
below. No redevelopment of the building or property is anticipated at this time. In the event that 
any redevelopment occurs on the vacant portions of the site, the Land Use Department 
recommends, as a condition of approval, that the applicant be required to get Development Plan 
approval from the Planning Commission regardless of the size ofthe proposed development. 

II. SHEU.BERGERAPPUCATION OVERVIEW 

A. Application RequestSummary 
The applicant is requesting to rezone the property from Residential-5 (R.-5) to General 
Commercial (C-2). The City Code does not permit private recreational facilities in residential 

Cases #2012-52 and 53: SheJ/aberger Tennis Center Pagel 0/9 
Planning Commission: June 7, 2012 
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districts. 

B. Application History 

The Shellaberger Tennis Center was constructed in 2002, and at that time was part of the College 

of Santa Fe campus. Because the College of Santa Fe was an existing use when the City adopted 

the first zoning code in 1962, it was considered a legal non-confonning use. The land use 

designation, as adopted in the City's General Plan, lists the site as public/institutiorud. However, 

no zoning district was created that specifically addressed the public/institutional uses. The 

College developed over the years through a series ofSpecial Exception approvals. 


Because the College of Santa Fe had defaulted on its monetary obligations, the Shellaberger 

Tennis Center was deeded to the bank that held the mortgage for the College. In September 

2009, the rest of the College of Santa Fe property was sold to the City ofSanta Fe, which is leased 

to Laureate Education for the Santa Fe University of Art and Design. The current owners of 

Shellaberger purchased the property in July 2011 from the bank that held the defaulted note on 

the property. In order to satisfy financing, insurance, and to be able to make improvements to 

the facility in the future, the zoning must allow the use of the property. 


C. Early Neighborhood NotiBcadon 

An Early Neighborhood Notification (ENN) meeting was held on March 19,2012. The concern 
from the neighborhood was not the Tennis Center use, but the potential uses for the rest of the 
property. Neighbors stated that there has been a lot of pressure for convenience retail to be 
located close to the University and Santa Fe High School, and are concerned about what those ( 

. potential uses (which are permitted by commercial zoning) could generate in terms of traffic and 
other impacts. As a result of the neighborhood input, staff is recommending the condition that if 
any additional development is to occur, a Development Plan Amendment with a public hearing is 
required. 

III. CHAPTER 14 GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT CRITERIA 

Section 14-3.2 of the Land Development Code establishes approval criteria for general plan 

amendments. These are addressed below. 

Section 14-3.2 (E) (1) Criteria for All Amendments to the General Plan 

(1) Criteria for All Amendments to the General Plan 

The planning commission and the governing body shall review all genera1 plan 
amendment proposals on the basis of the following criteria, and shall make complete 
findings of fact sufficient to show that these criteria have been met before 
recommending or approving any amendment to the general plan: 

(a) consistency with growth projections for Santa Fe, economic development 
goals as set forth in a comprehensive economic development plan for Santa Fe and 
existing land use conditions such as access and availability of infrastructure; 
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-
Applicant Response: The proposed amendment is consistent with the existing 
development on the site as well as the SJIfrOunding properties. In addition, the proposed 
amendment is general!! consistent with the economic development objectives set forth in the 
"City of Santa Fe Economic Development Strategy for Implementation': dated Mqy 21, 
2008, implementing the Angelou Economics report entitled "Cultivating Santa Fe's Future 
Econ0"!Y'~ 

StaffResponse: Stciff concurs with the applicant. Additional!J, Santa Fe promotes the 
development of small business entetprises and a mixed economy. The Tennis Center 
contributes to Santa Fe's economic diversity, in addition to being a community benifit. Its 
location next to the Santa Fe University ofArt and Design and the proposed Higher 
Education Center will provide for a healtl!1 community resource for the students of these 
campuses and will complement the campus, 

(b) consistency with other parts of the general plan; 

Applicant Response: The proposed amendment is genera/!J consistent with the growth 
management and otherpolicies ofthe General Plan. 

Staff Response: Stciff concurs that the proposal is consistent with other parts of the 
General Plan, including complYing with the Economic Diversity, Character, Urban Fom, 
Commll11ity-Oriented Development, andMixed-Use themes, 

(c) the amendment does not 

(i) allow uses or a change that is significantly different from or 
inconsistent with the prevailing use and character in the area; or 

(n) affect an area of less than two acres. except when adjusting boundaries 
between districts; or 

(ill) benefit one or a few landowners at the expense of the sunounding 
landowners or the general public; 

Applicant Response: The surrounding landowners aru governmental or commercial and 
the pruvailing use and character in the arua is ofan industria/, commercial andgovernmental 
naturu. The site is not less than two acres and is infoct rough!! 8 acres. 

Staff Response: Staff concurs with the appb'cant, the proposal will no/ signijicantIJ 
change the institutional character ofthe ana, The ana ofthe amendment is greater than 2 
ams, and the proposed development will not have negative impacts on neighboringpropertie.s. 

(d) an amendment is not required to confonn with Subsection 14-3.2(E)(1)(c) if it 
promotes the general welfare or has other adequate public advantage or justification; 

Applicant Response: Not applicable, but in fact thm is a public advantage to 
maintain the development as a tennis center which had great benefit to the Santa Fe 
community. 
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StaffResponse: Staff concurs with the applicant There wi" be advantages to the public <:') 
through the Tennis Center's programming by providing additional recreational opportunities 
for the general public andyouth of Santa Fe. The Centers for Disease Control d4ines a 
healt~ communi!] as itA communi!] that is continuouslY creating and improving those 
pf?ysical and social environments and expanding those community resourres that enablepegple 
to mutuallY support each other inperjfJ17J1ing aU thejmctions of lift and in develgping to their 
maximum potentiaL" The Shellaberger Tennis Center has the potential to be a recreational 
resournfor the University and Higher Education Center as we" as the community at Ia'l,e. 

(e) compliance with extraterritorial zoning ordinances and extraterritorial plans; 

AppHcant Response: The proposed amendment complies generaI!J with the Santa Fe 
Extraterritorial Land Use Authority Ordinance No. 2009-01, entitled '~ Ordinance 
Establishing Subdivision, Platting, Planning and Zoning Rules within the Pnsumptive City 
Limits and within Unincorporated Areas of the County that are S uijed to the 
Extratemtoria4 Subdivision, Plotting, Planning and Zoning Jurisdiction of the Oty of 
Santa Fe; Establishing D'!ftnitions; Providing for Tramitional Provisions; &pealing 
Ordinance Nos. 19974, 1997-3, 1999-1, 1999-5,2000-1,2000-3" (SPPaZo). 

StaffResponse: Not applicable. 

(f) contribution to a coordinated, adjusted and harmonious development of Santa 
Fe that in accordance with existing and future needs best promotes health, safety, 
morals, order, convenience, prosperity or the general welfare, as well as efficiency and 
economy in the process of development; and 

AppHcant Response: The pruposed amendment will contribute to a coordinated, 
a4iusted, and harmonious development ofSanta Fefor the reasons setforth above. 

StaffResponse: Rell.fe ofan existing Tennis facility to serve the community promotes to 
the contribution to a coordinated, adjusted and harmonious development. AI!>' additional 
develgpment on the site wi" be thoroughlY vetted through additionalpublic reviewprocesses. 

(g) consideration ofconformity with other city policies, including land use policies, 
ordinances, regulations and plans. 

AppHcant Response: The application is in conformana! with aU other Citypolicies. 

StaffResponse: Reuse of an existing Tennis facility to serve the community promotes a 
coordinated, adjulled and harmonious develupment A.1!J additional development on the site 
will be thorough!J vetted through additionalpublit: reviewprocesses. 

IV. CHAPTER 14 REZONING CRITERIA 

Section 14-3.5 (q of the Land Development Code sets forth approval criteria for rezoning as 
follows: 
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(C) 	 Approval Criteria 

(1) The planning commission and the govetning body shall review all rezoning 
proposals on the basis of the criteria provided in this section, and the reviewing entities 
must make complete findings of fact sufficient to show that these criteria have been 
met before recommending or approving any rezoning: 

(a) 	 one or more of the following conditions exist: 

(i) 	 there was a mistake in the original zoning; 

Applicant Response: AI the time that the Ci!y provided a zoning category and a land 
use designation for the alrea4J existing College ofSanta Fe, there waJ apparentfy no effort 
made at creating an appropriate !{!'ning category for an existing college and its accessory uses. 
The college campus (now the Santa Fe Universi!y ofArt and Design) is categrni:{!d aJ 
publicIinstitutional in the general plan and haJ an R-5, residential !{!'ning for the entire 
campus which includes the Shellaberger Tennir Center. At the time the ci!J's origjnal zoning 
code WaJ created, a !{!'ning category could also have been mated to cover the educational and 
accessory uses for a coDege campus including the now existing Shellaberger Tennir Center. 
AlternativelY without the creation ofa new zoning category, the properry should have been 
designatedgeneral commercial . 

StaffResponse: No mirtake WaJ made in the original ~ningfor the College ofSanta 
Fe campus. A pritltlte institution ofhigher learning was permitted as a "Special Exception" 
in residential districts. 

(ii) 	 there has been a change in the surrounding area, altering the character of the 
neighborhood to such an extent as to justify changing the zoning; or 

Applicant Response: There has been a change in the smrounding area where the 
Shellaberger Tennir Center is located altering the character ofthe area. The Tennis Center ir 
sU1TOunded by commercial or industrial uses. To.the west and south ofthe Tennis Cemer are 
governmental!! 01Jl1led properties containing some prefabricated metal buildings, heaf!J 
equipment andproperry owned by the City ofSania Fe.for governmental (procurement and 
purchaJing) services. To the eaJt and north ofthe Tennis Center is the Santa Fe University 
ofArt and Design campus, owned by the City ofSanta Fe and leased by the Unitltf'Si.!J. To 
the eaJt is aparcel ofproperry that haJ been sold to the Santa Fe Community Collegefor the 
development ofan educational campus to be used by multiple educational entities. There is no 
residential development surrounding the Tennis Center Properry. 

StaffResponse. As the applicantpoints out in the response, much has changed in this 
portion oftown and in and around the campus. The College ofSanta Fe has §Own, and 
othergovernmental entities stmrJUnd the pruper!JI. There wiD be veryfiw external impacts to 
the immediate neighbors due to the fact that the Tennis Center will be complementary with 
those uses. Ifa1:fY additional development is anticipated on the Tennis Center site, a condition 
ofapprotltll requires Development Plan review and a public hemingproms. 
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(ill) 	 a different use category is more advantageous to the community, as articulated 
in the general plan or other adopted city plans; 

Applicant Response: The C-2, general commemal cate!J»Y is more advantageous to the 
communitJ as the appropriate zoningfor the Tennis Center. This zoning classiftcatitJn will 
allow the Tennis Center to be maintained as a tennis center and recreationalfacility and to be 
improved as such. The C-2, general commercial zoning category is the onfy zoning 
classification in the citJ that allows the current use as a recrealumal facilitJ. In order to 
procureftnancingfor the Tennis Center, to rebuild or repair the center should it be damaged 
or deslr'!Jed, and to improve the Tennis Center, the C-2 ijJning is required. 

The advantages ofmaintaining the Tennis Center with its Ctlmnt uses is a tremendous asset 
to the Santa Fe community. In addition to being a premier tennis facili!) for its members 
and providing year-round recreational opportunities, the Tennis Center is a site for high 
school tennis team training and tournaments, summer campsforyounger children, the site of 
national tournaments such as the recentfy held (SLAM) tournament bdnging visitors and 
national!J ranked plqyers to the center. The Tennis Center also serves as the site for non­
profit activities such as the First Serve program that provides tutoring andp1!Jsical activities, 
to include tennis, to inspire and encourage students to further their education and promote 
mentaldiscipline through tennis instruction. 

Staff Response: The General Plan amendment addresses the need to be consistent with 
the poliry direction ofthe General Plan. To enable the Tennis Center to continue to operate, 
a commercial zoning category is not onfy most appropriate oven what is permitted l?J current 
code, it is the onfy zoning district that allows a commemal recreationalfacilitJ as apermitted 
use, other than Business Industrial Park, which permits much more intense uses than the 
commerrial zoning distdel. There will be benifits to the Santa Fe communitJ and tot he 
existing Santa Fe University ofArt and Design campus through the tennis programming. 
Additionalfy, there have been conditionsplaced on the approval that will ensure public input 
in the event the Tennis Center substantiallY expands. 

(b) 	 all the rezoning requirements of Chapter 14 have been met; 

Applicant Response: All of the other reijJning requirements of Chapter 14 haw been 
met l?J the applicant. 

Staff Response. No deficiencies to Chapter 14 compliance were identified l?J the 
Development Review Team. 

(c) 	 the rezoning is consistent with the applicable policies of the general plan, 
including the future land use map; 

Applicant Response: The rezoning is consistent with the policies of the generalplan 
including the future land use map as this proper!) is designated as public!institutional that 
allowsfor facilities ofa unique public character. The publiciinstitHtional definition in the 
general plan also provides that where uses alreatfy exist on lands designated 
public!institutional on the future land use map, th~ are encouraged to remain on the site. 
Nevertheless, the applicant isproposing an amendment to the generalplan for designation of 
thisproperty as Communi!) Commerdal. 
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StaffRe$,.lJOnse: This request is consistent with thefollowing GeneralPlan Themes: 

Quality of Life: Enhance the quality of lift of the community and ensure the 
availability ofcommunity senicesfor residents. 

Economic Diversity: Permitting the subjectproperty to used as agaUery or uflice, in 
addition to residentialfy, increasesjob opportunities andpromotes the arts and smaU 
business. 

Character. Maintain and respect Santa Fe's uniquepersonality, sense ofplace, and 
character. 

Community-Oriented Devefu,pment: Orient new development to the community; 
fosterpublic l!ft, vitality, and commum!y spinto 

Mixed-Use: Providing a mix ofuses in existing neighborhoods qffirms Santa Fe's 
traditional develupmentpattern. 

(d) 	 the amount of land proposed for rezoning and the proposed use for the land is 
consistent with city policies regarding the provision of uxban land sufficient to 
meet the amount, rate and geographic location of the growth of the city; and 

Applicant Response: The paffe! si~ that is the subject of the rezoning application is 
approximatefy 8 acres and is therefore consistent with city po~ regarding the si~ of the 
pamlfor rezoning. The use proposed for the site is consistent with Ct!y policies and the 
applicant isproposing ageneralplan amendment to change the designation on thefuture land 
use to commercialfor this property. The lot si~ is sufficient to accommodate the existing 
Tennis Center and additional related and complimentary development to the Tennis Center. 

StaffResponse: The site is located within Santa Fe's urban area and is consistent with 
City's policies regarding the provision of urban land. Although the subject parcel is being 
changed from residential to commercia4 the existing use is alrea4J non-residential and 
therefore the change in ~ning would not remove the opportunity to develop residential uses. 

(e) 	 the existing and proposed infrastructure, such as the streets system, sewer and 
water lines, and public facilities, such as fire stations and parks, will be able to 
accommodate the impacts of the proposed development. 

Applicant Response: The Tennis Center was consfr'llcted and completed in 2002 and 
was an inftUproject at that time. A'!)' necessary infrastructure was in existence or wasfulfy 
develuped when the Tennis Center was constructed and has met the needs ofthe Tennis Center 
since that time. 

StaffResponse: As was revealed ~ the Development Reviewprocess, the site is Ctlt'rentfy 
served ~ aU forms of infrastructure, including water, sewer and public roadwqys for the 
current use. In the event that the vacant portions of the site are developed, a condition of 
approval requires additional Planning Commission review and an analYsis oftraific impacts 
based on actualfuture uses. 
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(2) 	 Unless the proposed chatige is consistent with applicable general plan policies, the 
planning commission and the governing body shall not recommend or approve any 
rezoning, the practical effect of which is to: 

(a) 	 allow uses or a change in character significantly different from or inconsistent 
with the prevailing use and character in the area; 

StaffResponse: The use wiD not change the character 0/ the neighborhood, and ifany 
retievelupment isproposed a Development Plan review with public input will be required.. 

(b) 	 affect an area of less than two acres, unless adjusting boundaries between 
districts; or 

StaffResponse: The proposed rezoning will qffoct an area 0/8.62 acres, which isgreater 
than 2 acres. 

(c) 	 benefit one or a few landowners at the expense of the surrounding landowners 
or general public. 

StaffResponse: This application, although it wiD benifi/ one Iand011l1ter, does not do so 
at the expense to the s1l1TOunding landowner! or the generalpublic. In foct, the proposal »riD 
be a communify benefit. 

(D) 	 Additional Applicant Requirements 

(1) 	 If the impacts of the proposed development or rezoning cannot be 
accommodated by the existing infrastructure and public facilities, the city may 
require the developer to participate wholly or in part in the cost of 
construction of off-site facilities in conformance with any applicable city 
ordinances, regulations or policies; 

Staff Response: The proposed development is accommodated I?Y existing utilitY 
itljrastructure. Any further development on the properfY will be required to assess traffo 
impacts and make a'!J required improvements to on-site or off-site i1ifmst17lcture as 
determined at that time. 

(2) 	 If the proposed rezoning creates a need. for additional streets, sidewalks or 
curbs necessitated by and attributable to the new development, the city may 
require the developer to contribute a proportional fair share of the cost of the 
expansion in addition to impact fees that may be required pursuant to Section 
14-8.14. 

StaffResponse: There is no needfor additional streets, sidewalks or curbs associated 
with this re~ning nquest. If thcre is additional development on the site, forther analYsis 
through a Development Plan Amendment will be requind to determine whether public 
improvements are required. 
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VI. CONCLUSION 

Based on the analysis above, Staff recommends APPROVAL for the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and Rezoning, with the following conditions: 
1. 	 If any major changes are contemplated to the site (other than routine maintenance or 

interior renovations), the applicant shall request a Development Plan Amendment subject 
to Planning Commission review and approval. 

2. 	 The existing development plan illustrates the construction of a trail in Phase 3. The 
applicant shall contribute to the construction ofrelated off-site trails at a 1:1 ratio in lieu of 
building an on-site trail at the time of any future Development Plan Amendment. 

3. 	 When any additional development occurs on the site, a traffic study will be requited that 
consider the proposed and potential uses in the C-2 zone. Depending on what the traffic 
study reveals, additional infrastructure improvements may be required at that time. 
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4. ATTACHMENTS: 

EXHIBIT A: Conditions ofApproval 

EXHIBIT B: List of Uses, Bill, Development Review Team (DR1) Memoranda 
1. List ofGeneral Commercial Uses 
2. Rezoning Bill 
3. Current Planning Division Request for Additional Information 
4. Traffic Engineering Memoxandum, Sandra Kassens 
5. Addressing Memorandum, Marisa Struck 
6. Fire Department Memorandum, Reynaldo Gonzales 
7. Water Division, Antonio Trujillo 
8. Gty Engineer for Land Use, RB Zaxus 
9. Wastewater Division Memorandum, Stan Holland 
10. Updated Traffic Engineering Memorandum, John Romero 

EXHIBIT C: Maps 
1. Aerial 
2. Current Zoning 
3. Future Land Use Map 

EXHIBIT D: ENN Materials 
1. ENN Meeting Notice 
2. ENN Responses to Guidelines 
3. ENN Meeting Summary 3-19-12 

EXHIBIT E: Applicant Submittals 
1. Transmittal Letter 
2. Rezoning Plat 
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Exhibit A 

Conditions of Approval 
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Shellaberger Tennis Center-Conditions ofApproval 

Planning Commission 


Case #2012·52 and #2012-53 General Plan Amendment to Community Commercial and Rezone .to C-2 


Conditions 	 Department Staff 

Fire Department: 	 Fire Rey 
1. 	 Shall Comply with Intetnational Fire Code (IFC) 2009 Edition. Department Gonzales 
2. 	 Shall meet fire department access for C-2 zoning. 
3. 	 Shall have 20 feet road \V'idth for fire department access. 

Traffic Engineering: 	 Traffic John 
1. 	 'When any additional development occurs on the site, a traffic study will be required that consider the Engineering Romero 

potential uses in the C-2 'Zone. Depending on what the traffic study reveals, additional infrastructure 
improvements may be required at that time. 

Roadway and Trails Engineering: 	 Roadway & Eric 
1. 	 The existing development plan illustrates the construction of a trail in Phase 3. The applicant shall Trails Martinez 

contribute to the construction of related off·site trails at a 1:1 ratio in lieu of building on-site trail at the Engineering 
time ofany future Development Plan Amendment 

, 

Current Planning: 	 . Current Heather 
1. 	 Any development on the site, beyond maintenance and repair, shall require a Development Plan Planning Lamboy 

Amendment subject to Planning Commission review and approval. 

VJ 
(0 

/,.".,.q.~ions of Approval- Shellaberger (Cases #2012-52 & 2012-53) 	 EXfDBIT B, Page 1 
~..... "".> 



Exhibit B 

List of C-2 Uses 


Rezoning Bill 

Development Review Team Memoranda 
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C-2 General Commercial District 

The C-2 general commercial district includes areas along streets carrying large volumes 
of traffic where commercial uses are appropriate. Regulations are designed to guide 
future additions or changes so as to discourage extension of existing and formation of 
future strip commercial development, to preserve the carrying capacity of the streets and 
to provide for off-street parking and loading. 

Permitted Uses 

1. 	 Adult day care 
2. 	 Antique stores 
3. 	 Art supply stores 
4. 	Arts & crafts schools 
5. 	 Arts &crafts studios, galleries & shops; gift shops for the sale of arts & 

crafts 
6. 	 Assembly & manufacturing (light) 
7. 	 Automobile service & repair including filling & repair stations 
8. 	 Automobile tire recapping & retreading 
9. 	 Banks & credit unions with drive-through -¢­
10. Banks & credit unions without drive through 
11. Bar, cocktail lounge, nightclub with outdoor entertainment .p 
12. Bar, cocktail lounge, nightclub, no outdoor entertainment 
13. Barber shops & beauty salons 
14. Bed & breakfast 
15. Bookshops 
16.Cabinet shops (custom) 

17.Clubs & lodges (private).p 

18.Colleges & universities (non-residential) 
19.Commercial parking lots & garages 
20. Commercial recreational uses & structures (theaters, bowling alleys, pool­

rooms, driving ranges, etc) 
21. Correctional group residential care facility.p 
22. Dance studios 
23. Daycare; preschool; for infants & children 
24. Department & discount stores 
25. Electrical distribution facilities 
26. Electrical substation 
27. Electrical switching station 
28. Electrical transmission lines 
29. Exercise, spas, gym facilities 
30. Flea markets 
31. Florist shops 
32. Funeral homes or mortuaries 
33. Furniture stores 
34. Grocery stores (neighborhood) 
35. Hotels, motels, residential suite hotels 
36. Human service establishments -¢­

41 



37. Kennels ¢­
38. Laboratories; research experimental & testing 
39. Laundromats (neighborhood) 
40. Lodging facilities; conference & extended stay 
41. Medical & dental offices & clinics 
42. Museums 
43. Neighborhood & community centers (including youth & senior centers) 
44. Non-profit theaters for production of live shows 
45. Nursing; extended care convalescent. recovery care facilities 
46. Office equipment sales & service; retail sales of office supplies 
47. Office; business & professional (no medical, dental or financial services) 
48. Personal care facilities for the elderly 
49. Personal service establishments (including cleaning, laundry, appliance 

repair & similar services) 
50. Pharmacies or apothecary shops 
51. Photographers stUdios 
52. Public parks, playgrounds, playfields 
53. Religious assembly (all) 
54. Religious, educational & charitable institutions (no school or assembly 

uses) ~ 
55. Rental; short term 
56. Restaurant with bar, cocktail lounge or nightclub comprising more than 

25% of total serving area ¢­
57. Restaurant with drive-trough, drive-up ¢­
58. Restaurant; fast service, take out, no drive through or drive-up 
59. Restaurant; full service, with or without incidental alcohol service 
60. Retail establishments not listed elsewhere 
61. Schools; Elementary &secondary (public & private) ¢­
62. Sign shops 
63.Tailoring & dressmaking shops 
64. Time share vacation projects 
65. Utilities (all, including natural gas regulation station, telephone exchange, 

water or sewage pumping station. water storage facility) 
66.Veterinary establishments, pet grooming ¢­
67.Vocational or trade schools (non-industrial) 
68. Wholesale & distributing operations (under 3,000 square feet of storage) 

-¢- Requires a Special Use Permit if located within 200 feet, excluding rights-of-way, of 
residentially zoned property. 

Special Use Permit 
The following uses may be conditionally permitted in C-2 districts pursuant to a 
Special Use Permit: 

1. Boarding, dormitory, monastery 
2. Cemeteries, mausoleums & columbaria 
3. Colleges & universities (residential) 
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~)
4. 	Continuing care community 
5. Group residential care facility 


. 6. Group residential care facility (limited) 

7. 	 Hospitals 
8. 	 Mini storage units 
9. 	 Sheltered care facilities 
10.Storage; individual storage areas within a completely enclosed building 
11.Transit transfer facilities 

Accessory Uses 
The following accessory uses are permitted in C-2 districts: 

1. 	Accessory dwelling units 
2. 	 Accessory structures, pennanent, temporary or portable, not constructed of solid 


building materials; covers; accessory structures exceeding 30 inches from the 

ground 


3. 	 Barbecue pits, swimming pools (private) 
4. 	 Children play areas & equipment 
5. 	 Oaycare for infants & children (private) 
6. 	 Garages (private) 
7. 	 Greenhouses {non-commercial} 
8. 	 Home occupations 
9. 	 Incidental & subordinate uses & structures 
10. Residential use ancillary to an approved use 
11. Utility sheds (within the rear yard only) 

Dimensional Standards 

Minimum district size None. 

14-7.5{O){8){c) C-2 OistrictQualifying private open 
space is required for each ground-floor dwelling unit 
at a minimum of twenty-five percent of the total gross 
floor area of that unit. Dwelling units located above 
commercial units are not required to provide private 
open space. 

Maximum height: 45 

Minimum setbacks: 
Non-residential uses: Street 5; side 0, rear 10 

Where rear yard abuts a residential neighborhood no 
less than 25 feet rear yard setback shall be provided 
or 20% of the depth of the lot, whichever is less. A 15 
foot buffer is required for non-residential uses 
adjacent to residential uses. 

Max lot cover: 60 
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1 CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 


2 Bll..L NO. 2012-_ 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 

8 

9 

lOANORDINANCE 


11 AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE CITY OF SANTA FE; 


12 CHANGING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS FOR THE "SHELLABERGER 


13 1;ENNIS CENTER" PARCEL; CHANGING 8.616± ACRES FROM RESIDENTIAL-5 


14 (RESIDENTIAL,S DWELLING UNITS PER ACRE) TO COMMERCIAL-2 


15 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL), AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE WITH 


16 RESPECT TO A CERTAIN PARCEL OF LAND COMPRISING 8.616± TOTAL 


17 ACRES, LOCATED IN THE VICINTY OF ALUMNI DRIVE AND SIRINGO ROAD, 


18 AND LYING WITHIN TOWNSHIP 17N, RANGE 9E, SECTION 34, NEW MEXICO 


19 PRIME MERIDIAN, TRACT E COLLEGE SUBDIVISION, CITY OF SANTA FE, 


20 SANTA FE COUNTY, STATE OF NEW MEXICO. ("SHELLABERGER REZONING," 


21 CASE NO. 2011-53). 


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


23 Section 1. That a certain parcel of land comprising 8.616± acres (the "Property") 


24 located within Township 17N, Range 9E, Section 34, New Mexico Prime Meridian, Santa Fe 


25 County, State ofNew Mexico, ofwhich approximately 8.616± acres are located within the 


1 

44 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

municipal boundaries of the City of Santa Fe. and are restricted to and classified as Commercial-2 

(C-2) as described in the zoning map attached hereto [EXHIBIT A] and incorporated herein by 

reference. 

Section 2. The official zoning map of the City ofSanta Fe adopted by 

Ordinance No. 2001-27 is hereby amended to confonn to the changes in zoning 

classifications for the Property set forth in Section 1 of this Ordinance. 

Section 3. This rezoning-action and any future development plan for the Property is 

approved with and subject to the conditions set forth in the table attached hereto [EXHIBIT B] 

and incorporated herein summarizing the City ofSanta Fe staff technical memoranda and 

conditions recommended by the Planning Commission on June 7,2012. 

Section 4. This rezoning action is subject to the time restrictions set forth in Section 

14-3.5(D)(1) SFCC 1987 (Two-year ReviewlRecission). Resolution 2010-34 has extended 

zoning approvals for a limited duration of time. 

Section 5. This Ordinance shall be published one time by title and general summary 

and shall become effective five days after pUblication. 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATIORNEY 

2 
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City of Santa Fe 
Land Use Department 
Request for Additional 
Submittals 

Project Name ISheilaberger Tennis Center 

Project Location 

Projec1·Description 
Rezone to C-2 

Applicant /Owne/ Eric Rose and Sam Hitman 

A~nt Scott Hoeft, Santa Fe Planning Group 

Pra-App Meeting Date 

ENNMeetingDate 

~D=e=c=e=m=b=e=r1::5::,::2=01::1=================; 
Monday, March 19, 2012 

ENNMeeting Location Sheilaberger Tennis Center, 1600 S1 Michael's Drive 

Application Type ·1-:1R:...:;e=:z:::o:.:,;n:;.:in:J;2.g___________________---' 

Notes/Comments: 
The biggest issues raised with the preliminary review of the Shellaberger 
rezoning were related to the potential uses of the site. Although you are trying to 
make your use conform to the code, the large acreage raises the questions about 
the most intensive use possible in the future. It is the City's obligation to plan for 
the highest and best use in order to best plan the infrastructure and 
accommodate for that growth. Both water and wastewater infrastructure exists to 
serve the site in its current form as well as if it were redeveloped. However, the 
roadways and planning for fire protection fall short (please review comments). 

We have worked to address the concerns of the Fire Department through the 
removal of the gate at Alumni Drive, and addressing the site off Alumni Drive. I 
will follow up with the Fire Department staff, as we proceed through this process, 
to determine whether concerns have been addressed. Included in this packet is 
recent correspondence regarding this matter. 

Perhaps the most challenging issue yet to be dealt with is related to traffic 
engineering. In the attached email correspondence.Ms. Kassens identifies the 
need for a traffic study if the site were to be rezoned to commercial. Tamara 
Baer and I discussed this issue at length with Eric Rose at our meeting last week. 

46 
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Request for Additional Submittals 
Shellaberger Tennis Center 

Page 2 of2 
One unresolved issue as of the writing of this correspondence is the issue of the 
"Mure trail" as identified on the SheUaberger development plan. That trail has . 
not yet been built, which was identified for construction on the Development plan 
on or before the end of 2011 (Phase 3 improvements). I have had preliminary 
discussions with the Roadways and Trails engineer regarding this issue, and we 
have determined that we must research this matter further. 

Finally, once all of these issues are addressed, it still does not deal with the fact 
that the neighborhood is very concem~d about the introduction of commercial 
zoning at the site. We have discussed other options to deal with the issue 
without introducing commercial zO!:,ing, including the creation of a Special Use 
category for private recreational facilities that would be a permitted use in the 
residential zoning districts, the creation of an institutional zoning district, or 
modification of the nonconforming use regulations. You must weigh the options 
and determine the best path forward, realizing that there are risks assodated if 
you proceed forward with the C-2 zoning district. 

) 
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LAMBOY, HEATHER L. 

From: . MOODY, SEAN 

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 201210:46 AM 

To: LAMBOY, HEATHER L. 

ec: MARTINEZ, LISA D. 

Subject: Sheila berger - General Plan Amendment 

Hello Heather, 

The proposed General Plan amendment is a crucial opportunity for City to assure that public ",utilities are available and accessible to this parcel. In particular because the parcel had once been 
.,'integral within the college campus, easements had never been perfected for water, sewer and " 


electrical services. Unless these easements are perfected, the City cannot be assured ofthe 

parcel's continued access to its existing services, regardless ofwhether new development occurs' 

on the site. Also, because ofthe interdependency ofabutting parcels upon these same utilities, 

future redevelopment ofthose parcels may in turn inadvertently be impeded. Therefore I 

recommend that the perfection of utility easements be a pre-condition for the General Plan 

amendment rather than ofthe site's future development. 


Water 

My understanding is that the ] 0" water line shown on the attached drawing has not as yet been 

'~accepted" by the Water Department as part ofthe City-owned system, nor has an easeme:Qt 

,!-cceptable to the Water Department been recorded. The easement is necessary not only for this 

landowner, but also abutting landowners including the City (college campus), the State (Tracts 

0, A, B and D) and the Community College (fract C). Future development of these parcels 

would require extension ofthe 10" line to complete a loop around the perimeter of the campus. 

The extension would include work strictly within the Shellaberger parcel. Thus an easement is 

necessary independent ofany future development by the Shellaberger landowner. 


Sewer \ . 

1 am unaware of either a private or public utility easement for the sewer service line which 

cJ:osses the abutting State-owned parcel to the southwest. 


Electrical 

Shellaberger's electrical service enters across the City-owned campus to the northeast without an 

associated easement. The City or any future landowner of the campus could effectively terminate 

the connection whether or not development occurs on the Shelleberger parcel. 


Data/Com/Gas 

I have not researched these utilities but recommend they be investigated further. (I think. they are 

OK.). 


Thanks. 


Sean Moody 

Economic Development Division 

505.955.6350 
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Y. 252012.Di;\TE: 	 Jill." .•. 

TO: 	 HeaiherLamb~1,Pla:rinifig and~LandlJs~D~PattniefitJ 

V1:A:: 	 JdluiJ{om¢rQ, l'r8ffi~Engiheering l)i:yi$.it)ri:]jil,"~¢tQr: ".~" 
FROM: 	 SanchiaKassens, Tr¢"fic EngineeriIlgDivJsion~rf 

SOOJECT: 	 Slielhtberger Tennis Center General PlaiiArnendm.enf. :Shellaberger 
Te~l1IisCenter, Re'L?DitJiC-Z. (Case #2012~47/48.) 
~iII 

ISSW' 

Saii.taFePl!ilining:Gtoup;.ageht:f6tEric·Rose aridSam::&[j~~) ~qp~$. apptoyatQfti 

Gen¢talPlari FutUre Land:Use.Map Am¢ridrriellt toclian~~thedesignationi ()f8.6~ca~res. 

ofjandtt()ll:J;lfubJ'~nstl~tioruUt6.CornDtunityCofutrierein'i.Th"¢ develtiper,ls 

addltion,aI1YreQq,estingtezonjllg of8,62±,acresofhllld t'td,ill R.;5~(RestaentiliU,S dweHlrig 

units,p'cracte) fo.CQriune~ial.;.2(C"2.·Genera]'Comm~rpial)~: ··the·pmp~ttyj$,loel;lt«1:· . 

north of the; Sithigo Road and YuccaDriyelntersectioD; wH,hin the'$aIltaFe'Upiversity 

diArt and Design Campus. . 


RECOMMENDED-ACTION: 

Review con:q:nents' ar~ b~sed' 011 submiltalsreceived ort;(\pril 18:; 2012. 'tli~ CQl:nJ:ilehts. 

belQw sho.u1d be considerooas Conditions ofApproval to bead4re.ssed }ltI()rto. 

subsequerttsubmittal.U1iless otherWise noted: 


1, 	 TheDevell)per has not pr9YiQed. a rraffi~~Study;becatJSe 119 new de:ve,fcipmeIlc 
will oc.cur at this um:e. At th¢titn¢ ofDeveb)p.I»:enta,'t:~afticStJJdywmbe 
requircil The amount·ofdevelopmentinaybelimi,te"4by;poterttjalhuPilctson
the local roadway network. .. 

.~~ 	 The.D.evelopet :shall replacestrootriamesigns at the intei:section ofSirillgo ID,ld 
YUl~c.a,to inc.luaebi:>th Yucca St.andthe:ptivate road:to theoorthof.Sirlngo Rd. 
Desigp and pla,(!ementof sign~:tQbe revi¢wcd and aPPiQVe(l ~ythe.City:.otSanta
Fe Public Works Departinent. 	 . . . . 

If:yci.\J 'l~l:\Ve· anY· qu~stions orneedanymofe infonnaqQii,(e'elfree'f6 con~¢r$.e'at95S-
6~97·1.'haIlk!1ou. .' . 

, . 

.'.' , 
-.' 	 . . . 

'.".' 	 50.·-··'.~:':;,;':d.~·'~;::;·'"' 	 , 

http:Cofutrierein'i.Th
mailto:H."":'C""'"I&~U@'N


Page I of I 

LAMBOY. HEATHER L. 

From: KASSENS, SANDRA M: 

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 201210:48 AM 

To: ZAXUS, RISANA B.; BAER, TAMARA; LAMBOY, HEATHER L. 

Cc: ROMERO, JOHN J 

Subject: Shellaberger Tennis Center-Add Submittals 

To: 	Heather, Tamara, and R.B.: 

Per discussions John had with Heather and Tamara on Tuesday, John asked me to send you all an email 
to address the need for additional submittals for the Shellaberger Tennis Center. 

John said that as he sees it, there are three ways Jo proceed in this case: 
1. 	 For the currently requested re-zone to C-2: the Developer shall provide a Traffic study for the 

potential uses allowed in a C-2 Zone; or 
2. 	 The code could be changed to allow this property to remain a residential zone, with a special 

exception for the use as a Tennis Center; or 
3. 	 The code could be changed for a legally non-conforming use, so that in the case of a 

catastrophic event, (e.g. fire or flood) the facility (structures) could be replaced in kind with the 
same legally non-conforming use as prior to the catastrophic event, (in order to allow owners to 
obtain insurance more readily for their properties). 

For scenario 1, Rezoning from Residential to C-2 would require the developer to provide a 
Traffic Study. The remaining two potentia) scenarios, ifthey prove feasible, would not require a 
traffic study. . 

Should the developer proceed with the zone change, then a scoping meeting should be set up 
with John Romero prior to conducting the traffic study. 

Do not hesitate to contact me should you have questions, and John will be back in the office on 
Monday, April 30, 2012. 

Yours truly, 

Sandy 

Sandra Kassens, Engineer Assistant 
Public Works Dept., Traffic Engineering 
City of Santa Fe 
PO Box 909 
Santa Fe, NM 87504 

(505) 955-6697 
tax (505)955-6439 
smkassens@ci.santa-fe.nm.us 

0412712012 
51 
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LAMBOY, HEATHER L. 


From: STRUCK, MARISA L. 

Sent: Monday, April 30, 2012 11 :03 AM 

To: LAMBOY, HEATHER L. 

Subject: FW. Address at the Sheila berger Tennis Center 

See please email below. 

Marisa L sargent Struck (Master in Construction) 
Planner Tech. Senior 
Public Records Request Coordinator/lUD 
Addressing Office/B.Permit D'/lUD/City of SF 
PO Box 909, 200 Uncoln Ave.SF, NM 87504-0909 
0: 505-955-6661 F: 505-955-6829 
mlstruck@santafenm.gov 

----Original Message-­
From: GONZALES, REYNALDO D. 
Sent: Friday, April 27, 2012 3:06 PM 
To: VIGIL, EDWARD J.; STRUCK, MARISA L 
Cc: CORTEZ, YOLANDA J.; OREILLY, MATTHEW S.; BAER, TAMARA 
Subject: FW: Address at the Sheila berger Tennis Center 

Marisa here is what we discussed I did let Eric know that you would follow suit with the GIS issue on 
getting the address on the maps once its gone through the proper channels. Please let me know if there 
is anything else I can do on my end. 

-~--Original Message-­
From: Eric Rose [mailto:erlc@gatestennlscenter.info] 
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2012 4:49 PM 
To: GONZALES, REYNALDO D. 
Subject: Address at the Sheilaberger Tennis Center 

Hello Reynaldo, 

Nice meeting with you earlier today. I wanted to send you an email so that you will have my 
contact information. Also, below is a recap of the meeting based on my recollection: 

1. 	 The street needs to be clearly identified with a street sign: I believe Scott was 
going to contact John Romero in the traffic division regarding the process for 
getting this done. 

2. 	 The address needs to be obtainable by GIS: Rey said he will contact the GIS 
division and take care cif this. 

3. 	 Road needs to be maintained: I spoke with Marisa in Land Use after our 
meeting, it is my understanding that it is up to the University to maintain this 

road. I sent an email to Peter Romero, Director of Facilities/Security at the Santa Fe 
University of Art & Design, to see if he would write a letter stating that he maintains this 
road. Once I have this letter I should provide it to the Fire Department. 

04/3012012 
52 
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memo 

DATE: April 20, 2012 

TO: Case Manager: Heather Lamboy 

FROM: Reynaldo Gonzales, Fire Marshal ~ 

SUBJECT: Case # 2012-47, 2010-48 Shellaberger Tennis Center 

I have conducted a review of the above mentioned case for compliance with the International 
Fire Code (IFC) 2009 Edition. Below are the following requirements that shall be addressed 
prior to approval by Planning Commission. Ifyou have questions or concerns, or need further 
clarification please call me at 505-955-3316. 

1. Shall Comply with International Fire Code (IFq 2009 Edition. 

2. Shall meet fire department access for C-2 zoning. 

3. Shall meet water supply requirements for C-2 zoning. 

4. Shall have 20 feet road width for fire department access. 

) 
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DATE: April 25, 2012 

TO: Heather Lamboy, Land Use Planner, Land Use Department 

FROM: Antonio Trujillo,frWater Division Engineer 

SUBJECT: Case #'s 2012-47,2012-48 - Shellaberger Tennis Center 

No additional submittals are required for these cases. Water infrastructure in place can currently 
serve the existing tennis center. Ifthe property is redeveloped, the existing infrastructure will 
need to be evaluated for redevelopment. There are no final comments that need to be addressed 
for these cases. 
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---Original Message-­
From: lRUJILlO, ANTONIO J 
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 20121:18 PM 
To: LAMBOY, HEATHER l. 
SUbject: FW: Shellaberger Fire flow 

FYI. 

Antonio 
505--.955.4266 
---Original Message--­
From: lRUJILLO, ANTONIO J 
Sent: Thursday, April 26,201211:55 AM 

To: GONZALES, REYNALDO D. 

Cc: 'scott hoeft' 

Subject: Shellaberger Are flow 

Rey, 

Scott Hoeft was inquiring about the fire flow for the Shellaberger 
Tennis Center. 

The fire flows available are as follows: 

Fire Hydrant Flow Residual Pressure Total 
Available 

for 
2 hydrants 

2509 1500 94 psi 2500 
gpm 

2510 1500 94 psi 

Please let me know if you need any additional analysis. 

55 



J. Antonio Trujillo, PE 
Water Division Engineering 
City of Santa Fe 

iatrujillo@santafenm.gov 
voice 505.955-4266 
fax 505.955-4275 

56 
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memo 

DATE: April 26, 2012 

TO: Heather Lamboy, Case Manager 

FROM: Risana "RB" Zaxus, PE 
City Engineer for Land Use 

RE: Cases # 2012-47 and # 2012-48 
Shellaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment & 

Rezoning 

I have no review comments on this General Plan Amendment and 
Rezoning. 
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MEMOcKyol,a 
Wastewater Management Division 

Nil;M'JtIIex1OO DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMENTS 

E-MAIL DELIVERY 

Date: Apri126,2012 

To: Heather Lamboy. Case Manager 

From: Stan Holland, P.E. 
Wastewater Management Division 

Subject: Case 2012-47&48 Shellaberger tennis Center General Plan Amendment and Rezoning 

There are no design review comments from the Wastewater Division for the AppHcant to address for this 
project at this time. 

M:\LUO_CURR PLNG_Case Mgrnl\Case_MgmN..amboyH\2012-47 and 48 Shellaberger Tennis CenteMgency Commen\s\DRT-2012­
4748 Shellaberger Holland 4-26-12.doc 
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DATE: May 18~ 2012 

TO: Heather Lamboy, Planning and Land Use Department 

- ~ VIA: John Romero, Traffic Engineering Division Director ~ 

FROM: Sandra Kassens, Traffic Engineering Division ~ 

SUBJECT: Sheliaberger Tennis Center General Plan Amendment, Sheila berger 
Tennis Center, Rezoning to C-2. (Case #2012-47/48.) 

ISSUE . 
Santa Fe Planning Group, agent for Eric Rose and Sam Hitman,requestsapprova} of a 

General Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment to change the designati()n of 8.62± acres 

of land from PubliclInstitutional to Community Commercial. The developeris 

additionally requesting rezoning of 8.62:1:: acres of land from R-5 (Residential. 5 dwelling 

units per acre) to Commercial-2 (C-2, General Corrunercial). The property is located 

north oftheSiringo Road and Yucca Drive Intersection, within the Santa Fe University 

ofArt and Design Campus. 


RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Review comments are based onsubrriittals .received on April 18. 2012. The comments 

below should be considered as Conditions ofApproval to be addressed prior to 

subsequent submittal unless otherwise noted: 


1. 	 The Developer has not provided a Traffic Study, because no new development 
will occur at this time. At the time of Development a Traffic Study win be 
required. The amount ofdevelopment may be limited by potential impacts on 
the local roadway network. 

Ifyou have any questions or need any more information, feel free to contact me at 955­
6697. Thank you. 

. , 
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Exhibit C 

Maps: 

Zoning 


Future Land Use 

Aerial 
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SHELLABERGER FUTURE LAND USE 


1 dwelling per acre 

1-3 dwellings per acre 

3--7 dwellings per acre 

7-9 dwellings per acre 

7-12 dwellings per acre 

12-29 dweUings per acre 


Commercial, Institutional & Industria~ 
Regional Commercial 
Community Commercial 
Neighborhood Center 
Transitional Mixed Use 

CD 
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Exhibit D 

EN N Materials: 

Meeting Notice 


Responses to Guidelines 

ENN Meeting Summary 3-19-12 
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City of Santa Fe 
Early Neighborhood Notification Meeting 
Sign-In Sheet 

Project Name: Meeting Date; 't!f 11/J?­
~~~ Meeting Time: • &:2~ 

o• 

o 

~ I 3 Ifc.rr· . 

o 125" /!It", 
o 
o d-.').tJo .' 
o 
o 


oo ~o
11 

o 12 

For City use: I hereby certify that the ENN meeting for the above named project took place at the time and place indicated. 

~~ -:?(,~ IJ~ 
..-- IPrinted Name of City Staff in Attendance- Date 

This sign-in sheet is public record and shall not be used for commercial purposes. 

(j) 
c.n 



SANTA FE PLANNING GROUP, INC. 

P.o. Box 2482, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504 

505.983.1134; 505.983.4884 fax 

EARLY NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION MEETING 

March 01,2012 

Re: NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING 

Dear Neighbor: 


In accordance with the requirements of the City of Santa Fe's Early Neighborhood Notification 

regulations, this is to infonn you that a meeting is scheduled for: 


Time: 6:00 pm 
When: Monday, March 19,2012 
Where: Shellaberger Tennis Center 

Southwest corner; Campus ofthe Santa Fe University of Art & Design 

Early Neighborhood Notification is intended to provide for an exchange of infonnation between 
prospective applicants for developments projects and the project's neighbors before plans become too 
finn to respond meaningfully to community input. 

The intent of the meeting is to discuss our plans to rezone the 8-acre site from R-5 special exemption to 
C-2 (commercial). The application will also include a General PJan Amendment from public/institution 
to Community Commercial. 

Attached, please fme a vicinity map and a proposed site plan. Ifyou have any questions or 
comments, please contact Scott Hoeft at 505-983.1134 or email atscotthoeft@hotmail.com. 

Attachment: 
~Vicinity Map 
-Site Plan 

N:\Land Use Dept- CURRENT PLNG- Case Managell1ent\Case_Management\Lamboy_W~liam\Case Management\ENN\ENN 
Cases\2012 ENN Meetings\Sheliaberger\ENN_Notice_Draft with Staff Revisions.doc 
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-----

Print Form 

Early Neighborhood Notification Meeting 
Request for Staff Attendance 

Submittals must be completed before the City will schedule the meeting date and staff for an ENN meeting. MeetIngs should be 
coordinated with the Land Use Department to ensure staffattendance, and meetings will not be scheduled on public hearing 
days including Board ofAdjustment, BCD-ORe Planning Commission and City Council hearing days. 

PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS: 
(Attach vicinity map and site plan) 

APPLICATION TYPE: r;J/IC/!..:;s'n /Z-·h... t t 'C(J,PlY'o!e., (. 
rr-/General Plan Amendment: From: _-=-----'J::::::.-_ To: r Annexation:eoml1//A'1 
rvRezoning From 12.- S"'" To: C - L r Preliminary Subdivision: Number of lots 


r Preliminary Development plan r Final Subdivision: Number oflots 


r Final Development Plan r Variance 


r Development Plan r Special Exception 

-~---~-------

r Amended Development Plan r Other 

Detailed 
Project J€I;; Z-o',Vt=~ .•P-0.;-iJ C :.b, fz;:: V#I Ex J;1"" G-, 
Description: 5>h·. ilj(J 81:1< 6G-rz.. 14·M.J CIr.'/16?J" 

DEVELOPMENTlPROJECT INFORMATION: 
7..,r) 

..2). ,,(...0.,..06­
Neighborhood Assoclatioo(s) wlin,lOU' of project (exclude R-O-W): -~-=-=::"":""--'="---------------

Acreage: l? Zone District:.........::::.----- Il-s 

Date of Pre-application meeting: -/Ef IJ z,ol2-, 

AGENT/OWNER INFORMATION: 

AGENT: SC/D7('- 1I0lfFT- Address: jI.()&;>r z.y.y:b.-..., 
City: ":>ft;,tVT/t FG State: tUt4 Zip Code: Ji'7S;-c> Y Phone: 'if 2oao , 
OWNER: £ieIc: &£..:c;/.s;y ~ Address: / btt9C> 0:. It!JCrfr61s 

I I I'dll<t ,1Vf\..J 
PROPOSED ENN MEETING DATES: (Provide three (3) options) 

Preferred Option Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

DATE: /Jifi ~ctl I ? 

TIME; 


LOCATION: ~JfG- IIt1 (J6-JL 6:.(./( 

%NM!" Ctf-n7edZ, 


11/29/11Received by LUD on: Current Date LUD Initials: _____ 
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Submit by Email I ~ ..!!LJ 
City of Santa Fe, New Mexico 

PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE 

General Plan Amendment &rezoning of an 8 acre parcel 

from R-5 to C-2 

Project Description 

1600 St Michaels Drive, Tract E - Shellaberger Tennis Center 
Project Location 

ENN [Mar 19,~~ J 15:30 PM 
Type of Meeting Date Time 

Shellaberger Tennis Center, 1600 St Michaels Dr 
Meeting Location 

Santa Fe Planning Group 
AppIlcaritlAgent 

For Information Call: Current Planning 505.955.6585 Refer to Case: 

Required to be posted and visible from a public street from IMar 4,2012 Ito IMar 19, 2012 
Date Date 

(j) 
00 



D Tennis Courts 300ft Property Une SuII'er 

o Subject Property 

t~~ FederalPorperty 

DCltyOwnedtand 

~ SlaleProperty 

r----: CoIJII/y Parcel Unes 
L-J IDRAFTSTATUS} Label UPC 1.(1S2.(197·XXX.YYY 

en 
(0 



Match 01, 2012 

City of Santa Fe 
Pp. Box 909 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 

Re: Authorization to Act on behalf oCEric Rose and Sam Hitman; ShellabergerTennis C&nter 
• 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Eric Rose and Sam Hitman, owners of the Shellaberger Tennis Center, of that certain real property 
located on the campus of the Santa Fe University of Art and Design, hereby appoint Scott Hoeft of 
Santa Fe Planning Group, Inc., as our duly authorized representative and agent for the puxposes of 
representing us and acting on our behalf with respect to any and all land use issues and matters 
pertaining to the Property. Specifically, we authorize Mr. Hoeft, in our names and on our behalf, to 
communicate with City of Santa Fe staff an~ personnel regarding the Property, submit applications, 
attend and participate on behalf of and represent us in all public hearings or meetings, and handle 
such other matters with all applicable governmental authorities, including the City of Santa Fe, 
pertaining in any manner to the property, or any portion thereof. 

Thank you for your attention to and assistance in this IDlltter. 

Sincerely yours, 

Eric Rose 

Or: 

SamHitman 

n ............ 't ~+' 1 
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SANTA FE PLANNING GROUP, INC. 

P.o. Box 2482, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504 

505.983.1134; 505.983.4884 fax 

EARLY NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION MEETING 

March 01, 2012 

Re: NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING 


Dear Neighbor: 


In accordance with the requirements of the City ofSanta Fe's Early Neighborhood Notification 

regulations, this is to inform you that a meeting is scheduled for: 


Time: 6:00 pm 
When: Monday, March 19,2012 
Where: Sheilaberger Tennis Center 

Southwest corner; Campus of the Santa Fe University of Art & Design 

Early Neighborhood Notification is intended to provide for an exchange ofinformation between 
prospective applicants for developments projects and the project's neighbors before plans become too 
firm to respond meaningfully to community input. 

The intent ofthe meeting is to discuss our plans to rezone the 8~acre site from R~5 special exemption to 
C-2 (commercial), TIle application will also include a General Plan Amendment from public/institution 
to Community Commercial. 

Attached, please fine a vicinity map and a proposed site plan. Ifyou have any questions or 
comments, please contact Scott Hoeft at 505-983.1134 or email atscotthoeft@hotmaiJ.com. 

Attachment: 
-Vicinity Map 
-Site Plan 

N:ILand Use Depl- CURRENT PLNG· Case ManagementICase_ManagemenIILamboy_WilllamICase ManagemenilENNIENN 
Casesl2012 ENN MeetingsISheliaberger\ENN_Notice_Draft with Staff Revisions.doc 
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SHELLABERGER TENNIS CENTER SITE 

RESPONSES TO EARLY NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION GUIDELINES 

1. 	 Effect on character and appearance of the surrounding neighborhoods. 

The rezoning ofthe site will have no negative effect on the character and appearance of 
the surrounding neighborhoods. The site is largely built out with the Shellaberger Tennis 
Center which was constructed in 2002. The site is within the greater campus area of the 
Santa Fe University ofArt and Design and is surrounded by commercial, institutional and 
governmental uses. There are no existing surrounding neighborhoods to the site. The 
neighboring properties, especially to the south ofthe site, are predominantly industrial in 
nature, consisting mostly of warehouse structures significantly lacking in aesthetic merit. 
There wilJ be no negative effect on any surrounding residential neighborhoods, nor is 
there any effect on public places, open space or trails. 

2. 	 Effect on protection of the natural environment. 

The proposed site contains the Shellaberger Tennis Center and is otherwise devoid of any 
significant features. In conjunction with the construction ofthe Tennis Center, on-site 
drainage was constructed. There are no historical structures, arroyos, flood plains or any 
such physical features in need ofprotection. The site is not within an escarpment district. 

3. 	 Impacts on any prehistoric, historic, archeological or cultural sites or structures, 
including the acequias and the historic downtown. 

This guideline is not applicable to the site. The project is not within the BCD or a 
historic district. There are no archeological or cultural sites located on the property. The 
applicant wiH comply, as necessary, with any architectural review or requirements for 
any future development. There is no impact on any acequias. 

4. 	 Relationship to existing density and land use with the surrounding area and with 
the land uses and densities proposed by the City General Plan 

The site is designated as "public/institutional" by the City General Plan and the 
surrounding areas are "communitylcommercial," "public/institutional" or "parks." The 
surrounding areas are institutional and industrial ofa public nature. The General Plan 
encourages existing uses to remain on the site. The rezoning to C-2 is in compliance with 
the existing uses. Amending the General Plan to comport with the existing uses will 
conform the General Plan to that existing use. 

, 75 




5. 	 Effects upon parking, traffic patterns, congestion, pedestrian safety, impact of 
the project on the flow of pedestrian or vehicular traffic and provision of access 
for the disabled, children, low income and elderly to services. 

The existing development on the site addressed these items at the time ofdevelopment 
and has adequate parking and access for the disabled. The existing development on the 
site complies with all requirements for parking and traffic. Any additional development 
will be required to address additional required parking and will be required to make 
provision for access for the disabled as well as address any traffic issues at the time of 
application. The existing Tennis Center has maintained a close relationship with the local 
community, and holds tennis camps and instruction for the youth of the community as 
well as allows its courts to be used by non-profit groups such as First Serve Santa Fe. 
First Serve provides academic tutoring as well as instruction in tennis as part of a 
program to serve the youth of the community in need of such services. 

6. 	 Impact upon the economic base of Santa Fe. 

A rezoning of the property for the existing Tennis Center has a positive impact on the 
economic base of Santa Fe as an existing and viable business. The rezoning also serves 
to assure its long term viability in terms of financing and insurability as the current use of 
the property will be made compliant with the appropriate zoning category. The project 
fits with the goals of the community economic development plan by: creating a facility 
that fits with the character, resources and value systems of Santa Fe; allowing for 
responsible, directed growth; and increasing career opportunities on the site. The project 
is non-polluting; does not create high noise levels and is a positive attribute to the city. 

7. 	 Effect upon availability of affordable housing and availability of housing choices 
for all Santa Fe residents. 

Not applicable. 

8. 	 Effect upon public services such as fire, police protection, school services and 
other public services or infrastructure elem.ents such as water, power, sewer, 
communications, bus systems, commuter or other services or facilities. 

All municipal services are available to and being used by the Tennis Center including 
water, electricity, gas and telephone. All required infrastructure exists on the site and 
there will be no increase in required public services. 

9. 	 Impacts on water supply, availability and conservation methods. 

Water conservation measures such as low-flow plumbing fixtures are used in the Center. 
Run-offwater is harvested for landscaping. Any increase in water usage will be 
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accounted for in accordance with the requirements of the water budget office and the 
development code. 

10. Effect OD opportunities for community integration and social balance through 
mixed land use, pedestrian oriented design, and linkagesamong'neighborhoods 
and recreational activity and employment centers. 

The effect of the Tennis Center has been positive in providing ample opportunities for 
recreation for the community as well as providing youth programs. Due to the location of 
the site there is no linkage with neighborhoods 

11. Effect on Santa Fe's urban form. 

The site is not large enough to have any real effect on Santa Fe's urban form. The Tennis 
Center is compatible with and complimentary to the surrounding buildings and 
development. 
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City of Santa Fe 
Early Neighborhood Notification Meeting 
Sign-In Sheet 

Project Name: Meeting Date: 
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City of Santa Fe 
Land Use Department 
Early Neighborhood Notification 
Meeting Notes 

Project Name IShellaberger Tennis Center 

Project Location 

Project Description 

Applicant / Owner 1 Eric Rose and Sam Hitman 

Agent . .·1 Scott Hoeft, Santa Fe Planning Group 
~--------------------------------------. 

Pre-App Meeting Date IL D::::e::c.'c~e~m:.:::b..:::e:....r.,:.:15:::..t•...::2:::::0...:.-11.!--____________________________---l 

ENNMeeting Date I Monday. March 19, 2012 

ENN Meeting Location IShellaberger Tennis Center, 1600 Sf Michael's Drive 

. Application Type 

Land Use Staff. . I Heather L. Lamboy, AICP 

. Other Staff . 

Attendance· I4 neighboring property owners 

Notes/Comments: 
Mr. Scott Hoeft began the meeting with an overview of the Shellaberger Tennis 
Center. He stated that the Center received a Special Exception (due to the fact 
that it was part of the Col/ege of Santa Fe campus) in 2001, and opened in 
November 2002. Mr. Hoeft reviewed the location of the Shellaberger Tennis 
Center and the buildings around it. There is a state office building that fronts 
Siringo Road to the west, and the Driscoll Gym and Screen buildings to the north. 
The tract that is planned to be developed as the Santa Fe Higher Education 
Center is located across Yucca Drive. 

Mr. Hoeft then reviewed the dissolution of the College of Santa Fe and the sale 
of the property to the City of Santa Fe. The City then leased most of the campus 
to Laureate Education, which now runs the Santa Fe University of Art and Design 
(SFUAD). The tract for the Tennis Center, however, was held separately in order 
to finance the purchase of the College of Santa Fe campus. 
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ENN - Shellaberger Tennis Center 
Page 2 of3 

Ms. Nancy Long then added to Mr. Hoeft's presentation by stating that the entire 
SFUAD campus is residentially zoned (R-5). As the campus developed, special 
exceptions were granted for the educational buildings. At that time, Shellaberger 
was considered part of the educational use as it was associated directly with the 
College of Santa Fe. Now that Shellaberger is independent of an educational 
facility and privately-run, it falls under a different category of use. 

Ms. Long stated that there was a period of uncertainty during the time that the 
City was purchasing the College of Santa Fe property. She stated that the 
center, however, was given a new chance when Eric Rose and Sam Hitman 
purchased the property. She stated that the Tennis Center is an asset for the 
community through the youth and membership programs. Tennis tournaments 
bring additional revenue to the town. 

Ms. Long explained she and Mr. Hoeft had reviewed the various different zoning 
categories that permit a private recreational facility, and felt that the General 
Commercial (C-2) zoning category was most appropriate. 

A neighbor asked what would happen if the center did not get rezoned. Ms. Long 
explained that during the purchase process, there was not enough time to 
address the zoning up front. .The Tennis Center is considered a non-conforming 
use that was legally created through the Special Exception that was granted 
when it was part of the College of Santa Fe campus. Ms. Long stated that as a 
non-conforming structure, it will be difficult to get financing for improvements and 
will not be possible to replace it in the event of a fire or other disaster. 

The neighbor asked whether the owners were aware of this risk when the 
building was purchased. Ms. Long replied yes. 

Another neighbor asked about the nature of the road that accesses the Tennis 
Center. Mr. Hoeft replied that it was a private roadway. The neighbor asked 
whether Shellaberger would consider prohibiting heavy equipment on the 
driveway. The neighbor stated a fear that the State's road maintenance yard 
would expand. 

The neighbor stated that she represented the Rancho Siringo Neighborhood 
Association and that the neighborhood is in opposition to the introduction of the 
possibility of any restaurants in the area, especially fast-food restaurants. 
Additionally, the neighborhood was no additional commercialization along the 
Siringo Road corridor. 

Mr. Eric Rose responded that he would like to put the neighborhood at ease. He 
commented that there are no plans for the land, and if there are any changes in 
the future, he stated that he would look at what fits with the college to determine 
what is most appropriate. He commented that Santa Fe is not a huge town, and 
by having the center it helps to bring more recreation opportunities to the town. 
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ENN - Sheila berger Tennis Center 
Page 3 of 3 

A neighbor asked whether there was ample parking. Mr. Hoeft pointed out the 
parking on the aerial, and stated yes. He. commented that, on occasion during 
tournaments and special events, the Tennis Center has utilized some of the 
SFUAD campus parking lots as well. 

After another comment/concern about limiting fast food uses,· Ms. Lamboy 
reviewed all the different zoning categories that permit private recreational 
facilities. She noted that the other categories were much more intense in nature 
than the general commercial category. She stated the only other way to address 
the problem is to amend the code to permit such facilities either as a special use 
in the residential districts or creatE? an institutional zoning district. Ms. Lamboy 
commented that would take a long time to complete through stakeholder 
meetings, public review period, and public hearing processes. Mr. Hoeft 
communicated that the applicant would rather fix the nonconforming issue sooner 
than later as a method of protecting the property's value and· for financing 
purposes. 

The meeting concluded at approximately 6:30pm. 
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Exhibit E 

Applicant Submittals: 

Justification Letter 


Site Plan 
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SANTA FE PLANNING GROUP, INC. 

P.o. Box 2482 

Santa Fe, NM 87504 
505.983.1134; 505.983.4884 fax 

April 16. 2012 

Heather Lamboy 
City of Santa Fe Land Use Department 
200 Lincoln Avenue, P.O. Box 909 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504~0909 

RE: 	 Shellaberger Tennis Center 
General Plan Amendment & Rezoning Application 

Dear Mrs. Lamboy: 


Enclosed please find 6-plans and 6 copies of the general plan amendment criteria and rezoning 

criteria for the ShelJaberger Tennis Center. The approved Final Development Plan has been 

included as part of the application and was approved in year 2002. The total land area is 

approximately 8.62-acres in size. 


We are requesting at this time a general plan amendment and rezoning for the subject site. The 

site exists as R-5 zoning with a special exemption for the tennis center. We desire to change the 

zoning to C-2 commerciaL The general plan amendment request will change the future land use 

from publiclinstitutional to community commercial. Please see the case history (attached) for a 

detailed explanation and justification for the requested change. 


Please schedule this project for the June 07, 2012 or June 2],2012, meeting of the Planning 

Commission followed by the City Council. Ifyou have questions or require additional 

information, please do not hesitate to call at 412.0309. 


Attachments: 

-Application and Fee ($3,320) 

-General Plan Amendment Criteria 

~Rezoning Criteria 


-Legal Lot ofRecord (on file" wI the ENN materials) 
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SHELLABERGER TENNIS CENTER REZONING AND GENERAL 
PLAN AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Shellaberger Tennis Center was constructed in 2002 and at that time was part of the 
College ofSanta Fe campus. The College of Santa Fe was established in 1851 and the 
campus is located at St. Michael's Drive and Cerrillos Road in Santa Fe. At the time the 
City of Santa Fe adopted a zoning code, an existing uses were grandfathered as was the 
case with the College of Santa Fe. The land use designation in the City's general plan for 
the College ofSanta Fe campus is public/institutional. The zoning provided by the City 
to the campus at the time ofthe enactment ofcity zoning code, was R-S. Although that 
was probably not the most appropriate zoning category for the campus, educational uses 
were and still are allowed as special uses withln residential zoning districts. 

The College of Santa Fe campus (the real property) was sold to the City ofSanta Fe in 
September,2009. Laureate Educational Services leased the real property and buildings 
from the City of Santa Fe at that same time and continues to lease the property upon 
which its operates the Santa Fe University ofArt and Design on the former College of 
Santa Fe campus. 

The Tennis Center, existing on a separate lot, was mortgaged by the College ofSanta Fe 
prior to 2009 in order to generate funds for its operations. The College ofSanta Fe 
defaulted on that monetary obligation, and the Tennis Center was deeded to the bank that 
held the mortgage prior to the sale of the remainder of the campus to the City of Santa Fe. 
That bank. went into FDIC receivership and its assets were purchased later by US Bank. 
While the banks were holding the property and looking for potential purchasers ofthe 
property, there was a great community effort among numerous individuals and groups to 
save the Tennis Center so that it could remain a tennis and recreational facility for the 
community ofSanta Fe. There was grave concern that the Tennis Center would be 
closed, the building and real property sold for uses other than a Tennis Center such as a 
warehouse or for an industrial or commercial use and that it would not be available for 
recreational purposes to the youth and community of Santa Fe. The current owners, 
having experience with managing and running other tennis centers, were able to purchase 
the Tennis Center property in July, 2011. In order to secure the property and expedite the 
sale, the owners were forced to arrange a speedy closing and now seek to conform the 
zoning to the existing use of the center in order that they might obtain more beneficial 
financing, to satisfy their insurance requirements and be able to make adjustments to the 
Tennis Center and its offerings to ensure its economic viability. 
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REZONING APPROVAL CRITERIA SUBMITTED PURSUANT TO THE 
LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, CHAPTER 14 SFCC 1987, §§ 14-3.5(C) AND 
(0) AND AS REQUIRED BY THE CITY OF SANTA FE'S REZONING 

APPLICATION. 


Section 14-3.5(C)(1)(a) provides that rezoning proposals shall be reviewed based upon 
the criteria provided and findings shall be made that one or more of the following 
conditions have been met in order to approve any rezoning: 
(i) 	 there was a mistake in the original zoning; 
(ii) 	 there has been a change in the surrounding area, altering the character ofthe 

neighborhood to such an extent as to justify changing the zoning; or 
(iii) 	 a different use category is more advantageous to the community, as articulated in 

the general plan or other adopted city plans. 

In addition, the applicant must also show that: 

(b) all the rezoning requirements of Chapter 14 have been met; 
(c) the rezoning is consistent with the applicable policies of the general plan, inchlding 
the future land use map; 
(d) the amount ofland proposed for rezoning and the proposed use for the land is 
consistent with city policies regarding the provision ofurban land sufficient to meet the 
amount, rate and geographic location of the growth of the city; and 
(e) the existing and proposed infrastructure, such as the street system, sewer and water 
lines, and public facilities, such as fire stations and parks, will be able to accommodate 
the impacts of the proposed development. 

This application meets all ofthe approval criteria contained in Section 14-3.5(C). 
Although a rezoning application is required to meet only one ofthe conditions in 14­
3.5(C)(1 )(a), this application meets all three conditions justifYing a change in the zoning 
from R-5 to C-2 (general commercial). 

1. There Was a Mistake in the Original Zoning 

At the time that the City provided a zoning category and a land use designation for the 
already existing College of Santa Fe, there was apparently no effort made at creating an 
appropriate zoning category for an existing college and its accessory uses. The college 
campus (now the Santa Fe University of Art and Design) is categorized as 
public/institutional in the general plan and has an R-5, residential zoning for the entire 
campus which includes the Shellaberger Tennis Center. At the time the city's original 
zoning code was created, a zoning category could also have been created to cover the 
educational and accessory uses for a college campus including the now existing 
Shellaberger Tennis Center. Alternatively without the creation ofa new zoning category, 
the property should have been designated general commercial. 
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2. 	 There has been a change in the surrounding area, altering the cbaracter of 
the neighborhood to such an extent as to justify changing the zoning. 

There has been a change in the surrounding area where the Shellaberger Tennis Center is 
located altering the character of the area. The Tennis Center is surrounded by 
commercial or industrial uses. To the west and south ofthe Tennis Center are 
governmentally owned properties containing some prefabricated metal buildings, heavy 
equipment and property owned by the City of Santa Fe for governmental (procurement 
and purchasing) services. To the east. and north of the Tennis Center is the Santa Fe 
University ofArt and Design campus, owned by the City ofSanta Fe and leased by the 
University . To the east is a parcel ofproperty that has been sold to the Santa Fe 
Community College for the development of an educational campus to be used by 
multiple educational entities. There is no residential development surrounding the Tennis 
Center Property. 

3. 	 A different use category is more advantageous to the community, as 
articulated in the general plan or other adopted city plans. 

The C-2, general commercial category is more advantageous to the community as the 
appropriate zoning for the Tennis Center. This zoning classification will allow the 
Tennis Center to be maintained as a tennis center and recreational facility and to be 
improVed as such. The C-2, general commercial zoning category is the only zoning 
classification in the city that allows the current use as a recreational facility. In order to 
procure financing for the Tennis Center, to rebuild or repair the center should it be 
damaged or destroyed, and to improve the Te1ll1is Center, the C-"2 zoning is required. 

The advantages ofmaintaining the Tennis Center with its current uses is a tremendous 
asset to the Santa Fe community. In addition to being a premier tennis facility for its 
members and providing year-round recreational opportunities, the Tennis Center is a site 
for high school tennis team training and tournaments, summer camps for younger 
children, the site ofnational tournaments such as the recently held (SLAM) tournament 
bringing visitors and nationally ranked players to the center. The Tennis Center also 
serves as the site for non-profit activities such as the First Serve program that provides 
tutoring and physical activities, to include tennis, to inspire and encourage students to 
further their education and promote mental discipline through tennis instruction. 

4. 	 All of the rezoning requirements of Chapter 14 have been met. 

All ofthe other rezoning requirements ofChapter 14 have been met by the applicant. 
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5. 	 The rezoning is consistent with tbe appJica ble policies of the general plan, 
including the future land use map. 

The rezoning is consistent with the policies ofthe general plan including the future land 
use map as this property is designated as public/institutional that anows for facilities ofa 
unique pubJic character. The public/institutional definition in the general plan also 
provides that where uses already exist on lands designated public/institutional on the 
future land use map, they are encouraged to remain on the site. Nevertheless, the 
applicant is proposing an amendment to the general plan for designation of this property 
as Community Commercial. 

6. 	 The amonnt of land proposed for rezoning and the proposed nse of the land 
is consistent with city policies regarding the provision of urban land 
sufficient to meet the amount, rate and geographic location ofthe growth of 
the city. 

The parcel size that is the subject of the rezoning application is approximately 8 acres and 
is therefore consistent with city policy regarding the size ofthe parcel for rezoning. The 
use proposed for the site is consistent with city policies and the applicant is proposing a 
general plan amendment to change the designation on the future land use to commercial 
for this property. The lot size is sufficient to accommodate the existing Tennis Center 
and additional related and complimentary development to the Tennis Center. 

7. 	 The existing and proposed infrastructure, such as the street system, sewer 
and water lines, and public facilities, such as fire stations and parks, wiD be 
able to accommodate the impacts of the proposed development. 

The Tennis Center was constructed and completed in 2002 and was an infill project at 
that time. Any necessary infrastructure was in existence or was fully developed when the 
Tennis Center was constnicted and has met the needs of the Tennis Center since that 
time. 

CRITERIA FOR ALL AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN. 

This application is also seeking an amendment to the general plan. The most appropriate 
land use designation for the Tennis Center site is Community Commercial. The 
amendment to Community Commercial will not have a negative impact on the 
surrounding properties. As described above, the surrounding properties are industrial, 
governmental, institutional and educational in character. The proposed change is related 
to the character of the surrounding area. The general plan has designated this site as 
public/institutional and now that the Tennis Center has changed ownership from the 
previously existing College ofSanta Fe to separate private owners, it is more appropriate 
to change the general plan designation. 
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Section 14-3. 7E contains the approval criteria for General Plan Amendments as follows: 

(a) 	 Consistency with growth projections for Santa Fe, economic development 
goals as set forth in a comprehensive economic development plan for Santa 
Fe and existing land use conditions such as access and availability of 
infrastructure. 

The proposed amendment is consistent with the existing development on the site as well 
as the surrounding properties. In addition, the proposed amendment is generally 
consistent with the economic development objectives set forth in the "City of Santa Fe 
Economic Development Strategy for Implementation", dated May 21,2008, 
implementing the Angelou Economics report entitled "Cultivating Santa Fe's Future 
Economy". 

(b) 	 Consistency with other parts of the General Plan. 

The proposed amendment is generally consistent with the growth management and other 
policies of the General Plan. 

(c) 	 The amendment does not: 

1. 	 allow uses or change that is significantly different from or inconsistent 
with the prevailing use and character in the area; or 

ii. 	 affect an area of less than two acres, except when adjusting boundaries 
between districts; or 

iii. 	 benefit one or a few landowners at the expense of the surrounding 
landowners or the general public; 

The surrounding landowners are governmental or commercial and the prevailing use and 
character in the area is of an industrial, commercial and governmental nature. The site is 
not less than two acres and is in fact roughly 8 acres. 

(d) 	 an amendment is not required to couform with Section 14-3.2(E)(1)(c) if it 
promotes the general welfare or has other adequate public advantage or 
justification; 

Not applicable, but in fact there is a public advantage to maintain the development as a 
tennis center which had great benefit to the Santa Fe community. 

(e) 	 compliance with extraterritorial zoning ordinances and extraterritorial 
plans; 

The proposed amendment complies generally with the Santa Fe Extraterritorial Land Use 
Authority Ordinance No. 2009-01, entitled «An Ordinance Establishing Subdivision, 
Platting, Planning and Zoning Rules within the Presumptive City Limits and within 
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Unincorporated Areas of the County that are Subject to the Extraterritorial, Subdivision, 
Platting, Planning and Zoning Jurisdiction ofthe City ofSanta Fe; Establishing 
Definitions; Providing for Transitional Provisions; Repealing Ordinance Nos. 19974. 
1997-3, 1999"1, 1999"5,2000-1,2000-3" (SPPaZo). 

(1) 	 contribution to a coordinated, adjusted and harmonious development of 
. Santa Fe that in accordance with existing and future needs best promotes 
health, safety, moraIs, order convenience, prosperity or the general welfare, 
as well as efficiency and economy in the process of development; 

The proposed amendment will contribute to a coordinated, adjusted. and harmonious 
development ofSanta Fe for the reasons set forth above. 

(g) 	 Consideration of conformity with other city policies, including land use 
policies, ordinances, regulations and plans. 

The application is in conformance with all other city policies. 
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ITEM # 11-1... 8 


jenkinsgavin 
()r~IGN & O[VELOI'MfNT INC 

August 7, 2012 

Yolanda Vigil 
City Clerk 
City of Santa Fe 
200 Lincoln Avenue 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 

RE: 	 Case #2012-30, Bienvenidos General Plan Amendment 
Case #2012-31, Bienvenidos Rezoning to R-5 

Dear Yolanda, 

The above cases are on the Agenda for the City Council meeting on Wednesday, August 8,2012. 
However, John Romero, the City traffic engineer, will be out of town on that date. We therefore 
respectfully request to postpone the cases until the Tuesday, August 28, 2012 City Council 
meeting. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Jenkins 

cc: 	 Rosalie Cardenas 
Tamara Baer 
Dan Esquibel 
John Romero 
Mike Gomez 

130 GRANT AVENUE, SUITE 101 SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501 PHONE: 505.820.7444 FACSIMILE: 505.820.7445 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF 

AUGUST 8, 2012 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS SCHEDULED FOR INTRODUCTION 

BY MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNING BODY 


Mayor David Coss 
Co-Sponsors Title Tentative 

Committee Schedule 
A RESOLUTION Finance 9/4112 

DECLARING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A SISTER Council- 9112/12 
CITY RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO AND THE CITY OF 

! LIVINGSTONE, ZAMBIA. 

I ..­
Councilor Patti Bushee 


Co-Sponsors Title Tentative
I Committee Schedule I r! 

Councilor Chris Calvert 
Ico~sponsors Title Tentative 

Committee Schedule 
A RESOLUTION Public Works - 8/27112 

RELA TING TO THE HEALTH, SAFETY AND Finance 9/4/12 
WELFARE OF THE RESIDENTS OF THE MONTANO Council- 9112112 
STREET NEIGHBORHOOD; DIRECTING STAFF TO 
EXPLORE AND MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO 
THE GOVERNING BODY REGARDING THE 
OPTIONS FOR CONSTRUCTING A CONTINUOUS 
STREET ON MONTANO STREET OR AT A 
MINIMUM PROVIDING LIMITED ACCESS FOR 
PUBLIC SAFETY RESPONSE. 

AN ORDINANCE Planning Commission ­
RELA TING TO THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, 9/6/12 
CHAPTER 14 SFCC 1987 AND ARTICLE 18-5.1 SFCC Public Works - 911 0112 
1987 REGARDING DISTRESS MERCHANDISE City Business & Quality of 
SALES SIGNS AND LICENSES; AMENDING Life - 9111112 
SECTION 14-8.10(B)(8) SFCC 1987 REGARDING Finance - 9118112 
VIOLATIONS OF SIGN REGULATIONS TO Council (request to publish) 
INCLUDE DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE SIGNS - 9/25/12 
IN THE H DISTRICTS; CREATING A NEW SECTION Council (public hearing)­
14-8.10(H)(28)(t) SFCC 1987 REGARDING THE 10/30/12 
REGULATION OF DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE 
SIGNS IN THE H DISTRICTS; AMENDING SECTION 
18-5.1 SFCC 1987 REGARDING THE GROUNDS FOR 
DENIAL OF A DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE 
LICENSE AND THE REVOCATION OF A DISTRESS 
MERCHANDISE SALE LICENSE; AND MAKING 
SUCH OTHER SUCH STYLISTIC AND 
GRAMMATICAL CHANGES AS ARE NECESSARY. 

1 
This document is subject to change. 



Dimas 
Co-Sponsors 

~______~______r-___________C_o~u~n~c~il~o~r~C~a~r~m~ichaelDo~=i~n=g~ue=z~__-,___ ~______________~ 
Co-Sponsors Title Tentative 

Committee Schedule 

C 'I eter IounClor P vesI 

Councilor Chris Rivera 
Co-S Title Tentative 

- Committee Schedule 

Councilor Ron Trujillo 

Co-Sponsors Title Tentative 
 i 

Committee Schedule 

Councilor Wurzbur£er 
Co-Sponsors Title Tentative 

Committee Schedule 
A RESOLUTION Public Works - 8/27112 

ADOPTING THE 2014-2018 INFRASTRUCTURE Finance - 9/4112 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN (ICIP). Council 9112112 

I 
Rivera A RESOLUTION City Business and Quality 

DESIGNA TING THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT of Life Committee 
DIVISION AS THE AUTHORITY FOR THE CITY OF 8114112 
SANTA FE'S ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES Finance - 8/20/12 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEW MEXICO ! Council 8/28/12 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFIED COMMUNITIES INITIATIVE. 

I 

Introduced legislation will be posted on the City Attorney's website, under legislative services 

(http://www.santafenm.gov/index.asp?nid=320). Ifyou would like to review the legislation prior to that time or you 

would like to be a co-sponsor, please contact Melissa Byers, (505)955-6518, mc\byers@santafenm.gov. 


2 
This document is subject to change. 

mailto:mc\byers@santafenm.gov
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 

RESOLUTION NO. 2012-_ 

INTRODUCED BY: 

Councilor Chris Calvert 

A RESOLUTION 

RELATING TO THE HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE OF THE RESIDENTS OF THE 

MONTANO STREET NEIGHBORHOOD; DIRECTING STAFF TO EXPLORE AND MAKE 

RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE GOVERNING BODY REGARDING THE OPTIONS FOR 

CONSTRUCTING A CONTINUOUS STREET ON MONTANO STREET OR AT A 

MINIMUM PROVIDING LIMITED ACCESS FOR PUBLIC SAFETY RESPONSE. 

WHEREAS, Montano Street is a segmented street located south of Agua Fria Street, see GIS 

photo map, attached hereto as Exhibit A; and 

WHEREAS, Montano Street has three segments with two large parcels of land that separate 

the segments; and 

WHEREAS, the road condition of each segment varies from fair to very poor; and 

WHEREAS, each segment of Montano Street is accessed from different streets: the most 

eastern segment is accessed by Avenida Cristobal Colon and Palamino Street; the middle segment can 

only be accessed by Velarde Street and the most western segment can only be accessed by Barela 

Lane and Rafael Street; and 

1 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Working Draft 
8-7-12 

WHEREAS, public safety response to Montano Street and its connecting streets is difficult 

to maneuver because Montano Street is not a continuous street; and 

WHEREAS, there is continuing construction activity that has taken place on Montano Street 

wherein the property owners have dedicated portions of their property to the street; and 

WHEREAS, in the interest of the health, safety and welfare of the residents ofthe Montano 

Street neighborhoods the Governing Body desires that staff explore the options for making Montano 

Street a continuous street or in the alternative provide limited access for public safety response. 

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

CITY OF SANTA FE that staff is directed to explore and make recommendations to the Governing 

Body regarding the options for constructing a continuous street on Montano Street or at a minimum 

providing limited access for public safety response. 

Section 1. Staff shall hold a public hearing to obtain input from the residents of the 

Montano Street neighborhood and the residents of the connecting streets regarding the construction of 

a continuous street on Montano Street or in the alternative limited access for public safety response. 

Section 2. Staff shall inventory the rights-of-way on Montano Street and evaluate 

whether there is adequate right-of-way to make Montano Street a continuous street or a limited access 

street for public safety response. 

Section 3. Staff shall investigate the costs for any options that are recommended to the 

Governing Body. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that staff shall present their recommendations, including 

the projected costs, to the Governing Body within 90 days of the adoption ofthis resolution. 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this __ day of_____" 2012. 

DAVID COSS, MAYOR 
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ATTEST: 


YOLANDA Y. VIGIL, CITY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATTORNEY 

MIMelissaiResolutions 20121Montano Street 
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1 CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 


2 BILL NO. 2012­

3 INTRODUCED BY: 


4 Councilor Chris Calvert 


5 


6 


7 

8 

9 

lOANORDINANCE 

11 RELATING TO THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, CHAPTER 14 SFCC 1987 AND 

12 ARTICLE 18-5.1 SFCC 1987 REGARDING DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALES SIGNS 

13 AND LICENSES; AMENDING SECTION 14-8.10(B)(8) SFCC 1987 REGARDING 

14 VIOLATIONS OF SIGN REGULATIONS TO INCLUDE DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE 

15 SIGNS IN THE H DISTRICTS; CREATING A NEW SECTION 14-8.10(H)(28)(t) SFCC 1987 

16 REGARDING THE REGULATION OF DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE SIGNS IN THE 

17 H DISTRICTS; AMENDING SECTION 18-5.1 SFCC 1987 REGARDING THE GROUNDS 

18 FOR DENIAL OF A DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE LICENSE AND THE 

19 REVOCATION OF A DISTRESS MERCHANDISE SALE LICENSE; AND MAKING SUCH 

20 OTHER SUCH STYLISTIC AND GRAMMATICAL CHANGES AS ARE NECESSARY. 

21 

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

23 Section 1. Section 14-8.10(B)(8) SFCC 1987 (being Ord. No. 2007-17, §2, as 

24 amended) is amended to read: 

25 (8) Fines for Violations 
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(a) 	 Except as set forth in paragraph (b) below, the following are 

mandatory minimum fines to be imposed by the municipal 

court for violation of Section 14-8.10 SFCC 1987 upon 

issuance of a citation by the [b]land [Y]yse [I)]!:!epartment. 

The effective date of this paragraph (8) is July 25, 2011. 

First violation $100 

Second violation $200 

Third and subsequent violations $300 

(b) 	 The following are mandatory minimum fines to be imposed 

by the municipal court upon the holder of a business license 

for violation of Subsection~ 14-8.1 O(H) (28)<0 or (29) upon 

issuance of a citation by the land use department. The fines 

shall be imposed for each day or part of a day that the 

violation exists. The effective date of this paragraph is [~ 

25,2011] ___-'--,=-20,,--,1=2 [effective date ofthis 

ordinance] . 

First violation $250 

Second violation $500 

Third and subsequent violations $500 and up to 

ninety days in jail 

Section 2. A new Subsection 14-8.10(H)(28)(t) SFCC 1987 is ordained to read: 

(f) [NEW MATERIAI~] Distress Merchandise Sale Signs 

(i) 	 A sign advertising a distress merchandise sale is 

prohibited unless the following conditions are met: 

A. 	 A sign permit shall be obtained from the 

2 
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city. Each permit shall allow a business to 

place a sign for a permit period 

corresponding to the licensed duration ofthe 

distress merchandise sale. 

B. 	 A sign shall not exceed ] 2 inches by 24 

inches. 

c. 	 A sign must bear an official city of Santa Fe 

sticker, tag, or other device at all times 

during the permit period indicating the 

approved dates of the permit period. 

D. 	 A sign shall be removed by the permit 

holder immediately after the permit period. 

(ii) 	 The city may remove a sign if the above conditions 

are not met. 

Section 3. Section 18-5.1 SFCC 1987 (being Code 1953, §21-1, as amended) is 

amended to read: 

A. License. It shall be unlawful for any person to advertise or conduct a distress 

merchandise sale without having first obtained a I icense to do so in accordance with this section. 

B. Application. Any person desiring to conduct a distress merchandise sale within the 

city shall make a written application verified under oath to the finance department at least fifteen (15) 

days prior to the date on which the sale is to commence unless the merchandise to be sold consists of 

perishable goods, or goods damaged by smoke, fire or water in which case the fifteen (15) day time 

period is not applicable. The application shall contain the following information: 

(1) The name and address of the owner of the goods, wares or merchandise to be 

sold; 
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(2) A description of the place where such sale is to be held; 

(3) The nature of the occupancy of the place where such sale is to be held, 

whether by lease or otherwise, and the effective date of the termination of the occupancy of 

the premises; 

(4) The commencement and termination dates of the distress merchandise sate; 

(5) A full and complete statement of the facts regarding the reasons why the 

distress merchandise sale is being conducted, the manner in which the sale is to be conducted, 

the means to be employed in advertising the sale, together with the content of any proposed 

advertisement or advertising themes, or copies thereof; 

(6) If a defunct business is involved, the name and address of the defunct 

business, and the owner or former owner thereof, 

(7) A complete and detailed inventory of the goods, wares and merchandise 

including goods received on consignment to be offered at the distress merchandise sale, the 

terms and conditions of the acquisition of the property, the amount and description of the 

goods, wares or merchandise to be sold and the location ofthe goods, wares and merchandise 

at the time of the filing ofthe application; 

(8) A statement that the applicant has not in contemplation of the distress 

merchandise sale ordered, purchased or received on consignment any goods, wares or 

merchandise for the purpose of selling them at the sale within ninety (90) days prior to the 

filing of the application; 

(9) A statement that no goods will be added to the inventory after the application 

is made or during the sale; and 

(10) A statement that the applicant or its principal officers or agents have not been 

convicted of a violation of the Distress Sales Act [57-10-1 to 57-10-12 NMSA 1987] or this 

section or had a license issued under the Act or this section revoked within five (5) years of 
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the filing of this application. 

c. Examination and Investigation; Grounds for Denial ofLicense. The city may upon 

the filing of an application investigate the applicant and examine the applicant's affairs in relation to 

the proposed sale and may examine the inventory and records of the applicant. A license shall not be 

issued if it is found that: 

(1) The applicant has held a sale subject to regulation under the Distress Sales 

Act [57-10-1 to 57-10-12 NMSA 1978] or this section at the location described in the 

application, within three (3) years from the date of the application; 

(2) The [applieatioR states that the] applicant or any of its principal officers or 

agents have been convicted ofa violation of the Distress Sales Act or this section or has had a 

license issued under the act or this section revoked within five (5) years of the filing of the 

application; 

(3) The inventory submitted with the application includes goods, wares or 

merchandise purchased or held on consignment by the applicant or added to the applicant's 

stock in contemplation of such sale and for the purpose of selling the stock at the distress 

merchandise sale. Any unusual addition to the stock of goods, wares or merchandise which is 

made within ninety (90) days prior to the filing of the application shall be prima facie 

evidence that the addition was made in contemplation of the sale and for the purpose of 

selling the goods at the sale; 

(4) The applicant, in ticketing the goods, wares or merchandise for sale has 

misrepresented the original retail price or value thereof; 

(5) The advertisement or advertising themes are false, fraudulent, deceptive or 

misleading in any respect; 

(6) The sales methods to be used by the applicant in conducting the sale will 

work a fraud upon the purchasers; 
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(7) The information set forth in the appl ication is insufficient~ 

(8) Representations made in the application are false; Iet'l 

(9) The applicant has acquired bankrupt stock or other distress sale merchandise 

from another area within six (6) months of the applicationH~ 

(10) The applicant or any of its principal officers or agents have been issued a 

notice of violation of Subsections 18-5.l(C) or (D). 

D. Issuance ofLicense; Conditions. Ifthe application complies with the provisions of 

the Distress Sales Act [57-10-1 to 57-10-12 NMSA 1978J or this section and the license fee as set 

forth below has been paid, a license shall be issued to advertise and conduct the sale described in the 

application subject to the following conditions: 

(1) The sale shall be held at the place named in the application; 

(2) The sale shall be held by the licensee for a period of not more than ninety 

(90) days following the date set forth in the license; 

(3) Only goods, wares and merchandise included in the inventory attached to the 

application shall be displayed on the premises and sold at the sale; 

(4) The license shall be prominently displayed at the location of the sale at all 

times; [aRdJ 

(5) The licensee shall keep suitable books at the sale location that shall be open 

for inspection by the city during normal business hoursH; and 

(6) Any sign related to the distress merchandise sale shall. at all times. be in 

compliance with Subsection 14-8.10(8)(8) SFCC 1987. 

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective immediately upon 

adoption. 
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APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATTORNEY 

caolMelissalbitls 20121distress merchandise sales (clean) 
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 


RESOLUTION NO. 2012._ 


INTRODUCED BY: 


Councilor Rebecca Wurzburger 


A RESOLUTION 

ADOPTING THE 2014-2018 INFRASTRUCTURE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN 

(lCIP). 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico, a New Mexico municipal corporation, 

recognizes that the financing of public capital projects has become a major concern in New 

Mexico and nationally; and 

WHEREAS, in times of scarce resources, it is necessary to find new financing 

mechanisms and maxim ize the use of existing resources; and 

WHEREAS, systematic capital improvements planning is an effective tool for 

communities to define their development needs, establish priorities and pursue concrete actions 

and strategies to achieve necessary project development; and 

WHEREAS, this process contributes to local and regional efforts in project identification 

and selection in short and long-range capital planning efforts. 

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

CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO that: 
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1. The City of Santa Fe has adopted the attached 2014-2018 Infrastructure Capital 

Improvements Plan; and 

2. The Plan is intended to be a working document and is the first of many steps 

toward improving rational, long-range capital planning and budgeting for New Mexico's 

infrastructure. 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this _ day of______-', 2012. 

DA VID COSS, MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

YOLANDA Y. VIGIL, CITY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATTORNEY 
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1 CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 


2 RESOLUTION NO. 2012 ­

3 INTRODUCED BY: 


4 Councilor Rebecca Wurzburger 


5 Councilor Chris Rivera 


6 


7 


8 


9 

lOARESOLUTION 

11 DESIGNATING THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DIVISION AS THE AUTHORITY 

12 FOR THE CITY OF SANTA FE'S ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES IN 

13 ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEW MEXICO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

14 DEPARTMENT CERTIFIED COMMUNITIES INITIATIVE. 

15 

16 WHEREAS, the New Mexico State Economic Development Department has established a 

17 state-wide program of assistance and incentives known as the Certified Communities Initiative (CCI) 

18 that includes access to financial resources and marketing opportunities for participating communities 

19 to improve their local economies; and 

20 WHEREAS, in 2008, the City of Santa Fe was designated as a certified community and is 

21 required to apply for re-certification every three years; and 

22 WHEREAS, creating a designated entity as the community's representative authority to 

23 interact with the State Economic Development Department program managers is among the 

24 requirements of the CCI; and 

25 WHEREAS, the powers and duties of the City Business and Quality of Life Advisory 
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Committee (CBQL) were amended by Ordinance No. 2008-16. to include "reviewing the 

recommendations of the economic development review subcommittee and making recommendations 

to the governing body regarding applications for assistance for economic development projects"; and 

WHEREAS, the CBQL members represent a broad spectrum ofcommunity interests 

including local businesses, the chamber of commerce, financial institutions, civic organizations and 

local government. 

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

CITY OF SANTA FE that the City of Santa Fe's Economic Development Division is designated, 

with the advice of the CBQL, as the authority in aU economic development activities in accordance 

with the New Mexico Economic Development Department Certified Communities Initiative. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Economic Development Division is authorized to 

enter the program on behalf of the City of Santa Fe. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED, this __ day of _______, 2012. 

DAVID COSS, MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

YOLANDA Y. VIGIL, CITY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATTORNEY 

Cao/Melissa/Resolutions 2012/Economic Development (Certified Community Initiative) 
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CITY OF SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 


RESOLUTION NO. 2012-__ 


INTRODUCED BY: 


Mayor David Coss 


A RESOLUTION 

DECLARING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A SISTER CITY RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF SANTA FE AND THE CITY OF LIVINGSTONE, ZAMBIA. 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Fe, New Mexico, USA and the City of Livingstone, Zambia, 

Africa, desire to formalize a Sister City relationship between the people of the two communities; and 

WHEREAS, like Santa Fe, Livingstone is a tourist destination that is located near Victoria 

Falls, one of the seven natural wonders ofthe world; and 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2012, the mayors of the City of Santa Fe and the City of 

Livingstone entered into a Twining Agreement which expressed their desire for their communities to 

remain interconnected; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Fe and the City of Livingstone on the basis of cooperation, 

equality and mutual benefit will develop their Sister City relationship to promote and broaden 

economic cooperation and cultural exchanges between the two cities. 

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

CITY OF SANTA FE that the Governing Body does hereby establishes a Sister City relationship 
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with the City of Livingstone, Zambia and declares its interest in exploring the establishment of 

business and trade relations between the City of Santa Fe and the City of Livingstone in: 

1. The areas of the arts such as exhibits, music, dance and other cultural activities; and 

2. Education, through the establishment of contacts with educational institutions; and 

3. Science and technology, sports, health, youth and any areas that will contribute to the 

prosperity and the further development of a Sister City relationship between the people of Santa Fe 

and Livingstone. 

PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED this __day of____---', 2012. 

DAVID COSS, MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

YOLANDA Y. VIGIL, CITY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

GENO ZAMORA, CITY ATTORNEY 
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